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	P-R-O-C-E-E-D-I-N-G-S


	(3:04 p.m.)


		MR. WILHELM:  Ladies and Gentlemen we'll start in just a moment.  We're waiting for some Commission staff to arrive.  But while we're waiting, if I could have the interpreter come up for a moment please.  If there's anybody in the audience that needs sign language interpretation, please signify by raising your hand.  


		Seeing none, if anyone sees anybody today that needs sign language interpretation, please let me know.  Thank you.


		And also on some housekeeping matters, there will be an informal get together of the Steering Committee members and the Subcommittee Chairs and Vice Chairs tomorrow at 8:30 in the morning, rather than the usual 9:00 o'clock time.  And it will be in rooms, whatever room was up on that slide.


		Could you put the meeting notice slide up again, please?  Wang is always to the rescue.  TW402442, which is right around the corner here.


		(Whereupon, the above-entitled matter went off the record at 3:06 p.m. and went back on the record at 3:08 p.m.)


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  We're going to get started.  I guess first of all we're going to see if there's anybody, any changes anybody wants to make to the agenda.  The agenda's over there.  


		I guess we can, nobody wants to make any changes, I guess we can approve the agenda as it is.  Eventually we're going to have a presentation by NIJ regarding the NPSTC Precoordination database, but we're going to hold off on that and when Commission staff is here, we will take care of that issue.


		What we will do is drop down to a report.  Bette Rinehart will give us a report regarding the documents that we put together as a part of the Implementation Committee work and where that stands.  Of course you all know that the Fourth Report and Order is out so we've had to take that into consideration.  Bette if you would, please.


		MR. WILHELM:  Bette why don't you use the podium so people can see you as well as hear you?


		MS. RINEHART:  Okay, I'm Bette Rinehart with Motorola.  After the last meeting, of course, we had the Fourth Report and Order came out and I'd like to thank Carlton Wells for going through our documents and making a lot of changes for us, to incorporate the decisions in the Fourth Report and Order into our documents.


		We have all that in the guidelines and in the Draft National Plan and there's also footnotes in there which indicate which of the guidelines are requirements, based on the rules and which ones are simply NCC recommendations at this point.  


		We had a, Ted distributed them on the Listserve and we had conference call on Monday and went over the various, different input that we had gotten and that has all been incorporated into the documents.  And I think that's pretty much it.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay and there were some documents over on the table?


		MS. RINEHART:  Yes, they're all over on the table.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay.


		MS. RINEHART:  Oh wait and there's, the only thing really remains to be completed is the Implementation Subcommittee's Report to the Steering Committee and I know the writing group and the Subcommittee Chairs, would like to, or the Working Group Chairs would like to get together with Michael after this meeting if we could so that we can finalize that.


		x:  Maybe you'll want to hold up.  Yes, Mr. Buchanan?


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Dave Buchanan.  Just had a question.  Are we at the point from a planning, Regional Planning Committee standpoint that we can use these documents to base our plan on?  Because we're at the point where we're going to actually start putting together a draft plan for our region?


		MS. RINEHART:  In my opinion, yes.  Like I said, there are footnotes throughout the documents that indicate which ones are requirements and which ones are recommendations.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Dave, just for your information Michigan has used the earlier drafts in its development, initial development of its plan.  So I think they are a good tool.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Oh, they are.  We kind of used the earlier one to, for our discussions and we've kind of decided on a few issues to the point where we decided we better put together a draft plan so we could actually start going through and see what other issues there are.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Anybody else, any questions from the floor?  Thank you very much Bette.  Appreciate your Report and the fine work that the Working Group has done.  I'm going to call on Dave Eierman, see if Dave has anything to report at this time.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Yes, two things.  I'll give you a quick DTV update.  And then, do I have to do anything?  They turn it up for me.  No it's my, holds the connector in.  Hello.  Is this thing working now?  		You know, the report on what's happening at DTV transition and then, I guess, I seem to have lost my copy.  Bernie Olson has put together some information about the co-channel, adjacent channel, preassignment rules, you know the contour levels, C over I levels.


		I don't know if you guys want a presentation of that.  I only have like three or four copies.  I thought I had more but I have it on a disc that can be distributed.  


		I don't know whether, you know it's in a Word document form, not in a PowerPoint presentation form.  I don't know whether anybody wants any, you know ask him any questions about it or before you've seen it or we just distribute it electronically and I guess it needs to go to NPSTC, which is the frequency coordinators, for their review.


		Let me give you the DTV transition first.  You know, DTV transition is still going extremely slow.  And there's still numerous issues in the broadcast industry about, you know, like copyright protection of information that's going to be broadcast over the air.  


		You know cable must carry is still going slow, whether cable must carry multiple signals or you know an analog plus a digital or multiple digital.  Those issues haven't been resolved and a lot of the cable systems haven't upgraded to digital capability yet.


		The standard in the U.S. is still eight level vestigial sideband, despite all the discussions of COFDM.  


		Station numbers.  There's about sixteen hundred commercial and public television stations and there's a deadline of March 1st, 2002, a little over thirteen months away, when the commercial guys are supposed to be fully on the air operational.  And that's like twelve hundred and eighty-eight stations.


		According to the FCC records, there's been thirteen hundred and twenty-seven applications processed, but at the moment there's only a hundred and thirty-three DTV stations fully operational and on the air and another forty-nine operational under special or temporary permits.  


		Basically, those are the same as the National Association of Broadcasters, which shows about a hundred and eighty-five on the air and sixty-three different markets.


		Of the top ten, forty were, will be on the air May 1st of '99 and there's thirty-five licensed and three on temporary.  The next twenty, there was seventy-nine, supposed to be on the air in November of '99.  Then there's fifty-seven licensed and nine on temporary.  


		So there's still some in the major markets that aren't on the air.		There were numerous Senate hearings on DTV, mid-March.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Can we hear about the Senate hearings later?  So that we can break and do the presentation.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Go right ahead.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  On the database.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Go right ahead.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  We'll write down Senate --


		MR. EIERMAN:  Got it.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay.  At this time, what we'll do is, we will shift gears over to the database presentation that Tom Tolman, is going to take care of that for us if you would please, Tom.


		MR. TOLMAN:  Thanks, Dick.  We have, as you know, this has been a topic of discussion and we thought it would be very timely at this session to give a first-cut demonstration, a static demonstration if you will, of the proposed, the precoordination database.  


		Again, please understand this is, this is not the final, but this is, this is where we're going with it and what it's looking at.  


		David Funk, who is the project manager, of this will be giving the presentation.  And we'll begin with that right now.  David?


		MR. FUNK: Thanks, Tom.  I'm Dave Funk.  What we're going to show you here today is as Tom said a first cut, first peek at this thing that you guys have been referring to, especially out of this Subcommittee as the NLECTC Database.  But when Ted Dempsey couldn't say that he said NIJ, which we are a part of.


		And basically through the guidance of the NPSTC organization, National Public Safety Telecommunications Council, we have developed this database based on the information that this Subcommittee felt was important to try and coordinate between the four public safety coordinators as we move forward into the seven hundred database and the seven hundred megahertz process.


		Basically, the use of this database is, you know, is for the frequency preallotments, development of state and regional plans, so it has a purpose of not only trying to set up the plan and help in the process of planning for the regional planners, but it also will be able to manage that plan and provide a view of that plan in a wider version than before.


		One of the complaints from the eight hundred plans was not being able to see what the other guys were doing.  And this database will provide a way to have everyone be able to see everybody else's plan and actually do on-line reviews of the plans during those phases that are required by the FCC for concurrence on plans that are in progress.


		The initial and amended applications is kind of a third level and we will be processing those through the 601 Forms and eventually will have actual interface to the FCC and we'll probably be there about the same time everybody else gets there as we move through that process.


		Basically the access to the database are those very people that we just talked about.  The Regional Planners, the PSCC, the coordinators and their staffs that will be reviewing each of these applications and the processes that are involved there.  


		Applicants and proxies for those applicants, proxy being either a radio company that they're working through, an Erikkson, a Motorola, those sorts of folks, who may be working to help an applicant provide a radio license.


		And so those people at some point in the future will also have access, through passwords and permissions that are provided within the database.  And then as they begin to appear, the State interoperability executive committees.  Obviously that has to do with their ability to plan and understand what's going on in the rest of their world.


		The main capabilities that we're talking about is web access.  We wanted to provide the widest availability of the database.  It will have an informational front page and I'll take you to that page and we'll look at those things here in just a few moments.  


		Obviously secure access, registered users, we'll manage the users in the beginning to make sure that everybody is doing what they need to do and obviously there will be things that we need to work on as we move through it.


		But we will manage the registration of those users.  The databases are interactive so that licensing and all of the other kinds of information that are within the database can be accessed by a point-and-click method that you can move to the things that you need to see from any given piece of information.


		The frequency availability notebook which is probably the main piece that we've been looking at over the period of time that NPSTC technical crew began to work on the details of this plan and helping people identify what frequencies are available, which ones have already been booked, which ones are in the licensing process, and so forth.


		And then an interface to the FCC and their automated systems as we move through.  Basically all the help facilities would be online.  


		That includes instructions on the 601 Form which we will have there at the available as well as other kinds of reports and applications that will support the RPC and the planners primarily and as you look through those supplemental information pieces, those are some that were called out by our technical team, such as the regional and state plans.


		Lists of the channels and their impact on the areas and a number of other kinds of things.  Obviously resources for who are the RPC's that they need to talk to.  What are the other kinds of people that need to be involved.  And then obviously the limitations that might apply to any given region as they move along.


		Some of the system features, I won't spend a lot of time.  Obviously if it's going to work, it has to be running.  We're hoping for 24 by 7 operations.  We're building it for that.  There's a number of technical things that we can talk about.  Obviously the multi-level security so that we're working and we can maintain the integrity of our data.


		That certainly is going to be important for you as users as well as for us maintaining the database.  These are just some of the software features.  


		I won't go into detail on these.  I just thought we'd put them up on the screen.  You can kind of see the ideas behind what we're doing.  We're basing it on Oracle databases with Windows Enterprise servers.  And clustering the servers which is fairly front line kinds of technology that we're going to use.  


		These are applications that basically our programmers are working on, in cooperation with the other members that are putting together the pieces that will make the rest of it work for you as a user.  Obviously those include the web interface and the kinds of software that will allow the interfaces to the other kinds of systems as we move.


		Some of the hardware for those of you who are in the know of hardware.  We won't go into a lot.  But I've had people get mad at me when I say scuzzy in public so I just let people look at the slide.


		Basically the focus of today's presentation is to let you know that this is happening.  This is actually in progress.  It's not, in fact John Powell mentioned I should say, not the things that will be included, but the things that are included.


		And basically the, February was a busy month.  January is actually when we began the physical building of the database.  And as you can see, we've accomplished a number of things.  This was just a short list and I pulled this slide from the presentation I did as an update to the NPSTC group yesterday.


		As of March already all of the equipment is in, it's set up, and it is running.  The programmers, the network people are working on setting up all those pieces and putting together what we're calling a prototype demonstration and we'll be working on that as our April feature for the Technical Review Group of NPSTC.  And they'll be actually coming to Denver to take a look at the database.


		Running with real data with real system operation in what we're calling the prototype demonstration.  


		We had meetings in our attempts to make sure that we're covering all the bases.  We met with APCO and CET, the providers for most of the coordinators' software.  


		APCO doing their thing and CET doing for FCCA, EMSA and AASHTO.  We met with their programmers and their data people to make sure that when the database is there, the data can move back and forth between their systems seamlessly as well.


		And that's obviously going to be important as we, if this is going to be a functional tool for all of those people to be using.  


		We have work ahead, as we said, we're planning for the prototype demonstration in April.  Basically, just a quick graphic of where we are and where we're going.  


		We're fairly early in the process but we've actually put dates on the photo, prototype demonstration of April 18th to the 19th and 20th I guess is what is says now, 18th and 19th is what is says now.  The 20th was the original one, but these guys all have to be back here for that.


		And then the final design approval, which will be an actual document of the detail design of the database, which will be approved and once that's done, the contractors will proceed on through system installation.  


		The dates we're looking at for live operation, we're probably going to be looking for some of you who may be involved in your regional planning committees as guinea pigs if you will, in the summer.


		And final acceptance, we're anticipating if our time line goes well, and I'm sure it will.  We've so far been right on.  And we're looking at a final acceptance of October.  Okay?  


		This is a static demonstration.  Again web access is our focus but this is the front page.  Informationally there on the side, that's just some general information about 700 megahertz that we put there.


		That's intended to be flexible.  We can put other kinds of information in there and plan to as we move through.  


		The login over here obviously is where you will go to sign in.  Your passwords and your permissions as assigned initially will provide you with the capabilities, once inside the database.  Nothing magic about that.  We've also provided along the way, links to important sites that have to do with 700 Megahertz.


		We've put in these sites here.  Originally, one of our charges was to make sure we had information on planning.  The FCC's done a marvelous job of keeping their database with that kind of information there.  


		We've linked to their page.  And we've also utilized the FCC's page on the frequency coordinators, or excuse me, the regional planners, the conveners, throughout the nation and those that have identified themselves to the FCC.


		We also have a list of some of those who haven't yet and we try and keep everybody abreast as we find out a new name and as the plans come together. 		Each of these, we also have links to important sites.  The NPSTC site, which provides access to a number of pieces of information that are related to frequency use and also the kinds of public information having to do with the focus of NPSTC in helping with public safety communications.


		And in addition to that each of the sites for the coordinators are linked from this page.  And they will be linked from pages within the database as well.  


		The coordinators are an important piece in the 700 as you know because they will be working on this together.  And the database will become an important piece to pull together because, I don't want to do AASHTOs', his site is killing my computer, but I'll pop up APCO for a minute.


		For the first time they're going to be working, having to share the frequencies and put them all out there together.  So all of the information available for each of those bodies is going to be important.  


		Once the person who's come to this page, which will be accessed through the NPSTC web site, as a primary access point, they will enter into the database, again based on the permissions that they have from their sign on.


		Choosing the region.  If you are coming in to view, general review of this information, if you're a registered user, will be available to anyone.  If you are a regional planner or people involved in that process, you'll be able to access your region and you'll be able to modify the things within that region.  If you're a coordinator, you'll have permissions to go beyond that, primarily in the application processing side.


		Each State has been graphically represented.  The geocenters of each county within every State in the United States is in the database.  The population for every region and every county.


		Currently the data that I have will be in, you'll see a 1999 date on it, we'll actually use the 2000 census information when that becomes readily available.


		But again since this is a static demonstration, you need to recognize that not everything would necessarily be available and presented the way it is.  Depending on your permissions when you came in.  


		If you were just looking around, you could look at what frequencies, either within the region or wherever, this is a drop-down box that can be open and you can pick your region, or pick your county within the region.


		And depending on what you came here to do, you can begin to choose.  Over here we have work with applications, for example.  And you would be able to go in and do your 601 Form.  


		Now, don't freak out if this looks like the August form of the 601.  It probably is.  The actual form will be updated in the real version and probably is already.  These were just some of the ones, this actual screen is one we had up from early in the Summer, Fall actually.


		So, from the screen, you'll fill it out online.  The same data that's required for all of the 601 information, related to public safety and the frequencies that you're applying for.  


		And on this site over here, you will actually choose the coordinator.  Either as the proxy or as the applicant, according to the implementation guidelines.  You will choose which coordinator you'll use.


		Based on the information from their sites, for costs, services available and that sort of thing.  Each of those sites will be linked from this page as well.  


		And we have put into place a way that, if you are using other software, that provides a 601 Form, you will be able to import that license from that software to put into this.  But to maintain the integrity of our database, for the 700 Megahertz, the license has to start here for the process to go through.


		So you can start it in some other software and import it as long as it's in that electronic batch format that the FCC is recommending for the 601 Form. 


		Along with any of the attachments and as you move through the application, it will provide you with the information that you need to, either instructions or the information you need to complete it.  


		You can also attach images, your vector polygons, or any other kinds of documents that you need to attach, can be attached right with the application.  Then it can be sent on through the process once you submit it.


		As I said we can go to our State process, and we can go and see if you're having trouble identifying what frequencies does that particular area have.  What are they using and you'll get a quick facts sheet that will actually present, in color, which frequencies are assigned in this particular area.  What they're for, whether they're voice data or whatever the case may be as we move through the setting up of the spectrum.


		As we move on through, if you are a planner, same process.  And this is where we begin to look at that information concept.  The, how much frequency's out there, what's available and again, a quick fact to see what Boulder has assigned.  


		The process, which I may be able to show you if I have a scroll down, which I hope I do.  There we go.  Allows the view of a quick facts and these are the ones that were actually allotted to Boulder during a pretend process at some point.


		Again, as I said, we have, we've put together a formula here recommending a certain number of channels.  This is certainly a flexible thing since the actual recommendations have not come out of the Subcommittee.  


		This can be modified to fit that.  But the idea is that some matter of adapting the number of channels to population, per county, was taken into account.  And that's what this formula represents.


		Is that the actual county population is a representation of 6.7333 percent of that region and therefore, based on a formula of whatever that percentage of available frequencies, they should get 17.  Again, those formulas, that was there primarily just to show that it can be done.


		From the standpoint of assigning more frequencies, we can now get our list.  The concept of a information notebook, and that's what this demonstrates.  It will show what frequencies are unassigned or available.  


		And in this particular situation, if it cooperates, we can click and indicate that, I apologize, by selecting the channel that we've elected to add to Boulder's situation, we've been able to see which ones are available, what kind of channel they are, and, in some cases, for example, you'll notice that this one is available because it allows us to have a checkbox here.


		But it's assigned to Arapaho county, but because of the geocenter recommendation that the system is providing on some sort of a radii, 75 kilometers, 150 kilometers, whichever can be selected by the user, the channel can be identified and selected.  Simply any that want to go there can click and you simply add that to the system.  As part of the allocation process, that would then be assigned Boulder.


		And the process can be repeated.  One of the things that will happen in April at the demonstration, the prototype demonstration, is the final discussion by the Technical Committee from NPSTC on the automation of this process and a function that will allow an automated suggested allocation primarily to address the border issues, will be discussed.  


		And putting those final pieces together will happen in April as I said.  So that by May the final design, those issues will have been addressed.


		As you move along, again those frequencies and the allocation is part of the planning process.  The plan generally being developed would be in a computer.  That will be text pieces.  There are going to be technical pieces.  There are going to be the frequency allotment pieces.  


		If you've done it in your computer, the pieces that you've done within our database will be available to be exported and you can also browse here.  It will pop into your computer and you can select the documents where you've provided the plan in the text formats that you've written for your region.


		You'll be able to then import that and publish that plan by pressing this button.  When that happens, the plan will be put into the database in a PDF format and be able to be reviewed by others, either in a draft format, or in an actual final publication of your regional plan, which, of course, becomes final after it's approved by the FCC.


		And that, to review those plans, anyone can go to the area, it will call up an Acrobat Reader, and it will provide a complete document of whatever plan you've selected, whatever region that you're interested in, and that plan will be available for everyone to read.  


		If you're in the reviewing process, and you're soliciting comments, the database will know that by the way you've submitted it, submitted it in draft form that is.


		And comments can be made by adjoining regions and the process can be time and date stamped and monitored through the database to provide the evidence and concurrence that each region's going to be requiring.  


		As I said though there are text comments as well as time and date stamps on the overall review which will provide finalization of the process.


		Are there any questions before I close this out on these screens in particular?  Okay.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Ollie's got a question, Dave.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Hello.  Can you hear me?  In the first part you talked about access to database and you said applicants, manufacturer or its rep. can have access to the database and you're planning to have some kind of secure access, I presume password, you --


		MR. FUNK:  Password in at sign on.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Are you going to issue password?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Are you going to establish password?  Or --	


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Have a Password or can they use existing password the applicants have as they get to ULS database so they don't have to have so many passwords?


		MR. FUNK:  That's a future consideration.  Initially, yes, we will be, we will be authoring those.  And primarily that will be to allow the specific permissions.  As we move to an interface directly with FCC, we'll have to, we'll have to talk about that.  Some of those things may be okay.  I'm not sure that this use of a same password in lots of systems is a good idea.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Okay.  The only thing is as you know, when you get to so many databases, you have to remember which password you use for what and it gets confusing after awhile.  I know --


		MR. FUNK:  I understand.


		MR. SHAHANI:  -- it happens to me.  I often say I've forgotten my password, e-mail it to me.  Can I ask two more?  I don't want to hog out the floor.


		MR. FUNK:  You have the -- 


		MR. SHAHANI:  Contours, you said, you said you can attach documentation to the form.


		MR. FUNK:  Have data within the database would be the --


		MR. SHAHANI:  That would be from applicants or Chair to whom or where would it go back forth cause I have a follow-up on that?  Who would --


		MR. FUNK:  Whatever's required for FCC licensing now would be able to be submitted via the database.


		MR. SHAHANI:  All right.


		MR. FUNK:  The data that's submitted that way, if it's an image file that's attached, obviously the data would have to be entered into the database.  If it's an image, that image would go along with it.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Contours for instance.  If they have to have that, you would support different format, BIT map, JPEG, and stuff like that.


		MR. FUNK:  The final format hasn't been determined.  My guess is that we'll have multiple formats, because that's really, at this point in time, it's a storage issue.  It doesn't, we don't have an issue with that.  


		Depending on the final decisions again in April, when some of those technical decisions are made, it may turn out that it's just a BIT map or just a JPEG.


		MR. SHAHANI:  I've just got one more quick one and that's it.  Would you support, do we have to have a special browser to get to your system or Netscape --


		MR. FUNK:  No.


		MR. SHAHANI:  -- and IE will or does it matter?


		MR. FUNK:  Any browser will work.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Okay.  And you will have some kind of minimum requirement, what kind --


		MR. FUNK:  I'm sure there will be --


		MR. SHAHANI:  -- what level of Netscape this and IE that --


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.  Yes.  And those will be readily available.  


		We're trying to again recognize, we want the largest availability we can, so we're trying to optimize it to a browser that everyone has.  And the specific level will be announced but it won't be so high that you all have to go out and buy new browsers to do this I hope.


		MR. MCDOLE:  Art McDole.  This is a simple question.  Several have been answered already.  I'm impressed with what you're doing.  


		I assume, although you didn't show it on your demonstration, that you will have a master frequency list, by frequency, showing who's occupying those frequencies, so that we can immediately glance at it and see who's cochannel and adjacent channel simply by looking at that?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes, and again, those are primarily set up by region.  So when you go in as a regional planning person, you will be able to see your entire region.  I just didn't.  I mean obviously that would be an extensive list --


		MR. MCDOLE:  That's what I wanted to be sure of.


		MR. FUNK:  But yes.  That would show who has what.


		MR. MCDOLE:  Would it show the status of those?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. MCDOLE:  In other words, it shows whether they're presently licensed, whether they're allotted?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. MCDOLE:  And so forth, and so on?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.  Yes, whether it's in the process of being licensed, what its status within that license is and all at the touch of the mouse to that information --


		MR. MCDOLE:  Have you determined the format or how will that be shown?  Dates or something on it?


		MR. FUNK:  Well basically what you saw, the screens, that where the boxes with those charts, those will contain that information.  


		And some of them had blue and perhaps you couldn't see that from the screen.  But they will actually be hyperlinks to the other pieces of information within the database that you need to know.  If you need to go and look.  


		It would tell you, for example, this is cochannel owned by Washington County in your State as well and you could go click on Washington County and go see their table of charts and see what information is specific to that and then come back and do whatever else you need to do.  Yes.


		MR. MCDOLE:  That will -- thank you.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Dave Buchanan.  Couple of questions.  On the preallotment, automated, is there going to be a way to manually adjust, I can see some potential problems out our way with --


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  -- picking the geographical center and then --


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  -- trying to --


		MR. FUNK:  What we're doing and that's been a discussion point with, throughout, I keep referring over here because Dick DeMello's sitting there.  


		But, the point being that, yes, we recognize that it can't be just automatic and here you go, there's your deal.  Every RPC is, there's a potential for a different kind of plan.  


		And in just my talking with RPCs all over the country, we have people who are in a technical mode, such as New York, who are going to need every kind of piece of automated help they can and they're going to stick with it.


		I've had other people say well our plan is we're going to give everybody two channels and the rest go into a big pool.  And so you're right, there's going to be a need for that, and we're certainly anticipating that your plan is your plan.  


		Your regions plan, as long as it fits with the Implementation Subcommittees, the rules and regs that come down out of this group and the FCC, we're going to try to facilitate having that be --


		The database is for you to use.  To hold your information, not to try and force you into things, unless it's a rule.  If it's a rule, what we're trying to do is drive you that way and obviously try to keep those things within the system that have to be within the system.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Okay the next question is, I noticed you use counties.  I hope you're not, I hope it's flexible that you can go to a specific agency and put that in, not necessarily just the county?


		MR. FUNK:  Well, the county is in the preallotment side, that's the recommended, out of this Subcommittee, that was the recommended way of alloting at a 25 KHz block to counties within the regions.  Certainly in the licensing side it will be documenting the actual agency or person or whoever who holds that license.  It won't just be the county per se, yes.  If that's what, did I answer your question?


		MR. BUCHANAN:  A little bit, but if we're going to put in, if we come up with a complete allotment plan for our region, it's going to include at least in Southern California, it's going to even include the State of California is going to have an allotment for some of the general use channels.


		The City of Los Angeles or as sometimes we refer to it, the State of Los Angeles, they're going to have their own allotment.  So it's not just going to be by city, I mean by county.  There will be some counties that are given an allotment for a multi-user system.  


		MR. FUNK:  But those are within a county region.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Well they're within a county but when we show it in our plan, we're going to, if it's to a specific agency, we're going to show it to that agency.  Now that won't affect a preallotment along the border areas, but --


		MR. FUNK:  Okay.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  -- we would --


		MR. FUNK:  I think I see your point.  Let's talk offline and let me do some thinking about some of those.  It will show that licensee in the fact charts as you go through which frequency is assigned to who.  That is not just by county.  


		But in the allotment side.  Yes, it was primarily designed after the suggested things out of this Subcommittee, which talked about counties as that geographical breakdown.  So we'll need to move that and maybe that's a discussion item for April as well.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Recalling some of those discussions.  It was felt that most of the cities reside within the county.  The county constitutes this big huge population.  But it doesn't mean the spectrum is allocated only to the county.  


		It's kind of like allocated to the whole population and services within that county and if you're plan wants to list every city, that's fine.  That's not a problem at all.  Okay are we together?


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Yes, but I guess my other thing I'm thinking about is the State of California, which it doesn't, it resides in every county.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  That's true.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  So I don't how you'd -- we will have to know how you figure that one out for us.  I guess.


		MR. FUNK:  Okay.  It should not be a hard one.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Final question and then I'll get out of here.  If we, if we have a draft plan, when can you take that?  When do you, you want to store the draft plans into the system?


		MR. FUNK:  When the database is up and running, again, we'll be reaching out to some of you.  The idea is to have the draft plans up and in the database and the concept there is that the database will present that plan as a draft.  It will be so noted as a draft.  If someone were looking at your plan and it was out there as a draft, they could look at it but they would know it's a draft plan.


		The concept there is to have your adjoining states and regions be able to go in and look at your draft if that was your intent and have them make comments on it.  If that wasn't your intent and you just want it out there, that's okay too.  That will be replaced when you submit your final plan or an additional draft or updated draft.


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Right.


		MR. FUNK:  And that will just be an ongoing process until --


		MR. BUCHANAN:  Well, I'm just asking.  Our first draft should be around May.


		MR. FUNK:  Yes, some of you are going to be out there.  Colorado's in the process of theirs.  I know that Michigan's well on the way.  You're probably going to be a little bit ahead of us in being able to have it out there for you.


		MS. RINEHART:  I am Bette Rinehart.  I just had a point of clarification.  You indicated that there's different levels of access.  And a, I just wanted to be sure that a regional committee can go in and look at the adjacent regions and get the level of detail.


		MR. FUNK:  Oh, absolutely.


		MS. RINEHART:  Okay.


		MR. FUNK:  Absolutely.


		MS. RINEHART:  All right.


		MR. FUNK:  Without going into all the detail, obviously, if you're just there to look around as a user, someone who has, is of interest for example.  We're not going to open this up just so that you can be casually browsing on a Saturday afternoon and happen on to the licensing site and go, we're not going to do that.  But as an interested user you could go there and find that.


		The RPCs will have a lot of planning that they are going to need to do online and so they will have access to look at all those adjacent regions and things but what they won't be able to do is go in and actually change things in those regions.  And that will be determined by their permissions within their sign ons and passwords.  So, yes.


		MS. RINEHART:  Thank you.


		MR. SORLEY:  Tom Sorley, Florida Chapter of APCO.  Could you give us a scenario or an example of how, for instance, the State of New York might be able to alter your or your suggested preallocation, kind of what we talked about yesterday.  Maybe of tools or something.  		Because I was a little unclear when you were talking about that you said you were going to come up with it in April and do a suggestion but obviously California and New York and some of the other places are going to have their own mechanisms for doing this.  


		Can you give us an idea of how your database would handle that?


		MR. FUNK:  Well, I can't, because that's exactly what we're talking about in April.  Is how we're going to make the database handle that kind of scenario.  There's several scenarios.  One is having the database do some of that automatically and make suggestions in calculations that are within the database.


		Now keeping in mind the database as it's designed now, at the, within the particular parameters of that design.  There are not engineering pieces as a part of the database.  It is a resource and it is a database repository.  


		So within the realm of the geographic boundaries, we're getting close, we're moving to do radius closeness of same numbers, bottom line, because we're talking about no engineering pieces.


		So that is one way that you can do that.  You can have the computer assigned so that similar numbers are not in the immediate proximity within the designated radii.  


		The other way is to do some sort of an engineering tool, offline, take the data there, put it in and then put it back in to the database to be housed and thereby accomplish exactly the same thing.


		And specifically how we're going to handle that is part of our discussion in April with our technical team as well as our programmers to figure out exactly which way we want to plug that together. 


		And how we would, whatever it will be, I can tell you that it will be flexible enough that yes, just because it's done and recommended for you, doesn't mean that you can't change it.  And I think that was what David said.  Okay?


		MR. EIERMAN:  Yes, since this goes all the way to you know, does this go all the way to basically generating a Form 601?  I mean the information's all there or are you just storing?


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.  Yes.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay.  So I'm assuming that somewhere in the process the frequency coordinators have touched these database and helped generate that document.


		MR. FUNK:  Yes, at the point that those are licensed. 


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay, so, so does this database then satisfy the coordination and notification requirements under, or can it be used to satisfy coordination notification under 90.176?


		MR. FUNK:  We hope so.  By the time that it's done, the coordinator certainly will be receiving all of the information from the 601's and some of their work will be done offline.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay.


		MR. FUNK:  And certainly by the time we get to that point that's certainly an intent that it's going to be a tool for that coordinator as well as for the people who are applying.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay, but, in the meantime they may have to notify one another offline but they could then go, the coordinator could then go in an look and see what's in the database.


		MR. FUNK:  The database will manage notifications between those four in particular.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay.


		MR. FUNK:  And, in fact, when an application is submitted, in its final form from whoever submitted it.  Either the applicant or the proxy, the coordinator that they chose will be notified through the database.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay.


		MR. FUNK:  Probably an e-mail as well as in a database messaging center that they will have that frequency or that application to go look at.  


		And so yes in that sense that you're talking about there, each of those people will have access and be notified when an application's been submitted for them.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Let me amplify on that already.  The FCC has an agreement already public safety coordinators to notify each other on all the shared public safety frequencies anyway and they have an agreement that when they recommend a shared or adjacent channel they wait five business days before they go to the Commission with their recommendation and there's a software interactive between CET and APCO as of, is there, they do that, so that kind of a process you don't have to worry with.  It's already done for lower bands and 800.


		MR. FUNK:  I understand it will be part of the process simply because they are using the same database so they're dealing with the same frequencies anyway.  


		I mean that's the point of the database is that they all can see the real time status of those frequencies so that they don't have to send a separate message outside the system to review that.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Actually I have couple of follow-up questions.  Do you have a lot?


		MR. HARASETH:  No I was just going to comment.  This is Ron Haraseth, that this won't deal like the five-day notice because it'll be a live database that all the coordinators have and just like right now when we bring in for coordination purposes.


		We have an application database, FCC database and we have the notification database.  That's what we coordinate off of.  In this case, we will also be bringing in the 700 database.  


		So that's the fourth one that we'll be doing live coordinations with.  And that will be automatic to our process, essentially.  And when Dave's system releases an application, that's met all the criteria of the regional planning process, it'll automatically show up because of it's status change on our coordination system.


		MR. FUNK:  Okay.


		MR. HARASETH:  And then we'll be the pipeline for it to ULS.


		MR. SHAHANI:  This is Ali Shahani.  I just had two other questions.  Obviously this system, it's going to be interactive as you said, right between?  


		And you know ULS, FCC ULS has some very good tools where you can use just FYI tools, for instance you want to know where you are, what region and conversion stuff.  Are you planning to link that to that or are you going to have those yourself.


		MR. FUNK:  Yes.  Many of those tools will probably be available.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Population and stuff.


		MR. FUNK:  Through the database.  Well population is there.  It's part of our database and will be presented every time you go into a county.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Okay, the follow-up on the last one was, you said it will be, when it's licensed from the Commission, it comes back and updates the database who's been licensed.  As it stands, FCC database has two different formats for licensing.


		One is GenMen, which is far more user friendly than ULS it has where you have to constantly link and get to frequency which is the last item in that database and it's very tedious.  


		I'm not sure what format you're going to have the license on if, but for whatever it's for, if you've already done it fine, if you haven't I would suggest the GenMenu, which is general menu format that they have right now and is working well and is much, much user friendlier.  But I don't know what format license you're going to have on your system.


		MR. FUNK:  The EBF format was generally the one that we've discussed because I think that's the common.


		MR. HARASETH:  The EBF is actually the file transfer protocol that's used and that you will use in the, and that all the PSSC will use.  


		The view form, the FCC is in the process of creating a new system out their for viewing licenses.  It will be quite a bit different. It will replace GenMenu.  It will be significantly better than either one of them.


		In our case, for APCO, our system that we're using ultimately, or even for right now for that matter, will appear exactly as the 601.  


		And Dave's obviously already built that view capability into their system so I don't know if that's what he's going to use or a simplified view of the license.


		MR. SHAHANI:  Well I'll take it back.  You're right.  FCC and microwave licenses when you click to view it it looks like the 601 and you can just scroll down to get to all the parameters.  


		But for some reason other bands, it's the one that you push down link to go to next field and it's just not user friendly.  The ULS --


		MR. FUNK:  And of course we won't be dealing in any of those.  This is for 700 MHz and the concept is, of course, that we are tracking that process from the beginning through to the end.  


		And, so it's in that database.  So the information back and forth between the FCC will be updating that database if you will with their current status of that license.  Okay, so the presentation will be within our system and the status will be representative of that final status that we receive from the FCC in that last transmission back.


		MR. HARASETH:  Just a comment as one of the coordinators.  We've been working very closely with them on that detailed segment as Dave said.  Their contractor's been to our offices, spent some very quality, productive time.  Has been with CET as well.  And so far what I've seen everything they're doing will mesh extremely well into the existing FCC ULS environment and the coordinators environment.


		MR. FUNK:  Thanks for your attention.  I appreciate your time.


		MR. TOLMAN:  Okay thank you Dave.  Don't go too far we have another piece when we talk about funding if we can get that over -- Working Group 5.


		MR. TOLMAN:  Just one more.  One of our working groups, Working Group 5, has been called the Funding Working Group and we have some exciting news about that.  You've heard in previous reports that NIJ, again through the NPSTC, NSO, it's been called the NSO, the NPSTC Support Office, which is their host at the University of Denver has funds in the hopper standing by to deliver.


		We talked about the RPC support.  We've responded to the request for support to the RPCs.  And Dave, just real quickly.  Dave who is also working the outreach, what we're terming outreach component, of delivering those funds, could you give a quick, brief of where we're at with that?


		MR. FUNK:  Basically since Orlando when we announced the plan for free money, we've actually had only two people send me a form, but we've had a lot of requests.  We actually have contacted most of the existing RPCs in some manner or another.  


		Either by e-mail, by phone or by friend.  Someone adjacent that got the information and passed it along.  But we have received ten specific requests for those forms.


		One change that occurred was that originally we had talked about putting the forms on the website at NPSTC to download.  But what I thought was a better idea that having to contact me for those forms gave me the opportunity to contact that person that was requesting them to get to know them, to talk to them on the phone, and that's been a very important thing that I've enjoyed doing.


		So, essentially, what it comes down to, there hasn't been a rush, most of the people are waiting, somebody said oh gosh somebody might not really mean this is free.  I had to convince Florida very, very hard, to, really, it's okay.  Send me your form.  And they did.  


		So, actually we have three in the hopper now and that's basically a quick report on where the money's at right now.


		MR. TOLMAN:  Thank you Dave.  Yes, that's right.  No it's not taxed.  This is tax free.  Thank you David and now we'll yield over to David Eierman.


		MR. EIERMAN:  Where was I?


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Senate.


		MR. EIERMAN:  There were some Senate hearings in mid-March.  A lot of discussion about what's been delayed, why it's been delayed and all the issues, but I don't think there's been any resolution there.  You know, there was some repeating of former Chairman's Kinard's comments that you know Congress could revoke some of the limitations that were put on the broadcasters or some of the concessions given that a broadcasters are allowed to stay on the band if the process didn't speed up.


		There's been, there's a NPRM out.  Numerous questions one of them being the decision to declare early, I don't think that's finished yet.  There's no Report and Order out on that yet.  The auctions for the other part of the band the other 30 MHz are delayed at least the third time to September of this year.


		Some requests the possibility of delaying it even further into 2002.  You know so that does not necessarily help public safety.  You know have the commercial people help them clear the band to broadcasters.  


		I don't think the Bush administration has taken the position yet.  There's been some discussion about fees and getting auctions going to get money in the treasury by certain dates, but I don't think we've seen concrete plans out of the Bush Administration yet.


		Paxton has been very open and you know discussing possible ways of getting out of the band early.  They control about ten percent of the stations in the 60 through 69 and them and three other networks together control about 40 percent.  


		And they've had some discussions about, that if they got Cable-Must-Carry and they would possibly consider ending their analog broadcast in this band, you know, as long as many of their viewers could get it over cable instead of over the air.


		Spectrum Exchange is still active trying you know, come up with ways for the commercial people to help pay to clear the band.  You know they had made a presentation here once about the reverse auction.  There's been some discussion lately about the commercial bidders would add so much dollars to whatever bid price they came up with for the spectrum to set aside the fund to help pay to clear the band.


		So there's a lot of discussions going on there but nothing's really happened.  The PSWN published this report that's out there and a lot of information about what are the issues about getting the band cleared.  You know the recommendations is basically you know getting the FCC to enforce the original schedule.


		You know, the  Public Safety Commission taking an active position to get prior, equal priority and especially border issues to move faster.  RPC is being active to get their plans developed and establishing a State Interoperability Committee to at least show that public safety is active and does need this spectrum.


		Canadian border issue, the State of New York and their consultants you know had several meetings with APCO Canada, Radio Advisory Board of Canada and some other public safety agencies up there.  And they, Shawn O'Hare from Syracuse Research, has set up a meeting this Friday afternoon, here in the building at 2:30, to sort of go over what's happening there.  That's basically it on DTV.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Want to tell me about that? 


		MR. EIERMAN:  Okay, tell you about this.  One of the issues that, one of the sets of parameters that need to be defined for 700 was what are the rules for cochannel and adjacent channel spacing.  


		It's like what we had at 821s where there were, you know, 40 db meter circles and 25 db meter circles, circles and 5 db meter circles, you know based on the technical parameters of 700.


		What are the comparative circles at 700?  Bernie Olson, who has probably left.  Bernie went to a plane.  Put together a paper describing what are the appropriate numbers for 700?  So I guess you know that needs to be presented here.  And distributed to whoever needs to review it.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay, what I'd like to do with that document is distribute it to the folks that are going to be meeting out in the University of Denver?  I always want to say Colorado, University of Denver.  And discussing the database in April and from that group we will report back to the Implementation Committee.


		And the Implementation Committee then can decide whether they're going to take it on to support it for the NCC or not, so.  I think that probably seems to be a logical progression at this point in time.  I have provided a copy of this to Michael for the record.  So that he has a copy of the information.  Does that seem appropriate Michael?


		MR. WILHELM:  Yes, and they're available at a dollar a page.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay, any comment from anybody on that?


		MS. KOWALSKI:  Jeannie Kowalski, Federal Communications Commission.  Just wanted to ask you to keep something in mind.  The 55 regional planning committees are in the process probably right now of considering whether they want to change their boundaries.


		Potentially, 19 regions could change boundaries.  So it might make your work a little harder but we've got a deadline, okay.  July 2nd.


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Thank you.  Okay I wanted to just cover the record for Fred Griffin, he had to leave, and he wanted to make sure that the Radio Resource Publication was included in the record today and it has been.  And I think that just about takes care of my notes.


		Ollie did you have anything to report?  Okay.  Any old business?


		(No response.)  


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay, any new business?


		(No response.)


		CHAIR DEMELLO:  Okay, I guess we're able to adjourn if someone wants to, okay we've got a circle out there.  Seeing as we don't vote on things I guess we're ready to adjourn, I guess we can adjourn.  Thank you.


		(Whereupon, at 4:13 p.m. the above-entitled matter was concluded.)
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