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Last week, the Commission moved forward on two of three items involved with the 
referenced application: (1) The AT&T/T-Mobile deal has been proposed to go to hearing and (2) 
The AT&T/Qualcomm assignment has been recommended for approval. Then AT&T and T
Mobile announced that they would withdraw their merger application. So, the only remaining 
item is the referenced one. 

The two items that the Commission acted on were very complex ones. While they have 
virtually nothing to do with the referenced proceeding, all three were ostensibly linked together 
by certain carriers who had problems with the two items upon which the Commission 
recommended action last week. So, even if the Commission were inclined to somehow 
consolidate the proceedings, as requested, the Commission has now moved beyond that issue, by 
virtue of acting separately on the other two items - before the AT&T and T -Mobile applicants 
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that they would drop their application. Thus, the request for consolidation can no longer present 
any reason for delay. 

In view of the above, the straightforward non-problematic nature of this transaction and 
the considerable review that the staff provided to the referenced application in the three month 
interval between filing and Public Notice, there is no basis far further dela . acting on the 
application. Accordingly, we again urge that the Commission act on the p cation at this time. 
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