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. SUMMARY CHRONOLOGY -- LAND MOBILE RADIO (Docket 18262)

1. August 17, 1973: OTP releases (900 MHz - LMR) policy

statement, letter to FCC, and press release recommending

(2) hold a substantial portion of spectrum reserve until systems
can be tested in the marketplace, (b) allocate 40 MHz for
competitive, non-rate regulated basis, and (c) allocate 14 MHz

for wireline common carriers (WCC's).

2. May 2, 1974: FCC issues Second Report and Order basically
. accepting OTP recommendations.
3. June 1974: Petitions for Reconsideration filed by a number of

parties. National Association of Radiotelephone Systems (NARS)
most vocal because the Radio Common Carriers (RCC's) did

not get a specific allocation. Argue that common user systems
would in fact be common carriers and must be regulated as

such. NARUC upset because of pre-emption.

4. December 1974: NARS petitions to reopen the Docket because

of anti-trust case against AT&T.

5. Current Status: Waiting on FCC action on Petitions.




O 2
NOTES: Other LMR rel: =d issues --

(a)  Sutter wrote to FCC Chief Engineer Spence regarding
the ( icago Experiment and questions whether the
Regional Frequency Management Centers should be
expanded to other cities;

(b) Docket 18262 did not deal with .adio Paging -- the
fastest growing sector in LMR. We are now studying
demand, industry struc re, spectrum tradeoffs,

in order to make supplementary recommendations to

the Commission on this t¢ ic.
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OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2054

\-
-° AUE 17 1973 .
\ PIRECTOR
. _ N
Honorable Dcan Burch Qwﬂ
Chairman
Fedecral Communications Commission
Washington, D. C. 20554 :

Dear Dean:

The allocation of additional frequencies for the mobile radio
services which is under consideration in Docket No. 18262
presents the Commission with a unique opportunity to expand

the availability of improved mobile communication services.

The Commission has available, for the first time in many years,
sufficient additional spectrum to enable the adoption of new
and improved procedures for allecating and using the radio
spectrum to assure the conitinued development of mobile
communications.

Naturally, this new allocation poses major poliicy issues whose
resolution is extremely important to the public. The Office
of Telecommunicaticns Policy has undertaken analyses of these
issues and has reviewed the comments of the various parties

to this proceeding in the light of fundamental goals and
objectives of national comaunications policy. On the basis

of this analysis, we have arrived at certain conclusions
which are set forth in the enclosed statement.

~

This procecding affords the Commission with an excellent
opportunity to make mobile communications widely available to
large numbers of businesses and consumers alike, and to
significantly enhance both the quantity and the quality of
mobile radio services. We beliecve that the policy which we
proposc achieves thosc objectives.

The need for a policy commitment to a nationwide, standardized
mobile telephone system has not been demonstrated at this time.
Indced, such a commitment could unduly restrict technological
and market 1g innovation. The Commission should, however,
require a capability for interconnection of all mobile telcphone
systems with the landline telephone network and with each other
so that local or regional systems can cvolve into a nationwide
system 1f justified by future dcmand.










Con lusions and Recommenda’ ions of the
“ffice of Telccommunications Policy Regarding
Land Mobile Radio Service ~ 1 the 900 Milz Band

(FCC Docket No. 18262)

1. Tntrodiectinn

In the past, the availability of mobile radio services
has been largely restricted to commercial and business users,
as well as state and local governmental agencies. The
general public has benefited greatly by the use of mobile
radio by these private and public entities, but only indirectly.
There is a need to make low-cost mobile communications
services available directly to the consumer and to allow for
the expansion of mobile radio use by entitles providing goods
and scrvices to the consumer. In this regard the allocation
of additional frequencies in the 900 Milz band provides an
excellent opportunity for the Commission to foster the

development of necw service concepts and new technologies so

that the benefits of mobile communications can be brought to

all members of the public.

.

A major issuc poscd in this procceding is whether the
trerease!! cvatlability of mahile communications services is
8|

st oachioy od by a rogulatory commicment to a mononoly

cosicR provitsod whon o pactisviar techno Logy or by the




creation of a diverse competitive environment. OTP believes
that the needs of mobile communications users can best be
met by an approach which enables customers themselves to
determine, through market mechanisms, the most efficient

and cost-effective use of the spectrum resource.

II. Nationwide Standardized Mobile Telephone System

Although a nationwide, standardized mobile telephone
syste , dependent upon a particular technology, might well come
to supplement the nationwide public message telephone system,
no need has been adequately demonstrated for immediate commitment
to or implementation of such a system. The mobilc tclephone
service market does not appear to exhibit strong natural monopoly
features, and there is no conclusive information as to whether
there are economies of scale sufficiently substantial to justify
a policy commitment to a single system or a particular technology.
In a period of rapid technological change, there are significant
risks attendant to a commitment of a substantial portion of
spectrum to a particular technology (however innovative it may

presently appear) for the provision of mobile telephone service

T I RPN . s . o P S
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Cirther tecanological devetopwmoent and imrvede the srovwtn of mobile




Morcover, the propagation charactceristics of .the 900 Miz
band ma : it mc t suitable for use in the top 25 to 30 major
markets where high capacity systems ay be rcquired, whercas

remaining areas of the country might be better served by

smaller systems operating at lower frequencies.

Despite the lack of justification for a regulatory commitment
to a single nationwide mobile telephone system, there is,
nevertheless, a need to create an environment or mobile
comnunications that would not preclude the development of a
nationwide service in the future if justificd by consumer demand.
Such an environment can be created by the adoption of o spectrunm
allocation and assignment policy which will be responsive to

future changes in demand.

ITT. Frequency Allocation and Assignment

The Commission's allocation and assignment policies should

facilitate the availability of new services as rapidly as possible.

llowever, in view of the many technical and market issues whi %

arc as yet unresolved, the Commission should preserve flexibility

POsDCCT o vty o S




recommends that the total 115 MHz available be allocated initially
into "blocks" of sufficient size to motivate industry to

undertake the necessary investments for product and market develop-
ment. These allocations, however, should not exhaust at the out-
set the total available spectrum so as to result in overcommitment
in any particular service category. Such a course could inhibit

or distort growth in other service categories as consumer demand

shifts in the future.

To this end, approximately 14 MHz of the available 115 MHz
should be allocated for the exclusive use of wircline common
carriers for the provision of tariffed mobile telephone services
and ancillary dispatch services. Based on current market
projections available to the FCC, it appears that this amount
will be sufficient to accommodate present and near term mobile

telephone service needs in the major markets.

Approximately 40 MHz of the available spectrum should be
allocated for any mobile service to be offered on a non-rate
rcgulated competitive basis (e.g., mobile telephone, dispatch,

noaoine, otel,




The balance of approximately 61 Mz shoul” be held - rescrve
so that the Commi ¢ 1 can expand or modify its initial allocations
if warranted by demand. This will afford both common carrier
and competitive enti’ies a reason Hle expectation that additional
frequencies adjacent to their respective initial allocations

will be available if and when warranted.

It is recognized that the new, so-called cellular technology
which has been proposed for mobile telephone service might
eventually require systems of relatively high channnel capacity.
tiowever, this technology has not yet been proven and, as
stated carlier, the demand for mobile telephone sevvice has
not been sufficiently demonstrated to justify a precsent
allocation of a substantial portion of the spectrum to this

service, either to wireline carriers or to others who might

wish to introduce this technology. ’

Nevertheless, the development of cellular techno >gy should

not be discouraged -- it should be permitted to develop in

S

teps keyed to technological progress and growth in consumer

Joands Tn oorder to avoid tho need for subscouent re-engincering

LN L

of cquipment i the use of high capacity cellular technology

proves justilied by demand, parties proposing the use of this

1

wi1sh to fncorporate into theiv initinl cquipment

Shnology way

1

desten the capability for eventual high capacity operation.




The Commission should, therefore, identify specific frequencies
within the initial allocations where possible, or within the
reserve, if necessary, which could be incorporated into the
initial equipment design for these systems in addition to those
frequencies already allocated. These frequencies could not

be assigned or used for other types of services until after

the present uncertainties surrounding market demand have been
resolved and technical results for high capacity mobile tele-
phone service have been satisfactorily evaluated. Further,
these additional frequencies would be assigned for mobile
telephone service only as necessary to provide sufficient

capacity to meet substantiated customer demands.

In this manner, parties would be permitted to design cellular
systems with the assurance that, if warranted by demand and
system performance, specific additional frequencies cventually
will 'be allocated for this type of service. Conversely, if
the expected demand for a high capacity mobile telephone service
does not materialize within a reasonable, pre-established period

of time, these f{requencics would become available for allocation

Lo thor mobile services as nooded,
peyond the allociation of froguencics for coannn carrier
and competitive services, there shondd be no Surther initial




suballocat »n within the band to particular user catcgories
such as public safety, transportation, industrial ctc.

These v er grc ps should be permitted to _ike full advantage
of the availability of multi-user trunked systems, private
single or multi-channel arrangements, or private trunked
systems, depending on their needs. This should afford the
opportunity for all private and governmental entities to use
high quality and efficient systems which will conserve
spectrum and which may avert future reliance on excl sive

suballocations.

. Naturally, the advantage of mobile communications must be
readily available to local government and public safecty

institutions which are significantly dependent upon such services.

In this regard, local government entities should be encouraged
to accommodate, where possible, all their mobile service
functions on a single shared trunked system, either private

or multi-user. .Similarly, adjacent municipalities 1y wish

to combine their services on such a single system. While
there may be a need at some futurc time to reassess the need

fov o exclusive suballocations in view of the unique characteristics




of public safety functions, we believe that, for the present,
all users including local governments should attempt to make
maximum use of the emerging high quality and spectrum-efficient

systems.

IV. Competition in Mobile Services

Mobiie communications services heretofore have been provided

On a common carrier basis or by private systems. In the

course of its deliberations in Docket No. 18262, the

Cominission has been presented with numerous Iinnovative propesals
. including new technologies and new service concepts. For

examvle, scveral parties have proposed to offer multi-user,

multi-channel (trunked) dispatch services for hire. Such

services would provide the mobile communications customer

with an alternative to privately-owned systems and to the .

services offered by tariffed mobile telephone systems. In

addition, this service concept should afford more efficient

use of the spectrum than a proliferation of private systems.

The history of the mobile communications industry has been

woacterizod Dyocorpeotitive froe on erprise which has stinulated
s thoeven in the face of svectrum linitations., Further pollcics
wondd Poster and cround this connetitive environment,  OTP

. resomaends @ policy which wil! permit existing and new services




to be made avalla’ le in a timely ainner

in response to consumer ¢ mnand. Such a
the Commission's recent approach to don

tions and specialized common carriers.

and at com ttive prices
po icy is consistent with
stic satellite communica-

There is every indication

that a competitive policy will be even more fruitful here, since

it is capable of benefiting the consumer directly.

The Commission's allocation of frequencies in the
900 MHz band should all v the provision of all types of
scrvice (mobile telephone, dispatch, paging, etc.) on a
competitive basis by all potential entrants. All mobile
communications services, with the cxception of those provided
by wireline common carriers as discussed below, must be
permitted to develop without the encumbrances of rate
regulation. By creating an environment which will accommodate
numerous, competitive suppliers, the need for rate regulation
is obviated; the multiplicity of competing syst s (and the
potential for new entrants) will assure competitive pricing.
Accordingly, the Commission should authorize syste¢ 5 upon
a showing of winimum technical and Ffinancial qualifications
el

in accordance with the minimum spoctrie cfficioncy

standards it establishes. Thore should be no necessity

t2r s showing of continuced cconomic viability,




Questions have been raised in the course of the Commission's
deliberations in Docket No. 18262 concerning the participation
of wireline common carriers, mobile radio equipment manufac-
turers and radio common carriers in the mobile communications

services market.

A. Wireline Carriers

Because of the local monopoly advantages enjoyed by
wireline common carriers in the provision of switched telephone
service and the consequent potential for interservice cross-
subsidy, telephonc carriers should not be permitted to
participate in the non-regu ated portion of the mobile communica-
tions market in their own telephone service area. In any
event, it would appear that the largest such carrier, AT&T, would
necessarily be limited by the terms of the Western Electric
consent decree from participating in a non-regulated activity.
However, wireline common carriers should be permitted to provide
rate regulated mobile telephone service, whether by means
of cellular or other technology, as an extension of their
reculated public switched telephone service. These carriers
codld also ofror dispataod scervicces a rate regulated basis

to their mobile >phog services.
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B. Rad TIricmrs

Unlike wireline common carriei » Tadio common carriers
ne 1 not operate on a local monopoly basis. llence, there is no
justification for precluding them from offering licensed
but otherwise non-regulated mobile services (mobile telephone,
dispatch or other) on a compe itive basis. However, it 1is
central to OTP's policy that the non-regulated environment
eéssential to comp titive market activity be preserved. There
may, therefore, be a need for federal preemption regarding all
licensed competitive services in order to assure that radio
common carricrs (or their subsidiarics) and others providing

. multi-user services would not be subject to rate regulation

by other jurisdictions.

C. Radio Equipment Manufacturers and Suppliers

We see no justification for excluding mobile radio
equipment manufacturers and suppliers from the operation of
mobile communications systems, whether multi-user systems for
hire or otherwise. HHowever, in order to provide mobile
service customers adequate Flexibility in the choice of

.. . b

cgiipnent and to assurc full and lair competition wn both




the mobile radio service and equipment supply markets, inter-
operability of all mobile equipment with any base station

and terminal equipment should be required by the Commission.
The actual development of specific interoperability standards
to implement this requirement should, however, be left to the
industry. 1In addition, the Commission might require as a
condition.to any license that the licensee place its customer
on noticé that mobile equipment from any manufacturer may be

used with the systen.

In order to allow full competition among and between
. mobile communications services, all land mobile radio systems
should be guaranteed access to the public switched telephone
network on a non-discriminatory basis. This access might
be by manual or automatic dial capability by private or

multi-user dispatch systems.

D. Fair Competition

While it is expected that the policy we have proposed
will permit full and fair competition in the market for mobile

Chaanications scrvices, we holieve that thers will bLe a

continuing need for ¥0C and Nevartment of Justice oversight




as the industry develops. Both the public messagé
telephone industry and the mobile radio manufacturing industry
are characterized by c npanies with substantial economic
power. Tl refore, both the Commission and the Department

of Justice should closely scrutinize the use of large
financial and marketing resources by the 2 companies in the
emergihg mobile communications markets and should take
appropriate action to correct abuses if and when they occur.
Particularly, the FCC should safeguard against the anti-

competitive dangers presented by cross-subsidization between

the landline public message telephone service and mobile

communications services on the part of the wireline carriers.

V. Technic»? and Fconomic Efficiency in the Ier of the

SEeCtTU.m T

For all of the mobile communications services we have

discussed, the Commission should impose at the outset enforce-
able, minimum standards of spectrum efficiency‘for the
allocation, assignment and use of the 900 Milz frequencies.

We expect that the FCC's Spectrum Management Task Force, as
weil as the Intervdepartmontal Radio Advisory Coranittee, will
continue to make significant progress in the ares of spoutrun

efficiency standards.
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It is important that the Commission continue to encourage
industry experimentation in areas such as channel spacing,
through experimental assignments an& other means, in order
to further improve spectrum efficiency, particularly with
regard to cellular technology. If past technical innovation
through such experimentation is any guide, even the most
optimistic projections of market demand for mobile communications
may be accommodated in less spectrum than has been specified
in some of the cellular system proposals submitted to the

Commission.

Furthermore, in order to foster greater cconomic efficiency
in the use of mobile radio frequencies, the Commission should
permit the transferability of operating rights for licensed
services a relatively pro forma basis to allow market
mechanisms to provide added flexibility in spectrum

utilization by mc ile users. |,

But on a long term basis, it would be appropriate to
introduce stronger economic incentives for cfficient spectrum
One possibility would Lo o adeut o solodile of liconse

~

fees reflecting in part the scarclity value of the spactrum







OFTICE OF TELECCMUNICATINNS POLICY
EXECUTIVE OFFICE ¢ * THE PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

. August 17, 1973

NEWS RELEASE

OTP ANNOUNCES POLICY ON LAND MOBILE COMMUNICATIONS

The Office of Telecommunications Policy (OTP) today released a
policy statement on the allocation of new frequencies for
mobile radio use. The statement recommends an approach which
would maximize competition and minimize regulation in the mobile
communications industry.  In the past, thg‘frequency spectrum
. ~for mobile communications has been limited and these services
have been largely restricted to state and local governments and \
commercial users. Now that new frequencies will be available,
OTP forsees an opportunity to make low-cost mobile communicafions
availabie directly to consumers.
According to the OTP plan, the new portion of the radio spectrum
available for mobile services would be allocated in blocks of
sufficient size to encourage industry investment in new
technologies and services'. However, in order to preserve flexibilitf
and to avoid initial overcommitment to any particular service or
technology, OTP recommends that a substantial portion of the
. available spectrum be held in reserve to be allocated at a later

time as warranted by consumer demand.

(@)

1r recommends that vne portion of the spectrum (approximately

non-rate regulated basis. This approach would create an environ-
ment which would accommodate numerous competitive suppliers and
%oulid obviate the need for rate regulation. It would also

Chcourage the development of new services and technologies.
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Fedaral Communications Commission
1919 ¥ Street, HW.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Public Notics

For recorded listing of releases and texts call 632-0002 For general information

call 632-7260 21394
Report No. 9416 ACTION IN DOCKET CASE May 2, 1974 - C

LAND MOBILE RULES FOR 900 MHZ BAND ADOPTED BY FCC
(DOCKET 18262)

In a second phase of the proceeding dealing with the reallocation of 115 MHz
of spectrum in the 806-947 MHz band to the land mobile radio service, the FCC has
amended Parts 2, 89, 91 and 93 to authorize three types of land mobile systems --
cellular, multi-channel trunked, and conventional -- and four basic license
classifications -- private, shared, common user and common carrier.

The first phase of the proceeding was initiated by a rulemaking and inquiry
notice released July 17, 1968, and resulted in a First Report and Order released
May 20, 1970. The second phase, released in conjunction with the Report and
Order, dealt with questions of spectrum allocations within the land mobile
service and the development of systems standards and regulations applicable to
the new 900 Miz bands. The Commission received oral presentations in May 1973.

The new rules include frequency allocations of 40 MHz for cellular and 30 MHz
for private, shared and common user systems. Land mobile reserve bands totalling
45 MHz were also established for future allocation. Microwave ovens operating
at 915 MHz were given temporary access to 12 MHz of the reserve spectrum. There I
was no allocation for public air-ground communications. General guidelines and

polici:s governing the development of cellular communications systems were
adopted.

The operation of cellular systems was restricted to wireline common carriers
through separate subsidiaries to be established for that purpose. Only one
cellular system will be guthorized per area and nationwide standardization will
be required. TInitigl frequency assignments for developmental or start-up cellular
systems will be less than 40 MHz with additional spectrum available as needed
based on loading standards to be adopted in subsequent rule making.

Automatic fleet-call operation will not be permitted on cellular systems,
Cellular system operators and their affiliates are prohibited from manufacturing
any r?dlo.egu1pment to be used in operational cellular systems and from supplyin
or maintaining cellular mobile units. Wireline carriers will be required to offi:

1nterc?nnect10n Seérvices to public on same basis as provided to cellular system
operating companies,

(over)
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The Report and Order also contained detailed regulations applicable to
conventional and trunked systems, including eligibility criteria, licensing
procedures and techniques for selecting and loading channels. Licensees of
conventional and trunked systems may be private users, user organizations, OT
communications entrepreneurs,

Conventional systems will employ one to 5 channels under manual control
for fleet dispatch services to eligibles under Parts 89, 91 and 93 of the rules.
Interconnection of conventional systems to wireline telephone lines is permitted
by manual means only. Channels will be available from a single pool, and the
Commission will perform all channel selection. Each channel will be loaded to
a prescribed level before the next channel is assigned in each area.

Trunked systems may be used for either fleet dispatch service to eligibles
or mobile telephone service to the general public. Only systems serving the
public may be fully interconnected to the wireline telephone networks. Channels
for trunked systems will be assigned in blocks of 5 to 20 to be selected by the
Commission. Applications will be handled on a first-in priority basis. Any
qualified entity other than wireline carriers may apply for a license to operate
a common user system. Each land mobile equipment manufacturer or affiliate may
operate only one common user trunked system per market in a total of only five
markets nationwide. Commercial systems will operate on fully competitive basis

and economic injury pleadings will not be accepted. The Commission has pre-empted

state regulations to the extent they conflict with the competitive intent of this
decision.

Action by the Commissién May 1, 1974, by Second Repoﬁt and Order.

Commissioners Wiley (Chairman), and Lee, with Commissioners Reid and Hooks
concurring in the result and Commissioner Quello not participating.

- FCC -







Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION PCC 74-470
Washington, D.C. 20554 11582

In the Matter of
An Inquiry Relative to the Future

Use of the Frequency Band 806-960
MHz; and

Docket No., 18262

Amendment of Parts 2, 18, 21, 73,
74, 89, 91, and 93 of the Rules
Relative to Operations in the Land
Mobile Service Between 806 and 960
MHz.

N’ N’ N N’ Nt N N N N N N

SECOND REPORT AND ORDER
Adopted: May 1, 1974 Released: May 2, 1974

By the Commission: Commissioners eid and Hooks concurring in the result;

Commissioner Quello not participating.

1. This rulemaking proceeding deals with the allocation of frequency
spectrum in the 806-947 MHz band to the land mobile radio service and to
the development of regulations pertaining to the future use of that
spectrum. The first phase of the proceeding, initiated on July 17, 1968,
with a Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Notice of Inquiry (33 FR 10807) and
consummated on May 20, 1970, with a First Report and Order and Second
Notice of Inquiry (35 FR 8644), accomplished a general ree¢ location of
spectrum in the 806-947 MHz band with the effect of providing an additional
115 MHz of spectrum to the land mobile radio service. It also
provided a tentative sub-allocation of this spectrum within the land mobile
service, with 75 MHz being allocated for the development of high capacity
common carrier mobile communications systems to be operated by wireline
common carriers and 40 MHz for the development of efficient private and
shared systems for use by eligibles in the Industrial, Land Transportation
and Public Safety Radio Services (Parts 89, 91 and 93 of the Rules). The
second and current phase of this proceeding was initiated with the Second
Notice of Inquiry, released coincident with the First Report an Order,
and deals in greater detail with the questions of spectrum allocations
within the land mobile service and the development of systems standards and
other regulations applicable to the new 900 MHz land mobile bands.

2. In the Seco . Notice of Inquiry, the Commission requested in-
terested parties to undertake detailed technical and marketing studies
looking toward the future use of the 900 MHz band to meet the public need
for land mobile radio services to and beyond the year 1980. Special
emphasis was placed on the need for greater spectrum efficiency in designing
new systems for this band. In December of 1971, a number of parties
submitted written reports describing the results of thetr developmental
efforts., Supplemental filings and comments on the initial reports were
received in July of 1972, Many of the technical reports and comments
contained new data or raised policy questions which had not been previously
addressed in this proceeding. Therefore, to allow interested parties an
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opportunity to present their views on these matters, the Commission
received oral presentations on May 14 and 15, 1973,

3. During the course of the second phase of this proceeding some 58
parties filed written statements and/or were represented in oral arguments
to the Commission. The names of these parties are listed in Appendix A,
Numerous comments and letters have also been received from members of the
public and Congress and have been taken into consideration. All of the
information submitted to the Commission has been thoroughly analyzed and
care taken to ensure that all positions and arguments are fully understood.
We have now reached the point in this proceeding where we believe it
appropriate to decide the major policy questions, to finalize the basic
frequency allocation and to adopt specific regulations governing the
licensing of 900 MHz land mobile systems, For convenience and clarity
we have arranged our discussion of these matters in three sections. The
first section deals with frequency allocation and related matters; the
remaining sections deal with policies and regulations pertaining to the
various systems to be accommodated in the 900 MHz band. Rules being adopted
at this time are contained in Appendix B.

4, The main areas of controversy throughout the current phase of
this proceeding have centered on questions of spectrum allocations and
Commission policies toward the regulation of the various land mobile systems
which have been proposed for operation in the 900 MHz band. Before discuss-
ing our conclusions regarding those matters, we believe it will be
useful to briefly define the land mobile systems which are being considered
for this band.

5. The cellular system, as proposed by AT&T and others in this
proceeding, is a sophisticated, high capacity land mobile system requiring
a large capital investment and a substantial spectrum allocation. The
sp. trum assigned to such a system w« 1d be divided into discrete channels
which are assigned in groups to small geographical cells covering a defined
service area. The key to the cellular system's high capacity is its ability
to shrink the size of those cells while holding the total amount of spectrum
used by the system constant. What results is a multiple re-use of channels
throughout a given geographical area and more traffic intensity per unit of
spectrum in advanced stages of development than other land mobile communica-
tions system proposed to date. This is achieved, however, with considerable
expense and technical complexity. Fortunately, the expense can be shared over
a much larger user base than with other systems. To date, two companies,
Bell Laboratories and Motorola, have submitted detailed cellular system
proposals to the Commission. Although the basic systems concepts are identi-
cal, there are some technical differences which affect the amount of spectrum
each system would need to operate efficiently., The primary technical differ-
ence lies in the bandwidth of the discrete channels. The AT&T proposal calls
for channel widths which are 607 wider than those proposed by Motorola. On
the surface it might appear that 607 more spectrum would then be needed for
the AT&T proposal over that of Motorola. However, complicating the argument
over bandwidth is the agbility to re-use channels at close geographical spacing.
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. According to AT&T, the wider bandwidth allows for more intensive channel re-use,
which outweighs any initial spectrum saving due to the narrower channels.
There is also a difference in the type of service to be provided on the two
proposed systems. The AT&T syst | would be utilized for fleet dispatch as
well as mobile telephone service, whereas Motorola's system is designed for
mobile telephone service only. This difference has a significant impact on
the amount of spectrum each would need. AT&T's dual purpose system calls for
64 MHz while the initially proposed Motorola telephone-only system would need
19 MHz.

6. The second “ass of system under consideration is the multi-
channel trunked system. This system is similar in concept to so-called
community repeaters widely employed in the private dispatch service today
except that the users would have access to a number of channels instead
of just one. Actual channel access is controlled by a central computer,
which gives a user the first available channel or places the user in a
waiting line (queue) to be served in turn. This technique provides the
user a higher grade of service than is possible in comparably loaded non-
trunked systems by reducing the amount of time he must wait for a channel
and/or reducing the probability that his call will be blocked. Small
scale trunked land mobile systems are presently being used to a limited
degree by common carriers providing mobile telephone services in the 450
MHz band. The innovation lies in its intended application to vehicular
fleet dispatching and the potential of using many more channels per system

. than is now possible. As proposed by both General Electric and Motorola,
trunked dispatch systems would be suitable either for large single users,
cooperative groups of users on a cost shared basis, or commercial operators
providing service for hire. The nature of trunked systems makes them partic-
ularly suitable for serving different types of users on the same group of
channels without interference. With today's single-channel systems it is
generally desirable to put similar types of users on the same channels in
order to control interference., That approach, however, requires separate
allocations of channels for the various classes of users which often leads to
spectrum inefficiencies. 1In the trunked system, different types of users can
be intermixed more readily as they operate essentially independently of each
other, the computer assigning channels on demand. Once a user is assigned
a channel, it is his exclusively for the duration of his call and no one
else on the system can listen or interrupt during normal operation.

7. The final category of system proposed for the 900 MHz band is the
basic conventional land mobile system in use today in the lower frequency
~bands. While these Systems may also employ one or ore channels, their
distinquishing feature is manually controlled channel access as opposed to
the computer control used in trunked systems. This makes the conventional
system simpler and cheaper, but causes some loss of traffic efficiency
resulting in either fewer mobiles per channel or lower service quality.
The degree of such inefficiency depends largely upon the traffic character-
istics of the users. Our analysis would indicate that for a significant
. segment of the land mobile requirement, particularly where short range,

short message communications are involved, the conventional system can be as
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or more efficient than the trunked system, Therefore, considering its lower
cost and greater operational simplicity, the conventional system, we feel,
has a definite place in the 900 MHz band alongside the more sophisticated
systems described above.

Discussion of Allocations

8. In the past, the Commission has treated land mobile spectrum
requirements from a service perspective, allocating blocks of spectrum,
u: ally on a nation-wide basis, to each of the twenty or so radio service
categories. This method of allocation has led to parochialism among the
users and inequitable situations where spectrum shortage and abundance
exist side by side in the same cities. In this docket, we are proceeding
to meet land mobile spectrum requirements in a somewhat different manner.
R¢ 1er than allocating according to user categories or services, we have
chosen to allocate by system type and to allow the market to determine
ultimately how much spectrum is utilized by the various types of users.
With this in mind, the allocation problem becomes a matter of defining the
systems to be accommodated, determining how much spectrum will be needed
to satisfy the demand for such systems over a reasonable period of time,
and arranging the separate allocations in an orderly plan, taking into account
the technical characteristics of the systems and their electrical compatibil-
ity with each other and with systems in neighboring bands.

9. The concept of allocating spectrum for systems rather than
services has been accepted or encouraged by many who have participated in
this docket. To be sure, some of today's service groups have asked for
their own private allocations of radio spectrum, but the weight of arguments
in the proceeding recognizes the drawbacks of such allocations and supports
specific allocation proposals along the lines of systems or broad types of
s¢ vice, €8+, dispatch or mobile telephone, A half dozen different allocation
plans were proposed in the various filings in this proceeding, each of which
has been carefully considered in developing our own plan.

10.  Throughout this docket the Commission, industry, and the public
have been dealing with innumerable unknowns, ranging from radio propagation
phenomena and new system technologies to innovative service offerings and
future market projections for these services, While we now believe that we
have a better grasp of these factors through our analysis of the information
submitted to the Commission and discussions with industry and user groups,
there are still a number of technical questions which only further developmen-
t¢ work can answer, and the ultimate demand for the proposed systems can
only be determined in the market itself. For these reasons it is important
that any allocation plan be flexible enough to cope with new and often
unforeseen technological and economic forces, We feel the allocation plan
which we are advancing provides us with that flexibility while amply satisfying
presently defined needs.
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1., Frequency Allocations to Cellular Land Mobile Communications Systems

11. Originally in this docket the Commission tentatively allocated
75 MHz for the use of wireline common carriers to develop cellular land
mobile and air/ground systems. The size of this allocation was generally
supported by the wireline industry and y a number of radio equipment
manufacturers. However, it was opposed as being excessive by the radio com-
mon carriers, most radio equipment manufacturers, independent equipment
sales outlets, private user organizations, and a large number of private
users themselves. The Department of Justice and Office of Telecommunications
Policy also deemed this allocation to be excessive.

12. At the time the allocation was made, in 1970, there was very
little evidence to indicate if 75 MHz of spectrum was too much or too
little for the intended purpose. Little was known about cellular technology
and even less about the potential market for such a system. Based on our
current understanding of these factors, we have concluded that the 64 MHz
which AT&T proposed for a domestic public cellular land mobile system is
somewhat excessive 1/, According to most market projections, 64 MHz of
spectrum would handle the foreseeable demand for mobile telephone and a
substantial portion of the dispatch market to the end of this century in
our biggest cities, In the medium to small urban areas, those of two
million and under, such an allocation would give the operator enough capacity
to handle the total land mobile demand, dispatch and telephone, far beyond
the time frame contemplated in this proceeding. Consequently, we are re-
ducing the size of the allocation for cellular systems to 40 MHz. 1In addition,
we will not assign the full 40 MHz to any single operator all at once. Rather,
in each area the system operator will be given the minimum amount of spec-
trum required for that area initially. Additional spectrum will be made
available upon a showing of need. This plan is similar to AT&T's as outlined
for Philadelphia in its December 1970 technical filing. In AT&T's plan a
start-up system could be established by utilizing only 12,5 MHz., As the
system grew it would utilize additional spectrum until the allocation was
exhausted. After that, further expansion would require cell division. Our
plan, therefore, differs from AT&T's in the size of the total allocation and
in the fact that the Commission will retain control over the unused portion
of the allocation until actually needed in each system. We note that our ap-
proach is similar in effect to the recommendation of the Office of Telecom-
munications Policy which called for an initial allocation of 14 MHz for cellular
systems with additional reserve to be allocated as required.

. 13. A 40 MHz cellular system utilizing 40 KHz channeling should have an
ultimate capacity to handle about 105,000 telephone subscribers and 105,000 dis-
patch users (see AT&T December 1970 filing, page 40). This is sufficient
capacity to handle the predicted market for mobile telephone to the year 1990
in the largest cities, plus one quarter or more of the dispatch market in
those areas. There is, however, considerable uncertainty involved in pre-
dicting the mobile telephone market. This uncertainty results primarily from
the possibility of the service developing into a consumer item. For this reason,
we have also strategically placed spectrum reserves totalling 20 MHz

1/ AT&T proposed to use t : remaining 11 MHz for public air-ground service.
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in proximity to the cellular allocation which could be used in the event

of unexpected growth. We must stress, however, t at the marketing studies
submitted to the Commission do not indicate that such would be the case,

at least in the foreseeable future. Moreover, should a consumer market
develop,it would most probably require spectrum in excess of the total avail-
able in the 900 MHz range. Therefore, we cannot realistically plan for
that kind of growth in this proceeding but would have to look to other
regions of the spectrum to obtain the necessary capacity.

14.  AT&T has argued that an allocation of less than 64 MHz for a

cellular system would result in an increase in the cost of the service.
The Commission has studied this point carefully, but we do not feel that
the cost penalty of reduction from 64 to 40 MHz would be significant.
Using / %T's own data, the proposed reduction in available spectrum for the
cellular system will raise the shared facility cost per mobile unit by
about 20%. 1In as much as the shared facilities' cost represents only about
one-half to one-third of the total cost to the user, the 207 cost penalty
is reduced to less than 10% in his overall bill. Moreover, the capacity
and ultimate cost of mobile telephone service in a cellular system is highly
dependent on technology. For instance, a reduction in channel spacing, which
some have argued is feasible, could increase the total system capacity and
affect ultimate costs. The application of mass production techniques and
competition in the production of mobile units for the cellular system could
drive prices down below that which is presently foreseen., Despite these
uncertainties over the future market for mobile telephone service, we be-

ieve the 40 MHz proposed for a cellular system is sufficient and will pro-
vide for adequate growth and reasonable costs over the foreseeable future.

I1. Freguency Allocations to Air/Ground Communications Systems

15. At this time we are making no allocation for a public air/ground
system, AT&T had proposed that | MHz be uysed for such a system although
it ma« no factual showing in this docket to substantiate any appreciable
public demand for the service which cannot be met through the use of
channels presently allocated for that purpose. Furthermore, ARINC, in its
July 1972 comments, noted the Air Traffic Conference of 1963 adopted a re-
solution which, in effect, prevents the use of public air/ground systems
in scheduled service. Therefore, the spectrum which might have been allocated
for air/ground service is being incorporated into the several reserve bands
mentioned earlier. Should it be warranted, a separate proceeding may be
instituted in the future to consider the overall question of public air/
ground communications spectrum requirements, Also, the proposals of ARINC
for additional spectrum for general aviation use in this band are being
denied on the grounds that such proposals were considered on their merits and
denied in the First Report and Order herein (paragraphs 21 through 23). No
new information has been submitted by ARINC which would alter that decision.
Furthermore, this band is not well suited for aeronautical services which
generally require a high degree of international standardization. The use
of these frequencies for mobile services in the United States will be in
derogation of ITU Region II allocations and coordination of aeronautical
service with neighboring countries would be diffict t, if not impossible.
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111. Frequency Allocations to Conventional and Tr—--ked Land Mobile
Cor nications Systems

16. The next allocation which we will discuss is for conventional
and trunked systems. For the most part, we expect those systems to be used
fc fleet dispe¢ :h operations of the kind now accommodated under the so-
called private land mobile services. In the 1970 Report and Order, the
Commission tentatively allocated 40 MHz of the 900 MHz spectrum for private
land mobile services. The size of this allocation has not heen seriously
disputed in this proceeding, although some parties, nc ably equipment
manufacturers and user groups, urged that the private allocation be larger.
These same parties later supported the OTP recommendation of 40 MHz to be
allocated for '"any mobile service to be offered on a non-rate regulated
competitive basis''.

17. At this time we are making available an allocation of 30 MHz of
spectrum for conventional and trunked systems with additional reserve bands
so placed as to be readily accessible for future growth if needed. Based
on market projections given by industry, 30 MHz should be sufficient in
most areas well into the 1980's, and the reserve bands will take care of
any unforeseen growth within and beyond that time frame. As will be dis-
cussed further in a later section, it is our intent that the allocation for
conventional and trunked systems be available for both private and commercial
(third party) operation and used for either mobile telephone or fleet dis-
patch service. These provisions are discussed in more detail in the section
below dealing with the regulation of these systems,

1V. Frequency Provisions for Industrial Scientific and Medical (ISM) Devices

18. Throughout this proceeding the General Electric Company has
urged us to reconsider our plan to reduce the size of the ISM (industrial,
scientific and medical) spectrum provision from 50 MHz to 26 MHz. General
Electric claims that such a reduction will make it impossible to continue
manufacturing economical microwave ovens for this band. It argues that a
minimum of 38 MHz is needed to make an oven which is competitively priced
and capable of cooking all types of foods properly. Although there appears
to be some merit to GE's arguments, we are not inclined to give up our
ultimate goal of reducing the ISM emission limits to 26 MHz. To reopen
all or a large part of the original ISM provision would cause a serious
reduction in the amount of spectrum available for land mobile communications
services in this range. On the other hand, it is likely to be 10 to 15
years before the full land mobile allocation will be required and thus
some interim provision can be made for continued use of wide-band ISM
ovens during this period. This should provide necessary time for the
production of ovens capable of utilizing the rrower emission, without
crippling the industry by. forcing it into tighter standards which are not
now feasible. Our decision, therefore, is to establish a guard band 12 MHz
wide immediately above the regular ISsM provision so that the total
spectrum available for microwave ovens would be 38 MHz. However, this guard
band would carry a time limitation of 5 years, after which the band would
revert exclusively to land mobile use. This will provide an opportunity for
the oven industry to continue development of more spectrally efficient
devices which can meet the narrower bandwidth. In the meantime, the




-8-
temporary 12 MHz ISM guard band could be considered for sharing by land
obile or related services which can tolerate oven interference and which

do not require a paired allocation.

V. Land Mobile Reserve Allocations

19. Most parties who filed allocation proposals in this docket
recommended the establishment of reserve bands to accommodate new land
mobile services or unexpected growth in existing services., We feel that
this concept is an excellent one and a generous amount of reserve spectrum
has been incorporated into our allocation plan. Our plan calls for 8
reserve bands with a total of 45 MHz. The bands are so positioned as to
allow the greatest flexibility in expanding the proposed services and for
accommodating new services. The reserve bands also provide buffers between
high and low power land mobile stations and provide some degree of flexibility
in coping with special problems along the Canadian and Mexican borders.
These reserve bands are not being allocated to any specific use at this
time, but are merely designated as land mobile reserve. Their allocation in
the future will be the subject of separate rule making as the need arises.

VI. Treaty Considerations

20. Under present international treaty obligations land mobile operations
in the 900 MHz band will be in derogation of the ITU allocation table for Region
II. Such derogations are permitted under No. 115 of the International Radio
Regulations, provided we afford protection to assignments operating in accord-
ance with the ITU allocation table and accept any interference from such opera-
tions. The obligation to protect both Canadian and Mexican television
assignments between 806 and 890 MHz will mean that the assignment of some
types of land mobile operations, primarily high powered and/or omni-directional
stations, will be impaired close to the border areas. This is especially
true in Detroit and Buffalo, where even low powered mobile units might.cause
interference in certain nearby Canadian UHF-TV coverage areas. In exceptional
ce 3:s 1ch as these, the national allocation table we have outlined might
be modified to provide land mobile spectrum relief in the reserve sections
above 890 MHz. The need for such adjustment would be the subject of future
rule making if necessary. In order to meet international commitments, we
intend to examine all applications for land mobile stations within possible
interference range of each border to ensure that harmful interference to
Canadian or Mexican assignments will not result. This procedure will apply
to land mobile operations within the entire band 806 to 947 MHz. More
specific coordination procedures may be adopted at a later date as a result
of our continuing discussions with the respective administrations,

| e o B LSS |
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. Policies Relating to Cellular Communicetions Systems

1. Ownership of Cellular Systems

21. The parties filing comments have generally not questioned al-
lowing wireline carriers to operate cellular systems. There has been a
general feeling of malaise about letting wireline monopolies expand in the
mobile communications marke which has been traditionally served primarily
by competitive enti 'es. However, e wireline carriers are the only
organizations which have demonstrated that they possess the resources and the
expertise necessary to establish cellular systems which would have nation-
wide compatibility. AT&T was the only entity which submitted a comprehensive
proposal for developing and implementing compatible cellular systems. There-
fore, we have concluded that wireline carriers should be permitted to operate
cellular systems. Moreover, since a cellular system is technically complex,
expensive, and requires a large amount of spectrum to make it economically
viable, competing cellular systems would not be feasible in the same area.
Also, as these systems will require extensive interconnection with the
wireline telephone system, and nation-wide compatibility is desirable, we
have concluded that only wireline carriers should be licensed to operate them.

II. Restrictions on Wireline Telephone Companies

22, A major concern voiced to the Commission by various parties
to this proceeding deals with potential anti-competitive action on the part
of wireline telephone companies through the use of cross-subsidies. It is
feared that the guaranteed revenues generated by the telephone companies
in their wireline operations will be used to give them an advantage in the
sale of mobile dispatch services on the cellular system.

23. The Commission is fully aware of the danger of unchecked cross-
subsidization in a competitive communication market and we fully intend
to take appropriate steps to ensure that this practice does not take place.
Therefore, as a minimum we shall require that any wireline telephone company
establish a wholly separate operating company with separate oks of account,
separate officers and separate personnel in order to operate a cellular land
mobile system as well as any other separation requirements we may deem
necessary to prevent cross-subsidization. We shall establish detailed regu-

lations and procedures for the separation of subsidiary and parent organiza-
tions at a later date,

24, While we think that establishment of separate operating com-
panies with separate books of account, separate officers and separate operating
personnel will go far to prevent the cross-subsidization feared by many
parties, we will also impose certain other restrictions on the wireline com-
panies. They, for the most part, have already been acc ted by the Bell
System and the independent telephone companies. Thus, the wireline companies
will not be permitted, directly or indirectly, to manufacture, provide or
maintain mobile equipment, 1In addition, the base station components must
be manufactured by companies wholly independent of the wireline carriers, j{l

. _Z_I'Wireline carriers will be allowed to manufacture and maintain radio
equipment for use in initial developmental cellular systems., However,

this equipment may not be used when the syst i i
em becomes operational o n
developmental systems offering service toythe oblie 2] n r i




All contracts between any telephone company and its mobile telephone affiliate
or subsidiary shall be filed with the Commission and records of al money
flows and exchanges or flows of property (of whatever kind) between them

shall be maintained and reported periodically in accordance with rules speci-
fied by the Commission. Moreover, any telephone company will be required to
offer interconnection services to the public on the same basis as it does to
its mobile telephone affiliate or subsidiary. We should like to think that
these measures are sufficient to provide regulatory control of the cross-
subsidization problem.

25. A number of the parties filing comments expressed a concern
that permitting the wireline carriers to offer dispatch services through
their cellular systems could, because of their ability to cross-subsidize,
result in anti-competitive practices and eventual market dominance by the
wireline companies. On the other hand, dispatch or dispatch related service
makes up a substantial part of the initial market for cellular systems pro-
posed by the wireline carriers. To exclude dispatch-type services entirely
could delay or even prevent the implementation of any cellular systems. Also,
if cellular systems can, through natural economies, provide lower-priced dis-
patch services, the public should not be denied that benefit. We have there-
fore concluded that the operators of cellular systems should be allowed to
provide some dispatch services. With regard to the cross-subsidization issue,
we feel that the restrictive measures described above will greatly minimize
the ability of wireline carriers to cross-subsidize. However, we think it
desirable to place some restriction on "fleet type" automatic dispatch offerings
by operators whereby a dispatcher can call several vehicles simultaneously.
In this regard, there is technical evidence that the widespread use of "fleet
call" in a cellular system would substantially reduce its efficiency, thus
eliminating an important reason for having a cellular system at all.
Therefore, we will not allow cellular systems to offer dispatcher-originated
communications service with "fleet call' capability whereby a single dispatcher
can automatically call several vehicles simultaneously.

ITI. Developmental Authorization of Cellular Systems

26. Initially, we will authorize only developmental systems until we
are reasonably sure that all factors necessary for regular implementation are
accomplished. Developmental systems will be authorized on a one-to-a-market
basis and only one system per telephone company. For system planning purposes
the entire 40 MHz of spectrum may be considered as being available although
the Commission may limit initial assignments of spectrum to less than 40 MHz.
Therefore, any proposal for an initial developmental authorization must in-
clude a request for the minimum amount of spectrum required for the area
proposed to be served. Additional spectrum, beyond that specified in initial
developmental authorizations, will be made available upon a demonstrated
showing of need and in accordance with criteria to be set forth in a sub-
sequent rule making proceeding to amend Part 21 of the Rules to provide for
the regular licensing of cellular systems. That proceeding will also provide
technical standards, loading criteria, etc. It will be instituted when more
detailed technical information becomes available through the developmental .
systems.

27. The guidelines under which developmental cellular systems will be

authorized are contained in Appendix C.

B e







31l. To explain, our new plan is designed to permit the establish-
ment of a large variety of systems of radio communication to meet the many
and varied requirements of different users. The assignment plan is flexible.
It will allow police eligibles (and other classes of users, as well) to
establish their own radio facilities and to manage them in ways they think
best meet their individual requirements. Also, they may share facilities
with other classes of users on a cooperative basis; or form nonprofit
corporations or associations to serve as licensee and to manage their systems
for them. In this way they will be able to spread the costs over a broader
base and reduce capital and operating expenses proportionally. Finally, under
certain conditions, we would license a person to provide service, on a com-
mercial basis, to a single customer, say a large, metropolitan police depart-
ment. That is one possibility. Another would be to license a common user
system to provide service to a number of small police forces, which may be
operating in adjacent jurisdictions, under some arrangement which would
afford all the means of communicatic they require at low cost and in an
efficient manner. And, of course, many other variations of such arrangements
will be possible. Our plan provides for this.

32. In addition, eligibles will have the choice of trunked or
conventional systems. Further, within each of those modes of operation,
they will have a variety of ways in which to use radio, and this will permit
them to tailor, to a fine degree, the communication systems they elect to
establish. Added to this, overlaying all of these alternatives, they will
have an option to switch from one type of system to another, and then back
again, should any prove to be unsatisfactory or not to work out as expected.

33. A plan of this kind is feasible, for we now have sufficient
spectrum space to offer a large number of options to the land mobile community.
Thus, in any one area, and in adjacent areas, too, we have the potential for
600 single-channel conventional systems; or 30, 20-channel, or 60, l0-channel,
or 120, ~-channel trunked systems, There are other combinations, too.
Therefore, overall, with the spectrum we are making available for immediate
use ar with what we are holding ° . reserve, we are assured, perhaps more SO
than ever before, that we will be able to accommodate the needs and requirements
of land mobile operations, in a most effective and efficient manner (with little
or no congestion), for many years to come.

_34. We are fully aware (the parties have not failed to remind us of
this) that some of the entities we propose to license, i.e., entrepreneur-
operated, common-user systems, could be licensed as common carriers and
regulated under Title II of the Cc iwmications Act. However, our basic goal
in this proceeding is, as it has been since its inception, to make available
to the land mobile service additional spectrum and to do this in a way that
would promote the larger and more effective use of this spectrum in the public
interest, all in conformity with our duties, obligations, and responsibilities
under Title III of the Act. Moreover, the type of radio operations planned,
here, for the land mobile services at 900 MHz, were not envisioned by the
original drafters of the Communications Act. In this instance, the radio
services we are establishing fall somewhere between what Congress had in mind
in framing the provisions of Title II and what it intended to cover under
Title III of the Act. In these circumstances, then, we feel we have the
discretion necessary to select the regulatory tools we believe will most
effectively promote the public interest.
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35. In accomplishing " is goal, we are free, we believe, to
adopt whatever comprehensive regulatory scheme is best suited for the
purpose. In this instance, on the basis of the extensive record in this
rule making, and also in light of our experience, particularly that over
the past two decades, we find that our plan for the use of the 900 MHz
spectrum would not be best implemented by restricting the number of
licensees. We are of the view, rather, that reliance should be placed
on the competitive forces present " the communications market to give
land mobile users the options and choices we feel should be theirs. 1In
this connection, then, we have concluded that we do have the necessary
statutory authority to choose one regulatory process which is preferable,
on demonstrable grounds, over another which is not at all suited to the
objectives of the action we propose to take. This, we think, is the
central holding in United States v. Southwestern Cable Co., et al.,

392 U.S.157 (1968); and Philadelphia Television Broadcasting Co. v.

Federal Communications Commission, 123 U.S. App. D. C. 298, 359 F.2d
282 (1966).

36. In this connection, we have, of course, addressed ourselves
to the argument advanced by a number of the parties that the Communications
Act, together with certain precedents cited in support of the proposition,
compel the conclusion that we do not have discretion in this matter to
select one regulatory scheme over another; that we must treat any entity
offering commercial service to eligibles or licensees in the private
services or to the public as a common carrier and regulate that entity
as a common carrier. But we do not think we are restricted or limited
in this way in carrying out our duties and responsibilitie under the
Act of assuring the most effective and efficient use of the radio spectrum
under whatever controlling circumstances exist. We believe, rather,
that the Communications Act, read as a whole, directs us to regulate the
use of the radio frequencies that are available in the way that affords
maximum benefits to the public, and that is what we have done, here. 4

_ﬁ/ It is pointed out that such a licensing practice would be at variance
with that presently used in authorizing service in the Domestic Public
Radio Services, under Part 21 of our rules. This is so. But where we find
it necessary, in achieving a desirable goal, to abandon a trail once fol-
lowed, and to turn to a new one, we must have the right to do so. There
must be progress, and we must be able to learn through experience what is
good and what is not, and to act upon that experience. For this reason

and others set out, above, in our opinion, we deny the "Motion for Severance
of the Issue of Multiple-User Licensees from the Frequency Allocation As-
pects of this Proceeding and for Resolution of that Issue in an Evidentiary
Hearing," filed herein on October 19, 1973, by the National Association of
Radiotelephone Systems (NARS). The issue NARS points to has been deb: 2d
at length. Parties, including NARS, have addressed themselves to it in
their comments and pleadings and in oral argument, too, and we see no nee.
for further proceedings to decide this legal question. Accordingly, as
stated, the referenced motion is denied.




14,

37. In this connection, we would point out that we have al-
located 30 MHz of spectrum space, or an equivalent of 600 25 kHz voice-grade
channels, for the future development of mostly dispatch-type land
mobile radio communications systems. Further, this is a new range of
spectrum for land mobile use, much higher than that used in these
services in the past. Thus, as we have mentioned, new system design;
new equipment; and new marketing practices are to be worked out as the
frequencies are placed in use. In these circumstances, we cannot predict
with any degree of certainty what types of communication systems will
emerge ¢ what methods of marketing will make them most available to the
land 1 bile communication users. However, our experience over the past 25
years teaches us that detailed subdivision of the spectrum, with attendant
restrictions, does not always promote the fullest and most efficient
utilization of radio frequencies. Accordingly, we have grouped varying
classes of users and varying methods of use together and we have allocated
for their use the entire band of 30 MHz. We did this specifically and
intentionally, for we wanted the competitive forces in the market place
and the relative needs of each user or group of users to decide what
assignments are made first and to whom such assignments are made. In
this way the three basic types of eligibles are placed on equal footing,
i.e., private, shared, and common user systems have commensurate or
corresponding opportunities to apply for and to establish systems of radio
communication required to carry out authorized functions and activities.
No | rson is excluded and no person can exclude, by recourse to challenges
on economic or other grounds inconsistent with this plan, so there will be
open entry to the market and competition among users, but all this on a
fair basis as we have just described.

38. With this spectrum, with the combinations mentioned, we
belie that the competitive forces of the market place can be relied
upon to provide the foundation upon which we may properly rest our regu-
latory apprc :h. To illustrate, as to the cost and quality I service,
or as to the form it takes, there is no need for regulatory measures like
those imposed on common carrier operations, for each user will be free to
negotiate with multiple suppliers and communication companies for the
facilities he needs. Also, in certain circumstances, he may apply for
and construct his own system, should he find that mode of operation to his
advantage. Or he may join with others to bring together the necessary
elements of a radio system under our "cooperative use" practices; or
form a nonprofit association or corporation for the purpose; or rely on
a trade organization, which may offer communication services to its mem-
bers on a nonprofit, cost-shared basis. : 1 of these avenues are open to
the user; and with them we feel he is protected from those abuses that
might arise, were the circumstances other than what they are.

39. Additionally, we think it very important that we exercise
our authority and ad it a regulatory plan which is greatly simplified.
We want the burden on the applicant to be significantly less. We would
like to cut down on the costs to the public, particularly in the case of
those seeking to bring service to it through common user systems. Also,
we find it imperative to adopt procedures which will enable us to authorize







heavy cloak and exchange it for one with far greater flexibility and
far greater promise for mag}mizing the potential of utilization of the
radio spectrum at 900 MHz.2

43. Finally, we emphasize that our new assignment plan and
the scheme of regulation we have devised to implement it are designed
to be carried out on a national basis. All of the 600 radio channels
are made available nation-wide. The frequency assignment methodology
and technical standards and our operational rules are to apply nation-
wide, where each frequency assignment will control where the next may be
made--this without regard to state boundaries or varying local juris-
dictions. In these circumstances, the methods which potential users may
employ to make use of radio frequency must also be compatible on a nation-
wide basis. If they arenot, we will not be able to achieve the goals
we have set for ourselves--goals which we feel certain will bring to the
public what we foresee to be means for efficient, effective, and low cost
communications.

44. We recognize that some state and local authorities, in
exercising jurisdiction over intrastate common carrier communications,
may attempt to impose regulations and controls over some or all types
of common user systems which would be inconsistent with our allocation
scheme for 900 MHz. In this regard we are particularly concerned about
regulation which may take the form of limiting or excluding potential
users or classes of users from utilizing this band.?/ Such action would

§/. In this regard, our 900 MHz plan will require a minimum of time for
adjustments to service Parameters, because we have, in our technical and
%oading standards, built-in allowances to Pe .t expansion of service as
%t is required, all without major study or evaluation on our part. That
is one of the features of the new plan, i.e., it has been conceived in a
way which will permit us to eliminate the costly, time consuming, case-by-
case treatment of every change or variation in the method of operation or
in the charges or types of service provided by the licensee.

Z/ In addition to generally frustrating the objectives of this proceeding,
any state restriction limiting the number of users would have a negative
impact on frequency allocation. Rather than attempting to determine by
administrative process the best use of the radio spectrum, our new plan

at 900 MHz harnesses the competitive forces of the market place as a
regulatory tool to insure efficient and effective frequency use. If those
that are first licensed do not effectively utilize frequencies or provide

for public need, opportunity will encourage others to seek radio facilities
which, under free competition (and the rules we have designed), will supplant
the less effective radio users.
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be in direct conflict with our attempt in this proceeding to establi

a nation-wide system of radio communications consistent with our obliga-
tion under Title III of the Communicati 1s Act. Both Sections 2(b) and
221(b) of the Act, which res rve to the states jurisdiction to regulate
intrastate common carrier communications, begin with language that makes
it clear that state action must yield to the sole jurisdiction and power
of the Commission to provide for allocation of the radio spectrum : d to
issue radio " "censes. We think both these sections make it clear that
Congress did not intend that such regulatory powers the state may be
given with respect to intrastate communications be used to inhibit

or thwart the Commission in exercise of its obligations in establishing
a uniform national plan for use of radio frequencies. We stated in
Tel~r-nt Teasing Corp., 45 FCC 2d 204, 220, 223: "State action must

yiera to ctne sole jurisdiction and powers of the Commission to license radio
facilities in the public interest" and that "no state regulation can oust
this Commission from its clear jurisdiction." 8/ Moreover, the Supreme
Court has held that federal exclusion of state law is inescapable where
compliance with both federal and state regulation is impossible. Florida
Lime & Avocad~ Growers, Inc. v. Paul, 373 U.S. 132, 142-143 (1963).
Accordingly, we assert Federal primacy in this area and declare that any
state regulatory action that may be taken with regard to users or potential
users of the 900 MHz band that is inconsistent wi . tt rules and policy
promulgated in this proceeding is unlawful. While we are reluctant to

take such preemptive action, we believe it imperative to the success of
this program..

8/ Under appeal, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circult.
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Licensing 900-MHz Stations

Eligibility

45. Under our assignment plan, there will be three
basic license classifications. Facilities will be authorized
either as private, or shared, or common user stations. Under
the first heading, private systems, we will license any person
or entity eligible in any of the radio services included under
Parts 89, 91, and 93 of the rules.

46. In the second license classification, we include,
as eligibles, any person or entity offering to provide communi-
cation services and facilities, on a not-for-profit, cost-shared
basis, to persons eligible under either Part 89, 91, or 93 of
the rules. Thus, the licensee may be an individual licensee; a
non-profit corporation or association, formed for the purpose
of providing radio facilities to qualified participants; or it
may be an entity such as a medical society or industry organi- _
zation which has as its primary purpose some function other ' .
than the provision of communication services for their members.

47. Under the third and last license category, we
have grouped commerci: common user systems. These include
any commercial concern offering to provide service to persons
eligible under either Part 89, 91, or 93 of the rules, on the
one hand, and on the other, to the public, in general, without
regard to the eligibility factor. As we will point out, later,
arrangements of the first type wil be regulated differently
from those of the other type; but in neither case will the
licensee be subject to regulation as a common carrier.

48 . Reviewing, then, there are to be three license
categories, that is, one for private systems; another for shared
systems; and the third for commercial common user facilities.
Private systems, we envisage, will not be unlike those authorized
under our present rules. Shared systems are to be operated on a
not-for-profit, cost-shared basis, and they are to be available
only to persons eligible in the private services, But the third
license category is a new one, for under it commercial concerns
will be able to provide communication services for profit, either
to eligibles under Parts 89, 91, and 93, or, alternatively, to
the public, in general. 9 /

ventures as common carriers, this does not mean that they will not be
regulated. They will be, but in a way which will promote, in our view,
the fuller and more effective use of the new spectrum in the public
interest,

9/ While, as we have indicated, we will not { eat these commercial .
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Policy on Interconnection

49. OQur new rules also place restrictions on ir ar-
connection. In this regard, our policy will be to permit full
interconnection only in those cases in which the licensee pro-
vides radiotelephone services, on a commercial basis, to the
public. Thus, where the licensee serves himself (a private
system), or where he provides service to eligibles on a not-
for-profit, cost-shared basis (a shared system), or where
service is offered to a restricted class of eligible users,
but on a commercial basis (one of the two forms of common
user systems), interconnection with the wire line facilities o.
the telephone company serving the area will be limited to
those situations in which it is accomplished manually, by a
person in the employ of the licensee or user, at the licensee's
or user's principal place of business. Interconnection at a

control point common to more than one licensee or user will
not be allowed. 10/

50. Our policy on interconnection is being adopted
because our continuing experience with it, in the private
services, has convinced us that the mode of operation is
basically incompatible with dispatch-type requirements.

Thus, where interconnection is used, message time invariably
increases, and, further, it brings into play a number of factors
which decreases: system efficiency, These factors include
dial-up time requirements; use of "hold" features of telephone
facilities; and a tendency not to monitor the channel before
transmission, even in those cases in which the equipment em-
ployed is designed to permit it. Accordingly, while we know
that interconnection is desirable in certain situations and

necessary in others, we make limited provision for it, as
previously explained,

LU/ This practice is now being followed in connection with
shared community repeaters authorized in the Business Radio
Service in the 450-470 MHz band. It has worked well, and we
have received no complaints from licensees that the restriction

interferes in any meaningful way with their traditional dispatch-
type operations,
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Other Restrictions on Operation
and Use of 900-MHz Syetems

51, We have said that we plan to license 900-MHz
stations under three basic categories, namely, as private
systems, where licensees use their stations in carrying out
authorized activities and functions; next, as shared systems,
where service and facilities are provided to eligible persons
on a not-for-profit, cost-shared basis; or, finally, as common
user, systems, where commercial firms offer facilities and ser-
vices either to eligibles in the private services or to the
public.

52, Now, in every instance in which service is
to be provided solely to eligibles in the private services
(in three of the four use categories just mentioned), there
are to be three additional license restrictions. First, radio
facilities so authorized may only be used for purposes expressly
allowed in the radio services included under Parts 89, 91, and
93 of the rules. Second, each licensee or user must be shown
to be eligible for facilities, either under this subpart or in
the radio services, listed, above. Third, all messages and
transmissions must be limited to those permitted in the ser-
vices in which the participants are eligible.

53. These license restrictions are in contrast to
those governing stations employed to provide radiotelephone.
services to the public. 1In the latter system, interconnectlon
is to be allowed. There are to be no restrictions on the
class of persons served, and messages of all types may be
transmitted. In brief, common user systems of this type are
to have the maximum degree of flexibility in the way, and
by whom, they are employed; whereas, private, shared and
common user facilities, used to serve specific classes of
eligibles, are to be restricted and designed in a way that
will permit qualified persons to conduct certain activities
and functions in an efficient manner. _11/

11/ This point may be illustrated by the use made of radio sgstems
vy ‘public utilities, eligibles in the Power and Petrgleum Radio
Services. There, radio is used as a "tool", so that these enter-. .
prises may provide untility service on a more effective and gfflclen
basis. And in the Fire and Police Radio Services, where, agaln, )
radio is used as a "tool," not in the conduct of the personal affairs
of policemen and firemen, but to allow officials t9 carry out their
governmental functions in a more effective and efficient manner. .
That is the essence of the private services, and we preserve it

in the 900-MHz licensing processes through the limitations anq .
restrictions placed on systems operated for, or by, groups eligible

in these services.
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wi1ing and Pro-~~~sing of Applice¢ .ons .ur 900 MHz Facilities

54. Applications for stations are ,to be submitted to the
Commission at its offices in Washington, D.Cllédl applicants
are to use FCC Form 400, along with the additional information which
must be submitted in connection with 900~-MHz facilities. 13/

55- Our plan is to process these applications essentially
in the :der in which they are received. Once received, the proposal
will be reviewed to determine whether it is acceptable for filing, i.e.,
not deficient in any material respect. If it is acceptable, it will be
assigned a 'priority", based primarily on the date and time it was filed.
It will then be placed on our 'processing line" for consideration "in
turn”. Where possible, the application will be granted. Should this
not be possible, the proposal will be dismissed or denied, depending
on the circumstances, and returned to the applicant, and, in this event,
he will lose his assigned "priority".

56, These procedures will be followed until all of the
channels available in the area are assigned. At that time, all applications
on file, proposing operation in the area in question, will be placed in
"pending status', if the applicant has made this election. Following this,
each application in "pending status" will be consii?red "in turn'" at such
time as additional frequencies become available. =% Where the applicant
has not made this election (that his proposal be retained in "pending
status'), it will be returned to him. He may, then, either file it at
a later date or submit it, in modified form, for consideration for grant
in some other area or region. =2

12/ Applicants proposing operation within the Chicago Spectrum Management
Region as defined in the First R&0 Docket No. 19150, adopted Oct. 28, 1971,

36 FR 2167 shall file their application on Form 425 with the Chicago Regiona
Office. A subsequent order will be issued delegating authority to the Chicago
Regional Office for the processing of such applications. Rules adépted herein
will apply in the Chicago Region pending nossible future rule making dealing
specifically with 900 MHz land mobile opé€ration in that Region.

13/ While we have not established a schedule of fees for filing or grant
of applications for 900 MHz facilities, we plan to do so following the
issuance of our report and order in this proceeding. Meanwhile, we will
accept applications for filing, subject, however, to the payment of the
required fees at such time as they are establist 1.

14/ We should add, "together with those submitted at a later date, seeking
facilities in the same area.” We do not intend to preclude the filing of

applications even where the frequencies allocated for use in a given region
have been exhausted.

12/ This may be an alternative course of action an applicant 1 y wish to
follow, because we will not permit anyone to file multiple applications
for radio facilities where such proposals are situated so that if one
application is granted, some other one, filed by the same applicant in
an adjacent area, would have to be denied or dismissed.
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57 . We should emphasize, here, that applications for stations
in the 900-MHz band will be processed and considered within the framework
of specific standards, those set out in our rules. If the proposal meets
these specifications, it will be granted. If it does not, it will either
be dismissed, or denied, or kept in pending status, whichever action the
facts of the case demand. In general, then, there are to be no ﬂ@arings
on comparative or economic issues, as such; and petitions to deny, in

general, will not be entertained nor will other procedural or admin-
istrative remedies be available, except where the law so prescribes.l6/:

58 . These practices have been worked out, with care, to en-
able us to attain our primary objectives, i.e., to provide the maximum
number of channels for communication to the maximum number of qualified
users at the earliest possible date, all with a minimum of regulatory
"red tape", but with options as to how, and from whom, service may be
obtained.

59 . Achievement of these goals is possible, we think, for
we have sufficient spectrum space, with additional channels in reserve,
to permit the establishment of multiple facilities in any one area or
region and to duplicate them in adjacent cities and communities. With
this, and with the licensing alternatives provided for, there will be
no need for comparative consideration of proposals. Besides, such
hearings would preclude implementation of our scheme of regulation,
since it rests, in an essential way, on there being free and open
competition in each area between persons offering equipment and servicesJﬁ[/

_16 / These procedures parallel those employed by us in licensing
radio facilities in the private services. There, we have found they
work well, enabling us to license facilities with the minimum

delay, for the benefit not only of the licensee but, ultimately,

for the public, as well.

17/ Our experience under the licensing procedures presently employed
in the private services, where hearings have not been necessary, con-
trasted to the administrative delays occasioned by the processes ap-
plicable to common carrier regulation, confirms our views in this
regard. We see no reasonwwhy the same benefits should not be trans-

lated to apply at 900 MHz,.

4

L T
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Selection and Assignment of Frequencies in rh= 900-MHz Band.

Preliminary Considerations

60 . As pointe out, we have allocated 30 MHz for
use in providing service to persons qualified to operate at
900-MHz. This has been done in two bands, with 15 MHz allocated
in the 806-821 MHz band and 15 MHz in the 851-866 MHz band.

61 . In both trunked and conventional systems, mobile
station transmitting frequencies will be selected from those
available in the 806-821 MHz band and base station transmitting
frequencies, from those allocated in the 851-866 ° band. There
will be uniform 25-kHz channeling; and the spacing between associ-
ated mobile and base station fr juencie , in each instance, will
be 45 MHz.

62 . This 30-MHz allocation makes possbile a number of
options for system design. For example, we could authorize 600,
single-channel conventional stations. On the other hand,
we could have 30 trunked systems, with 20 channels each;
or 60, with 10 channels; or 120 with 5 channels, There
are other combinations, too; but the important feature of our
plan is its flexibility. This flexibility gives assurance that
competitive forces in the market place can operate freelv and allow
the establishment of the best combination of services an faci-
lities possible under the present state-of-the-art.

63 . But, initially, as a matter of policy, we have
decided not to authorize, in ay one area or region, more
than 100 25-kHz channel pairs for conventional use and 200
25-kHz channel pairs for trunked systems. The remaining 300 25 kHz
frequency pairs will be temporarily reserved to give us an
opportunity to study system development trends in the available
spectrum. Fur 1ier, we do not want to allow one type of system
to dominate the market, where the other might better serve
the needs and requirements of eligible users. Accordingly, as
an interim safeguard, we will impose the restriction mentioned.
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Frec—-ncy prrofgnmeante £ae- Trupked Systems

64. Applicants for trunked systems will be assigned
frequencies in groups, from 5 to 20 channels, depending on
the nature of the service to be provided; the area to be served;
the class and number of users or customers to be offered faci-
lities; and a number of other factors.

65. Mobile station transmitting frequencies for trunked
operation will commence with Channel No. 1 at 820.9875 MHz,
followed by Channel No. 2 at 820.9625 MHz, and proceed to the
band end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. Base station transmitting
frequencies will commence with 865.9875 MHz, Channel No.l,
followed by 865.9625 MHz, Channel No. 2, and proceed to the band
end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. 18 /

Frequency *-~-ignments for Conventional

Systems

66. Applicants for conventional systems will be assigned
channel pairs in accordance with applicable loading criteria. _;2/.
Where justified, on the basis of the showing made by the applicant,
one or more channel pairs will be made available to him for use
in his system of communications. However, the absolute maximum
number of channels that will be made available for use in a con-
ventional system will be five, regardless of the number of mobile
units the applicant plans to serve. 20 /

67 . Mobile station transmitting frequencies for con-
ventional systems will commence with Channel No. 1 at 806.0125 MHz,
followed by Channel No. 2 at 806.0375 MHz, and proceed to the band
end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. Base station transmitting
frequencies will commence with Channel No. 1 at 851.0125 MHz ,
followed by Channel No. 2 at 851.0375 MHz, and proceed to the band
end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. _EL/ As in the case of
trunked systems, discussed immediately, above, the spacing
between associated mobile and base station frequencies will
uniformly be 45 MHz.

18/ The band ends referred to will be determined by the policy
mentioned, above, at para. 63 .

19/ See Section 89.802, et seq.,of the new rules.

__)/ Where an eligible has requirements for additional frequencies,
he must meet those needs through the use of a trunked system., We
emphasize a maximum of 5 channel pairs will be assigned to any one
licensee for use in a conventional system.

7L/ As in the case of trunked systems, the interim criteria will
apply, here, too. See para. 63’ supra.
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Authorization of Operatier=l ¥ixed Stations in the
900-MHz paud

68 . Muchthought has been given to whether operations
fixed stations should be permitted in the 900-MHz band. However,
for the same reasons that have persuaded us in the pas , we will
only allow control stations and then only with specific limita-
tions similar to those now applying to such stations in the 450-
470 MHz band.

69 . These limitations require that the control station
operate on the assigned frequency of the associated mobile statio
Also its use is subject to the condition that harmful interference
not be caused to stations of licensees authorized to use the fre-
quency ..r mobile service communications. Further, and in order
to minimize potential interference, directional antennas will be
required at control stations and their power output will have
to be adjusted so that the control station's signal at the
controlled station will not exceed by more than 6 dB the signal

of an associated mobile transmitting from the same location
as the control station.

Protection Parameters for Operation in the 900-MHz
Band

In General

70 . We gave much thought to the development of appro-
priate protection parameters for stations operating at 900 MHz.
In doing so, we kept in mind our basic objective of authorizing
multiple systems of communication capable of providing a variety
of services to a large number of eligible persons and, also, to
the public, in general. To attain this objective, we knew
we would have to have a regulz iry plan which would be rela-
tively simple to implement and which would allow us to pass on
each proposal in an orderly but expeditious mner, without re-

course to highly complex and time consuming procedural and ad-
judicatory processes. 22 /

22/ In the future, when our computer procedures and capabilities

are advanced further, new licensing and assignment methodology will
be utilized. But, for the present, we must evaluate proposals on

the basis of the Standards and criteria set out in our opinion and
our new 900 MHz rules.
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71, With this in mind, we first looked into the question of .
whether protection should be accorded both co-channel and adjacent channel
operations. We concluded that adjacent channel protection would not be
necessary in makineg frequency assignments. Our plan of placing all base
station transmitters in one band separated by 45 MHz from the base station
receiving band eliminates the potential for adjacent channel interference
between base stations. We recognize the potential of random adjacent chan-
nel interference when a mobile receiver is in close proximity of a base station
transmitting on an adjacent channel. We believe, however, that the probability
of intersystem interference to be so small and random as not to be a serious
problem. Also, the possibility of intersystem adjacent channel interference
within a trunked group of frequencies, in our view, can and should be mini-
mized or eliminated by the system operator. Our greatest concern (with
regard to adjacent channel interference possibilities) had been that control
stations, operating at fixed points, might cause harmful interference of this
type. But by limiting power and by our other requirements, we feel that the
adjacent channel interference potential will be controlled. Accordingly, we
have concluded that adjacent channel interference need not be ta§§? into
account in 900 MHz channel assignments, and we have not done so.==' And, by
taking this approach,we will be able to achieve great flexibility in the
assignment and use of frequencies in both conventional and trunked systems
of communications.

72. We also concluded that transmitter intermodulation interference
would not be a factor in making frequency assignments. The principal source
of this interference stems from high powered base stations operating in close
proximity, both physically and frequency wise. Trunked systems will create
this situation by their very nature. But odd order transmitter intermodulation
products of the magnitude to cause a problem will fall outside this particular
band and the overall allocation structure is such as to minimize the problem.

73 . In summary, we have concluded that adjacent channel
interference and possible interference from intermodulation can
be disregarded, in this instance, in establishing protection para-
meters for 900-MHz systems.-gé_/ It follows that our assignment
plan is based primarily on co-channel operating characteristics,
praticularly in terms of propagation of signals and on the design
of available receiving equipment. With this decided, we turn to
a discussion of the various considerations which went into
determining the specific co-channel separation requirements for
trunked and conventional systems of communication.

23/This is our present thinking, nevertheless we may make a further
evaluation of this factor in our Chicago Spectrum Management Region.

24/ As in the case of potential adjacent channel interference, the
possible impact of intermodulation interference may be studied
further in our Chicago Spectrum Management Region., .
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Co-Channel Station Separation

74, As just mentioned, in establishing mileage
separations for co-channel stations, a number of factors were
taken into consideration. Among these were permissible power
and antenna height. Next, whether the same maxima should be
specified for trunked and conventional systems; and, in addition
whether these maxima should identical for urban, in con-
trast to suburban, operations. Also, the quality of service
and the related consideration, interference levels, are im-
portant parameters.

75. As to the specification of permissible power and
antenna height, progagation characteristics at 900 MHz and
probable station locations were looked into. 25/ On the latter
point, we have concluded that most trunked and conventional
stations will be established in areas of relatively high population
density. It would seem certain that trunked systems would be
located there, since they will be expensive to construct and
operate and only in the larger markets will there be present
an economic base sufficient to support them. Further, it is
most likely that the majority of conventional systems will also
be located in heavily populated areas, because it is in such
locations that greatest frequency shortages have been experienced.

25/ On propagation at 900 MHz, we studied both our own R-6602
curves and the so-called Okumura curves, referred to and relied
on by a number of the parties filing ¢ mments. We found no
great differences in the signal levels predicted. The major
distinction between them involved the dissimilar receiving
environment in which the test data was gathered. As to this,
we applied a correction factor; and with it, there was very
close correspondence in the two sets of data. Overall, we
believed the data to be highly reliable, and we used it in

predicting signal level contours and corresponding service
area mileages.,
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76. Our study of the desirable level of signals in 900-MHz
systems, led us to conclude that we should set maximum power and antenna
height at 1 kilowatt (ERP) and 1000 feet (AAT), or the equivalent,
respectively, 26/ This will be for all trunked operations and for those
conventional systems with transmitter sites located within 15 miles from
the geographic center of the Urbanized Areas listed at Table 1 of Section
89.751(g) of our new regulations. For conventional systems with trans-
mitter sites more than 15 miles from the geographic center of the refer-
enced Urbanized Areas, we felt lower power and antenna height could be
used, In those regions there are generally fewer tall buildings; line-
of-sight conditions are not uncommon; and the absorption factor is down.
Accordingly, we felt it reasonable to set the limits at 500 watts (ERP)
and 500 feet (AAT), respectively, 27/ Nonetheless, should these power
and antenna height parameters for suburban stations prove to be unduly
restrictive, we will take the steps necessary to adjust these values.
These are maximum values for power and antenna height; and the applicant,
of course, must justify his request based on his coverage requirement,

26/ Our objective is to provide a high quality signal to about 50 percent
of the locations, 50 percent of the time, within the service area of the
stations, To accomplish this objective would require a signal approx-
imately 20 dB above receiver threshold, at the edge of the service area.
We have also assumed, based upon the record of this proceeding, that
receivers will be available with a sensitivity of 0,45 microvolts across
a 50 ohm antenna terminal for 20 dB SINAD, On this basis, the average .
desired signal level should be 40 dBu at the edge of the service area.
Based on available propagation data, R-6602 curves modified to account
for mobile antenna receiving heights, urban, suburban; or rural environ-
ments, terrain roughness, etc,, this quality of service cou.d be afforded
in the order of 20 miles in an urban environment with a 1000 feet (AAT)
antenna and 1 kilowatt power (ERP), To maintain this quality of service
wit a margin to permit solid capture of the FM receiver, the interfering
signal from a distant co-channel station should be 10 dB less than the
desired signal at the boundary of the service area of the protected
station, This would mean that the interfering signal could not exceed

30 dBu in 10 percent of the locations, 50 percent of the time,

The value of 40 dBu was employed for a number of reasons, but
in simple terms we selected it because we determined that it would, in
the absences of interference, enable the licensee of a 90G-MHz facility
to give a high level of service in the area in which he planned to
operate. At 900 MHz this is important, because systems and equipment
will be relatively expensive; and there must be some compensating
factor for the investment required to establish service.

/ While it might be argued that greater range in suburban areas is desir-
able, because the distances between points of communication would seem likely
to be more than that found in urban areas, we still believe the lower limits
are warranted, In part, our reason has to do with our plan for loading
suburban-conventional systems, where 25-mile radii will be employed, not
15-mile radii used in connection with urban-conventional systems. In any
event, under suburban/rural conditions, we would expect a useable signal .
to be received at essentially the same levels as for urban stations with
greater power and antenna height,
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77. Summarizing on this aspect of the rule making, we have
set 1 kilowatt (ERP) and 1000 feet (AAT) as the maximum permissible
power and antenna height for trunked systems and for urban-conventional
facilities. For suburban-conventional systems, we selected 500 watts
(ERP) and 500 feet (AAT) as the limits. 28/ With these powers and antenna
heights we are certain all classes of stations will offer satisfactory
service to those using them, gg/ But there is one further matter to take
into account, establishing limits on interference.

78, As to interference, we concluded that the undesired signal

should be 10 dB down from the desired one. This will mean that at the
40 dBu contour, of the protected station, the signal strength of the lower

priority facility should not exceed 30 dBu. Translated in terms of
mileage, it simply means that the two facilities, to afford one another
the protection required, must be 70 miles apart, For suburban conven-
tional stations, the distance is less, 45 miles, This is due to the use
of lower power and antenna height, Accordingly, these are the values

we will use, but they will not be applied in the same manner to trunked

and conventional systems, due to the complexity of the loading problem,
to be discussed, below,

Trunked Systems

79, as just stated, the separation between co-channel trunked
systems is to be 70 miles., This standard is to apply in every case,
regardless of where the trunked facility is located, This is feasible
in trunked operations, because the applicant must make an initial showing

that the facilities requested will be occupied in conformity with the
applicable loading criteria,

28/ The Commission, however, is concerned with the practice of serving

mobile users who require small areas of coverage on trunked systems which

are essentially wide area coverage systems. Such situations are known to
exist in the operation of wide-area repeaters in the lower land mobile
bands. While not prohibited, this practice should be discouraged in

the 900 MHz band, as it could lead to serious deficiencies in overall
spectrum utilization. Accordingly, the Commission will be watchful of
the effects of such practice on the efficient development of the 900 MHz
band and may impose corrective regulation in the future if warranted.

29/ As previously mentioned, equivalent power for antenna
“heights in excess of 1000 feet are established and set out
at Section 89.651(¢), Table 1 of the new rules. For a trunked
or urban-conventional station, 1 kilowatt (ERP) is the maxi-
mum power regardless of whether an antenna of less than 1000
feet is employed. For suburban-conventional stations, the
same principle applies, that is, the maximum power is 500 watts
(ERP) regardless of the height of the antenna above average
terrain, even when it is less than 500 feet (AAT).
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Conventional Systems

80. As we have said, for urban-conventional systems, a
basic co-channel separation of 70 miles is required to enable the
licensee to produce signal levels sufficient to give good, or
highly reliable, service. For 1burban-conventional systems, the
separation is 45 miles. But we cannot apply this criterion
directly, because, for conventional system, special provisions must
be made to make loading feasible. For this purpose, for now,
we have decided to use a simple protected-area approach. For
urban-conventional systems, this will be that area circumscribed
by a circle with 15 mile radaii. This will be measured from
the designated geographic center of the Urbanized Area involved,
as set out in Section 89.751(g), Table 1, of the new rules.
Accordingly, all applications for urban-conventional systems
(those specifying a trar nitter site within 15 miles from the
geographic center of the mentioned Urbanized Areas) will be
considered, for loading purposes, with any existing or pro-
posed co-channel facility in that area until the channel in
question is fully occupied in accordance with the loading
criteria set out in our new rules. Further, once a channel
pair is assigned for use within the reference 15 mile radaii,
it will be treated as unagailable for use by any applicant
specifying an antenna site outside the 15 mile area, in that
vicinity, of course.

8l. For suburban-conventional systems (those with
transmitter sites more than 15 miles from the geographic center
of the mentioned Urbanized Areas), we have decided to consider, for
loading purposes, all proposals for facilities specifying a
transmitter site within 25 miles of the site of an existing
suburban station or within 25 miles of the site specified in a
prior filed proposal. Once the channel pair in question is
occupied, in accordance with applicable standards, it will be
treated as no longer available. Further, once a channel has
been selected for occupancy by suburban-conventional stations,
it will be unavailable for assignment for use in an urban-
conventional system, that is, in the same general area. 30/

30 /' We wish to be clear on what we mean here. We do not intend

to imply that a frequency pair, once designated for use in either

an urban-conventional, or suburban-conventional. svstem. mav not he used
elsewhere for one type of system or another, This is not the case.
Locally, its use will be restricted., Nation: ly, it will not

be. .

P




82. As stated, these measures are necessary to
allow us to load conventional systems vertically. To do this,
we must have some area or point of reference. The latter
would be a more desirable approach; but as the number of co-
channel stations multiplied, the problem of determining which
systems should be taken into consideration in deciding whether
a given channel was fully occupied or not rapidly becomes
an impossible one, at least at the present stage of develop-
ment of our frequency management program.

83, Accordingly, we plan to use the 15 and 25 mile
radaii specification. With this decided, it is necessary to
adjust mileage separations for conventional stations to account
for the protected areas. Therefore, in the case of urban-
conventional systems, assignments on occupied co-channel fre-
quencies will not be made unless the proposed site of the new
facility is at least 85 miles from the geographic center of
the Urbanized Area involved. As to suburban-conventional
systems, assignments on occupied co-channel pairs will not be
made unless the site of the proposed station is at least 70
miles from the first suburban co-channel station authorized and
this is to be the rule regardless of whether the channel assigned
to that station is fully occupied or not. 31/

31/ In any case in which the proposed transmitter site is within
the 15 and 25 mile radaii, such application, of course, will be
studied with co-channel stations in the protected areas, until such
time as the channel is loaded in accordance with applicable stan-
dards. We would note, however, that all of these procedures are
subject to further study and review, and based on day-to-day
operating data, we may find they can be improved. Should this be
so, appropriate steps will be taken to reflect this experience.
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Channel Loading Standards

In General

84 For channel loading, in the absence of actual
experience and data, especially for trunked systems of radio
communication of the type we have under consideration at 900 Miz,
we felt we should rely on the number of mobile units in opera-
tion as a base from which to set up channel occupancy figures.

We have used mobile units, for, over the years, in the land
mobile services, we have developed a series of guides for
determining the channel requirements of licensees in the several
services.,

§5. For example, in the Police Radio Service, we have
found that, as a general rule, a channel pair can be employed
in an effective manner in dispatching 50 mobile units of the
vehicular type and an even greater number of portable or hand
carried units. In this we recognize that. there are no two situa-
tions exactly alike and that there are many factors to be taken
into account. Among them are average message length; the
number of units in operation in any given time period; the
number of times, each hour, the dispatcher and mobiles originate
calls; the number of dispatchers on duty at any one time; the
size of the system (the number of communication channels
available for use at any one point in time); and, certainly,
the nature of the functions and activities of the licensee. All
of these factors have an impact on system capacity. Never-
theless, as an overall or average measure, we have determined
that in the Police Radio Service, 50 vehicular mobile units per
channel is a reasonable and realistic criterion to apply in
licensing stations in that service.

86 . This may be contrasted to the Business Radio
Service. There, the frequencies allocated were intended to
be shared more intensively, because they were designated to
serve a much broader group of eligibles and there were inherent
differences in the nature of the communications of businessmen
and of police departments. Consequently, higher loading
standards were employed, with each frequency or channel licensed
to serve approximately 90 mobiles. In densely populated areas,
where the demand for business frequencies turned out to be very
great and message loads correspondingly heavy, this norm did not
always provide licensees with the communication capabilities they
felt they needed. Nonetheless, overall, the 90 mobile criterion
proved to be a good guide in licensing stations in the Business
Service.
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87. Similar conclusions have been arrived at as to
frequency loading in the other services. To illustrate, in
the Taxicab Radio Service, we know that a frequency pair can
be employed effectively in dispatching 150 mobiles or more;
and we have set channel loading in that service at a higher
level. Further, the communication needs and requirements of
licensees in the Power and Petroleum Radio Services are not the
same as those in other radio services. This is in part due
to the fact that radio facilities are used in different ways
and for different purposes by licensees in the several services.
But we have found that users can be grouped together for loading
purposes; and that mobile units can serve as a good gulde for
frequency assignment purposes,

88. There is an added factor of some significance.
Where a channel is assigned for the exclusive use of a parti-
cular licensee, circuit discipline of a high order can be main-
tained. It is relatively easy to do so, for the employees
using the system are under the direct control of the licensee;
and he has an interest in seeing to it that his messages to and
from his mobile units are not delayed. Also, system monitoring
can be performed in a more efficient manner, since station opera-
tors do not have to listen for the signals of other licensees.
This eliminates, to a high degree, objectionable interference and
message interruptions which cause inefficiencies. With these
considerations in mind, we have differentiated between systems
which are licensed to provide service to a single entity and
those serving several licensees. In doing this, we have designated
categories for single licensees; for 2 to 5 licensees; and for
over 5 licensees. 32/

89. Summarizing, then, on the basis of the foregoing
considerations and also from what we have learned from the vast
record in this proceeding, we have developed the norms or general
rules to assist us in determining when an assigned frequency is
to be treated as occupied, or not occupied, in terms of its
capacity to serve in an effective way the requirements of the
users. We used this background in assisting us in setting the
loading requirements at 900 MHz.

32/ See Section 89.802 of the new rules which deals with
loading requirements for conventional systems.
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Loading Trunked Systems

90. For trunked operations, we have separated user
groups under five major headings, with police and fire eligibles
in one group; business licensees in another; inter-urban and urban
passenger motor carriers in the third group; and, in the fourth
group, the "all other'" classification, we would include the
remaining service categories. For radiotelephone operations,

a special criterion is used, due to the nature of such systems
of communication. 33/

91. While we recognize that trunking provides added
efficiencies in the use of the spectrum and improved communication
service, to the present time we are not certain of the degree of
improvement in channel capacity. 1In this regard, while we recognize
certain data does exist as to wire line telephone operation, we
are not sure that the same criteria can be applied to the types
of 900-MHz systems with which we are concerned, here. There are
many variables, and we feel that we do not have sufficient experience
with the interplay of these factors to permit us to establish
definite loading standards at this time.

92. In the light of these considerations, but using
such information as has been made available to us on this subject,
we have designated levels for channel loading which we believe
most closely approach what actual operating experience will
indicate. Accordingly, although these criteria must be treated
as interim in nature, we will require, until operating data be-
comes available, that they be followed. In this connection, we will
ask our licensees to maintain traffic records to assist us in
any future re-evaluation of our standards.

93. For the purpose, then, we require trunked svstem
serving the various user groups to be loaded as follows: 34 4

5_channels 10 channels 20 channel
Police and
Fire group 300 750 1500
Business Group 500 1000 2000
Passenger Motor
Carriers 800 1600 2500
All other Groups 400 800 16!
Radiotelephone
Group 200 400 8t

33/ Applicants may apply for radiotelephone systems only where
trunked operation is planned. Conventional systems, because of the
efficiency element, may not be employed for this mode of use.

34/ See Section 89.801 of the new rules which sets out loading re-

auirements for trunked facilities.
- — e
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94, Tt is our belief that these interim loading parameters
. will provide users with high quality service on an efficient basis. But,
as we have said, we consider these measures as interim ones, which, 1f

necessary or desirable, will be modified to conform with what actual
operating conditions show loading should be. Further, as we have in-
dicated, we will not permit conventional systems to he used for radio-
telephone operations. Qur basic reason for this is that in conventional
mode, principally because of the nature of telephonic communication,

use of single channels or groups of single channels is inefficient for
that purpose.

Loading Conventional Systems

95. Loading standards for conventional systems were
developed out of the general considerations which we have out-
lined, above. As in the case of trunked facilities, we have
grouped together users which we feel have similar or at least
compatible communication requirements. Thus, police and fire
users are grouped together. For them, the loading criterion
will be 50 mobiles or 100 portable units. This standard is to
apply only where the system is not shared with other police
and fire users.

96. We have pointed out that some conventional systems
will be vertically loaded. 1In such cases, it is appropriate to
use different criteria; and we have done so. Thus, where a
channel is shared by 2 to 5 licensees, the 40 vehicular, 80
portable rule will apply. Where it is used by over 5 liccnsees,
the standard will be 30 vehicular and 60 portable units. This
is for the police and fire group. The requirements for other
groups are set out in the pertinent loading table. 35/

97. There is one difference in loading trunked and
conventional systems which we will mention. In the former, no
provision is made for eligibles in the Taxicab Radio Service.
This is because the method of communication used by taxicab
companies is such that no improvement in it can be achieved
through trunking. This is the case in that communications
generally flow from the dispatcher to the mobile units. Also,
we have made no provision in the Taxicab group for "portables'.

This is based on the fact that this kind of use is not usual
in taxicab operations.

98 . 1Ip order to qualify for a channel pair for use

in a conventional system, an applicant must certify that, in his

service category, whatever that might be, he will have a minimum

of 70 percent of the mobiles specified in operation not later than

8 months from the date of the grant of his proposal. If 70 percent

of the mobiles specified in the applicant's proposal equals 70 percent

of the occupancy requirement of the applicant's service category or

group, then the channel pair or pairs involved will be assigned for
. his exclusive use. Also, just as in the case of trunked operations,

when a licensee is able to show that his facility is loaded to 90
percent of its assigned capacity, he may then apply for an additional
channel pair or pairs, depending on the facts of the case.

— _
392 See Section 89.802 of the new rules which sets out the
various user groups and gives loading requirements for each.
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Loading Systems Serving Multiple
Service Groups

Trunked Systems

99. As we have indicated, we have not allocated the
frequencies to the various land mobile services. Therefore,
all persons will be permitted to share systems with other
eligibles in the private services. Systems serving this type
of mix of eligibles in the private services will be loaded in
accordance with the "Business Radio Group'". This will mean for
a S5-channel system, loading will be set at 500 units; for a
10-channel system, at 1,000 units; and for a 20-channel trunked
system, 2,000 mobile units.

Conventional Systems

100. The same principle as used in trunked operations
will apply to conventional systems serving a mix of users. There,
we will apply the 70/140 criterion, that is 70 mobiles and 140
portables, where shared by two through five users, and the 50/100
criterion where shared by more than five licensees, are the stan-—
dards for channel occupancy.

Other Considerations Applving to Loading
Trunked and Conventional Systems

101. TIn loading trunked and conventional systems there
are certain additional considerations which must be given attention.
In this connection, we will examine each proposal to determine the
mode of operation asked. Where, for example, an applicant requests
a mobile relay facility, if he is to share, it must be with others
using the same mode of communication, i.e., mobile relay with mobile
relay. =25

102. Further, two-frequency simplex operation will not be
combined with mobile relay use; nor will we combine either of these
modes of operation with full duplex systems. They are not compatible
with one another.

ﬂgg/ We wish it to be very clear that we will authorize radiotelephone
service only on trunked systems.
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103. In general, then, we will only assign the
same frequencies for systems which involve the same mode
of operation. In addition, we will not, where possible, mix
user groups in vertical loading. This is because the loading
criteria applicable varies, and this makes it undesirable
and, at times, impossible to mix users. However, where this
becomes necessary, the loading standard for the "mixed group"
will be used. Also, in assigning frequencies for shared use
in conventional systems in any one particular area, we will

consider, among other things, the nature of the applicant's
activities.

104. These are the major factors that we will take into
account in loading channels. But we should note that where
an applicant demonstrates that he can meet the requirement
for occupancy in the group in which he applies, he will be
permitted to use the license facility in any way permitted
in the service in which he is eligible.

105. Accordingly, in loading 900 MHz systems, we
will not only be concerned with the number of vehicles or
portables the applicant plans to use, but we will also take into
consideration the planned mode of operation; the service group
into which the applicant falls; and, among other features, the
number of persons licensed to use a given frequency in a given
area. We plan to build our assignment plan on this basis;
however, we will continue to examine our methodology, and
we will take corrective steps to improve it when we can.




38.

Additional Requirements for
Common User Systems

106. One further matter, in order to promote the competition
envisioned at 900 MHz and, : 30, to prevent manufacturers or equipment
companies from gaining dominance in this market, we will limit such
concerns to a single trunked system in a market and to no more than a
total of 5 trunked systems nation-wide, except on a showing that the
limitation should not apply in a given case. This approach will offer
the opportunity to potential competitors to enter the field and to
compete successfully with entities of the type mentioned. We are per-
mitting equipment companies into this field, because we want to bring
to bear their experience and know-How in the development of trunked
and conventional systems. We feel this approach has advantages, for
these facilities will be expensive to construct and we are not certain
that the means of financing them will be otherwise available at initial
stages. Once proven out, and the manufacturers will have an incentive
to make the investment to accomplish this, a greater amount of capital
will most surely be available. Further, we want pilot systems to be
established at an early date; and the manufacturers have clearly
demonstrated a willingness to enter the market immediately. While we
proceed along these lines with caution, because of possible adverse
impacts on competition, with the safegrards we have built into our
rules we foresee no problems. Also, we will watch the progress made;
study any effects; and take remedial action. However, we wish to observe
that we may find no adverse impact; and, in that case, we would extend
the privilege to manufacturers to operate in additional markets.

107. In addition to the foregoing, we will expect manufacturers
providing commercial service to so design their systems that equipment
obtainable from different companies can be readily used in it. We
anticlpate that an effort toward this end will be undertaken at an
early date. However, should this not turn out to be the case, we may
find it necessary to develop system standards, ourselves.

108. Finally, we wish to be clear that it is our intention
to review and study continually all aspects of our assignment plan. In
this regard, we fully recognize that the subject concept is new. Lt is
in part untried and untested. Most likely changes and modifications
will have to be made; and we will be alert to adjust our policies,
standards, and criteria to what the public interest requires. This will
be done on our own motion; and, in addition, we would expect, and we
request, significant input from the land mobile industry and from land
mobile users and those representing them, However, we are confident of
the soundness of the structure of the measures we have adopted; of the
desirability of the goals and objectives we have set for ourselves; «nd
of the benefits to the public that will flow out of our approach to
licensing at 900 MH=z.




Subpart S

109. Subpart S will only be added to Part 89. However, it
should be understood that the rules set out in Subpart S are to apply
to all systems of communication included under Parts 91 and 93 of the

rules. In the future, we plan to incorporate these rules with those of
Parts 91 and 93.

110. We would also point out that some of the procedural rules
set out in Subpart S may not be in complete harmony with the procedural
rules contained in Subpart F of Part 1. Where there is a conflict, the
rules in new Subpart S will, of course, be controlling.

General Accounting Office Requirements

111. Our new rules will require applicants and licensees of
900 MHz systems to submit certain information and data in addition to
that now furnished. This, of course, is subject to approval by the
General Accounting Office (GAO). Steps will be taken to obtain the
necessary clearance., When GAO has decided the matter, a public notice
will be issued. Until then applications may not be filed.

112. Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED, effective June 17, 1974,
That Parts 2, 89, 91, and 93 of the Rules are amended as shown in
Appendix B, attached hereto; and That the interim guidelines governing
the developmental authorization and operation of cellular systems, set
forth in Appendix C, are adopted. Authority for this action is found in
Sections 4(i) and 303 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amenced.
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113. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the proceeding in
Docket No. 18262 IS TERMINATED.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Vincent J. Mullins
Secretary

Attachments




APPENDIX A

Alphabetical List of Participants

Aeronautical Radio, Inc.

AIL, A Division of Cutler-Hammer

Airsignal International, Inc,

American Petroleum Institute

American Telephone and Telegraph Company
American Transit Association

Association of American Railroads

Association of Maximum Service Telecasters, Inc.
Associated Public - Safety Communications Officers, Inc.
Atlanta Transportation Association

Boston Cab Company

Chicago Communication Service

Chicago Transit Authority

City of Fort Lauderdale, Florida

Collins Radio Company

Communigations, Inc,

Digital Paging Systems, Inc,

Electronic Industries Association

Gainesville Industrial Electric Company

General Electric Company (Major Appliance Business Group)

General Electric Company (Mobile Radio Department)

GTE Service Corporation
Henry Ford Hospital

Integrated Systems Technology, Inc.
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International Association of Chiefs of Police
International Association of Fire Chiefs
International Bridge, Tunnel, and Turnpike Association, Inc.
International Bridge, Tunnel, and Turnpike Association, Inc.
International Municipal Signal Association
Jeremiah Courtney
Lake Side Communications
Magnavox Company
Martin Marietta Corporation
Mobilfone, Inc.
Motorola
Mueller Electronics
National Association of Broadcasters
National Association of Business and Educational Radio, Inc.
National Association of Radiotelephone Systems
National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners
New Jersey Hospital Association
Radio Broadcasting Company
Ram Broadcasting Corporation
RCA Corporation
-Sangamo Electric Company
Scott Communications Company
Southeast Ohio Emergency Medical Service
Special Industrial Radio Service Association, Inc.
St. Louis Electronics

Terminal Taxi Company
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United States Department of Justice
United States Independent Telephone Association
United States Office of Telecommunications Policy
United States Small Business Administration
United Telecommunications, Inc.
Utilities Telecommunications Council
Xerox Corporation

Yellow Cab Company of Greater Buffalo, Inc.







In the list of footnotes immediately following the table in §2.106,
footnote US115 is amended and a new US footnote is added in proper
numerical sequence, to read as follows:

US115 The Frequency 915 M : is designated for industrial, scientific,
and medical purposes. Except as provided by US215 , emissions must
be confined within the limits of + 13 MHz of that frequency. Radio-
communications services operating within those limits must accept

any harmful interference that may be experienced from the operation
of industrial, scientific, and medical equipment. ' ‘

US215 Emissions from microwave ovens manufactured on and after January

1, 1980, for operation on the frequency 915 MHz must be confined within

the band 902-928 MHz. Emissions from microwave ovens manufactured prior

to January 1, 1980, for operation on the frequency 915 MHz must be confined
within the band 902-940 MHz. Radiocommunications services operating within
the band 928-940 MHz must accept any harmful interference that may be
experienced from the operation of microwave ovens manufactured before

January 1, 1980.




PART 89 - PUBLIC SAFETY RaDIO SERVICES

2. In 889.103(a), the table is amended to read as follows:

§89.103 Frequency stability.

(a) 3363

Frequency range A1l Fixed and All Mobile Stations
Base Stations Over three watts Three watts or less
MHz Percent Percent Percent
Below 25 0.01 .01 .02
25 to 50 .002 .002 .005
50 to 450 (1) .0005 .0005 .005
450 to 470 (3,4) .00025 .0005 .0005
470 to 512 .00025 .0005 .0005
806 to 820 00015 00025 .00025
851 to 866 00015 .00025 .00025
950 to 1427 (2) (2) (2)
1427 to 1435 (5) .03 .03 .03
. bove 1435 (2) (2) (2)
#* % ¥ 3 m

3. In §89.105, paragraph (a) is amended and paragraph (e) is added
to read as follows:

889.105 Types of emission

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs (¢), (d), and (e) of this
section, stations in these services will be authorized to use
only A3 or F3 emission for radiotelephony. The authorization
to use A3 or F3 emission is construed to include the use of
tone signals or signalling devices the function of which
is limited to establishing or maintaining voice communications
or to actuate emergency warning devices used solely for the
purpose of advising the general public or emergency personnel
of an impending emergency situation.

. ,
3¢ 3t 3 % 3¢

(e) Operation in the frequency bands 806 to 821 and 851 to 866 MHz
is limited to F3 enission.




4. In 889.107 (b)(2), the Table is amended to read as follows:

§89.107 Emission limitations.

* *

Frequency Band Authorized Frequency Deviation
Mhz Bandwidth (kHz) (kHz)

25-50 20
50-150 (1) 20
150-450 20
450-470 (2) 20
470-512 20
806-821 20
851-866 20

o- * * * v‘

~

In 889.109, Paragraphs (d) and (i) are amended to read as follows:

§89.109 Modulation requirements.,

* % * *

Each transmitter in the frequency ranges 25 to 50, 150.8 to
162, 450 to 512, 806 to 821, and 851 to 866 MHz shall be
equipped with an audio low-pass filter. Such filter shall
be installe between the modulation limiter and the modulated
stage and shall meet the specifications contained in para-
graph (h) or (i) of this section. The provisions of this
paragraph do not apply to transmitters of licensed radio-
communications systems operated wholly within the limits

of one or more of the territories or possessions of the
United States or Alaska, or Hawaii, except those systems
operating in the fre iency ranges 806 to 821 MHz, and 851
to 866 MHz.
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(i) For stations authorized in the 450-470 MHz band on or
after November 1, 1967, and for all stations authorized
in the 470-512, 806-821, and 851-866 MHz bands, at audio
frequencies between 3 kHz and 20 kHz, the low-pass filter
required by the provisions of paragraph (d) of this section
shall have an attenuation greater than the attenuation at
1 kHz by at least:
60 log 1o (£/3) decibels
Where "f" is the audio frequency in kHz. At audio
frequencies above 20 kHz, the attenuation shall be at
least 50 decibels greater than the attenuation at 1 kHz.
J * % * *
6. In 889.111(b), the Table is amended to read as follows:
§89.111 Power and antenna height.
3 3 3 * ¥*
. (b) e
Frequency range Maximum plate power input to the Maximum effective
(MHz) final radio freq. stage (watts) radiated power (watts)
1.3 to 3 2000
3 to 25 1000
25 to 100 500
100 to 470 600
470 to 512 1000
806 to 821 (2 (2)
851 to 866 (33 (2)
Above 950 (1) (1)
1. To be specified in the station authorization. )
%. For power limitations see Section 89.651

?he ogtput power of a transmitter on any authorized frequency
1n this service shall not exceed 250 watts (24 dBw).,

#*

3* 3*
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In Part 89, a new Subpart S is added to read as follows:

Sec,

89.601
89.602
89.603
89.604
89,605

89.651
89.652
89,653
89,654
89.655
89.656

89,657

89,658

89.701
89.702

89.703

89,704

89.751

SUBPART S -- SPECIAL REGULATIONS GOVERNING LICENSING AND
USE OF FREQUENCIES IN THE 806-821 MHZ
AND 851-866 MHZ BANDS

General Information

Purpose.

Definitions,

Organization and applicability of rules.
Eligibility,

Station identification.

General Restrictions and Limitations on Operation of
Conventional and Trunked Systems Authorized
in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 MHz Bands

Limitations on power and antenna height.
Restrictions on oj rational fixed stations,
Restriction on interconnection,

Restriction on permissible communications.,

Limitations on use and mode of operation of systems licensed
in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 MHz bands.

Special conditions governing the furnishing of radio
equipment by licensees,

Restriction on licensing manufacturers and equipment
suppliers to furnish service in the 806-821 MHz and
851-866 MHz bands,

Acceptability of transmitters for licensing in the
806-821 and 851-866 MHz bands.

Application and Processing Procedures

Forms to be used.

Supplemental information to be furnished by applicants for
facilities under this subpart.

Supplemental reports required of licensees authorized under
this subpart,.

Processing of applications.

Policies Governing the Selection and Assignment
of Frequencies for Use in the 806-821 MHz
and 851-866 MHz Bands

Selection and assignment of frequencies,




Sec.

Channel Loading Requirements for Trunked
and Conventional Systems

89,801 Trunked systems,

89.802 Conventional systems,

89,803 Other criteria to be applied in assigning channels for use
in conventional systems of communication.

89.804 Other criterion to be applied in licensing channels for
use in trunked systems of communication,

SUBPART S -- SPECIAL REGULATIONS GOVERNING LICENSING AND
USE OF FREQUENCIES IN THE 806-821 MHZ
AND 851-866 MHZ BANDS

General Information
§89.601 Purpose,
The purpose of this subpart is to set out the regulations

governing licensing and use of conventional and trunked

systems of communication to operate in the 806-821 MHz and
851-866 MHz bands.

§89.602 Definitions.

Channel loading. The number of mobile stations assigned to
operate on a co-channel basis within the same service area.

Co-channel interfer--ce. Interfe¢ ence caused in one communication

channel by a transmicter operating on the same channel.

Conventional radio system. A method of operation in which one

or more radio frequency channels are assigned to mobile and base
stations but are not employed as a trunked group. An "urban-

conventional system" is one whose transmitter site is located

within 15 miles of the geographic center of any of the first 50

Erbanized areas (ranked by population) of the United States, A
suburban-conventional system'" is one whose transmitter site is
located more than 15 miles from the geographic center of the first 50

urbanized areas, See Table 21, Rank of Urbanized Areas in the

United States by Population, page 1-87, U.S. Census (1970).




Duplex radio communication. A method of radio communications,
commonly used in radiotelephone systems, involving simultaneous
two-way independent transmission in both directions accomplished
through the use of two radio frequency channels, one for each
direction of transmission,

Geographic center., The geographic center of an urbanized area
is defined by the coordinates given at Table 1 of paragraph (g)
of Section 89,751 of this subpart.

Trunk (telephony). A one- or two-way channel provided as a common
traffic artery between switching equipment,

Trunk group. All of the trunks of a given type or characteristic
that extend between two switching points.

Trunked radio system. A method of operation in which a number
of radio frequency channel pairs are assigned to mobile and base
stations in the system for use as a trunk group.

189.603 OUrganization and applicability of rules.

The rules in this subpart set forth the procedural and
substantive regulations which apply, distinctly, to land
mobile systems licensed to operate in the B806-821 MHz and
851-866 MHz bands. They are to be read in conjunction with
applicable requirements contained in Parts 89, 91, and 93 of
this chapter; however, to the extent the provisions of this
subpart conflict with those set out in Parts 89, 91, and 93

of this chapter, the former are to be treated as controlling,
insofar as licensing and use of frequencies in the 806-821 MHz
and 851-866 MHz bands are involved,

789,6u4 Eligibility,

The following persons and entities are eligible for licensing
in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 MHz bands.

(a) Any person or entity eligible for licensing under either
Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter,

(b) Any person or entity proposing to provide dispatch service,
subject to the restrictions set forth in this subpart, to
any person or entity eligible for licensing under either
Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter ona not-for-profit, cost-
shared basis,




(c¢) Any person or entity, except wire line telephone commron
carriers, proposing to provide dispatch service, subject
to the restrictions set forth in this subpart, to any
person or entity eligible under Part 89, 91, or 93 of
this chapter.

(d) Any person or entity, except wire line telephone common carriers,
proposing to provide radiotelephone service to the public over
trunked systems of communication.

§89,605 Station identification,

(a) Conventional systems of communication shall be identified
in accordance with existing regulations governing such
matters,

(b) Trunked systems of communication shall be identified through
the use of an automatic device which transmits the call sign
of the base station facility at 30-minute intervals. Such
station identification shall be made on the lowest frequency
in the base station trunk group assigned to the licensee,
Should this frequency be in use at the time station identi-
fication 1s required, such identification may be made at the
termination of the communication in progress on this fre-
quency. Identification may be by voice or International Morse
Code, When the call sign is transmitted in International Morse
Code, it should be at a rate of between 15 to 20 words per |nute;
and it should be transmitted by the means of tone modulation of
the transmitter, the tone frequency being between 800 and 1000
hertz, The level of modulation is to be high enough to be
clearly discernable, but low enough not to be disruptive of
voice communications in progress,




General Restrictions and Limitations on Operation of

§89.651 Limitations on power and antenna height.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

~10-

Conventional and Trunked Systems Authorized .
in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 MHz Bands

The maximum effective radiated power and antenna

height, respectively, for base stations used in
suburban-conventional systems of communication

operating in the 851-866 MHz band shall be no greater

than 500 watts (27 dBw) and 500 feet above average

terrain (AAT). These are maximum values; and applicants, of
course, will be required to justify power levels and antenna

heights requested.

The maximum effective radiated power and antenna height,
respectively, for base stations used in trunked and
urban-conventional systems authorized in the 851-866

Miz band shall be no greater than 1 kilowatt (30 dBw)

and 1000 feet above average terrain (AAT), or the equiva-
lent thereof, determined from Table 1 of subparagraph (b)
of this section. These are maximum values; and applicants,
of course, will be reauired to justify power levels and

antenna heights requested.

Table 1. Equivalent powers and antenna heights for base .
stations operating in the 851-866 MHz band.

1/
Antenna Height (AAT) Power (watts)
(in feet)
4501-5000 65
4001-4500 70
3501-4000 75
3001-3500 100
2501-3000 140
2001-2500 200
1501-2000 350
1001-1500 600
Up to 10002/ 1000

Note 1. Power is given in terms of effective radiated power(wattsg
NOt? 2. Maximum permissible power and antenna height are
1.k110W3tt (CRP) and 1000 feet (AAT), respectively.

Licensees will not be permitted to exceed the specified

1000-watt power limitation, regardless of whether or not

uSg is made of an antenna which is less than 1000 feet in
height (AAT).

’%‘ne maximum output power for mobile stations operating .
in the 806-£21 MHz band is 100 watts (20 dBw),



-11-
. " $89.652 Restrictions on operational fixed stations.

(a) Except for control stations, operational fixed operations
will not be authorized in the 806-821 and 851-866 MHz
bands.

(1) Control stations associated with one or more mobile
relay stations, will be authorized only on the assigned
frequency of the associated mobile station. Use of a
mobile service frequency bv a control station of a
mobile relay system is subject to the condition that
harmful interference not be caused to stations of
licensees authorized to use the frequency for mobile
service communication.

(2) Control stations shall in all cases employ directional
antennas with the main lobe of radiation directed to-
ward the station, or stations, being controlled. 1In
each case, the antenna used, consistent with reasonable
design, shall produce a radiation pattern that provides
only the coverage necessary to permit satisfactory con-
trol of each mobile relay station and limits radiation
in other directions to the extent feasible.

. (3) The strength of the signal of a control station, con-
trolling a single mobile relay station, may not exceed,
by more than 6 dB, at the antenna terminal of the mobile

relay receiver, the signal strength produced there by a
unit of the associated mobile station. When the fixed
station controls more than one mobile relay statiom, the
6 dB control-to-mobile signal difference need be verified
at only one of the mobile relay station sites. The
measurement of the signal strength of { e mobile unit
must be made when such unit is transmitting from the con-
trol station location or, if that is not practical, from
a location which is not more than one-fourth mile from
the control station site.

(4) Each application for a control station to be authorized
under the provisions of this paragraph shall be accom-
panied by a statement certifying that the output power
of the proposed transmitter will be adjusted to comply
with the foregoing signal level lir tation. Records
of the measurements used to determine the signal ratio
shall be kept with the station records and shall be
made available, upon request, for inspection by Com-
mission personnel.
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§89.653 Restriction on interconnection.

(a) Automatic interconnection with land line facilities shall
be permitted only in those cases where the licensee provides radio
telephone services to the public on a commercial basis.

(b) Systems licensed for use by an individual person or
entity eligible under either Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter;
or to any person or entity provi .ng service to any person or entity
eligible under either Part 89, 91, or 93 on a not-for-profit, cost-
shared basis; or to any person or entity providing service on a
commercial basis to any class of persons or entities eligible under
Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter shall not be interconnected with
the wire line facilities of any telephone company, except where
such interconnection is accomplished manually at the licensee's or
user's place of business. Further, such interconnection may not be
accomplished at any station or control point common to more than one
licensee or user,

(¢) 1In those situations where a licensee is permitted to
interconnect with the facilities of a land line carrier pursuant
to this section, it shall be the obligation of the
local land line carrier to provide interconnection under reasonable
terms and conditions upon reasonable request therefor.

§89.654 Restriction on permissible communications.

(a) Systems licensed for use by persons eligible under
Parts 89, 91, and 93 of this chapter may be employed solely
for the transmission of messages permissible in the radio service
or services in which those persons are so eligible.

(b) Trunked radiotelephone systems licensed for use by the public
shall not be subject to the limitation set out at paragraph (a) of
this section.

§89.655 Limitations on use and mode of operation of systems licensed
in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 MHz bands.

(a) A system licensed for use by a person or entity eligible
under either Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter may be employed
for any purpose or operated in any manner which is consistent with
the regulations governing the service in which the user is eligible;
Provided, the loading standard which applies to the system is met and
the channel or channel pairs are assigned to that person or entity for
its exclusive use,




-13-

(b) Trunked systems licensed to be used by more than one person or
entity may be employed for telephony, only.

(¢) Systems licensed to provide radiotelephone service to the
public on a commercial basis may offer such service emT
ploying full duplex, continuous carrier mode of operation:
rrovided, however, facilities of this type will be

duthorized for operation in trunked mode, only.

(d) Systems licensed to provide service to more than one person
or entity eligible under Part 89, 91, or 93 of this chapter

may, in conformity with the following restrictions, be
used:

(1) Only for purposes expressly allowed under Parts 89,
91, and 93 of this chapter,

(2) Only by persons who are shown to be eligible for facili-
ties, either under this subbart or in the radio services
included under Parts 89, 91, and 93 of this chapter.

(3) Only for the transmission of messages or signals per-

mitted in the service in which the participants are
eligible.

§89.656 Spe?ial conditions governing the furnishings of
radio equipment by licensees.

ect to lease the equipment, he (the

! n the further right to cancel the
ease agreement at any time, without penalty, on ten days' written
notice to the licensee.
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§89.657 Restriction on licensing manufacturers and equipment .
suppliers to furnish service in the 806-821 MHz and
851-866 MHz bands.

No person engaged in the manufacture or sale of radio equipment to
be used in systems authorized under this subpart, or who has any
direct or indirect interest in any such manufacturing or sales
enterprise, may be licensed to operate more than one common user
trunked system of communications used to provide commercial ser-
vice to eligibles or to the public in any one market, and no more
than 5 such systems in the United States, unless a showing is made
demonstrating that the public interest, convenience, and necessity
would be served and that an exception is warranted.

§89.658 Acceptability of transmitters for licemsing in the
806-821 and 851-866 MHz bands.

Except for transmitters used in developmental stations, each trans-
mitter utilized by a station authorized for operation in'these
bands must be a type which is included on the Commission's curren;
Radio Equipment List, or be of a type which has been type-accepte
by the Commission for use in these bands.

Application and Processing Procedures .

889.701 Forms to be used.

Applications for conventional and trunked radio facilities shall.be
submitted on FCC Form MOO, and such applications shall be filed with ?he
Commission, at its offices in Washington, D. C. Where the facility is
to be established in the Chicago Regional area, FCC Form 425 shall be
used and all such applications shall be filed with the Chicago Regional

Office.

§89.702 Supplemental information to be fu: ished by applicants for
facilities under this subpart.

(a) Applicants for conventional or trunked systems of communica-

tion shall, in addition to the information required by

FCC Form 400 or FCC Form 425 furnish the following data and

material.

(1) Where the applicant is a person eligible under
Part 89, 91, or 93 and proposes to provide dispatch
service solely to itself, then the applicant need submit
only the information required by FCC Form 400 or 425, ex-
cept as otherwise indicated in this section, below.

(2) Where the applicant is a person proposing to provide
dispatch service to eligibles under either Part 89,
91, or 93 of this chapter on a not-for-profit,

cost-shared basis, he shall furnish: .

(i} A copy of the plan or agreement under
which service will be offered. It must
be in sufficient detail to show that such
service will be provided at cost.
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(ii) A statement of the purposes for which the sys-
tem is to be used and the planned mode of epera-
tion.

(iii) The names and addresses of each person to
participate in the sharing arrangement.

(iv) A statement showing that each participant is
eligible to use the system for the purposes for
which it is to be employed.




(3)

(4)

(5)
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Where the applicant is a person proposing to provide
dispatch service to eligibles under either Part 89,
91, or 93 of this chapter on a commercial basis, he shall
supply:

(i) A statement of the purposes for which the system
is to be used and the planned mode of operation.

(i1) A statement certifying that no person not eligible
to use the proposed facility for the purposes for
which it is to be authorized will be offered or
provided service over or through the licensee's
system.

(111) A copy of the basic agreement under which the
dispatch service will be offered.

Where the aj licant is a person proposing to provide
radiotelephone service to the public on a commercial
basis, he shall furnish:

(1) A statement of the purposes for which the system
1s to be used and the planned mode of operation.

(i1) A copy of the basic agreement under which the
radiotelephone service will be offered.

Where the applicant proposes to provide service to

other persons on a commerci: basis, and where it

has any interest of any kind whatsoever in any company
engaged either in the sale or manufacture of radio
equiPment, in addition to the information required in this
section, it shall accompany its application with:

(1) A full description of the applicant's interest
in any such company or companies.

(i1) A list of any other radio station facility or
facilities in which the applicant has any interest
whatsoever.

(i1i) The location and station designation of any
facility identified in subparagraph (ii) of
paragraph (a)(5) of this section.

(iv) Where the applicant has any interest whatsoever
in any concern which provides radio communication
services to persons other than itself, as to all such
concerns, the applicant shall include in his filing
the information required by subparagraphs (ii) and
(iii) of paragraph (a)(5) of this section.
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(b) All applicants for conventional systems shall specify the
number of vehicle or portable units to be placed in opera-
tion upon grant of the authorization and the number of such

units that will be placed in operation within 8 month of
the date of grant.

(c) All applicants of trunked systems shall specify the number

of mobile units to be placed in operation within the term
of the license.

(d) Each applicant shall furnish a functional system diagram
illustrating the inter-relationship of all stations being
applied for, together with technical details (including
antenna height (AAT) and effective radiated power (ERP)),
together with his porposed area of coverage and the signalling
methods he will employ.

§89.703 Supplemental reports required of licensees authorized under this

subpart.
(a) Licensees providing service to persons eligible either under
Part 89, 91, or 93, on a not-for-profit, cost-shared basis,

shall, prior to furnishing service to any user not pre-
viously identified, notify the Commission of its intention

to do so, and furnish the Commission with sufficient infor-
mation as to the prospective user to enable it to determine
whether this person is eligible to participate in the sharing
arrangement. Service to the participant may commence 30 days
after such notification, unless the licensee is advised,

in writing, of any deficiency in the licensee's showing

or in the eligibility of the person to be served. In the
latter case, until the deficiency is corrected or the user

is shown to be qualified and eligible, he may not participate
in the use of the system.

(b) Where a licensee provides service under the terms of an
agreement, on a not-for-profit, cost-shared basis,
such agreement may not be modified in any material respect
until the changes in the terms and conditions are reported
to, and approved by, the Commission.

(c) Where a licensee provides service on a commercial basis,
he shall not modify, in any material respect, the basic
agreement under which such service is provided until the
changes in its terms and conditions are reported to, and

. approved by, the Commission.
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(d) Licensees offering service on a commercial basis to any person
or entity eligible under either Part 8%, 91, or 93, or to
the public, must report, annually and at the time of filing
applications for renewal of license, the number of mobile
units being served; and such licensees shall, at that
time, give the name and full address of each customer;
the number of mobile units operated by each of them; and
such other data as the party reporting may feel would be
helpful in determining channel occupancy of the system,
together with a certification that the terms of the basic
agreement under which service is provided have not been
modified or changed in any material respect. Such data
shall be current as of the day and date falling 30 days
prior to the date on which such licensees are required to
file for renewal of the r licenses, or, for the annual reports,
at the close of the 12-month period covered by the annual
report. The licensees of systems of the type covered by
the provisions of this rule shall maintain records which,
if referred to, will support any of the information re-
auired to be filed in the subject report. These records
shall be available to the Commission upon request.

(e) Licensees furnishing service to eligible persons on a not- ‘
for-profit, cost-shared basis, shall, within 30 days of the
close of the first full calendar year of operation, and each
year thereafter, submit a report setting out the following
information:

(1) A certification that during the period covered by the
report, services have been offered and provided in
accordance with the terms and conditions of the
agreement approved by the Commission; that said
agreement has not been modified or changed, except
with the express approval of the Commission; and that
records have been kept which show that service and
facilities were made available on a not-for-profit,
cost-shared basis. These records shall be available
to the Commission upon request.

(2) A list of persons served during the period covered by
the report.

(3) The number of mobile units operated by each user and a
statement showing whether these units are of the vehicular
or portable type,

(~  The total number of units served by the system during the
neriod of the report, together with the number served on
January lst and on December 3lst of the year of the report; .
and the average nunber of such mobile units served during
this period of time,
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(f) Licensees of trunked systems serving only themselves shall report
annually, and at the time of filing applications for renewal of
licenses, the number of mobile units being served, together with such
other data as the licensees may feel would be helpful to
the Commission in determining channel occupancy of their
systems. Records supporting the information required in
these reports shall be malntained by the licensees and
shall be available to the Ccmmission upon request.

(g) All licensees of conventional systems, in addition to the other
requirements of this section, shall report the number of vehicular
anc portable units placed in operation within 8 mont-e o0f <o

date of the grant of his license. Such reports sha’’l bhe “ed within
30 days from that date.

(h) All licensees of trunked systems shall report the date on which
construction of the authorized facility began; that part o€ the
facility completed; and the schedule for completion of coms*tvur-
tion of any part of the system.not yet finished.

§89.704 . Processing of applications.

(a) = Applications for facilities to operate in the 806-821 MHz
and 851-866 MHz bands will be processed as follows:

(1) All applications will first be considered to determine
whether they are substantially complete and acceptable
for filing. If so, they will be assigned a file number
and put in pending status. If not, they will be re-
turned to the applicant.

(2) All applications in pending status will be processed
in the order in which they are received. The order
in which they are received will be determined by the

time and date on which the original proposal was filed
with the Commission.

(3) Each application will then be reviewed to determine
whether it can be granted. Should it be granted,
frequencies or channels will be assigned by the
Commission in accordance with its assignment poli-
cies and loading criteria.

(4) Where, upon examination, it is determined that the
proposal must be dismissed, that application will be
returned; and the priority accorded it will no longer obtain. I

posal cannot be granted or dismissed; but that it st
be designated for hearing, such action will be taken.
Tn this event, the applicant will not lose the priority
accorded it and frequencies will be set aside for use

(5) Where, upon examination, it is determined that the pro-
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in the proposed system in the event of ultimate f rorable
action by the Commission on the application. Should the
proposal be denied, the frequencies reserved will become
immediately available for assignment to other persons;

and this will be so regardless of whether or not appeal by
any party to the proceeding is made to the courts; Provided,
however, the grant will not become effective for a period
of thirty days to allow any interested party to request a
stay of the action the Commission plans to take.

Policies Governing the Selection and Assignment of
Frequencies for Use in the 806-821 MHz and
851-866 MHz Bands

88 751 Selection and assignment of fre 1encies.

(a) The Commission will select and assign frequencies for opera-
tion in the 806-821 MHz and 851-866 | 2z bands.

(1) For trunked systems, the assignment of frequencies will
be made, in accordance with applicable loading criteria,
in minimum groups of five and in maximum groups of twenty .

channel pairs. All mobile and control station frequencies
will be chosen from those allocated in the 806-821 MHz
band. Mobile station transmitting frequencies will com-
mence with Channel No. 1 at 820.9875 MHz, followed by
Channel No. 2 at 820.9625 MHz, and proceed to the band

end with uniform 25~kHz channeling; and base station trans-
mitting frequencies will be selected by the Commission and
assigned from those allocated in the 851-866 MHz band,
commencing with Channel No. 1 at 865.9875 MHz, followed
by Channel No. 2 at 865.9625 MHz, and proceed to the band
end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. The spacing between
associated mobile and base station frequencies shall be,
uniformly, 45 MHz.

For conventional systems, the assignment of frequencies will
be made in accordance with applicable loading criteria.
Accordingly, depending upon the number of mobile units

to be served, the applicz t may either be required to

share a channel, or, if the applicant shows a sufficient
number of mobile units to warrant the assignment of one

or more channels for its exclusive use, e may be licensed
to use such channel or channels on an exclusive basis in

his area of operation.

For conventional systems, mobile station transmitting
frequencies, as well as those for use by control stations,
will be selected from those allocated in the 806-821 MHz
band. Mobile and control station transmitting frequencies
will commence with Channel No. 1 at 6.0125 MHz, followed
by Channel No. 2 at 806.0375 MHz, and proceed to the band




(b)

(c)

(d)
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end with uniform 25-kHz channeling. Base station trans-
mitting frequencies will be selected and assigned from
those allocated in the 851-866 MHz band, with Channel

No. 1 commencing at 851.0125 MHz, followed by Channel

No. 2 at 851.0375 MHz, and proceed to the band end with
uniform 25-kHz channeling. The spacing between associated

mobile and base station frequencies shall be, uniformly,
45 MHz,

Stations authorized by the Commission to operate in the 806-821
MHz and 851-866 MHz band will be afforded protection solely on
the basis of the mileage separation criteria set out below.
Only co-channel interference between base station operations
will be taken into consideration. Adjacent channel and other
types of possible interference will not be taken into account.

(1) For trunked systems, the separation between co-channel
systems shall be 70 miles.

(2) For urban-conventional systems, the separation between
co-channel base stations shall be 70 miles; provided,
however, where the transmitter site of a previously
authorized, co-channel facility is located at any point
within 15 miles from the geographic center of any one of
the 50 Urbanized Areas listed in Table 1, at paragraph (g)
of this section, then the distance between the transmitter
site of the proposed co-channel conventional system and the

geographic center of the urbanized area involved shall be a
minimum of 85 miles,

(3) For suburban-conventional systems, the separation between
co-channel base stations shall be 45 miles; Provided,
however, for all proposals for facilities specifying a tri s-
mitter site within 25 miles of the site of an existing
suburban-conventional station, or within 25 miles of the

site specified in a prior filed application for such stationm,
the separation shall be 70 miles.

Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (b)(2) of this sec-
tion, where an assigned channel of an urban-conventional system

is not fully loaded in accordance with applicable loading criteria,
and where the transmitter site of that system is located within

15 miles from the center of the urbanized area involved, the
Commission may issue additional authorizations for facilities

to be located within 15 miles of the center of that urbanized

area until the channel in question is occupied in conformity

with applicable loading criteria.

Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (b)(3) of this
section, where an assigned chamnel of a suburban-conventional
system is not fully loaded in accordance with applicable loading
criteria, the Commission may issue additional authorizations for
facilities to be located within 25 miles of the transmitter site
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(f)
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of the first station authorized until the channel in question
is occupied in conformity with applicable loading criteria.

UHF television translator stations using UHF output channels
from Channel 70 through Channel 83, shall operate on a secondary
basis to land mobile stations using the UHF bands allocated
under this subpart for land mobile use, and, accordingly,

such television translator stations will not be protected from
interference from such authorized land mobile stations.

Pending further negotiations with Canada and Mexico, land mobile

stations operating in the 806-890 MHz band shall ) so on a sec-

ondary basis to any Canadian or Mexican television station p'aced
in operation on television channels in this band.

(g) Table 1, Urbanized Areas.

URBANIZED AREA GEOGRAPHIC CENTER
I
N. LATITUDE W. LONGITUDE
Akron, Ohio 41° 05t 0Q° 81° 30' 44°

Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N.Y.|42° 39" 1° 73° 45' 01°

—_ B P




Atlanta, Georgia 339 45 10" 840 23" 37"
Baltimore, Maryland 39° 17" 26" 76° 36' 45"
Birmingham, Alabama 33¥  31' O1" 86 487 36"
Boston, Massachusetts 42° 21+ 24 71° 03" 24"
Buffalo, New York 29° 45" 26" 95° 21' 37"
Chicago, Illinois 41° s52' 28" 87° 38' 22"
Cincinnati, Ohio 39° 06' 07" 84° 30' 35"
Cleveland, Ohio 41° 29' 51" 81° 41' 50"
Columbus, Ohio 390 57t 47¢ 83 00' 17"
Dallas, Texas 32° 47' 09" 96° 47 37"
Dayton, Ohio 399457 32" BZOTIIT 43"
Denver, Colorado 39° 441 58" 104° 59+ 22
Detroit, Michigan 42° 19" 48" 83° 02' 57"
Ft. Lauderdale-Hollywood, Fla}26° 07' 30" 80~ 09' 00"
Ft. Worth, Texas 329 447 55" 97° 197 44"

L




—24—

Houston, Texas 29° 45" 26" 95 21 37"
Indianapolis, Indiana 39° 46' 07" 86° 09' 46"
}
Jacksonville, Florida 30° 19' 44" 81° 39' 42v
o
Kansas City, 39°  04' 56" 94  35' 20"
Missouri, Kansas
Los Angeles, California 34° 03+ 15" 118° 14' 28"
Louisville, Ky., Ind. 38° 14" 47" 85° 45' 49"
o 1
Miami, Florida 25° 46" 37" 8o~ 11' 32
Memphis, Tenn. Miss. 350 08' 46" 90° 03' 13"
o
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 43° 02' 19" 87 54 15"
Minneapolis,-St. Paul, 449 58" 57" 930 15' 43"
Minnesota
New Orleans, La. 29° 56t 53" 900 04' 10"
New York - Northeastern 40° 45" 06" 73 59' 39"
New Jersey
Norfolk-Portsmouth, Va, 36° s1' 10" 76° 17" 21"
Oklahoma City, Okla. 350 28! 26" 97° 31' 04"
Omaha, Nebr. - Iowa 419 15t  42v 950 56! 14"
Philadelphia, Pa, 390 56! 58" 750 09" 21"
New Jersey
Phoenix, Arizona 330 27t 12% 112° o04' 28"
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Channel Loading Requirements for Trunked and

Trunked systems.

Conventional Systems

(a) Trunked systems of communication will be authorized on the

basis of the loading criteria set out in this section.

(b) Table 1, Loading requirements for trunked systems.

GServic:/ Vehicular Radio Units 2/
rou
P — - 5-Channel 10 Channel 20-Channel
Systems Systems Systems

Police and Fire

Group _3/ 300 750 1500
Business Radio Group 500 1000 2000
Motor Carrier Group
(urban and inter- 800 1600 2500
urban passenger car-
riers only)
Other Services Group 400 800 1600
Mixed Se—*~1e Group 500 1000 2000
Radiotelephone Group 200 400 800
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. Note 1. No provision is made for use of trunked systems by persons
eligible in the Taxicab Radio Service, since this mode of communi-
cation is not compatible with normal transmission requirements of
taxicab companies,

Note 2. For loading trunked systems of communication, no di :inc-
tion is made between vehicular and portable mobile units.

(c) Each applicant for trunked facilities shall certify that a
minimum of 70 percent f the mobile units specified in its
application will be place in operation not later than the
date on which the term of his license for the system expires.

(@ Any licensee, at any time its authorized trunked system is
occupied to 90 percent of its specified capacity, may apply
for additional channels. Assignments will be made based,
first, upon the availability of frequencies for use by the
licensee; and, second, based upon the showing made by the
licensee of its requirements for additional channel pairs.

(e) Licensees of trunked facilities must commence construction
within six months from the date of grant and complete con-

struction within one year or such further time as the Com—
mission may allow.

. 389.802  Conventional systems.

(a) Conventional systems of communication will be authorized on
the basis of the loading criteria set out in this section.

(b) Table 1, Loading requirements for conventional systems.

Service Group Channel Loading --- Units per Channel
Vehicular/Portable

-
Single Licensee 2-5 Licensees Over 5 Licensees

Police and Fire
Group _1/ 50/100 40/80 30/60

Business Radio Group 90/180 70/140 50/1

Taxicab Radio

Group _2/ 150 125 100
. |
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Motor Carrier Radio
Group
inter-urban passen- 150/300 125/250 100/200
ger motor carriers,
only)

(urban and

Other Services Group 70/140 50/100 40/60

Mixed Service Group 70/140 50/100

Note 1, Full sharing of channels allocated in the 806-821 and §5}-86§ MHz bands is
permissible; and where the eligibles in one service share facillt?es in
common with persons eligible in one of the other radio servi?es,.Lue., where
channels are jointly used on this basis, then the loading criteria ghall be
70/140 or 50/100 mobile and portable units per channel.

Note 2.

No loading criteria for portable units in the Taxicab Radio

Group are given, since the requirement for units of this type has not
been established in that service.

(e)

(d)

(e)

7,89.803

(a)

Every applicant for a conventional system of communication shéll
certify that a minimum of 70 percent of the mobile units speci-
fied in its application will be placed in operation not later
than 8 months after the date of grant of his license for the
system.

Where licensees, authorized under the provisions of paragraph (e)
of this section, do not load the channel or channels assigned in
accordance with specified loading criteria, any (assigned channgl)
not so occupied shall be available for assignment to other appli-
cants. All authorizations for conventional systems are issued
subject to this condition.

Any licensee, at any time its authorized conventional system
is occupied to 90 percent of its specified capacity, may apply
for additional channel pairs. Assignments will be made based,
first, upon the availability of frequencies for use by the
licensee, and, second, based upon the showing made by the li-
censee of its requirements for additional channel pairs.

Other criteria to be applied in assigning channels for use in
conventional systems of communication.

In every case, the Commission will examine a proposal to de-
termine the requirements of the applicant in terms of the
number of mobile units to be served, together with the nature




(b)

(c)

(a)
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of the activities the applicant is engaged in.

Where the applicant shows that the char el

will be loaded to 70 percent of its assigned ca-

pacity, then that channel will be made available to that appli-
cant for its exclusive use in the area in which he proposes to
operate. Where the showing made justifies the assignment of
more than one channel to the applicant, then additional fre-
quencies will be made available for his use.

Where a commercial concern proposes to furnish service to either
eligibles under either Part 89, 91, or 93, or to the public,
using a conventional system of communication, its application
will be considered on the same basis as that of an applicant

for private or shared communication facilities.

In loading channels, the Commission will further consider the
mode of operation planned; the purposes for which the system

is to be used, as noted; the persons to be served by the sta-

tion and other factors. The other factors shall include the

following:

(1) Mobile relay or repeater operations will not be as-
signed on channels to be used in two-frequency sim-
plex mode, and conversely.

(2) Systems employing full duplex mode of operation
will not be licensed on frequencies assigned for
mobile relay or two-frequency simplex systems.

(3) Applicants in one service group, where possible,
will not be required to share with applicants in
other service groups, where the loading criteria

of the services involved are different, except where
circumstances require it.

(4) Push-to-talk operations will not be licensed on
channels which are to be used under other modes
of operation, except in those cases where it is
shown that such method of operation is feasible.

Conventional systems will not be authorized for radiotelephone
operations.
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(e) The Commission, in addition to the foregoing standards, set
out at paragraph (c) of this section, may take into considera-
tion any other factor which might enable the persons licensed
to use a given channel or channels in more efficient and
effective ways.

(f) No applicant shall be required to obtain any approval from
a state or local regulatory authority to operate facilities
authorized pursuant to these rules. OState or local regula-
tion may be exercised only to the extent that it does not
limit competition or otherwise conflict with these rules.
There shall be no limit on the number of systems authorized
to operate in any one given area except that imposed by
allocation limitations; and no person authorized to operate
any radio facility under the provisions of this subpart s@all
have a right to protest proposals on grounds other than viola-
tion of or inconsistency with the provisions of this subpart.
A1l grants are made subject to this condition and to the other
conditions and standards set out in this subpart.

§89.804 Other criterion to be applied in licensing channels for use
in trunked systems of communication.

There shall be no 1limit on the number of trunked systems author?zed
to operate in any one given area except that imposed by allocatl?n
limitations; and no person authorized to operate any trunked radio
facility shall have a right to protest any other proposal on groun@s
other than violation of an inconsistency with the provisions of this
subpart. All grants are made subject to the conditions and standards
set out in this subpart.
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PART 91 - INDUSTRIAL RADIO SERVICES

8. In §91.102(a), the table is amended to read as follows:
891,102 Frequency stability.

(a) ¥

Transmitter (input) Power
Fixed and Base Stations Mobile Stations
Frequency Range Over 300 300 watts Over 3 3 watts
watts or less watts or less
MHz Percent Percent Percent Percent
Below 25 (1) 0.005 0,01 0,01 0.02
25 to 50 .002 .002 .002 .005
50 to 450 (2) ,0005 .0005 .0005 .005
450 to 470 (3,5) .,00025 (3,5) .00025 .0005 (3).0C05
.470 to 512 .00025 .00025 .0005 .0005
806 to 821 .00015 .00015 .00025 .00025
851 to 866 .00015 .00015 .00025 .00025
950 to 1427 (4) (4) (4) (4)
1427 to 1435 (6) .03 (6) .03 .03 .03
Above 1435 (4) (4) (4) (4)

*

*

*

9. In 891.103, paragraph (a) is amended and paragraph (c) is added

to read as follows:

891.103 Types of emission.

(a)

. (C)

Except as provided in paragraph (b) and (¢) of this section,
stations in these services will be authorized to use only

A3 or F3 emission for radiotelephony. The authorization to use
A3 or F3 emission will be construed to include the use of tone
signals or signalling devices whose sole function is to
establish or maintain communication between stations.

¥* 3* * 3

Qpergtion in the frequency bands 806 to 821 and 851 to 866 MHz
is limited to F3 emission.
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10. 1In 891.104(b)(2), the table is amended to read as follows:

§91.104 Emission limitations

* 3* 3* 3* #*
(b) Hkk
(2) FRH¥
Frequency Band Authorized Bandwidth Frequency Deviation
(MHz) (kHz) (kHz)
25 to 50 20 5
50 to 150 (1) 20 (1) 5
150 to 450 20 5
450 to 470 (2) 20 (3) 5
470 to 512 20 5
806 to 821 20 5
851 to 866 20 5
* * * * *

11. 1In 891.105, Paragraphs (f) and (h) are amended to read as follows:

§91.105 Modulation requirements

* * * * *

(f) Each transmitter which is operated on a frequency in the
bands 450 to 512, 806 to 821, and 851 to 866 MHz and which
is provided with a modulation limiter in accordance with the
provisions of paragraph (c) of this section shall also be
equipped with an audio low-pass filter in accordance with
the provisions of paragraph (g) or (h) of this section.

¥* * * * *

(h) For stations authorized in the 450-470 MHz band on or after
November 1, 1967, and for all stations authorized in the 470 to
512, 806 to 821, and 851 to 866 MHz bands, the audio low-pass
filter required by provisions of the preceeding paragraphs of
this section shall be installed between the modulation limiter
and the modulated stage and, at audio frequencies between 3 kHz
and 20 kHz, shall have an attenuation greater than the attenuation
at 1 kHz by at least:

60 log 10 (£/3) decibels
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where "f'" is the audig frequency in kHz. At audio frequer 'es
abov 20 kHz, the attenuation shall be at least 50 decibels
greater than the attenuation at 1 kHz,

*

% *

In 891.106(b), the table is amended to read as follows:

§91.106 Power and antenna height,
35 3t 3t ¥* ¥*
(b) sk
Frequency Range Maximum plate power input Maximum effective
(MHz) to the final radio freq. stage (watts)| radiated power (watts)
i
1.6 to 6 2000 |
25 to 100 500
100 to 216 600
216 to 220 (1) (1)
220 to 470 600
470 to 512 1000
806 to 821 (2)
851 to 866 (3) (2)
Above 950 (1) (1) :
¥
1 To be specified in the station authorization.
2. For Power limitations see Section 89.651
3. ?he ogtput power of a transmitter on any authorized frequency
in this service shall not exceed 250 watts (24 dBw).
3* *

* * *

13. A new Section 91.116 is added to read as follows:

§91.116

Frequencies in 806 to 821, 851 to 866 MHz bands.

For criteria governing the use of frequencies in the 806 to 821
and 851 to 866 MHz bands see Part 89, Subpart S.




§93.

(a)

-34-

PART 93 - LAND TRANSPORTATION RADIO SERVICES

102  Frequency stability.

*¥H®

14. In 893,102(a), the table is amended to read as follows:

to read as follows:

893.

103 Types of emission.

Frequency Range All Fixed and A1l Mobile Stations
Base Stations Over 3 3 watts or
watts less
MHz Percent Percent Percent
Below 25 .01 .01 .02
25 to 50 .002 .002 005
50 to 450 (1) .0005 .0005 005
450 to 470 (2, 4).00025 .0005 (2) .0005
470 to 512 .00025 0005 0005
806 to 821 00015 ,00025 00025
851 to 866 .00015 .00025 .00025
950 to 1427 (3) (3) (3)
1427 to 1435 (5).03 .03 .03
Above 1435 (3) (3) (3)
¥ * * * *

15. In §93.103, paragraph (a) is amended and paragraph (c) is added

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs (b) and (¢) of this
section, stations in these services will be authorized to
use only A3 or F3 emission for radiotelephony. The auth-
orization to use A3 or F3 emission will be construed to
include the use of tone signals or signalling devices
whose gsole function is to establish and maintain communi-

(c)

cation between stations.

3 *

3*

3*

Operation in the frequency bands 806 to 821 and 851 to 866 MHz

is limited to F3 emission.
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16. In €93.104(b)(2), the tuable is amended to read as follows:

§93.,104 Emissfon limitations.

* * * *
(b)y wwx
(2)
Frequency Band Authorized Bandwidth Frequency Deviation
(MHz) (kHz) (k :)
25 to 50 20 5
50 to 150 (1) 20 (1) 5
150 to 450 20 5
470 to 512 (2) 20 (3) 5
806 to 821 20 5
851 to 866 20 5
Above 866 %) 4)
* * * * *
17. 1In §93.105, paragraphs, (f) and (h) are amended to read as follows:
§93.105 Modulation requirements.
* % * * *
(£) Each transmitter which is operated on a frequency in the
bands 450 to 512, 806 to 821,and 851 to 866 MHz and whic
1s provided with a modulation limiter in accordance with
the provisions of paragraph (c) of this section sh .1
also be equipped with an audio low-pass filter in accordance
with the provisions of paragraph (g) or (h) of this section.
* #* 3* 3
(h) For stations authorized in the 450-470 MHz band on or after

November 1, 1967, and for all stations authorized in the 470-
512, 806 to 821, and 851 to 866 MHz bands, the audio low-pass

filter required by the provisions of the preceeding para-
graph of this section shall be installed between the modu-
lation limiter and the modulated stage and, at audio fre-

quencies between 3 kHz and 20 kHz, shall have an attenuation

greater than the attenuation of 1 kHz at least:
60 log 1o (£/3) decibels
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Where "f" is the audio frequency in kHz, At audio fre-
quencies above 20 kHz, the attenuation shall be at least
50 decibels greater than the attenuation at 1 kHz,

18. 1In j93.106(b), the table is amended to read as follows:

§93.106 Power and antenna height,

* * * * *
(b) *k

Frequency Range Maximum plate power input to the | Mhaximum effective
(MHz) final radio freq, stage (watts) radiated power (watts)

30 to 100 500 .

160 to 470 (1) 120

470 to 512 1000

806 to 821 (4)

851 to 866 (s) (4)

Above 950 (3)

1. In the frequency band 450-470 MHz maximum plate power input in
excess of 120 watts but not in excess of 600 watts may be
authorized in accordance with the provision of Subpart E of this
part, upon submission of the required showings.

2, [Reserved].

3. As specified in $93.111.

4, For power limitations see Section 89.651,

5. The output power of a transmitter on any authorized frequency
in this service shall not exceed 250 watts (24 dBw).

* * * * *
19, A new Section 93.116 is added to read as follows:
§93.116 Frequencies in the 806 to 821 and 851 to 866 MHz bands.

For criteria governing the use of frequencies in the 806 to 821
and 851 to 866 MHz bands see Part 89, Subpart S, '




APPENDIX C

GUIL ™" "NES UNDER WHICH DEVELOPMElI™ AL AUTHORI™ \TIONS FOR CELLULAR SY [EMS
IN THE 806-947 MHz FREQUENCY BANDS WILL BE ISSUED

ELIGIBILITY

Developmental authorizations for cellular systems in the-806-947
MHz frequency band will be issued only to existing and proposed w1re1%ne
communication common carriers who are legally, financially and otl rwise
qualified to conduct experimentation for the development of er-“neerir ,
operational data end techniques directly related to the establishment of a
high capacity mobile telephone system which is based upon a cellular con-
cept and regulated under Part 21 of the Commission's Rules.

1I. SCOPE OF SERVICE

Developmental authorizations will be issued for development 9f
a high capacity mobile telephone system, including provisions for mobile
telephone and automatic dispatch service to be gov rned by Part 21 of the
Rules and Regulations,

I11. ADHERENCE TO PROGRAM OF RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The program of research and development, as stated by an appli?ant
in the application for construction permit or license or stated in the in-
strument of station authorization, shall be substantially adhered to unless

. the licensee is otherwise authorized by the Commission,

1v, TERMS OF GRANT :GENERAL LIMITATIONS

a. Developmental authorizations shall normally be issued for one
year or longer as the Commission may deem appropriate in any particular case,

and shall be subject to cancellation without a hearing by the Commission at
any time upon notice to the licensee.

b. Where some phases of the developmental program are not covered
by the General Rules of the Commission or by Part 21 of the Rules, the Com-
mission may specify supplemental or additional requirements or conditions in

each case as it may deem necessary in the public interest, convenience or
necessity,

c. Frequencies allocated to the service toward which such development

is directed will be assigned for developmental operation on a one system per
market area basis.

d. Only one developmental system will be authorized any single applicant.

e. No interference shall be caused to the regular services of stations
operating in accordance with the Commission's Table of Frequency Allocations
(2.106 of the Rules and Regulations).

f. All systems shall be designed for nationwide compatibil :y for
roamer operation,

g. The rendition of communication service por hire is not permitted
unless specifically authorized by the Commission.
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h. The grant of a developmental authorization carries with
it no assurance that the developmental program, if successful, will be

authorized on a permanent basis.

SUPPLEMENTARY SHOWING REQUIRED

a. Authorizations for development of a cellular system will
be issued only upon a showing that the applicant has a definite program
of research and development, the details of which shall be set forth,
having reasonable promise of substantial contribution to these services
within the term of such authorization. In addition to showing that the
applicant is financially qualified or that adequate provision has been
made to underwrite the costs of the proposed venture, a specific showing
should be made as to the factors which the applicant believes qualify him
technically to conduct the research and development program, including a
description of the nature and extent of engineering facilities which
applicant has available for such purpose.

b. Expiring developmental authorizations may be renewed only
upon the applicant's compliance with the objectives of the authorization
sought to be renewed and upon a factual showing that further progress in
the program of research and development requires further radio transmission
and that the public interest, convenience OT necessity would be se;ved
by renewal of such authorization.

DEVELOPMENTAL REPORT REQUIRED .

a. Upon completion of the program of research and development,
or, in any event, upon the expiration of the instrument of station author-
ization under which such investigations were permitted, or at such times
during the term of the station authorization as the Commission may deem
necessary to evaluate the progress of the developmental program, the
licensee shall submit, in duplicate, a comprehensive report on the following
items, in the order designated:

1. Report on the various phases of the project which were in-
vestigated.

2. Total number of hours of operation on the frequencies assigned.
3. Copies of any publication on the project.
4. A listing of any patents applied for, including copies of

any patents issued as a consequence of the activities carried forth under

the authorization,

5. Detailed aﬁalysis of the result obtdined.

6. Any other pertinent information.
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b. In addition to the ir ") ation requir 1 by paragraph
(a) of this section, the developmer il report of a station authorized

for the development of a proposed radio service shall include com-
prehensive informe .on on the following items:

1. Probable public support and methods of its determination,
2. Practicability of service operations.
3. Interference encountered.

4, Pertinent information relative to merits of the proposed
service.

5. Propagation characteristics of fi1 juencies used, particularly
with respect to the service objective.

6. Frequencies, if any, believed to be more suitable and reasons
therefore.

7. Type of signals or communications employed in the experimental
work.

c. Normally, developmental reports will be made a part of the
Commission's public records. However, an applicant may request that the
Commission withhold from the public certain reports and associe =d material
relative to the accomplishments achieved under developmental authorization,

and, if its appears that such information should be withheld, the Com-
mission will so direct,
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Goop AFTERNOON; Y, KINHEY. THANK YOU FOR THAT
ELABORATE IWTRODUCTION. TO Bop., THE MEMBERS AND GUESTS
of THE IFEE VeEHicuLar GROUP. [ EXPRESS 1Y DEEP APPRECIATION
FOR fHE OPPORTUNITY TO BE WITH YOU TODAY AND TO BRING SOME
HOPEFULLY INTERESTING REMARKS concerning OTP ON LAND MOBILE.
ONE OF OUR ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN IR EACT MORE IWTERESTING OR
EXCITING THAHN fﬁe POLICY 1SSUES INVOLVED WITH THE ALLOCATION

OF FREQUENCIES IN THE 900 Filz BAND.

e ki ¢ e

DocKET 18262 PROVED A VERY INTERESTING TAsk, FORA
WITHIN THIS POLICY ISSUE, WE FOUND EVERY THORNY ELEMENT
OF POLICY PRESENTLY VISIBLE IN ANY OF THE COMAUNICATIONS
FIELDS THAT WE ARE NOW OVERSEEING: COMPETITION VS. MONOPCLY .
CRGTS SUBSIDIZATION, ANTITRUST MATTERS. FEDERAL VS. STATE
JURISDICTION, REGULATION VS. NON-REGULATION. EXCESS FREQUENCY
ASSIGNMENTS, ECONOMIC AND SPECTRUM EFFICIENCY. THE POL&CY

oTrTEMENT MADE BY OTP WAS. Il OUR MIHDS. A FAIR POLICY TO




ALL PARTICIPANTS == ONE THAT PUT “YOU" THE CONSUMER IM THE
DRIVER'S SEAT —-- ONE WHICH CAN PROVIDE THE USERS OF MOBILE
COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE WIDEST POUSSIBLE CHOICE OF SERVICE,
AND ONE WHICH PROVIDEG THE MECLSSARY INCENTIVES TO ALLOW
EACH OF THESE VARIOUS °;3TEMS T0 SURFACE AND TO GROW IF
YOU. THE CONSUMER SO DICTATE.
[T WAS OUR FIRM VLLIEF THAT THE CONRUMLR MUST. IN THE
FINAL ANALYSIS, BE THF PERSO; WHO DETERMINES THE FREQUENCY
ALLOCATIONS WITHIN THE 900 BaND. [T woULD BE DISASTROUS IF
THE SEVEN COMMISSIONERS TOOK IT UPON THEMSELVES., WITH 1 E
INFORMATION PRESENTLY BEFORE THEM, TO DETERMINE EXACTLY
HOL MUCH OF EACH SERVICE, IN THE NEXT 20 YEARS. THE CONSUMLR
WISHES TO PURCHASE FOR LAND MOBILE OPERATION, WE WELL

REOGNIZE THAT THERE ARE TIMES WHEN THE SEVEN COP"’;ISSIOI\ERS

FUST FACE THE TSSURS SPUARELY AMD MAKE FINAL DETERMINATIONS.




HOWEVER, WHERE THE FACTS ARE VAGUE. AND WHERE TECHNICAL
AND ECONOMIC MATTERS PERMIT., THE COMMISSION SHOULD INSTITUTE
AN ON-GOING PROGRAM WHICH WCULD ALLOCATE FREQUERCIES IN

ACCORDANCE WITH ACTUAL AND NOT NECESSARILY PROJECTED

CONSUMER DEMAND, IN ESSE reF, OUR POLICY COVERED FOUR BASIC
POINTS: (1) THE REJECTIGCN OF A PROPOSED NATIOHAL INTEGRATED
MOBILE TELEPHONE sysTEr: (2) THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF FREE AND
OPEN COMPETITION: (3) THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THREE SERVICES
FOR THE CONSUMER TO SELECT FROM AND: (H) A LARGE., DEDICATED

RESERVE, | WOULD LIKE TO BRIEFLY COVER THESE FOUR POINTS.

OTP WAS UNABLE TO FIND ANY COMPELLING REASONS WHY A
COMIMITMENT SHOULD BE MADE., AT THis TIME, TO A NATIONAL.
INTESRATED, MOBILE TELEPHONE sysTem AT 9( I fiHz, SPECTRDM
CONGESTION 1S, AFTER ALL, ESSENTIALLY LIMITED TO ONLY THE

LARGEST POPULATION CENTERS. THE REMAINDER OF THE COUNTRY
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1S MOT PARTICULARLY DEPEXnENT upon 900 [z TECHNOLOGY FOR
FREQUENCY RELIEF. IN THE LESS DENSELY POPULATED SECTIONS
OF TIIIS COUNTRY, EFFICIENT I1TS SYSTEMS AT LOWER FREQUENCIE
OR EMPLOYING DIFFERENT TECHNOLOGIES THAN THAT REQUIRED FOR

LARGER CITIES., WOULD PRORABLY PROVE MORE COST-LFFECTIVE,

ADDITIONALLY, THE DEMAND ESTIMATES AVAILABLE TO US,
AS WELL AS THE FCC, ForR INTER-CITY [1TS SERVICE (THE ROAMER)
AS OPPOSED TO INTRA—CITY ARE QUESTIONABLE TO SAY THE LEAST,
‘THIS, COUPLED WITH THE FACT THAT THERE ARE NO APPARENT
ECONOMIES OF SCALE OR OTHER TECHNICAL CONSIDERATIONS THAT
WOULD SEEM TO DICTATE THE NECESSITY FOR SINGLE OWNERSHIP
OF A NATIONWIDE MTS SYSTEM., LEADS US TO BELIEVE THAT GROWTH
OF MOBILE SYSTEMS CAN OCCUR WITHOUT A TOTAL NATIONAL

COMMITMENT AT THIS PARTICULAR TIME.
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THE SECOND MAJOR POINT IN O0TP’s poLICY CONCERNED THE

PRINCIPLE OF "OPEN COMPETITION.” 1T 1S OUR OPINION THAT

FAIR, OPEN-ENTRY COMPETITION IN THE PROVISION OF ALL MOBILE

COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES WILL LEAD TO MORE DIVERSE AND

INNOVATIVE SERVICE OFFERINGS THAT WILL CREATE A HEALTHY

COMPETITIVE MARKETPLACE, BY CREATING AN ENVIRONMENT WHICH
WILL ACCOMMODATE NUMEROUS COMPETITIVE SUPPLIERS, THE

MULTIPLICITY OF COMPETING SYSTEMS, OR AT LEAST THE POTENTIAL

" JEREFOR, WILL ASSURE COMPETITIVE PRICING AND OBVIATE
THE NEED F( . BURDENSOME RATE REGULATION.
[ MUST EMPHASIZE THE WORD EAIR IN CONJUNCTION WITH

THIS PRINCIPLE OF COMPETITION. REGULATED OR CONSTRAII
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5 GROWTH AS RADIO BECONMES

pREDICTED TO CONTINUE THI

ESS AND PERCONAL LIVES.

MORE AN INTEGRAL PART OF OUR BUSINES

RADIO OR TELEPHONE IN EVERY CAR 1S

WE SEE NO REASON WHY A

NOT A PRACTICAL FORECAST THEREFORE., WE MUST BE PRUDENT
N OUR ASSTGNMENT OF FREQUENCIES TO MAKE THE MAXIMUM USE OF

TH1S RESOURCE SO THE COMSUMER CAN ALWAYS OBTAIN THE SERVICES
ER THAT WE NEED TO PLAN NOW FOR

HE DESIRES. We SHOULD REMEMB

THE NEXT FREQUENCY CONGE°YIOW PROBLEM: THE ONLY UNKNOWN 15

HE PROBLEM WILL AGPIN BECOME CRITXCAL.

THE EXACT DATE WHEN T

THEREFORE. DISCRETION Now IN THE ASSTGNMENT OF FREQUENCIES

WITHIN THE 900 BAND WILL OBVIOUSLY HELP TO DELAY THE ARRIVAL

OF THIS NEXT CRISIS.
N TWO BROAD BASIC SERVICES

ADIO FIELD: A

THERE HAVE BEE
JER IN THE MOBILE R

HISTORICALLY .

OFFERED TO THE CONSU!

PLIVATE SYSTEM, OR A WIRELINE COMMON CARRIER OR RCC sYSTEM.

LESS THAN 5% OF 0 % MOBILE

PREVIOUSLY, WE HAVE ALLOCATED
CLANNELS TO THE COMMOR CARRIER/ Al OVER Q5o 70 Thi PRIVATE
PRIVATE DISPATCH SYSTEMS

USER. WITH SUCH AN ALLOCATION.




R
FLOURISHED. INDUSTRY MET THE CHALLENGE BY EVER-INCREASING

PRODUCT PERFORMANCE TO SQUEEZE MORE AND MORE USERS INTO THE
LIMITED 4O MYz THAT HAVE BEEN ALLOCATED TO THIS INDUSTRY OVER
THE LAST 30 YEARS. WITHOUT A DOUBT., THROUGH THE EFFORTS OF
THe FCC, THE INDUSTRY ITSELF, THE CONSUMER. AND THE INDUSTRY
FF QUEI .Y COORDINATORS. GNE HAS TO CONCLUDE THAT DISPATCH
SYSTEMS HAVE BEEN MOST SUCCESSFUL FOR INDUSTRY AND THE
COMSUMER ALIKE. |
ONE CANNOT VOTE THE SAME bVEéWHELMING AWARD FOR SUCCESS

TO THE IMPLEMENTERS OF THE COMMON CARRIER SERVICES., [ AM |

)T INTIMATING THAT THEY IAVE FAILED: [ AM ONLY SAYING THAT,
BECAUISE OF GE!' RALLY HIGH TARIFFS AND = {E SHORTAGE OF
FREQUENCIES, THIS MARKETPLACE.HAS NOT BEEN THOROUGHLY TESTED.
We know THAT THE RCC’s AND THE WIRELINE CARRIERS HAVE PROVIDED
EXCF'.LENT SERVICE IN A LARGE NUMBER OF AREAS AND THAT A
SIGNIFICANT PORTION OF OUR CONSUMER MARKETPLACE DESIRES

THIS TYPE ( ~ SERVICE., WE KNOW THAT TODAY THERE ARE A

RELATIVE Y LARGE NUMBER OF HELD ORDERS IN THE LARGE
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METROPOLITAN AREAS WHERE FREQUENCY CONGESTION PREVENTS
T1iE ASSIGNMFNT OF NEW CUSTOMERS TO TH1S SERVICE., BUT IT

IS A FAR CRY FROM WHAT WE CAN ACTUALLY SEE IN THE MARKETPLACE

TODAY TO THE PROJECTIONS oF 10 MILLION CONSUMERS SUBSCRIBING

T0 AN 11/S SERVICE 90 YEARS HENCE., WE WOULD DO THE GENERAL
PURLIC AN INJUSTICE IF. IN THE ALLOCATION OF FREQUENCIES
(N THE 900 BAND, WE PROJECTLD WITH A GREAT DEAL OF CERTAINTY

THAT THERE WOULD BE WITHOUT ANY DOUBT. 3,5, 7, OR 9 MILLION

ANXIOUS SUBSCRIBERS IN THE YEAR 2000 FOR THIS SERVICE.

ONE MUST ALSO CONSIDER; THAT WHILE BELL LABS AND OTHERS
HAVE SHOWN THROUGH EXPERIMENTAL DATA THUS FAR SUBMITTED THA
THE CELLULAR TECHNOLOGY HOLDS MUCH PROMISE. THERE ARE STILL

POTENTIAL TECHNICAL HURDLES sucH AS CELLULAR PROPAGATION, OVERAL

SYSTEM COMPUTER CONTROL, VEMWICLE LOCATION, AND THE PROBLEMS
ACSOCIATED WITH THE AUTO! \TIC HAND-CFF THAT MUST BE OVERCOME.

‘ I~ THESE PROBLEMS ARE NOT SOLVED BY ECONOMICAL METHODS .

IT WOULD CAST SERIOUS DOUBT UPON THE FINAL PRICE OF THE
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CONSIDER, IF YOU WILL, THE FACT THAT IN PHILADELPHIA,
TODAY, BELL SERVES OHLY ABOUT 1200 [ITS SUBSCRIBERS AND
HAS HELD ORDERS FOR APPROXIMATELY 1700 MORE., THEY HAVE

PROJECTED IN THILADELPHIA A TOTAL MARKET OF BETWEEN 130

AND 100 THOUSAND SUBSCRIBERS BY THE YEAR 2000, IF THE
FREQUENCIES WERE AVAILABLE, AND THE PRICE MORE COMPETITIVE,
COULD THE MARKET . IMP FROM 1200 To 3000 TO 400 THOUSAND?
0&, LOOKING NATIONALLY, CAN THE MARKET JUMP FROM 75,000
MOBILES To 10 MILLION? SUPPOSE FOR THE MOMENT THE LOYER
BEL; PROJECTION OF 2.5 MILLION TURNS OUT TO BE ACCURATE .
THIs WO .D REQUIRE of .y 15 or 24 Mz TO SERVE.THE ENTIRE
MAKKET, T IS o‘a CONTENTION THAT FACTS ARE NOT

AVAILABLE TO MAKE A SOLID PF JECTION OF MARKET DEMAND OR
FRQUENCY REQUIREMENTS TODAY, AND THEREFORE A FULL

DEVICATED BANMD IS NOT CALLED FOR.

\
\
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IT MUST BE RECOGHIZED Al SO THAT, 1F THIS ECONOMIC

EXPERIMENT 1S TO BE MEANINGFUL. THE BeLL SYSTEM MUST

MARKET ITS SERVICE IN THE INITIAL SYSTEM AS THOUGH IT WOULD

ACHIEVE PLANNED CAPACITY, THE PRICE OF THE SERVICE § SO
IMPORTANT FOR CONSUMER ACCEPTANCE THAT IT MUST BE INITIALLY
OFFERED IN THE TESTING ENVIRONMENT AT TI i EVENTUAL PROJECTED
TARIFF CHARGE., IT 1S, OF COURSE. STANDARD PRACTICE IN ALL
INDUSTRIES THAT, WHEN NEW PRODUCTS ARE ﬁROUGHT TO THE

MARKETPLACE, THEY ARE GOLD INITIALLY AT A PRICE BASED ON
FUTURE PROJECTED VOLUME LEVELS. Tuererore, 1F ~ {E FCC

DOES EVENTUALLY ACCEPT 0TP’s CONTINGENCY PLAN, THEY SHOULD

ACCEPT THIS BASIC PRICING PRINCIPLE ALSO.
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OUR POLICY ALSO AVOIDED A TOTAL DEFINITIVE FREQUENCY

ALLOCATION FOR THE 300 CHANNELS. OR, TO SAY IT ANOTHER
WAY, WE DID NOT VISH TO TAKE ISSUE WITH THE 40 Khz
CHANNELS VS. THE 25 Khz éHANNELs SINCE WE DO NOT BELIEVE
THAT St FICIENT EVIDENCE HAS BEEN GATHERED o& WHICH A
FINAL DECISION CAN EE MADE. We Do ACKN&WLEDGE THAT THE
DATA SUBM TTED TO THE FCC MAKE THE CHANNEL wiDTH A
~~ANTROVERSIA® 1°°7E. ME ALSO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT SUFFICIENT
DATA HAVE BEEN PREéENTED WHICH SHOW THAT THERE MAY BE SEVERAL
TECHNICAL MEANS TO REDUCE HE CHANNEL'S BANDWIDTH AND
TIIEREFORE SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE TOTAL ALLOCATIONS REQUIRED

eor 800 CHAMNEL MOBILE TELEPHONE SERVICE, Twen ¢ FIVE KC













- 725 -

OR THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE WILL NOT HAVE TO INTERVENE IN

ORDER TO KEEP THIS MARKETPLACE COMPETITIVE.

WE BELIEVE THAT ALL POTENTIAL USERS OF DISPATCH

COMMUNICATIONS SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED TO USE THE MULTI-
USER SHARED TRUNKED SYSTEMS, OBVIOUSLY, PRIVATE‘ SYSTEMS
SHOULD BE AUTHORIZED FOR THOSE WHO REQUIRE POSITIVE CONTROL
(  THEIR O COI 1WWNICATIONS OR WHO HAVE A VALID PUBLIC
SAFETY MIS¢ ON WHICH REQUIRES THIS CONTROL. IN CERTAIN

EAS AND CERTAIN SITUATIONS, VIE WOULD, OBVIOUSLY, CONTINUE
TO ENCOURAGE COMMUNITY REPEATER SYSTEMS SINCE THEY HAVE

SERVED INDUSTRY S~ WEI . IN THE PAST. DBuUT, AS A

PASSING NOTE. WE DO BELIEVE THAT., IN THE AREA OF
LARGE, INI ISTRIAL COMPANIES OR SMALL MUNICIPAL

60" RNMENTS, THE FCC ¢ JOULD ENCOURAGE THE SE OF
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AND, IN PARTICULAR, THE MOBILE TELEPHONE SERVICES
OPERATED BY PRCC’s OR THEIR SUBSIDIARIES WITHIN THE ng nilz
ALLOCATION, ARE HOT SUBJECT TO RATE REGULATION BY FEDERAL
or STATC JURISDICTIONS. WE FACE A SIMILAR ISSUE OF
FEDERAL VS. STATE REGULATION IN THE SPECIALIZED CARRIER
AND  HE INTERCOTEECT MARKETS = TODAY. THEREFORE, IT IS NOT

JUST AN ISSUE UMIQUELY ASSOCIATED TO THE LAND MOBILE MARKET.

ONE CANNOT LEAVE THE DISCUSSION OF THIS POLICY

WITHOUT A WORD ABOUT THE EXISTING Dap1o CommoN CARRIERS.

I STORICALLY, Ti Y HAVE BEEN FRANCHISED IN AREAS AND, IN

MANY CASES, é BJECT TO STATE REGULATION, YE SEE NO REASON
wiry TS SERVICES ¢/ HOT BE PROVIDED IN A COMPETITIVE ENVIRON=
MENT; AND Tt RE ARE NO ¢ JMPELLING REASON§ WHY THERE SHOULD DE
ALY MONOPOLY OR EXCLUSIVE FRANCHISE AREAS ASSIGNED. WITH
T1:1S THOUGHT IN MIND, WE RECOMMEND THAT MOBILE TELEPHOWE

SCRVICES PROVIDED BY OTHER THAN WIRELINE CARRIERS BE ALLOCATED
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<o THE 40 MHz BAND WHICH HAS STRANGELY BECOME KNMOWN, SINCE

OUR POLICY DECLARATION, AS THE COMPETITIVE BAND. WE SEE

NO REASON wﬁY RCC’s OR OTHER NEW INSTITUTIONS WILL NOT BE
ABLE.TO oFFER MTS SERVICE IN ADDITION TO THE WIRELINE CARRIERS
AND THE MULTI-USER SHARED TRUNKED SYSTEMS, IN COMPETITON IN
THE MARKETPLACE, AS INDICATED, OUR POLICY ALSO PERMITS
ADJACENT RESERQE FREQUENCIES SO THAT THE SAWE -TYPE OF
CONTINGENCY PLAN CAN BE OFFERED TO CELLULAR SYSTEMS IN THIS
'BAND AS WAS OFFERED TO THE WIRELINE CARRIERS, OTP DOES NOT

RECOMMEND THAT THE 40 MHz COMPETITIVE BAND BE SUBDIVIDED INTO

INDUSTRIAL OR USER-TYPE ALLOCATIONS AS HAS BEEN DONE IN

THE OTHER MOBILE BANDS BECAUSE IT HAS PROVEN TO BE VERY

INEFFICIENT, NOR LiAVE WE ATTEMPTED TO DIVIDE IT BETWEEN

PRIVATE, COMMON USER., OR MOBILE TELEPHONE SYSTEMS. WE MUST

LEAVE SOMETHING FOR THE FCC > Do,
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IN CONCLUSIOM, LET ME SAY THAT IT IS OUR FIRM
BELIEF'THAT OUR POLICY IS SOUMD AND THAT IT WILL PROVIDE
THE WIDEST FLEXIBILITY IN SERVING THE PUBLIC INTEREST., IT

Al

IS ALSO OUR BELIEF THAT OUR POLICY PROVIDES THE NECESSARY

INCENTIVES FOR INDUSTRY TO TAKE UP THE CHALLENGE THAT WILL,
THROUGH COMPETITIOM AND TECHNICAL INNOVATION, CONTINUE TO
EXPAND THE RANGE OF MOBILE COMMUMICATIONS SERVICES TO HE
USING PUBLIC IN A TIMELY AND EQUITAB E MAKNER. IN ADDITION,‘
IT IS QUR HOPE THAT THE EFFfCIENCIES GAINED THRQUGH THESE

NEW SYSTEMS WILL ALLOW ALL WHO WANT OR NEED MOBILE COMMUNICA-
TIONS SERVICES ) BE (ELL SERVED THROUGH THE TURN OF HE

CENTURY WITH( T ADDITIONAL SPECTRUM,

THAL.CYOU,
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OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY

5 et

g
- EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT -—-~~7 : '/AV (7‘}/"
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

Februvary 25, 1974

Mr. Raymond E. Spence .

Chief Enginecr

Federal Communications GCommission
1919 M Street, N, W,

Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Ray:

‘We have read and cvaluated the draft paper entitled, '"Joint
Discussion of the FCC Regional Frequency Management System"'
received February 21, 1974, as we  as other material prepared
subscquent to the Office of Telecommunications (OT) report
entitled "Policy Implications of the Regional Frequency Manage-
ment System.' We are encouraged by the proposed changes to the
monitoring and AFAM programs and many of the concerns expressed
in the OT report have been mitigated by them. However, even with
these changes, we still have certain reservations regarding the
Regiona Frequency Management System. It should be emphasized,
] wever, that hese remaining reservations are not in regard to the
overall merits of the regicnal frequency management concept, but
whether the current system has been sufficiently refined and proven
to warrant further expansion to other centers at this time.

Succinctly stated. we feel that the ltimate effectiveness of the
system has not yct been clearly demonstrated at the user evel
and therefore such expansion is not warranted. Specifically, we
continue to recornmend that all monitoring and computer resources
be concentrated in the Chicago area to (  refine the data gathering
eqi rem¢ ts/costs and (Z) to demonstrate the fficacy of the
AFAM procedures. We do support, as we did in our joint review
report, the start of collection of Form 425 license data from uscrs
in San Francisco or other selected site, anticipating the eventual
verification of the Chicago system. While there have been significant
im rovements of recent origin, the recommen itions made

o
1
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I would also like to take this opportunity to congratulate

you and the Spectrum Management Task Force for the
obvious dedication shown in the devel opment of such a large
and complex system. We all are anxious for the time when
today's potential benefits will actually be available to the land
mobile radio community and other users of the spectrum
resource tomorrow.

Sincerely,

e y

Walter E " Sutter,
e

Dale Hatfield
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n the Matter of.

endment of Part 95 and Part 15 of the
Conmiission's Rules Conccrning the Allo-
cation and Assigniment of Frequencics for
Unlicensed Comnunication, Class D Citi-
zens Radio Service and a New Proposed
Class E Citizens Radio Service

N N N N N N N

PETITION FOR PROPOSED RULEMAKING OF THE CITIZENS RADIO Q@CTION,
INDUSTRIAL ELECTROWICS DIVISION, ELXCIROXIC TNDUSTRIES AUSOUIATION

° 13
There has been demonstrater a strong, current and growing nced for personal two-
way radio communications for both safety and convenience of individual citizens
in conducting their daily activities of both personal and business nature. This
need initially was served by the est. ‘lishment of Class D-Citizens Radio Service
.in 1958, providing twenty-three crystal controlled channels with 10 KC spacing
\ the 27 MHz band. In the establishment of the Class D Citizens Radio Service,
the Commission correctly recognized the need and right of individual citizens
to have usec of a portion of the R: F. Spectrum to conduct. their affairs for
convenience and safety via personal two-way radio. The technical limitation of
27 MHz and the limited number of chanuels made available have prevented the -
Class D Citizens Rac o Service from meeting its total objective. We have learned
.uch concerning the public's needs for personal two-way radio communications,
ven vith these limiting factors. We can now moxre completely define and more
adequately serve this re irement for personal two-way service. ' = .

L]

1. CIT .EN" NEED FOR PERSONAL TWO-WAY RADIO .

: " . In our mol le society today, we have an ever-increasing need for

. o 'bbrsonal two-way radio communication from moving vehicles and in

-~ : - -remote areas where lam« line comnunications.facilities are not

B . " available. The primary need is for short range communications
within ten miles). The cost of equipment must be kept low for
the greatest be 2fit to the greatest number of citizens. The
service must offer the greatest{lexibility of use so that the
citizen may avail himself to'this service in all his activities,

. whether he be in his home or automobile or on a fishing or camping
excursion. :

The Class D Citizens Radio Service, with 900,C ) active licensed
operators, has shown that low cost equipment owned and operated

by the user provides the most satisfactory service.
. - ‘@




‘ ' L JUSTIFICATION FOR EXPAN..ORN Q_r_piﬁksofiim. RADIO SERVICE

Tl benefits of personal ownership dnd 'operoﬁ'o;m of Citizens Tvio-Vay
Radio have been proved over and over cggjn in the number of public
assistance acls that have been performed-on the Class D Citizens Radio

- Service throughout the country, The examples of assistonce, both for
safety énd convenience, ¢ at have been rendered to he general pub-
lic by Closs D Citizens Radio operafors is far greater per license than
any other radio service except the Public Safety Agencies themselves.
There are countless examples of cooperation with law enforcement

. agencies and other local agencies by the Class D Citizens Radio Operas
tors in providing assistance in time of major an. minor emergency that
arise every day in communities throughout the country. The cost of
providing this benefit 1o our population could not possibly be met by
any practical means ofher than personal ownership ang operation of . -7
Citizens Personal T..o-Way Radio equipment. ‘

2 ®
e .

. REQUIREMENTS FOR MPROVING PERSONAL TWO-WAY COM-
- MUNICATIONS SERVICE N

.
-

A. Operating regulations must be simple to understand and cosy to
, SRR administer. Opercting procedures must be established tc pro-
.l' : o vide a high degree of self-regulation so that a minimum of cost
is required for enforcement. ' .
'B. .Equipment must be low initial cost and require a minimum of
service expense. ' oo
 C, Flexibility of operation must be provided so the maximum utiliza-

tion of frequency can be obtained. The service must provide a
satisfactory number of channels for local operation so thet open
channel space can be selecied freely by the operator. Operating
guidelines must be established so that maximum utilization can be
obtained with the least confusion and interference. '
D.  Proper locatio in the frc‘quency spectrum 1 st be made to mini~

' mize the technicol operoting problem, short range communications
in all types of terrain ond populated areas must be accomplished

c. with minimu interference due to man-made or natural interfer-
. ence » ' '

-

[







= *The following regulations for eperation are recommended with thie b ic objective of

providing communicaticns for the mobile public for convcmcncc ond safety up fo @
reliable renge of ten to twenty 1 les, :
. . LS
A. Power output fo antenna limit twenly=five watls with special public
‘ safety agencics permitied fo prcnsc a base station at onc-huadred
~. watts output fo antenna when using this band to assist in public con-
~ venience or necessufy for safety. i
B. Antenna her'*‘wf. limit of twenty feet chove tl near t man-made or
natural object within 500 yards; or sixty feel above the existing ter~
rain (whichever is higher). Licéhseps should be individually responsi=
ble to meet Pari 17 of FCC Rules and Part 77 of the FAA rules so ihat
geographic coordinates need not be checked out on each ap ication.

c. Frequency cssignments are requested os follows:
Transmission of FM voice cn|y with 25 KC spacing. Crystal conironed fransmission only.
' 80 channels assigned as foHows : :

3

Chcmnel Freqbency
T mobile to same license L D 220,000 -

2 mobile to same license . 2200025
) .3 . mobile to same license. C o B 220.050
.':. 4 mobile to scme license S e s 220,075
. 5 mobile to same license ' T © 220,100
- 6 mobile to same license " ©220.125
7 mobile to same license T -220.150

t o8 mobile to same license ST 2200175

9 emergency use only per Class D Channel'? 220.200

~ 10 mobile to same license ‘ 220,225
11 mobile general calling for contact only; must change to 220.250.

- alternate chonnel for message

12 travel assistance use only mobile general calling permaﬂed 220.275

13 fravel assistance use only mobile general calling permitted 220.300

14 weather advisory use general calling permittzd e 220,325

15 traffic advisory use general cc ling permitted 220.350

. 16 mobile to'unit of same or different license - 220,375
17 mobile to unit of some or different license ' 1 220.400

18 mobile to unit of same or different license 220,425

19 -mobile to unit of same or different license - 220,450

20 mobile to unit of same or different icense o 220.475

. ‘2].. mobile general calling for cor :ct only, must change to 220,500

alternate chonnel for message

e .
NTH Wt
B .
. .
. .
.
. . .







rcquency

limited to units of same hc.fmsr,, for business commum-— 221.325
calions only oL
limited t units of same license; limited to contact only; 221,350
- units must change to aliernaie chcm.)cl for message ‘
marine use only : : - 221,375
marine use only - o L . .7 221.400
marine use only; hmzt of 1 WOH’ i e 221,425
marine use 0'\')’/ limit of 1 watt - 221,450
marine use oniy; limit of 1 watt ' ' 2. A75
local use of units with same call sign; limit of 1 watt 221.500
local use of units with same call sign; limit of 1 watt 221.525
local use of units with same call sign; limit of 1 watt 221.550 .
local use of units with same call sign; limit of 1 ratt 0 221,575
local use of units with sume call sign; limit of 1 watt 221.600
in plant use only; limit of 1 watt ‘ : 221.625
in plant use only; limit of 1 watt - T 221,650 -
in plont use only; limit of 1 watt ST 22,005
in plant use only; limit of 1 watt .. .)20 700
in plant use only; limit of 1 watt PR 20 725
local traffic control use only; for a limit of 1 watt 2. .750
local traffic control use only; for a limit of 1 viatt 221.775
local frafiic control use only; for a limit of 1 watt .221.8090
local fraffic control use only; for a limit of 1 watt . 221.825
Iocal traffic control use only; for a limit of 1 watt 221.850
road condition information only; power limit of 1 watt 221.875
TX audio call signs PR
road condition informatinn only; povier limit of 1 waott + 221,900
TX audio call signs '
road condition information only; power limit of 1 waqtt 221,925
TX audio call signs
road condition information only; power limit of 1 watt 221.95.
TX audio call signs

road condition information only; power. hmlf of ] watt 221.975
TX audio call signs

-~

It is recommended that all transceiver equupmenf be required fc 1ave @ vitch o ting sower
to one watt fransmit to the antenna. It is further recommended that squelch centrol be pei=
mitted only on Chcnnels 1 through 50 with all channels permitting o'ﬂy voice communic ions.,

e .
















FEDERAL COMMUNICATICNS COMMLuJiON
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20554

L IR CU ARG W IN REFLY NEFER TO:
LN S O S . B
Tk el

: e o © 6300

\

The Honorable Clay T. Whitehezd e
Director .

Ofrice of Telecommunications Policy

Executive Office of the President

Washington, D. C. 2050k

Dear Dr., Whitechead:

. P
The Commission has before it seversl petitions which seek the
allocetion of azdditional fregquency spectrum for specific uses.
Such requests involve new allocations to clleviete requirenents
for land mobile, citizens bend, redio positioning and location,
and other similer purposes. In order that such requesis may
be appropristely accommodeted, your views are reauested in
rerard the feasibility of the reallocation of the 220-225 MHz
“banld for. non-governrent Priué&ry uecs -

P

The Commission, at this time, does not have any definite plan
for sub-zllocating the ebove bend; however, the urgent needs or
the lernd mobile services <the citizens redio service, end others
would be thorouzhly considered before =2 final determinzation is
medc.  Accordirgly, the Comiissioca is desirous of ascertaining
the dvailebility of tre 220-225 }Hz band for use in resolving
these criticel communicaticn requireme :s.

An early reply, et your convenience, voi 4 be avpreciated.
Sincerely,

N
I&‘ IJQ%W\’

Jeadm SulC

Chairman
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMM!SS!ON
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20554 .

torley

January 12, 1972

it raover ! IN REPLY REFER TO:
! H
§

N " ’ 6310

Mr, Wilfred Dean, Jr,

Assistant Director, Frequency Management
Office of Telecommunications Policy
Washington, D, C. 20504

Dear Will:

Reference is made to a letter from the Director, OTP to the Chairman, FCC
dated August 25, 1971 and subse tent correspondence related to a possible
allocation in the band 223-225 MHz to the Citizen's Radio Service.

We have prepared a draft Notice of Proposed Rule Making in this matter,
a copy of which is enclosed for your information, This draft has not
been sufficiently coordinated within the Commission to warrant introduc-
tion to the IRAC at this time,

One area of concern to us ic the necessity to apply a restriction to
Citizen's Service operations .imilar to that applied to amateur operations
under footnote NG 13, 1In view of the secondary status and the low power
requirement for the Citizen's Service, we would hope that no specific
restrictions would be re iired,

We would appreciate the position of your office relative to the necessity
for footnoting Citizen's Service operations at 225 MHz with a geographic
restriction in Texas and New Mexico.

Sin ‘rely yours,

Co Wl flonn

c. Phyll: Horne ‘
Assistant Chief Engineer in Charge of
Frequency Allccation and Treaty Division

Enclosure










6. The Commission has been petitioned to establish & new Class E
Citizens Radio Service in thé band 220-222 MHz (EIA proposal, RM-1T7LT).
The band 220-225 MHz is curreni y allocated internationally to the
Amateur and Radiolocation s ‘vices on & coequal basis. Nationally,
however, Radiolocation is the primary service and the Amateur service
has secondary status. The latter service is further constrained by
foothote NG 13 to the national Table of Frequency Allocations specify-
ing that in an area in Texas and New Mexico about 175 miles wide and
110 miles in latitude centered essentielly on the White Sands Missile
Range, normal amateur operations are not permitted in the band between ¢
5 AM and 6 PM, Monday through Friday. In view of the Government use

of the band for radiolocation, the Commission has inguired as to the
band being shared with scme form of Citizens Radio Service operations.
We have been advised by the Director of the Office of Telecommuni-
cations Policy that sharing to accommodate additional operaticns of

the Citizens Radio Service would be practicable in the band 223-225 MHz.
However, such use would be subject to the possibility of receiving
interference from radioclocation operations, particularly-in coastal,
North Central and the Northwestern areas of the United States.

T. Factors in favor of additional allocation to the Citizens
Radio Service are the f-llowinz: (1) propagation characteristics
at 225 MHz are more applicable to the short range (normal ten miles

. or less) requirement of this service; (2) the unusually high concen-

tration of Commissic licensees in the 27 MHz Class D band (47% of

81l radio stations authorized by the Commission on June 30, 1S ), were
Class D Citizens Redio Service licensees sharing only 230 kHz of the
spectrum with an estimated several million Part 15 devices); (3)
enforcement of a satisfectory service at 225 MHz, which will require
nevw applications for licenses and new equipment for operations, can
be made immediately more effective] ¢\ Aocen

8. Factors weighing against allocation of new spectrum at ~?5 MHz
are the following: (1) cleaning up the problems at 27 Miz will only
be affected to the extent that there will be some fewer operators in
the band; (2) the Commission has been informed by one source that 90%
of present Citizens Band users say the Class D allocation is asdequate
for their purposes or would be if illegal operations were ceased;

(3) Amateur users of the band 220-225 MHz cannot be expected to favor
the reduction of this band in favor of another service.

9, The Commission is persuaded that the balance is in favor of
some increased allocation. Therefore, the band 224-225 MHz 1s

proposed for a Class E Citizens Radio Service. 1In general, we

anticipate that transmissions will be crystal contrc led, FM voice
on 25 kHz channels. The band proposed can accommodate 40 channels
at this spacinz. It should be borne in mind that no channel, even
those designated fOf "emergency" purposes, can be given a greater
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‘We look forward to worka.ng further with yoxj on th:Ls matter.

' - & ) S:mcerely, |
Fie q’-—"‘

i // Y ;557
o c1 y T. Wh:l.tehead |

Enclosure
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OFFICE OF TELZCOMMUNMICATIONS POLICY
EXECUTIVE CrFiCE OF THE PRESIDENT
' WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

DEPUTY DIRECTCR

Decenmber 27, 1974

Honorable Richard E. Wiley
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Dick:

As you know, the proposed reallocation of the band 223-225
MHz for a new Class E Citizens Radio Service has been under
reconsideration v _.thin the Executive Branch primarily in
view of potentia interference to established Government
radio services in the same and. adiccent portions of the
radio ¢ rectrum, -

Based on a recc t engineering analysis and a spectrum
planning review, we believe that the potential interference
prob =2m is manageable and not therefore an obstacle to
establishment of the propcsed service. We have concluded
however that certain conditions should be applied to ensure
compatibil :y between *he Zitizens Rac .0 Service and
Federal Government ope~ations in the vicinity of 225 MHz.
(See Enclosure 1). :

We also reviewed the rationa : in support of this new
sroposed radio service, and have reaffirmed our earlier
view that there is a definite need for a disciplined radio
service responsive to the needs and interests of the
private citizen which establishment of the Class E service
wou: 1 satic 'y. For example, using the two megahertz of
spcctrum offered, eightv FM rac .o channels could be made
avai ible to meet many of the currently unfilled’
s CONRYR:
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Estimates of the industrial activity contribution of such
a service sugc 't a market size approaching half a billic
dollars per year ... an additional matter to be considered
carefully in ight of the current economic situation.
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As noted in our March 29, 1972 letter, this office continues

to support the mission and objectives of the Amateur Radio
Service and we have, therefore once again, carefully
considered tlL_ Amateurs' objections to Class E. In t .s
particular instance, however, we feel that a larger public
need for radio justifies the foregoing reallocation. The
fact remains that amateurs could continue to use the band
involved, provided t. :y complied with the rules applicable
to the new radio service.

In view of the delay already inherent in this proceeding,
jt is urged that every consideration be given to expeditio
action on this matter by the Commission.

)

\ _ Sincerely,

had
PR

e

n Eger
AtLing Director

Enclosure
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. Conditions Applicable to Sharing Between the Citizens Radio Service and
Government Operations in the Vicinity of 225 MHz

o The allocation for the Citizens Radio Service should be &//
accommodated between 222-224 MHz.

(] This service should not be authorized earlier than May 1,
- 1975.

o The provisions of Footnotes NG68 and US121 as modified,
should be enforced strictly.

(o] The effective radiated power permitted in this service
should not exceed 50 watts for mobile stations and 400 watts
. for base and r peater sti: ions.

Additionally, and pursuant to earlier inputs from the Interdepartment
Radio Advisory Committee, it is recommended’ that:”

o Three 25 kHz channels be designated for Government use in
. .the 222-224 Mz band; two for exc Isive Government use and
one for Government/non-Government intercommunications o1 y;

. o e above individual channels be separated 300 to 500 kiz,
with no more than 1 MHz between the h thest and lowest
.channel;
o The use of these channels be essentia .y as now allowed on

. the 27 MHz Governme: . Short-Distance Low-Powered Channels
purs it o the provisions of Section 4.. 1 of the OTP Manual.
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. Enclosure 1




