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Exhibit C 
 
As set forth below, despite the current requirement that frequency coordinators 
obtain a concurrence from AAA before assigning AERS channels, there have been at 
least five instances when a license applicant obtained and submitted an associated 
coordination that did not contain the necessary AAA concurrence, and therefore 
raised the potential to cause harmful interference to the communications of AAA 
clubs.   
 
1. On May 23, 2000, counsel for AAA Texas, Inc. (“AAA TX”) filed a request to set 

aside the license issued to Delta Communications & Electronics (“Delta”) under 
call sign WPPE967 for failure to obtain prior concurrence from AAA TX as the 
adjacent channel licensee, as required under Section 90.187(b)(2) of the FCC 
regulations.  Delta also failed to obtain concurrence from AAA as the exclusive 
frequency coordinator on frequencies adjacent to the auto club channels, as 
required by Rule Section 90.175.  Delta decided to cancel its license as a result, 
and the Commission dismissed the protest as moot by letter dated September 14, 
2001. 

 
2. On October 16, 2000, counsel for the California State Automobile Association 

(“CSAA”) filed a request to set aside the license issued to Milton Bell under call 
sign WPPW597, because Bell failed to obtain the concurrence of AAA as the 
exclusive coordinator of the requested frequencies.  The request highlighted 
CSAA’s concern that interference would result if Bell were to operate, given the 
unusual propagation of signals from a mountaintop site.  These concerns could 
have been addressed prior to Commission action if coordinated through AAA.  
Mr. Bell modified his license to delete these frequencies and the Commission 
granted the modification application on January 25, 2001.  CSAA withdrew its 
protest by letter dated March 9, 2001. 

 
3. On May 16, 2000, counsel for CSAA filed a request to dismiss a pending 

application (File No. A046333) filed by Eden Communications, Inc. (“Eden”) on 
auto club frequencies.  CSAA demonstrated that Eden had failed to obtain prior 
concurrence from CSAA as an adjacent channel licensee.  Eden also failed to 
obtain concurrence from AAA as the exclusive auto club channel coordinator.  It 
appears from a search of the ULS database that Eden either withdrew its 
application, or it was dismissed without a formal order.   

 
4. On May 5, 2000, counsel for CSAA filed a request to dismiss a pending 

application (File No. D123496) filed by Spectrum Wireless, Inc. (“Spectrum”) on 
auto club frequencies.  Spectrum failed to obtain prior concurrence from CSAA 
and failed to obtain concurrence from AAA to operate on the auto club 
frequencies adjacent to CSAA’s operations.  The Commission’s ULS database 
indicates that, on February 11, 2001, the FCC dismissed the application for 
failure to provide required consent letters from affected licensees and requested 
engineering showings. 

 



 

 

5. On May 23, 2000, counsel for the Automobile Club of Southern California 
(“ACSC”) filed a request to set aside the license issued to Metro Wireless 
Communications (“Metro”) under call sign WPOZ617 for failure to obtain consent 
from ACSC to operate on the adjacent auto club frequency.  Metro also failed to 
obtain concurrence of AAA as the exclusive coordinator of the requested 
frequency.  The Commission initially dismissed ACSC’s filing.  However, in 
response to a Petition for Reconsideration, the Commission returned the ACSC 
request to pending status for review by the Licensing and Technical Branch.  
Order on Reconsideration, DA 01-298, released February 6, 2001.  This matter 
remains pending.  
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