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P-ROGCGEEDI-NGS
9:13 a.m

MR  MJRPHY: One thing | did want to
mention that Fred Giffin remnded ne, we received a
message | ast week from Dick DeMell o that he could not
attend the neeting because he was undergoi ng radiation
treatnents. | don't know the nature of his particular
illness, but please keep him in your thoughts and
prayer. And of that, John, as soon as you get plugged
inw'll start the Interoperablity Subcommtt ee.

MR POWELL: Good norni ng. Hopeful |y
everyone has had an opportunity to get the paperwork
that is over on the side desk. And | would just |ike
to go right through the Agenda. W do have a nunber
of itenms this norning.

As usual, | would Ilike to have Bob
Schlieman to do the duties of Secretary if he would
for the Subcommttee neeting this norning. And is
there anyone new in the room that would be interested
in in participating on one of the working groups
within this Subcommttee, they are actually listed out

as to what their functions are. Under item 6 on the
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Agenda, pleaser see nyself or Bob and we will add you
to the roster.

W have an Agenda and if could get a
notion to accept the Agenda or if there are other
itenms people would like to see added to it. W can
anmend it at this point. Have a notion to accept the
Agenda? R ck Mirphy, second. Dave Buchanan. Ckay,
no objections, we'll nove forward.

We have the docunment nunber 88A which is
the mnutes of the last neeting in Washington, D.C. on
January 30. If you could take just a mnute to review
those mnutes and if there are any corrections or
additions that need to be nmade, | wll entertain them
at this point. Wile Bob plays sone nusic for us. No
addi tions or corrections?

Do | have a notion to accept the mnutes
from the |ast neeting. St eve Devi ne. Second? Cee
this is a quiet group today. Nobody wants to second
the m nutes. Dave Buchanan. Ckay unless there is
objections, we will accept the m nutes.

Because the Docunent Summary List now is

down to five pages. The only page | brought today is
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page five, which is the nobst recent docunents that
have been added since the Washington Meeting. | wll
after this nmeeting is over circulate this updated |i st
along wth other docunents from this neeting to the
list serve.

Under Working Goup activity, Report
Drafting, Bob is now waiting on ne to get him sone of
the docunents that have kind of slipped through the
cracks and are hiding on various conputers for Wrking
G oup 1.

Wrking Goup 2 I understand that Rick, do
you want to address Chairman Schiff of that?

MR MJURPHY: Thanks M. Chai rnan. Kyl e
Sinclair has noved on to work for the Transportation
Security Admnistration. So, he is no longer with the
Departnent of Treasury or the PSWN Program But we
would like an opportunity to delay wuntil the next
neeting. And between now and the next neeting to send
you some nom nations for taking over as Vice President
of the Interoperability Subcommttee and heading up
the Working G oup No. 2, if that is your desire.

Also, we would ask that if there are any
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open itens left on Wrking Goup 2 that you let us
know what they are so that we can conplete the tasks
on those.

MR POWNELL: kay, R ck, thanks. So if
there is anyone else? W typically had a Federal
Menber as Vice Chair and Kyle had volunteered to Chair
the Qperational Requirenments Wrking G oup. If there
is anyone else that is here or you would like to
nom nate for those positions, please |et nme know by e-
mail. And we will address that at the next neeting.

It is ny pleasure at this point to
i ntroduce Steve Devine fromthe M ssouri State H ghway
Patrol, sitting next to nme here on ny right. Wo has
taken of Carlton Wlls position as Chair of Wbrking

Goup 3. Wich is Rules, Policy & Spectrum Pl anni ng.

As | knew it would be the case, Steve bailed right
into this. And has been turning out a lot of
docunents. I will also add that he is Chair of the

State Interoperability Executive Commttee in M ssouri
and has a nunber of other activities in that arena
going now that Steve, | think, would be of interest to

the group also. Wth regard to the Federal Channels
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and so on when you have an opportunity to talk about
t hat .

MR DEVI NE: W'll get to those on the
Agenda here shortly as well, so.

MR POANELL: It's all yours.

MR DEVINE: Thank you M. Chairman. The
Wrking Goup 3 and ny initial observance of it dealt
with sone Interoperability issues that were, at |east,
initially were perceived by sone to be outside of the
scope of the 700 band. And | think that probably is
still going to be topic of sone discussion. But nore
and nore after doing sone research and finding that
sone of the Conmssions recent I nteroperability
proposals have referred to this body in particular,
this group as being one to adm nistrate those channels
in the absence of anybody adm nistrating them

In particular, the third report in order
addressing sone of the VITEC and UTEC Interoperability
and narrow band channels that have been, the
adm nistration of those channels in absence of the
frequency coordinators adopting a plan was suggested

possibly, that this body could do that. I would |ike
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to see in the scope of this work that, that at |east
addressed and hear sone comments on that as well.

One of the other issues, from a |ocal
|l evel, seem to be having difficulties with is the
act ual authority  of the State Interoperability
Executive Commttee is those that have forned and
their expansion or their at |east authority outside
the 700 band, which officially there isn't any, but I
certainly do see the need for it at a local |evel.

It is not necessarily the draft rules, but
certainly to bring the rules to the locals and in the
hope of conpliance and effectiveness with regard to
sone of these channels. As a separate initiative
outside of the Part 90 Mterial, we have entertained
or at least initiated sone discussion regarding the
NTI A Law Enforcenent |ncident Response Channels
regarding talking to NTIA and the official proposals
involved both the FCC and NTIA regarding these
channel s.

And the response back was positive
indicating that a sponsor, a Federal sponsor would be

needed for the partial inplenentation or whatever
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portion was appropriate due to Federal use of these
channel s. Wat we asked for was the ability to
develop a plan state wide. And contrary to the public
notice the commssion issued regarding individua
licensing for individual agencies sonetines being
sponsored by individual Federal entities. W pondered
the idea of perhaps taking a plan, having a plan
approved, federally and letting t he State
Interoperability Executive Commttee inplement that in
addition to sone of the previously designated 10
channel s below 512 that the Comm ssion has issued to
be used as a resource by the SIEC to develop sone
Interoperability plans within Mssouri, both the urban
areas and netropolitan. The urban areas as well as
the scarcely popul ated areas of the state. And we are
entertaining that and we are continuing noving.
Understand that there is federal incunbents adjacency
on those channels now, so that wll have to be
addressed as well. But there is a possibility sone of
those channels may eventually be a part of a pulled
resource in addition to some of the Part 90

Interoperability Spectrum issued as well. So we
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certainly welconme any comments on any of those ideas.
And anybody think that that is or exactly what they
think of that. That is kind of where we stand at the
nmoment . There isn't any novenent on that, but | am
hoping to nake sonme contacts and it is going to be a
process, but | feel confident that a portion of those
desi gnated channels mght be available to sone degree

as far as a resources for the region.

MR BUCHANAN: Just a coment. I
supported it. It fits in with what we want to do in
California. Don Root of our Ofice of Energency
Servi ces s trying to set up t he State

Interoperability Commttee now and one of the things
he wanted to do is review all of the channels. So |
think that would be a great way to go if the NCC
endorsed that, | would support that.

MR POMNELL: Right, | think that, since I
am going to chair that commttee in California. Ve
have been tal king about that there. Ri ck, from the
Federal level, are you famliar wth any other
requests comng in for other states to do that kind of

t hi ng. But to pull in sone of the Federal Channels
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into a pool ?

MR MJRPHY: Yeah, just a comment on that.
There are considerations being |ooked at to nmake
nati onw de not only, we already have the narrow banded
channel s designated, but there is a nove underway to
make nationwide wde band until those narrow band
becone avail able and things get mgrated over.

W don't know specifically what those
channels will be right now It is proposed that one
repeater pair and one sinplex frequency be provided to
the state and locals both in the VHF band and UHF band
so things can be pre-staged and ready to go when and
i f the federal governnent conmes into a particular
area. And that way everything is set up. And again,
it gets back to what Steve nentioned. W are |ooking
for a license that can be issued to a responsible
party in the state. W don't want to have to
aut hori ze 55,000 different |icenses for 55,000 public
saf ety agenci es. W would like to just authorize 50
|icenses, one for each state. Simlar to what they
did with the 70-0 band.

MR DEVI NE: M. Chairman if | could add
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as well that | certainly wouldn't want to have to be
responsi ble for hel ping individual agencies and their
conpliance as well. So that all the nore reason it is
sonmewhat sel fish. In addition to that, Mssouri, the
state governnment is taking sone state dedicated w de
band channels and also allowng to contribute them
into the pool to expand this VHF w de band resource
that we hope can be a pool for an incident comand and
sonme other things we can do at that state |evel. So
it is not just the previously designated channels. It
is not just the NTIA channels. There is also a state
commtnment there with us and previously designated
wi de band channels that were exclusive to state use
that they are going to allow |locals under particular
MU s and agreenents with | ocal agencies.

MR POWELL: M chael, | am not sure how
many SIAC is actually forned. Do you have that
i nformation?

MR WLHELM No, I, we aren't notified of
that so we have no idea.

MR POWELL: Ckay.

MR SCHLI ENAN: | thought that they were
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supposed to report that by April.

MR POWELL: | thought that they were
waiting for the mail systemto get cleared up.

V. KOWALSKI : Good norni ng, Jeanne
Kowal ski, FCC. The truth is, the Commssion wll be,
is hoping to put out a public notice which will inform
everyone what the results were concerning this
Interoperability admnistration. R ght now, there are
sone issues we are not certain how they are going to
come out.

But generally | can tell you we have about
33 of the states that have applied and asked to
admnister the Interoperability channels and they
woul d either set up sone independent body equival ent
to SIEC O they have sonething that they want to
use.

W have 16 that sinply did not respond.
And then there are 8 others and |I know these nunbers
don't add wup, but renmenber we have territories as
wel | . So in the whole universe we are w ndow ng
through | think the four that is just not clear that

t hey understand what they were applying for. And our
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goal is to have that out soon. The notice to get this
settled so that a regional planning commttees wll
know.

But independent of that, | think every
state within every state, you should all know what
your governor wi shes to do on this issue. That should
be common know edge by now. And ours would sinply be
a confirmation of what is known |ocally.

MR PONELL: | would hope you wll be
putting out a list then that would show who it will be
based on the information you got for each of the
states?

M5. KOMLSKI: Correct.

MR PONELL: G eat . That will be a big
hel p.

MR DEVINEE M only question is that M.
Chai rman would be, would there be any indications of
that expanding any authority outside of what we all
ready know it to be that the 700 authority. O would
it just be stating the states that have applied for it
and who are forming? O would it give any inference

to that?
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VR POAELL.: | am just going to have to
wait to see what cones out. But | know from the way
we admnistered things in California, certainly that
the rules allow the state or sonme organi zation to step
to the plate and coordinate all those channels. And
we certainly have agreenents wth the frequency
coordinators in our state. For exanple, on the
I nteroperability channels on the |lower band, they wll
not issue a license, issue. They will not coordinate
a license on those channels. They were only issued to
one the one agency in the state that handles that for
that the state. And it has worked well since 1961.

MR BUCHANAN: Long tine.

MR POAELL: Long tine.

MR BUCHANAN.  Question, John. Is any of
this leading to also siting on a digital standard? |
know that is a little bit outside of the preview of
the 700, but for the Interoperability below 512 as it
goes narrow band, we just can't leave it as anal og
when the whole world is going digital?

MR POAELL: | think that is an issue, if

you ook at the first line under item6c, the Al Band
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Rul e WMaking Proposal, docunent 85A At the |ast

neeting we tal ked about that. And | know we talked
about it, but I don't remenber if it was specifically
included in the witing for that docunent. But, one

of the things I would like to get acconplished today,
since we did discuss it at the last neeting is to
forward a letter to the Steering Conm ttee asking that
they request that the Commssion to initiate a rule
making to address all those issues across all the
bands.

And it certainly fromthe third report in
order where the Commssion did designate, in fact,
this subcommttee to handle sone of the adm nistrative
duties if another organization did not want to do
that. And Steve's got it right here and | amgoing to
ask himto read it. Specifically what they said in
the third R& on this subject. But | think it is
appropriate that we get that to happen.

And we did talk wth the Steering
Commttee last neeting about it and they were very
open to taking such a request and noving forward wth

it. Do you got that handy there Steve?
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MR, DEVI NE: | think I gave a copy to you
and Bob | ast night actually.

MR POWELL: Vell maybe | have it here
Let nme see. | probably took off and left it.

MR DEVINEE The job you are referring to
is the third or fourth order Interoperability under
512 that was discussed wth the admnistration of
t hose channel s. And the comm ssion expected the
frequency coordinators to develop a plan for the
inpl enentation of the interoperability channels in
lieu of that into this conmmttee or sonething simlar.

MR PONELL.: We actually brought that up
yesterday at the NPSTC neeting where the coordinators
were there and | think, | see Ron here. The
coordinators had no interest in admnistering the
interoperability channels. Feeling that was not

really within their scope. Bob did you find that copy

t here?

MR SCHLIEMAN: Yes. That is it.

MR POWELL: Wile Steve is looking for
that. So, | think we need to ook at alternatives for

those channels and certainly | think from what Steve
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is going to read here with the Comm ssion has given us

and open on that.

MR, DEVI NE: The actual states, if a
licensing admnistration -- Interoperability channels
we will rely on the four public safety frequency

coordi nators. W envision that the four coordinators
will jointly develop an Interoperability pl an
regardi ng the nmanagenent and nationwi de use of these
I nteroperability channels. This plan could be
devel oped in concert with the group staffed with the
adm nistering the Interoperability channels in the 700
band. Addi ti onal , we would expect frequency
coordi nators to wor k with exi sting i censee
experiencing harnful interference as we all know is
al ready occurring in the Interoperability bel ow 512.

MR PONELL: From our prior discussion, |
think there was general agreenent within this group at
the last neeting that it would be appropriate for the
organi zations within each state that are designated to
manage channels in the 700 band that they also be
given the authority to manager the Interoperability

channels and all of the other public safety bands.
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I ncl uding the federal channels if agreements could be
made with sponsoring federal agency to free up sone of
t hose channels. Realizing they may be different
wi thin each of the states dependi ng upon federal use.

MR DEVINEE And | also see no reason that
the federal access to these channels through MM s
couldn't also be, if SIEC was inplenenting the
Interoperablity below 512 channels was no reason why
they couldn't conme in and know that is a conmmon
platformas well.

MR POWNELL: Ri ght. Rick, I amgoing to
ask you another question based on what Dave Buchanan
br ought up. Have you | ooked at any nandated digita
standard for those channels that are going to allow
users to use themat all?

MR MJURPHY: Actually, we haven't.

MR W LHELM Rick, I am sorry for the
pur poses of the Court Reporter, would you please cone
to the m crophone agai n?

MR POMNELL: We'll just reserve a section
over here for our federal representatives.

MR MJRPHY: Actually, we have not | ooked
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at these standards. W were sort of hoping that he
commttee would help guide us to those standards to
say, this where public safety community is | eaning.
And this is what we are looking at as they --
standards. W of course sit on the international for
the broadband data, but definitely not the w de band
data in 700 so that we're depending on this commttee
to try to come up wth sonething. But we have not
| ooked at any particular standard so far.

MR POWELL: Cay. At this point, the
only thing is really out there is anal og?

MR MJURPHY: That is correct.

MR POWELL.: Your own users you have on
t hose channel s.

MR SCHLI ENVAN: John, could we nake it a
formal request of the commttee that we forward that
to NCC, that recommendation for SIEC to be authorized
to manage the public safety Interoperability channels
and all band and any federal Interoperablity with any
federal channels for Interoperability with state and
| ocal ?

MR POMNELL: Yes, what | would like you to
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do is to include that and at this point entertain a

motion to nove a letter referencing docunent 85A to

the Steering Commttee tonorrow asking that they

request the

commssion to either initiate or rule

maki ng or whatever other comm ssion action would be

appropriate

| nt er oper abi

to ext end managenent of t he

ity channels to the SIEC or designated

organi zations in each state. | should say other

designated o

rgani zations in each state to manage all

of the Interoperability channels in all of the public

saf ety bands.

MR BUCHANAN:.  John?

MR PONELL: Yes Dave?

MR BUCHANAN: Dave Buchanan. Could we

al so extend that to also ask that we be designated to

select a dig
As long as

m ght as wel |

(202) 234-4433

ital standard for use on those channel s?

we are going to ask for part of it, we
ask for everything?

PONELL: Certainly.

DEVINE: M. Chair?

PONELL: Yes Steve?

2 ® 3 3

DEVI NE: In addition to that, would be
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in the best interest of the entire process to so we
don't have fifty plus different channel designations
and channel names. Wuldn't there also be an
opportunity in concert with the request for a digital
standard to have a standardization to sone degree
regarding channel -- at least for namng abilities.
And perhaps couldn't that be done through the sane
body?

MR POWNELL: | think that would be a
| ogical way to go. W have another item at the very
bottom of the |list here regarding that. The
comm ssion so far has not wanted to do that at 700.
Al though they did it wthin the 700 order, third
report in order, did nane channels or standardi zed the
-- for the lower bands which does not nmake a |ot of
sense to ne, but we can raise the subject again. And
| know that it is being raised in other circles now
t hrough the Honel and Security Directors in each of the
st ates. So | think the commssion will be hearing
about it from another rep in the not to distant

future. There is actually, we have a copy here from -

-2
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MR DEVI NE: No that is actually the
M ssouri draft copy.

MR POWELL: But this nonenclature was
standardi zed in the new narrow band channels at VHF
and UHF. So | think we could go ahead and include all
of that in that request.

MR SCHLI ENVAN: So you need a notion
right?

MR POAELL: | need a notion

MR SCHLI EMAN: | nove.

MR PONELL: Is there anyone objecting to
noving a letter forward to the Steering Commttee?
There are no objections.

Along that same line, the third item down
on Mandated 10O Channel Nonmenclature through Project
25. Those of you in the room that have been
participating in that effort know that we have had
this issue on the back burner pending the conm ssion
dealing with the recon request on the last report in
the order. And it is ny intention now that at the
next Project 25 neeting to resurrect that again. And

ask that Project 25 standardize the Nomenclature
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within its standards.
W say nandate the Nonenclature within its
standards using the Nonmenclature that the subcommttee

recommended that the commssion did not adopt in that

report. That is another alternative that we have to
do that. O course, it would only be applicable for
Project 25 equipnent. But we wll be noving that

forward at the neeting comng up in 2 weeks in Denver.
Any questions on that? Just an information item

MR SCHLI ENMAN: John, did the Comm ssion
refuse to put that Nomenclature into regulation and in
the alternative would they perhaps consider putting
it in areport in order and say have many other issues
with respect to public safety?

MR POWELL: | think that is a question
for Mchael or one of the Comm ssion Staff here.

VR SCHLI ENAN: I can't state --
Comm ssion M ke, regard a request |ike that.

MR DEVINE: There's the order, the first
coupl e of pages will tell you what to say.

MR WLHELM Yes.

MR SCHLI EMAN. | woul d suggest naybe what
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we want to do is revisit that wth the Steering
Commttee as a recommendation that it be put in the
report and order rather than in regulation if the

conmm ssion wont' accept regul ation.

VR POAELL.: | think we need to |ook at
the alternatives. And we'll do as best we can. As |
said, the commssion will be hearing about this and

other venues as activities from sone of states and
ot her federal organizations nove forward so. | think
at this point we wll just ask the Steering Commttee
to deal with it as they fell appropriate. Qutlining
what we would like themto do and then work with the
comm ssion to cone up wth sonmething that s

acceptable to all of us. Hopefully.

Wrking Goup 4 -- Any other itens for
Wrking Goup 3?2 | wll work on that letter tonight
and we'll have it for the Steering Commttee tonorrow

Wrking Goup 4, Don Pfohl is not present
and had no additional information regarding the other
commttees beyond the list that he passed us at the
| ast neeting or prior to the |ast neeting.

Dave Buchanan, | know you got a lot of
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activities on Working Goup 6, so | wll turn it over
to you. And will probably spend nost of the rest of
t he neeting working on that.

MR BUCHANAN:. Hopefully you picked up the
Users Need docunent. This docunent we have previously
approved and there was sone question |ast tinme about
what were the needs and things. And basically, one of
the key itens, and by the way, this is not the final,
what we are handing out today was a second draft.
Which was very close to the final docunent that went
to TIA and was approved by the full NCC commttee.
But | couldn't dig out the final copy. | don't know
what happened to it on ny conputer.

A couple things that we need to reconfirm
on this. One is that basically we want one bandw dth
for the Interoperability so that we are not dealing
with radios that need to scale from 50 kHz to 100 to
150 all in the same radio. From what | understand
from talking to our representatives from TIA here is
that also fits with there thinking.

The actual bandwidth is nore than a

purview of the technology subcommttee. But we need
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to confirm that one bandwidth is needed. My ot her
suggestion is, | think in review ng this docunent that
just about all of the needs for w de band data could
be done on probably in the 50 kHz channel w dth except
for maybe high or near broadcast quality, high frane
rate video. Which would require 150 kHz bandw dth

knowi ng the through puts that the standards that TIA

is devel oping wll handl e.

So, and | think there is still, and this
nmy question to the group. | think there is still a
need for sone video in Interoperability, | think

particul arly Fire would have sone need for it.

Al t hough the comm ssion has cone out wth the docket
for the 4.9 gHz band, they have said that there would
be no airborne video and | know there is sone
consi deration and they are going to be asked to change
their mnd and allow at |east sone limted helicopter
type operations on that band for the broadcast quality
video. But that is still an unknown. Al so that band
is relatively short range. |If you need to send video
back | onger distances, through a repeater or sonething

like that, | think that the Interoperability channels
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shoul d have at |east, we should designate at |east one
channel at a 150 kHz bandwidth or full bandw dth
maxi mum data through put, however you want to put it
to handl e the video.

G her than that, | think all the needs
coul d be done on probably the 50 kHz channel. And the
question for this group is is there any disagreenent
with that philosophy and can we take that to the next
subcomm ttee, the technology, and go with it that way?

Anybody have any comments on that to start?

MR PONELL: Dave, | have a question as to
whet her we, with the uses of these channels, whether
we want to even allow themto be aggregated for sone
what simlar to run, if it is possible to do that even
to run broadcast quality video. Run high data rate
video? -- video on a 50 kHz channel? Wth 4.9 com ng
avai | abl e --

MR BUCHANAN: 4.9, | think will handle
nmost of the video requirenents, but | still think that
we may want to set aside one, just one block of three.

MR POAELL: We have got 2.

MR BUCHANAN: If the channel s are divided
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into 50 kHz channels and | think there is 18 that are
avai | abl e. Ch, | am sorry. It is even nore than
t hat . Look at item six on that, the quantity are
avail able, 106 are avail abl e. W could take 3 away
fromthat 18 figure, |eaving 15 channels of w de band

data. And that is quite a bit of data and you woul d

still have one channel that folks could use if they
needed. If they didn't need it, you could still have
3.

But a we could at |east designate one that

would require a different radio. It may be nore for
| ocal type needs, | don't know. | am just suggesting
t hat . If the consensus is, no we really don't need
that, then fine. I am not sure if everything can be
handled on the 4.9 gHz. I am just thinking

particularly wldfires and things |ike that where you
have got a wide area to cover that you nmay not be able
to do all your video needs.

Certainly if it is a small screen, | agree
with you, you should do it at 4.9. Just bring in and
set up and have that network there that could handle

all types of data that the 4.9 gHz.
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MR POWNELL: Comments? From sone of the
techni cal people in the room what kind of quality are
we going to get pushing digital video into 1050 kHz
channel ? David? Not your area?

MR El ERVAN David Eirman with Mtorol a.
| have done a little bit of investigation of this,
but I don't think you are going to get anything like
high speed quality out of it. First off, you are
probably going to be limted to quarter frame and not
full franme video. It is going to be nore like high
quality over a wire line type video |I think what you
are going to get out of that kind of channel
bandw dt h. You know, quarter frame, probably a few
frames per second, definitely nmuch |ess than 10 franes
per second. So there will be sone blurring and stuff
like wth high speed notion or sonething. But you
know, probably better quality we get on sone of these
headshot type caneras we get on PCS. You are going to
get nothing near a 6 MiZ wide tv channel video over
t his.

MR BUCHANAN. From ny own know edge of it

and from what | have seen, | agree with Dave. It is
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not broadcast quality, it is a step below that. But
it is certainly a step above what you consider you
know, slow scan video. So really the question is does

that benefit enough to sacrifice three channels into

one or not. And | just want to bring it up now and
have it discussed. | think it is, but |I am not that
firmy --

MR POWELL: the reality of it is, you
would end up with 2 because you got, with the pairing
if you wanted to do it that way.

MR BUCHANAN: The pairing. See and that
is the other advantage to it. It could be done
through repeater if you needed to extend the range.
Which is sonmething you wouldn't be able to do at 4.9

G gahertz. M. Speidel?

MR SPEIDEL: Good norning, John. Bob
Speidel with -- El ectronics. | just want to sort of
make us | ook back. In reading your thing, David here,
| don't really have a problem with it. | have a
concern in so nmuch is | really don't see us talking

about Interoperability. This paper say we are going

to identify the Interoperability needs functions,
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what ever .

Yes, all we see is that one exanple.
Wiich | think is a fair exanple, ny question is, at
the last neeting we talked a | ot about what do we want
to do froman Interoperability standpoint in the w de
band channels. denn stood up and 3 enn said hey the
only thing we have identified as Interoperability need
in a data sense. And he said both narrow band and
wi de band, were short text Messagi ng. And 1 thought
we were going to cone back here and take a look at it
and say what is it that we are expecting these
channel s to do.

| think in your scenario where you talk
about going from a helicopter down to a command post
and all that kind of stuff, | don't see any problem
with that. But | do question, is that really what we
are talking about Interoperability. For exanpl e,
sonmebody comng from New York out to California and
they were going to do that. Well if they have got the
same equi pnent, or | guess nmaybe the question is, are
we tal king about equipnment interchangability? O do

we want to have one plain vanilla everywhere. And if
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you do that, then vyou don't really even need
| nt eroperability channels.

| just don't think, | am just saying to
the commttee here, have we really decided what
function we were supposed to be doing in the
Interoperability channels and data. Once again, we

all know what we nmean when we talk about voice, but

data is sonething new. And we don't, | don't think we
really -- none of us really understand it.

MR, BUCHANAN: | think you are |ast
comment is right on Bob. It is newand it is hard to

define what people are going to dream up. You know
the users are going to dreamup a |lot of things once
they get the equipnent and start using them So ny
thought is can we give them enough flexibility to
dream up all these issues. If we divide it up
strictly in the narrowest channels only, then we have
limted sone flexibility because we have essentially
[imted the peak through put of data. If we set aside
one or tw, we have given them sone additiona
flexibility of the users.

| am not sure how to answer your -- First
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gquestion is, what are the needs? Wat are going to be
the uses. | don't know, | don't think any of us know
t hat answer.

MR POWELL: Project Mesa has identified
service by service in a very big docunent both --
internationally generated docunent. A huge [|aundry
list of these services, a nunber of which are going to
be way to band heavy to or require much nore spectrum
than we have here. But | think we can certainly gl eam
through that |ist a whole nunber of applications. And
this was generated fromthe community both here and in
Eur ope, put together. So it is quite an extensive
docunent . And it is available for people to |ook at
off that web site.

MR SPEI DEL: You know, | think if
nothing, | just want to point out, TIA at our |ast
neetings, we were talking about recommending only
doing the 50 kHz in the Interoperability spectrum as
going forward with the standard, correct?

VR PONELL: Yes, right, for
I nt eroperability?

MR SPEI DEL: Yes.
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MR POAELL: Yes.
MR SPEI DEL: When you tal ked about the

wi de band digital standards that is what we talked

about .

MR POAELL: Right. Sean?

MR, O HARA: Sean O Hara, Syracuse Research
Cor por at i on. I think one of the things we need to
realize, when we are looking at -- ny next question

is what quality of video can we expect for what
bandwi dth? O what bandwi dth do we need to support a
given quality a video? W also really need to
understand the requirenent for what range you are
| ooking for to get that video across. Because, you
know, obviously a shorter range is you can operate
with high order nodulations, push a lot nore data
through in snmaller bandwi dth. But if your requirenent
is also an extension of range, then you can't do that
anynor e. And | think you really do have to | ook at
putting the blocks together at a m ni mrum

MR DEVI NE Steve Devine, State of
M ssouri . | think Davis right with the imedi ate

coverage of the current 5.21 license spectrum 5.2
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gig. If a 4.9 is going to be anything simlar to
that, the literally driving down the end of the street
and making a left turn puts you out of the loop, so it
is very possible that in sonme terrains and sone areas
there mght be need to be sone of the channels
aggregate to inprove certain off rigs at the comrand
post and sone scenes. Especially in a rural areas
where the terrain is not going to be forgiven. So |
t hi nk keeping sone that can be aggregate is certainly
option even if you are going to nmake 18 at 50.

MR POWELL: | think certainly one of the
applications is the one that is discussed in here with
ai r bor ne. Whether it is surveillance or fire scene,
certainly in the western states, the fire, wld |and
fire issue is a mgjor one. And we currently use video
a lot for that. Beyond that as to other uses for
video, point to point surveillance or things |ike that
would cone to mnd in the |aw enforcenent arena. But
there maybe other alternatives there, especially where
you are establishing a fixed link. And to this point,
state and local |aw enforcenent has not nade an awfu

lot of wuse fixed surveillance wireless. For one
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reason, not having the spectrum available to do it in.
So perhaps, again, looking to the federal folks over
here, what there experience has been with wreless
fixed surveillance.

MR SCHLI EMAN:  You have to speak up

MR MJRPHY: Again, from the federal
per specti ve, fixed surveillance is not comonly
shared, you know, and | think we get back to Bob's
guestion is exactly the applications. I think John's
recommendation that we |ook at the existing user need
docunent that Project Mesa has put together to glean
out those activities and/or applications that can be
put in what we feel a 50 MHZ channel woul d probably be
the best first shot at figuring out what the docunent
needs to say and where we are driven towards.

But again, | enphasize what Bob has
already nmentioned and that is there a need to share a
ot of that data Interoperability short of the text
Messagi ng that he was referring to?

MR POWELL: Typically, certainly for
surveill ance applications and even for the airborne

platform that 1is wusually point to point. Not
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necessarily wth a whole bunch of people |ooking at

it. It is going back to a fire base or the command

MR MJURPHY: Right, yes.

MR POWELL: It is not point to multi-
poi nt .

MR BUCHANAN. And there may be, | know we
have tal ked about text Messaging, but | can't inmagine

that if this is available and the through put is
avail able that folks out there aren't going to decide
that they need pictures and other things that take up
a little nore bandwidth and need nore higher speed
data just to get the response tine down. That they
are not going to want to do other than text Messagi ng.
Matter of fact, if it was just text Messaging that we
do, then why do we even need the w de band dat a.

MR POAELL: The Mesa docunent identifies
a whol e nunber of other --.

MR BUCHANAN. And maybe we need to take a
ook at that before we nmake the final recomendation
to the technical commttee. Because really what we

are recommending out of this conmttee is the needs
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and in the technical conmmttee, we have got to
recoomend a bandwi dth. But we can certainly recomrend
that nost stuff can be done with a |ower through put
or all of it can be done wth a |ower through put. |
think that is the answer we need to answer today to go
on to the technical commttee.

And if we need to look at that other
docunent, then maybe we need to put it off to the next
nmeet i ng. But we can't go much |onger, because TIA
needs an answer too.

MR POWELL: I think John, vyou were
| ooking to get an answer fromthis series of neetings?

MR OBLAK: Yes, in fact, tonorrow as the
Steering Commttee, | will be presenting the progress
to date on the Tier 85 Wde band Data activity. And
in there will be several questions will pose to the
NCC. One of them being the issue of bandw dth,
nmodul ati ons types, nodul ation protocols. And so right
now we see a conbination of up to 18 different
conbi nati ons of these and we certainly would nmake sone
recommendations tonorrow as to how we would like to

narrow that down. And certainly one of the
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recommendations we are going to nmake is 50 kHz. But
again, we certainly need the input fromthe NCC on the
desires here.

MR POWELL: And for the record that is
John --

MR OBLAK: John ol ak, vyes.

VMR POWELL: | was not apart of a |ot of
the discussion at the last neeting, the TIA neetings.
Dd you look at sone of the needs that or what the
manuf acturers saw as uses for these channel s?

MR OBLAK: Yes, we did. W wll present
that again tonorrow W feel that within what we
understand as the needs, we can do it in a 50 kHz
bandw dt h. But we certainly are looking for vyour
i nputs because you ultimately determ ne what shoul d be
the Interoperability nodes.

MR PONELL: Ckay, thank you.

MR KAIN | am Carl Kain wwth MTRE Tech
Syst ens. | agree with Dave about that flexibility.
W have a federally funded project to bring video back
from transit buses to transit nanagenent centers for

the transit police. And they may have sone
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Interoperability needs wth |ocal police. Transi t
conpanies, by and large now are putting digital video
recorders on their buses. But the video isn't going
anywhere. |If there is a real tinme incident that needs
attention to, all they are going to be able to do is
use that video for evidence at the end of the day.

W are at a Project 2, bring the video
back on commrercial systens, like the Verizon express
net service or the GPRS service. W don't know if
that is going to cut it. W are going to find out and
have results by the end of this year. W are using
commercial systens because we don't have a public
safety band alternative. And | agree with Dave, if we
di scover that 50 kHz is not going to be sufficient,
then we are going to have be recommending to the
transportation folks that they nmay have to go wth
commer ci al services only.

There are other needs, | think in the
intelligent transportation system incident nmanagenent
area for needs between transportation, hi ghway
mai nt enance and between local first responders for

video also. | think that the reason they don't do it
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is because they don't have the bandwi dth and they

don't have the equipnent. So | agree with Dave, you

set aside at least a small portion of channels that

allow the flexibility to devel op these newer services,

then the newer services wll devel op. If not, our
custonmers will be mgrating to the comercial services
and staying out of the public safety bands.

MR POAELL: John, follow up?

MR OBLAK Yes. John ol ak. Just
respond to that. For a nonent, we at TIA are

devel oping a standard that

bandwi dt h, all

t he nodul ati ons all

does incorporate all the

the way from 50 kHz

channels to 150. The issue at had though, is what
will we use as a baseline for the Interoperability
channel s? The standards we'll develop with have the

wi de band aggregate channel

question we would |ike answered or

capability. Sinply, the

need to answer, is

what is the requirenment for the Interoperability
channel s?

MR POAELL: Ckay, denn?

MR NASH: denn Nash with APCO

| nt ernati onal .

And just sitting here and listening to
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sone of this, one of our real problens is that wth

wi de band, we have no experience. W don't know what

that will be used for. What services will in fact be
devel oped there. What is practical, what is not
practical . And so one of our difficulties here is

that while we certainly don't know what is going to be
used for as an operational channel, it nakes it even
nore difficult to talk about what it would be used for
as an Interoperability channel. And what are needs
are for Interoperability.

The thought that kind of crossed ny mnd
is maybe in this point of uncertainty, that what we
should be doing is |eaving ourselves open for future
flexibility. And ny point is, there are a nunber of
channels in that wide band currently set aside for
| nteroperability. | am going to suggest, strictly as
an idea off the top of ny head, you know real quick
her e. Maybe, let's only define one of the here at
this point and tinme as the Interoperability and |eave
the others open for future discussion as we devel op
what works and what doesn't work. And what we have

needs for we then cone forward and define what those
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channels are later on. |If they are best defined as 50
kHz channels, we can do that. |If we discover that we
have a need for you know a couple of 150 kHz w de
I nteroperability channels, we have the ability to do
t hat . W haven't commtted ourselves to a specific
t hi ng. If you will, we define one and suggest that
the others be put in reserve for a period of tine as
we devel op what we are going to be doing wit this.

MR BUCHANAN: That certainly give us the
flexibility. | think that is what you are saying that
is that we pick on or tw of these, 1'll just call
them the 150 kHz, although they would be divided in to
50 kHz. The rest of them we just |eave for now and
say, when and if the need arises for a wder band
width, then we designate them at a later date. I's
that basically what you said 3 enn?

MR NASH  Sure.

MR BUCHANAN. | guess from the standpoint
of this group, | think we are going to have to nake
the statenment that we are developing all of this wth
no real world experience. | think we can all agree on

t hat . For nost of the basic Interoperability, it can
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be done at the lower through put rates requiring
probably no nore than the 50 kHz channels that TIA is
asking for. So maybe we do just say two of the
channels are set aside, essentially be six 50 kHz
channels would be designated right now for the
I nteroperability wi de band channels. The others would
be reserved for future needs. Either nmore 50 kHz or
the need arise for w der bandw dth, high through put
that we could cone back and designate one or two nore
as 150 kHz wi de.

MR POWNELL: Actually Dave, | think to
nmeet what TIA is looking for right now If we sinply
say that we know there is going to be a need at 50 and
we think that should be the baseline, we could then go
ahead to the next neeting and review the Msa
docunents in between and perhaps at the Septenber
neeting, get a better picture of where we are. But
still give TIA the direction that they are |ooking for
for their nmeeting in two weeks to nove towards
resol ution of those issues.

MR, BUCHANAN. den's comng back up, but

when we get into the technical commttee, | think if
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at all possible, if we go this direction, then that
woul d probably give us enough in put to the technical
commttee then to nake sone tentative decisions there
that would let TIA go ahead starting now, rather than
waiting until our next neeting, which isn't until
fall, so.

MR, NASH: d enn Nash, now wearing ny hat
as the chairman of the Technol ogy Subconmmttee. One
of the real concerns | have is if we put this off
until Septenber, we are supposed to have a final
decision and report by January. And Sept enber just
doesn't give TIA enough tinme to do it. And | am not
sure that you have enough tinme now, but Septenber
certainly woul d be.

So | think we need to do sonething at this
neeting that gives them a solid direction to nove
towards that we can have sonething in Septenber when
the NCC at least in theory, cones to an end. And
Mke, | wll leave that open as to how nuch |onger
this is going to carry on. But we do need to nake a
decision here so that we can get this thing noving

f orwar d.
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| think at this point, since the only
definable thing we have conme up wth is text
Messagi ng. And that can be done in a 50 kHz channel
Let's define that and as | recommend, let's |eave the
other open for sone future decisions as it becones
clearer, what the define need is.

MR PONELL: John?

MR OBLAK: John bl ak. Again from the
standpoint of TIA | don't believe that the decision

today is absolutely necessary. W are devel oping the

standards assuming mnultiple bandw dth. Mul tiple
nmodul ation formats and so forth. And so from the
standpoi nt of developing the standard, | don't think

it delays us if the a decision is not nade today.

However, | think it probably helps vyour though
processes and recommendations if the decision is made
as early as possible. Qoviously we will cone up with
a standard that wll define all of these nodes. It
will be, we can nmake and we w |l nmake recomendati ons
to you as to what we think is appropriate for
Interoperability nodes. But we are certainly flexible

enough that if you would change your mnd l|ater, that
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we can accommodat e t hat.

MR BUCHANAN: John, based on all of that,
| am going to make this recomendation. | amgoing to
recommend that we set aside-- One basically that we,
first we agree that nost of the Interoperability needs
that we can foresee at the nonent can be handled at
the lower data rates which require only the 50 kHz
channel width. And that we set aside six channels now
for that. Also, | think since TIA the standard is
fl exi bl e enough to handl e 150 kHz w de channels. Also
that we set aside one channel pair for that and hold
the rest in reserve to see which way need for the
future for the nunber of channels.

Whether nost of the needs are going to
only require 50 kHz then we could divide them up
| ater. And 50 kHz if nore need comes about that it
need higher bandw dth then we have sone ready that
coul d be aggregated for higher.

MR POWELL: M/ concern is this, we are
going to do a review of the best guesses and what we
are going to need. Assumng this commttee ends its

work on schedule as the commssion would |ike, we
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wont' be neeting anynore to discuss those --

MR BUCHANAN: | understand that. But it
is just sonmething that the Conm ssion can bring up at
a later date once there is actual use. I think you
are probably, | nean realistically, you are not going
to be able to use probably for another five to ten
years. If we don't |eave ourselves with the nost
flexibility, then we are l|ocking people in ten years
down the road to stuff that we really don't understand
t oday.

MR PONELL: How about if we do the,
forward to the technol ogy subcommttee our belief that
there wll be a significant nunber of 50 kHz
appl i cati ons here. And let's review the information
in the Mesa docunents and cone up with sone channel
nunbers at the next neeting. That is not going to
hurt anything to delay it.

MR BUCHANAN. W can do that, yes.

MR PONELL: That way everyone will have a
chance to look at it and give us their input since we
don't have a large group here today to really | ook at

that. That would give the, since we haven't addressed
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this issue today would give an opportunity for people
not in attendance to get sone input back to you. I's
that agreeable to people? denn does that neet your
needs?

MR BUCHANAN: Ckay, we wll Ileave the
nunbers until next mneeting. But the mgjority of it
can be done.

MR POWNELL: Anybody disagree wth noving
forward in that manner? A@enn, then we'll just
indicate to you right now, verbally, that we believe
from this subcommttee that there wll be a
significant application for 50 kHz Interoperability
channels and you can go ahead and nove forward wth
that during your neeting.

MR BUCHANAN: That should let us denn
al so then at the technology |ook at sone of the other
i ssues that they need to decide at the synbol rate and
all that. |If that is decided, | guess the other issue
that we brought up with that usage -- loading criteria
is an issue we need to bring up at the tech commttee
and with TIA W need sone gui dance there. Haven't

heard anybody that has been able to tell nme how many
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units could be | oaded on one of these 50 kHz channel s.
How much and what to expect, we kind of know that for
the channels we use for nobile data now at 25 kHz.
But we really don't have that for the high speed, the
wi de band channel s. So that is sonmething that we
woul d be | ooking for also for those w de band.

MR SCHLI ENAN:  Dave, Bob Schlieman.

MR BUCHANAN:  Yes.

MR SCHLI EMAN: Could you provide those
statics on your 25 kHz channels as to how you have

identified the traffic load at the present tine?

MR BUCHANAN. Well | couldn't today.

MR SCHLI ENAN: No, | didn't nean right
this instant. But could we share that information, |
think it would be useful. Certainly if we are going

to send high speed data in a wder bandwidth, it
shoul d be sonewhat related to what you send for data
at a lower speed in a narrower bandwidth in terns of
the quantity of information transferred.

MR PONELL: It gets to be getting down to
what you are sending. |If you are sending --

MR DEVINE: Exactly.
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MR POANELL: Primarily pictures --

MR DEVI NE: -- quantifying the type of
data that is being transmtted and so on like that. |
know there are sone nunbers that NC C 2000 had put
forth for explaining the different per f or mance
par anet ers. And | don't know if you are nmatching up
with those or what. But if you could share that, it
woul d be useful .

MR BUCHANAN: |'Il try to dig it out and
put it into the e-mail then. But | would still ask
the TIA folks if they have got anything put together
that would really help us or if they could put
sonet hi ng t oget her.

| think the other issue that is still
outstanding is that we had the proposal last tine from
me as regards to using |IP addressing and all of that
on the narrow band channels. Were we are at right
now, to nove that forward, any, we still need to sone
agency PSW\, FLEWJG responded to ne. They don't feel
ei t her of those organi zations are the right
organi zations to be the admnistrator of all of this.

Because they are not going to be in existence |ong
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term So we still need sonme organization that is
going to be in existence long termto admnister on a
nati onw de basis if we want to standardized IP
addressing for the Interoperability channels, narrow
band and probably w de band al so. Because | ooki ng at
t he docunent that was handed to nme this norning on the
standard that it very much envisions |P addressing.
In that, is that correct John? Yes.

So if you are going to have |IP addressing
on these Interoperability channels, you still have to
have sonme way that it is defined in advance. You just
can't do it ad hoc. Make it up at the scene every
time and re-invent the wheel each tine. It needs to
be done on a nationw de basis of sonme structure that
assigns the addresses so that people are known when
they cone in, they can registered quickly and get on
the air and start receiving and sending the data. So
| guess on that issue, does anyone got any ideas on
who could adm ni ster that?

MR POANELL: We actually, looking at Tom
Tol man over there. W were going to discuss this as a

NPSTC activity, in conjunction with the database.
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Because even though there is not guarantee as to how
long NIJ wll rmanage the database, there is a
mechani sm that assures that that wll continue wth
the coordinators taking over the managenent of the
dat abase. And we had sone initial discussion about
this being an item that could be coupled with the
dat abase or at |ease we could propose to NIJ that we
do that.

| think it is areally critical issue that
we need to address. And we let that slip through the
cracks for yesterdays neeting. But I think that is
one organization and there is already this database
for the 700 band. To ne that is a very |ogical place
to couple and if we can get the funding to and | don't
know that it is a real conplicated database.

MR, BUCHANAN: It is not. A couple of
things need to be done with it. One, is whoever it is
needs to apply for the address block, a class B
address bl ock. And then also to get a dot-gov type
address for the e-mail addresses that you can assign.

| didn't bring the paper, but | put it all in that

paper that | put together. I think those two things
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need to be done and then beyond that is just the

dat abase that people can register to with all their

units.

MR SCHLI EMAN. Bob Schlieman. Just as a
di scussion piece, in Project 25, there is a
identification, | guess I'Il call it algorithmthat is

based on the call sign in the system And | wonder if
it is possible to cone up with sone kind of a uniform
schene for at least at the systemlevel identifying an
| P address schenme for based on sonething like that.
That would sinplify the assignnent process.

MR, BUCHANAN: The answer is yes. What
you have got to do is just cone up wth whatever. It
can be the ID or the serial nunber, address for the RF
nmodem for the Project 25 nodem It could be the unit
identifier, if everyone has standard unit identifiers
of their units. Anything like that. Then you can tie
that back because you can't assign, as | understand
the IP and | have quizzed ny IP experts at, you know
at ny county quite extensively on this.

You have to use dynamc |IP assignnent. In

other words, you get a block of address, but that
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block isn't big enough to give to everybody in the
country their owm. So you assign them dynamcally as
they are needed. So they change, the actual 1IP
address changes. But you tie that back to an
identifier that identifies each unit uniquely. So the
answer is yes, Bob.

MR NASH  Yes, | think, denn Nash here.

Let's keep in mnd that the problem goes far beyond
granting access into databases and things like that.
Let's go back to what we have identified as the
Interoperability requirement here is sinple text
Messagi ng. In order to have sinple text Messaging,
you nust have a way to address the person you want to
send the nessage to. And that addressing schene needs
to be sonething that if, you wll, is intuitive.
Because again, we are talking Interoperability.

So these in theory, are people who do not
normally work with each other so how do they know what
the other guys address is in order to send to him a
message. You know, it starts really getting it down,
you know the operational issues appear of how do we

make this Interoperability wrk from the field
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officers view point. -- very difficult thing here.

MR BUCHANAN: Again, when you set that
up, they end up with an e-mail address just like all
of us have generally, an e-nmail address. So if you
tie it to a unit identifier, you have a standard way
of identifying units and that becones, operationally,
you can do that. You can also send that information
to a unit as a register on the systemso that they can
find people they are working wth.

Cenerally, | agree if you have, we'll
let's take a fire exanple. Wen you have an incident
now and you bring in mutual aid resources, they cone
into a staging area and then they are assigned. Part
of that staging assignnment could be, getting their
unit identifier, getting registered on the system
Getting that propagated to the other units so they
know they are there, to the command post. So the
command post knows who it is. And that way you can
send the addresses.

If it is a law enforcenent type thing, it
is going to have be sone type of simlar process and |

think, and I a not as famliar with |aw enforcenent,
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but I don't think as they bring incidents today.
Nunber one they don't do as nuch nutual aid between a
ot of wunits. But if that becones nore comon, |
think they are going to have a staging procedure and
do the sane type of thing. But that can all be
handl ed under the IP address in and under the e-nai
addr esses.

Again, it is sonething beyond the purview
of this commttee to set up all those operational
details, were going out of business. So there is no
use us trying to do it. It has to be sonething like
NPSTC - -

MR NASH: But | think this commttee
needs to set up that frane work. Because again, you
are now tal king about a dynamc thing and so you can
get back to you know the questions of not know ng do
you have to you know, tell that individual unit what
its address is. As you said, you have to conmunicate
to everybody else that is part of that activity what
the address is of that unit. And where that unit fits
into the schene of the event.

So that people who need to send a nessage
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to the unit performng security at the south end of
H ghway 99, how do they identify what the address is
of that unit to send them a nessage?

MR BUCHANAN: Yes, it beconmes an e-nail
address and you do that. It was in the paper | put
t oget her. And | don't think, | think that i1s all
doable, and | think we should adopt, eventually that
paper or an aversion of it to send on, but before we
can even do that, we have got to find sonmebody that is
going to take on this pass of keeping track of all
this assigning the e-nmal addresses and keeping the
dat abase. Nunber one that you know a unit is even
authorized to even be on it. That you are not getting
units on there and that sonebody that is not even
aut hori zed.

MR POWELL: Then you get into all the
aut hentication issues and everything el se.

MR BUCHANAN: Right and | don't think
that is sonmething that this group can work out all
t hose details. W may want to, but | don't think we
can.

MR POWELL: But we should cone up wth
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t he frame work.

MR, BUCHANAN: W can cone up with the
framework, but not all the details.

MR POAELL: And if we do the frane work
right, then --

MR BUCHANAN. But before we do the frane
work, | would like to know that there is sonebody
there that is going to take on the task it is all for
not hi ng.

MR POWELL: I think we can certainly
discuss it within NPSTC as to whether that would be an
appropriate adjunct to the database that already
exists for this band. And again, | don't think we are
talking a conplicated database. Especially if we have
a structure that establishes how those addresses are
going to be put together as what was suggested for P
25.

MR BUCHANAN: From ny paper, what I
suggested is, is that the - and I don't know if other
states do this, but in California for fire folks,
every fire agency has a 3 letter identifier. Say like

SBC for San Berdino County. You can take the SBC the
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unit nunber, it mght be Engine 201, that becones your

e- mai | addr ess. It IS j ust woul d be
SBCUni t 201 @what ever, mut ual ai d. com or . gov or
sonet hi ng.

MR PONELL: W can | ook at that.

MR BUCHANAN: And that was in that
proposal was in the paper that | put together |ast
time. I can put that back out on the |list serve and
we can |ook at adopting that next tine. Letting

everybody take one nore look at it.

MR POANELL: And certainly within --

MR BUCHANAN: But if you can get wth
NPSTC, if Tom and you guys can all get together, tell
us whether you will take it on, we can go from there
pretty easy. Freddie will tell you the direction it
needs to head.

MR PONELL: | think actually if we |ook
at a national level, there are, every agency in |aw
enforcenment has an NCIC identifier. Fire service does
t he sane thing. Every fire agency has a nationally
coordi nated --

MR DEVINE: Al ready uni que nunbers --
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MR POWNELL: Uni que nunbers established.
And we are able to be build upon that.

MR BUCHANAN: However that works, that is
what it needs to be. Ton?

MR TOLMAN.  Tom Tol man wi th NPSTC Support
Ofice. | woul d suggest that the best way to proceed
with this is to formalize sone type of action. And
you are right, it is in accurate to say that it needs
to run it through NPSTC. That is, formalize sone type
of letter that finds its way to the NPSTC chair and
that is the process we w il take.

MR POWELL: Wuld recommend from this
subcomm ttee that the NCC chair send a letter to NPSTC
asking if they will take that on.

MR BUCHANAN: Take that on? I's that
agreeable with everybody?

VMR POWELL: And if it isn't you need to
give us a better alternative.

MR SCHLI EMAN: But procedurally you want
torun it through the Steering Commttee.

MR PONELL: Go to the Steering Commttee.

MR BUCHANAN: I think that is all | have.
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MR PONELL: W have this one |ast issue
here that it has been suggested by a nunber of people
that it mght be appropriate for this subcommttee to
recoomend to the Steering Commttee that a follow up
letter be sent to TIA stressing the wurgency of
conpleting their work on the standard prior to the end
of the year. And if there are no objections, | wll
also put that as an action. | have to go to the
Steering Conmttee tonorrow.

Do we have any new business people would
like to bring up? denn are you ready. W'Ill take a
20 mnute Dbreak at this point to allow the
subconm ttees to change places. And we will adjourn
this neeting. And in 20 mnutes at quarter to el even
t he Technol ogy Subcommttee neeting will start.

(Whereupon, the hearing in the above-

entitled matter was concluded at 10:32 a.m)
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