
\~
Sprint~

Together with NEXTEl

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL

Sprint Nextel
2001 Edmund Halley Drive
Reston, VA 20191
Office, (703) 592-5112 Fax, (703) 433-4804

February 13, 2009

Michael 8. Fingerhut
Director
Government Affairs

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Withdrawal of Emergency Petition of Sprint Nextel Corporation filed
December 29, 2008 in CG Docket No. 03-123, CC Docket No. 98-67 and WC
Docket No. 05-196.

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On December 29, 2008, Sprint Nextel Corporation, on behalf ofthe Telecommunications
Relay Service ("TRS") operations of its subsidiary, Sprint Communications Company LP,
("Sprint"), filed an emergency petition seeking a six-month waiver of Section 64.605(b)(2) of the
Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R. §64.605(b)(2) to the extent that such provision requires that IP
Relay providers route "[a]ll 911 [IP-Relay] calls [from their registered users] ... through the use
of ANI and, if necessary, pseudo-ANI, via the dedicated Wireline E911 Network," 47 C.F.R.
§64.605(b)(2)(iii), and ensure that their users' registered location information is made "available
to the appropriate PSAP, designated statewide default answering point, or appropriate local
emergency authority from and through the appropriate automatic location information (ALI)
database." 47 C.F.R. §64.605(b)(2)(iv). Sprint Nextel hereby withdraws its waiver request.
Subsequent to the filing of the waiver, Sprint Nextel entered into an agreement with a third party
vendor that enables Sprint to route emergency calls from its registered IP Relay users to the
appropriate PSAP "via the dedicated Wireline E911 Network" and to ensure that the registered
location information of the IP Relay user is available to the PSAP. I

Sprint's agreement with this vendor was implemented on January 23, 2009. Nonetheless,
Sprint does not believe that a waiver is necessary for the period December 31, 2008, i. e., the
effective date if the rule, through January 22, 2009. This is so because during this period Sprint
received only six emergency calls from IP Relay users, none of whom was registered with
Sprint. Thus, as required by the FCC's Rules applicable to such IP Relay users, Sprint's CAs (I)
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If you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter further, please eontaet me.

Sincerely,

cc: William Dever, FCC (via email)
Thomas Chandler, FCC (via email)
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obtained the caller's name and location as well as the information necessary to enable Sprint to
re-establish contact with the caller in the event that either the call between the IP-Relay user and
Sprint's CA or the call from the Sprint CA to the PSAP was disconnected; (2) accessed the 911
database maintained by Spatial Data on behalf of Sprint to obtain the emergency number of the
appropriate PSAP; and (3) connected the user to the appropriate PSAP. If, contrary to Sprint's
belief here, the FCC determines that Sprint must obtain a waiver of 47 C.F.R. §64.605(b)(2) to
the extent set forth in Sprint's petition for this 23-day period, Sprint respectfully requests that
such waiver be granted. Although Sprint may not have met the criteria for handling emergency
calls from its registered IP Relay users, as stated, it did not receive any emergency calls from
such users during the Deeember 31 through January 22 period. Thus, failure to grant the waiver
would plainly elevate form over substance.


