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PROCEEDI NGS
Time: 9:05 a.m

MR W LHELM Good norning, |adies and

gent | enen. It's a little after nine o' clock, and we
would like to get started with the Subcommttee
nmeet i ngs.

A coupl e of housekeeping matters: As you
may have noticed fromthe signs on the door, there is
no food or drink allowed in the auditorium and I
woul d very nuch appreciate it if you would honor our
hosts' request in that regard.

As we have done in the past, t he
subcommttees wll just nmeet in sequence, not
according to any particular schedule, so that when we
are through with the Interoperability Subcommttee
matters, we wll take a short break, and then go
directly to the Technical Subcommttee.

There is no need to sign in today, but a
rem nder: Wen you cone in tonorrow, to see G nny --
to see Joy Alford at the table and sign in on the Iog
t hat she has.

The FCC staff we wll have here today is
the Deputy for Public Safety in the Public Safety and

Private Wreless Division, Gnny Kowal ski. On ny left
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4
shaking hands is Geg Wintraub, and Joy Alford is

also at the table in back.

On the table you will find the letter that
went to the Chairman of the FCC from Kathy Wall man,
forwarding the recommendations from the NCC from the
| ast neeting. Appreciate it if you would take a | ook
at that letter to see if there are any necessary
addi tions or corrections to it.

Wth that, let ne turn it over to John
Powell for the opening of the Interoperability
Subcomm tt ee.

CHAI RVAN POWELL: Thank you, M chael.
Joy, could you l|let people know that we are getting
started, please. They can continue their discussions
out si de.

Also on the table in the back of the room
is an agenda for this neeting, which is a single page.

There are two three-page docunents. When we copied
them the stapler was not working. So they are single
pages, but they are offset 90 degrees. So you should
have, in addition to the agenda, two other docunents.

One of themis titled "NPSTC' or "Proposal

for NPSTC for Mbile Data Addressing,” and the other

one is in bold print, and it sinply starts at the top

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

5

of the page "D scussion,” and that is another three-
page docunent.

| just want to nmake a couple of comments
in opening here. | am sure nost of you saw
yesterday's USA Today which featured public safety
interoperability or lack thereof on the front page, an
article that originated out of the Denver area and had
input from | believe, several people in this room as
well as a nunber of others who are very active wth
t he NCC. So interoperability certainly is in the
news.

O course, as you read through that
article and others that are com ng out recently, there
are, | think, certain solutions being highlighted. I
woul d  just like to remnd everyone that the
interoperability cat has many coats, many sol utions,
and each of themneeds to be carefully tailored to the
problemthat is trying to be resol ved.

Unfortunately, we see, | think, proposals
flying all over the place now for solutions that may
not be appropriate, and also price tags being floated
that may not be realistic by the tine you get a system
installed to provide interoperability.

| don't think |I probably need to remnd
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many of us in the roomof that, because you are all in
t hat busi ness al ready.

If we could turn to the agenda, | would
again ask Bob Schlieman if he is already set up to
handl e the secretary duties for the neeting today.
Due to a crash of his conmputer -- or how many of them
now, Bob, three? Bob is being very hard on conputers
recently.

W don't have the mnutes available from
the last neeting, and | will get those -- Once he has
recovered to the point that he can provide the neeting
notes, we wll get the mnutes generated and
circulated from the last neeting, as well as this
meeti ng.

| also need to get that information in
before | can do a docunent update. W have had a
nunber of discussion threads going on since the |ast
nmeeting on the itens that you wll see under the
wor ki ng group activities. You should have picked up
on those as they cane across the |istserv.

In particular, there has been discussion
on the channel nonenclature issue, which was, |
under st and, a hot topic at the last neeting

designating the interoperability channels wth a
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speci al service designator. Wat was proposed was PI
so that they do not inadvertently becone assigned to
an agency for everyday wuse, which unfortunately
happens fromtine to tine.

W need to look at a revision of one of
the recommendati ons that we nade, Mchael, after sone
di scussi on. | think we put the wong nunber in. So
that's on the agenda for today al so.

Last, Dave Buchanan is not here today due
to pressing business back in California, and | have
asked Keith Devine -- Since Steve and Dave have been
working on a nunber of these issues that are within
the working group 6 area, | have asked Steve to just
continue | eading that discussion when we get there.

If you have had a chance to |ook at the
agenda, | would ask if there are any corrections or
additions that need to be nmade to the agenda. Are
there itens people would like to see added?

If not, we will start with working group
activities and Working Goup 2. | wanted to highlight
the fact that the RTC gui debook published by NPSTC is
conpl et e. | think those of us that have seen it are
very happy with the results.

When that group gets here, we will try to
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make a copy of that available for people to take a
| ook at. W al so have copies for the Comm ssion staff
and for the NCC Chair, M chael, once Dave gets here.

Do you guys have any additional comments
or activities regarding the standardi zed operational
plan? | know, Dave, you have been doing sonme work in
that area. W0 else? Dave is busy reading up in the
front row Do you have any additions to the
standardi zed operational plan at all to be offered?
None? Ckay. | always want to give you that
opportunity.

Steve, it's all yours.

MR. DEVINE: Thank you, John. One of the
-- Several of the issues you wll see in your agenda
wth regard to the working group 3 of rules, policy
and spectrum planning -- several of the issues bleed
over, but there's a couple of high points that we
recomended at the | ast neeting.

W do have to make a correction to the
val ue of t he NAC code, t he recommended
interoperability channels. W had recomended the
nati onwide interoperability CITSS tone of 156.7 to
provi de sone continuity with the existing NCSPAC, the

87.112, and a network access code val ue.
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W would like to change that to dollar
sign 293, which is the default NAC code from the
dollar sign 61(f) that we had originally proposed. |
would like to bring that up as a correction to start
off to correct the docunent that Mchael referred to
on the table in the back.

W felt that -- After sone di scussion, Bob
Schl i eman recommended that we go to the default val ue
for the NAC code as conpared to the value that was
designated. Any discussion, comments, on the shifting
of that NAC code to the default val ue out of the box?

CHAl RVAN  POWELL: Let me just give a
little history on that. During the -- and when we are
talking NAC code, we are talking specifically the
project 25 digital series of docunents.

At one point in the devel opnent of Project
25, an attenpt was nmade to equate NAC codes to Pl
tones. For what reason, nobody could ever figure out,
because there really is no correlation between them
But at one point a table was devel oped, and the 61(f)
NAC code happened to be the equivalent in that table
that cane out from 156.7, which is the analog CTCSS
t one.

After further discussion, and since there
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really is no correlation between those, we felt that
the manufacturer's default code of 293 was actually
much nore appropriate to recommend, because that is
what would cone standard off the shelf in a product
unl ess sonet hing el se was | oaded into the radio during
t he progranm ng.

So that is why we are recomending,
M chael, going to the default rather than the other

one, which really nmade no sense.

MR W LHELM kay, | think that can be
done fairly informally. You can nention it to the
Steering Commttee tonorrow and, if they approve,
which I'm sure they wll, | wll just issue an

addendum to the letter that went to Chairman Powell,
and that should take care of it.

MR DEVINE: Ckay.

MR WLHELM Wiile | have the m ke here,
I want to acknowl edge the generosity of | XC
Cor poration and Teddy Denpsey for providing the coffee
and rolls and bagels this norning. It was a great way
to start the neeting, and we really appreciate it.

MR DEVI NE: Thank you, John. Just to
clarify, the exiting 156.7 is still the recomendation

for anal og operation. That renmains the sane on that
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letter.

Secondly, one of the other recomendations
fromour last neeting was the expansion of the state
interoperability Executive Commttee or the equival ent
authority below 512 with regard to interoperability
channels, in particular 00348, the VITEC and UTEC
desi gnated FCC channels, as well as sonme coordination
at the state level, although not creating new rules
for established inter-system sharing channels in the
police, fire and energency nedi cal discipline.

Those recommendations -- The expansion of
the SIC to sonehow provi de sonehow sone direction with
regard to interoperability channels below 512,
including the VHF public host channels that are
utilized in some areas that are a recent Comm ssion
addition to the interoperability resource, as well as
eventually the NIITA reg book channels that are
anticipated to be available for |aw enforcenent
response in accordance with the Federal narrow band
mandate. So those are -- W are anticipating those.
They are not available at the nonent, but we are
hopi ng that they will be.

Moving fromthat, the other issue that was

a significant discussion at the last neeting was the
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channel nonencl at ure for t he interoperability
channel s. There was nuch discussion. The origina
convention was -- The first thought was an indicator

of the band and a four-letter designator indicating a
fire tactical or |law enforcenent tactical or energency
medi cal tactical channel, and then a uni que nunber at
the end of the -- trying to stay within the eight
character limt for nost displays.

There was nuch controversy, indicating
that perhaps it was not consistent with what m ght be
expected by the users of these channels, the on-scene
first responder conmunity. W have since reviewed
some of those, and it's certainly open for discussion
today. I'msure it wll be.

One of the recommendations was to |eave
the band indicator as the first character of the
channel |abel and, instead of sone kind of an FTAC or
LTAC, it would just be sinply FIR F-1-R or LAW or
MED or any of the other designators. And if it was
not designated to a specific discipline, it would just
be TAC, and the last two characters would be -- I'm
sorry, the last three characters would be a unique
nunber, which we are anticipating, although there are

over 100 -- would be a unique nunber associated with
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t he specific channel

The premise there is, if the nunber 78 was
the only thing heard, that could, by a particular
first responder, be associated with a particular
interoperability channel, and they would be able to
hear a portion of the last two characters and still be
able to use the resource.

So as an exanple, whereas previously we
had an FTAC or an LTAC convention, we would nove
toward 1FIR39 or 4LAWS8 or sonething along those
lines. 1'd like to get some input and sonme di scussion
on this.

W think it is inportant. In the |ast
week or so we were in San Diego for a software defined
radio convention, and there was a conference, and
there is going to be quite a bit of nulti-band
portabl e and nobile equi pnent comng out. W feel it
is crucial that the first character indicate the band.

Right now, if we establish this convention
based on existing paraneters, that mght not reflect
where we are going to be in the next couple of years.

So I think it is inportant that we first establish
the band and use a nonenclature that is nore in tune

wth the users and what they are going to find
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t hensel ves using on scene in real life.

So we have acknow edged sone of the
concerns about the previous convention, and they are
trying to find something that is nore applicable on a
day to day basis, while still being able to get the
user to the right channel.

CHAI RVAN POWELL: W wll put sonething
together. The idea again here is that the last three
characters, the nunber -- and we went to three,
because we think when we added all of the channels
together fromall of the bands, that we are going to
be over 100 interoperability channels. So we went to
three characters for that.

That would be a unique nunber. So in
other words 001 would probably be, if we started in
the | ow band, would be |ow band, and 10-whatever, up
at the top then, would be up at the upper end of the
800 band, and those last three digits would be unique.

They woul d not be repeated in any of the bands.

There was anot her reason. Actually, in
theory, if we had a radio with a lesser nunber of
di splay characters, if they sinply showed that three-
digit nunber, it would still make it a uni que channel.

At the point we did the original research,
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the manufacturers that we talked to all said on their
public safety radios that they would provide typically
a mninmum of eight characters on the display. That's
why we based it on eight characters. However, should
sonmeone conme out with sonething lower than that, this
woul d al so support that and still have an individua
| D that woul d be useful.

So it's open to discussion.

MR,  DEVI NE And we would have one
character remaining. In VHF, for exanple, if it is
1FI R78, and we would use the designator D as in David
for the direct -- If it was in UHF, for exanple --
probably a better exanple -- the output talk-around
woul d be a D for direct designator.

So the input channel would be the nunber,
and the out put channel talk-around would be the nunber
with the designator at the end. So that would be the
ei ghth character, especially in a band that was with a
nunber over 100. W would use all eight characters.

Any ot her di scussi on on channel
nonencl at ur e? Seei ng none, | assume consensus. | t
was a hotly discussed topic at the |ast neeting.
There mght be sonme comments on it. W certainly

wel cone any i nput.
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The other topic that was brought up was a
specific service code for interoperability channels,
The term PI for public safety interoperability after
the -- There are other service codes for different
visibility channels associated with each discipline,
but the term Pl was brought up. W would like sone
comment on that.

We have instances where through the cracks
we have designated intersystem sharing channels that
are used by other disciplines outside the system where
the discipline associated with the channel that it is
assigned to used as outputs, and there is no -- in
some instances, they are not being identified as being
i nteroperability channels. So that other disciplines
are using themas output channels and the like, and it
is causing a problem with regard to sone of the
| ocalities using these channels.

So we are inquiring whether or not a PI
service code would protect the channels and kind of
reclarify to the users that there is a unique specia
intersystem sharing associated with sone of these
channels. W would |ike some cormment on that as well.

MR, SCHLI EMAN: And what does the PI stand

for, specifically?
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VR, DEVI NE: Publ i c safety

interoperability.

CHAI RVAN POWELL: | guess ny comment, to
start off with and direct this to -- primarily to the
Comm ssion staff -- was that today, when a license is

issued, it only includes the channels for one service
on that |icense. W have nmany licenses out there
today, especially, for exanple, in the fire service,
where you will have all of your operational channels,
and then you will have 154, 265, 280, 295 on that sane
license, and this wouldn't work that way.

It would require a separate license to be
issued for the interoperability channels unless the
Comm ssion could issue a single license with nore than
one service code on it, which would be, 1 think,
probably a major change in the |icensing process.

MR WLHELM Yes, it certainly would be a
maj or change for ULS, and it is very, very difficult
to change ULS.

MR DEVINE: Ron?

MR. HARASETH. Ron Haraseth, APCO  Yes,
was going to basically talk about exactly what John
spoke to. Right now, public safety, there is only one

service code, being PW other than the trunking and
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800 and sone of those.

Right now, as Mchael states, we cannot
put nmultiple service codes on an individual |icense,
and that would require a significant change wthin
ULS. Just a note.

MR DEVI NE: Is there the possibility
that, if we are going to corral the horses, for |ack
of a better term wth interoperability to sone
degr ee, and provide sonme consistency and sone
standardi zation to a |l evel that we haven't seen yet --
Is it possible that a channel that mght contain -- or

a license that mght contain interoperability channe

(7]

for multiple bands, that if there is a VHF user who's
got sonme 800 infrastructure that they are using in a
regional 800 system is there the possibility that a
single license or an interoperable |icense an agency
can have that contains sonme of those channels?
Jeanne?

M5. KOMALSKI: Jeanne Kowal ski, FCC. ['m
just going to return a question for purposes of
di al ogue.

| think we are all struggling with the
question of what needs to be licensed in terns of

interoperability channels. Right now at 800 we do
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require licenses, but when you are |ooking at those
five VHF and four UHF trunked, it would be helpful to
hear from the Public Safety Commttee and especially
t he frequency coordi nators about how do we | ook -- how
are we | ooking at this?

| mean, you really want all the nobiles to
t al k. | don't know how much restriction we want to
make on these, and what's the value of licensing, if
these channels are designated in the rules for
interoperability. Can we have sone dial ogue on that?

MR SCHLI EMAN:  Robert Schlieman. On the
one hand, if the SCICs are agreed that the
responsibility for all public safety interoperability
channels and all of the SIECs were doing that, which
is not the case, then had they all been doing it, then
the SIECs could nmanage those channels, and that m ght
make the licensing issue |less of an issue. But since
there is a Ilot of wvariability that can occur,
licensing of base stations, which has been the
standard for 800 -- nobiles are not required to be
i censed -- would be sufficient.

So | guess | would say that |icensing base
stations is an inportant thing for control, if nothing

el se.
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MR SPElI GHTS: On the Federal side, our

interoperability channels are going to be blanket
i cense. So we are not going to require each agency
to cone in and say we are going to use channel XYZ in
this location, because the idea of an interoperability
channel is to be able to pick the channel when there
is an incident and use it, and not worry about whet her
you have soneone's signature on a |icense.

If I'"mreading things right, you guys are
di scussing us having these 100 or so interoperability
channels that range from low band all the way up to
700 -- | realize I'mtal king about 700 predom nantly
-- licensed to every single public safety entity in
this country. That's a nightmare.

You may want to explore sone sort of a
bl anket |icensing agreenent for this. Now it becones
an enforcenment issue. Goviously, it's going to be
difficult to enforce nationw de, whet her | ocal
entities will use these channels whenever they want.
| mean, you've got that problem anyhow, | think, but
that's sonething that you own.

Feds are not going to -- W don't plan on
licensing all of our 20 or so channels to every single

agency at every single location. It defeats the
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pur pose of having channels set aside for incident and
command type of activities.

CHAl RVAN POWELL: Don, how are you goi ng
to handle base stations? Are you going to |icense
base stations or not?

MR, SPEI GHTS: Vell, typically, we do
license only base stations, but occasionally -- You
know, our database is not perfect, just like the FCC
dat abase. (Qccasionally, what we do is we |icense the
base station, the repeater only, and then in the
record we will say how nmany nobiles is attached to it.

Now everywhere, does it show how nmany
nobil es? No. So that makes it difficult for us to do

anal ysis sonetines, but typically we only |icense base

stations, and each |and-nobile assignnent -- we call
it not a license; we call it an assignnent. It's an
authori zation -- will be authorized to use all of our

20 or so interoperability channels as a blanket
agr eement .

MR W LHELM No, excuse ne. Wul d you
identify yourself for the court reporter, please?

MR SPEI GHTS: Yes. Harlin MEwen. No,
Don Spei ghts from NTI A

MR WLHELM Thank you, Don.
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MR, SCHLI ENVAN: Don, so you do license

base stations for interoperability channel s?

MR.  SPEI GHTS: No, we don't. W |icense
base stations as a normal process of our frequency
aut horization for the normal channels, but so far |
don't recollect -- and |I'd have to check -- that we
actually require special or specific |licenses for each
of those interoperability channels.

MR, SCHLI EMAN: And what type of control,
operational control procedure --

MR  SPEI GHTS: Vell, we don't have exact
pr ocedur es. It's Iike we don't have an enforcenent
br anch. W don't go out -- W used to go out and
nonitor and enforce. W don't do that. W don't have
the noney to do that. Maybe Honel and Security will do
that. Who knows?

| don't think the FCC has the noney.
Their enforcement -- Their field stations have been
closed down left and right over the past ten years,
and | don't know what the prognosis for the future
| ooks |ike. But does the fact that soneone has a
license -- does that stop themfromusing a frequency,
you know, w thout authorization? | don't know.

| nmean, there's a legal side of that, but
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with Federal agencies we don't really have that
problem |like you mght wth a state |evel agency or
even a private entity. I can understand the
difficulties in that, but if you are | ooking at making
interoperability channels easy to use -- Yeah, we have
abuse, too. W have people from FEMA that hand out
our -- |I'm not going to say who -- hand out our
interoperability channels to state and |ocals and say
you guys can use them anytinme you want, especially in
t he 138 band.

It's difficult to stop that sonetines, but
the way we stop it is, when we find out that they are
using it, we stop it then. Qur enforcenent division
is actually the US. Mrshal Service, and they are
busy doing other stuff. They are not going to go shut
-- You know, this is a very difficult issue.

So we look at it in the respect that, if
we tried to license all 34-plus -- actually, it's 50-
pl us, but 34 predom nant Federal agencies for all 20-
plus interoperability channels for multiple |ocations
t hr oughout the United States, it becones an
adm ni strative ni ghtmare

Now if we did nationw de assignnents,

which we do now for people like the FBI who have

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

24

nati onwi de requirenents, then that's just a paperwork
drill, because you can have no enforcenent anyhow
because you don't know where that person is at any
particular tine.

So maybe that's -- | don't know. |'mjust
sayi ng maybe the states can have the license. But if
you |ook at 50,000-plus state and local entities
trying to license 100 interoperability channels, it
becones a noney issue, too, because that costs noney
to apply for the Iicense. Then it Dbecones an
adm nistrative nightmare, and do you have any better
enforcenent than you had if you had sone sort of a
bl anket agreenent ?

This is just a suggestion from Don, not
from NTI A

MR SCHLI EMAN: I think essentially the
parallel is between the Federal process and the state
interoperability executive conmttee related to the
statew de bl ock of channels, where the state has free
rein to do whatever they want on those channels. |If
the SIEC was in place, and it's not always the case,
then the SIEC could have blanket authority on the
i nteroperability channels.

MR SPEI GHTS: That makes a lot nore
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sense. But then -- and it's hard to hear sonetines
back there, but | think you had nentioned earlier that
you would like to expand the SIECs authority to
channel s bel ow 512. If that were to happen, then that
woul d solve all those X nunber of channels bel ow 512.
MR SCHLI EMAN. How do you deal with those
states that did not invoke SIEC and defaulted to the
RPC? The RPC is not a legal entity in terns of

holding a license. Right?

MR SPEIGHTS: | don't know. Ask M chael.

VR. W LHELM Vel |, they are not
currently.

CHAl RVAN POWELL: | just want to make two
comments. Nunber one, | think nost of us support the

idea that nobiles should not need to be Iicensed for
the interoperability channels. |If you hold a license
in the band, then they should be available for you to
use.

On the other hand, base stations present a
particul ar problem especially if you | ook at agencies
that could, in theory, wthout a |icense requirenent
for base stations, on the higher bands where you have
repeaters, it becones a real problem because you

could key up from one |ocation, you know, a dozen or
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two repeaters, and sonebody has to be able to contro

t hat .

Now i f you have an SIEC that could do that
-- for exanple, and |I'Il use California, because |I'm
very famliar wth that, we have -- Al of our

interoperability channels are licensed to the state of
California, and they very carefully control repeater
access and who can have repeaters and how they are
controlled, including setting, for exanple, on the one
UHF channel that we have, a different input tone, a
comon output tone but a different input tone, across
the state. Repeat ers have overl appi ng coverage. So
that you can select a single repeater, and that works
very well. But it's because it is controlled from one
| ocation and because we today require a license for
base stations. That is giving a handle for sone
enforcenment, should that ever be necessary, which it
hasn't at this point.

MR DEVINE: In response to Don Speights'

comment, | don't think we are looking at trying to
create a licensing process. | think we are trying to
clarify, and | think it is obvious that unlicensed

base stations with regard to interoperability can have

some serious inpact to on-scene interoperable
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capabilities.

So the current arrangenent of |icensing
the base stations and the nobile blanket |icense that
occurs in the VHF and UHF as well as 800 processes is
sufficient, I feel, for that.

Wen we discussed licensing, | didn't
necessarily infer that all 100 licenses, as Don woul d
say, all 100 frequencies, had to be licensed. Wat we
are referring to is that, if an agency had -- As it
stands now, you wll find designated intersystem
sharing or interoperable channels on |icenses in sone
cases for base stations. |In sone cases you won't.

In sonme cases you won't see the nobiles,
and in sone you do. But his premse that the states
need to be the contact point and develop the rules and
paraneters -- areas in their state are going to use
different channels in different ways, and a |ot of
that regional and |ocal knowl edge to allow them to
complete their mssion, | think, is really the goal.

| think he is correct in saying | don't

think it's going to be beneficial to have each entity

i cense Federal channels. | don't think that is going
to happen, but | think to have those paraneters
established at the state |evel is a viable
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possibility. But we are not trying to create a
i cense debacl e here.

CHAI RVAN POWELL: | think probably the
nost inportant thing that we could do outside of
licensing things is to make sure that frequencies that
are reserved for interoperability use are clearly
footnoted in the rules for that purpose, and where we
have reconmmended that they be service specific -- and
the best exanple there is the VHF channels that have
been used for fire interservice, 154, 265, 280 and 295
for years need to be held for that use; because
not hi ng can ness up a najor operation nore than having
one agency with a base station on one of those
channels keying wup right in the mddle of an
operation, especially if you' ve got a bunch of
portables out there that are on fire ground trying to
tal k, and sonebody wal ks right over the top of them

It's a safety issue for the officers that
are involved, and it's a coordination issue that, |
think, could easily be handled by the SIECs, if they
chose to do that in that state, as long as there was
something -- and | think the footnote would suffice --
clearly indicating that these channels are reserved

only for that use.

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

29
MR DEVINE: The whole introduction of the

Pl concept was protecting interoperability channels.
| f that happens, we're okay with it. Fred?

MR &R FFIN Fred Giffin, consulting
engi neer. I would make one pleading directly to the
FCC t hrough Jeanne in response to her question

If you have any fixed facility, nmutua
aid, interoperability or whatever, and the Comm ssion
decides it's a blanket thing or unlicensed or
whatever, that's their prerogative. "' m not speaking
to that issue.

The issue | would like to bring to your
attention is you have a fixed facility that radiates
energy. It needs to be in the database sonepl ace so
you can find it, so you can get around it or whatever
have you.

How this conmes out, whether you have
licenses or not, people smarter than | can figure it.

But the thing you don't want is a bunch of facilities
out there radiating continuously and no database, so
you can't find them

MR. HARASETH: Ron Haraseth, APCO ['d
just like to reinforce what Fred said, that APCO being

the public safety MU interference contact, it's very
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inmportant that we have databases for interference
resolution that indicate where these base stations
are.

In addition, to expand on what Fred said,
we have sone other situations. W have RF exposure
limts that -- and other design criteria that
consultants like Fred use to establish conpatibility,
physical conpatibility of frequencies and what-not at
given sites, and they need to know if a site includes
that type of frequency.

So base stations -- | would advocate very
strongly that any fixed site, permanent site, be
required to be |icensed.

As an anecdotal thing, on the side of the
nmobiles, in the state of Mntana when we had nutual
aid frequencies that we designated, the state |icensed
those and then produced authorizations. Wll, in this
envi ronment now nationwi de in that same scenario, that
woul d be very, very cunbersonme to have a state do
aut hori zations for every single individual entity.

The reason that we did that in Mntana is
because there was nothing in the rules that indicated
t hese frequencies would be used for nothing but public

safety. If that were in the rules in the frequencies
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that we are advocating and the ones that are indicated
already for nutual aid and interoperability -- if that
was in the rules, then there would no longer be a
requi r enent for t he states to mai ntai n an
aut hori zation and sonme sort of control.

It would be noving to a national |evel,
and then you could do a blanket Ilicense for the
nmobil es in that scenario.

It is inmportant to recall also, as far as
coordi nation goes on those frequencies, you do not
coordinate nutual aid interoperability frequencies.
You coordinate their use, and the use is done at a
regional, l|ocal Ievel. So it is very inportant that
the SEICs or whoever is designated locally do that
operational coordination at the |ocal |evel.

If they do not, that is a difficulty, and
|"m not sure that there shouldn't be sone at |east
basic guidelines for operation as a default and a
backup for those areas that do not formulate
interoperability rules, plus there is always the
possibility, if you don't have sone very basic
interoperability operational guidelines for t he
national level, you are going to have inplenentations

in different SIECs that may not exactly be conpatible
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in the way they are inplenented.

So | would enphasize that that should be

addr essed. As far as the cost for frequency
coordination, | think the coordinators can all give a
definite -- for base stations -- financial situation

where it's just strictly a pass-through or whatever it
costs to process the application.

MR SCHLIEMAN. Ron, if | could ask you a
guestion on the database issue. | assune then that it
would be equally desirable that the state I|icensed
single licensed, base stations should all be simlarly
identified in a database that would be available for
interference anal ysis.

| wonder if perhaps -- | think your
suggestion has a lot of nerit, and | suspect that
maybe, if the Commssion is trying to reduce the data
log, if the SIECs or the states could maintain such a
dat abase that woul d enconpass both the state bl ock and
the interoperability -- designated interoperability
channel s for purposes of interference anal ysis.

MR. HARASETH. | heartily agree, and that
is no nore evident than it is in the economc area
licensing that is causing a certain anount of problens

in the 800 band right now. There are sone operations
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out there that do not require having every frequency
licensed at a specific location for sone of these
commercial carriers, and that's causing us a problem
and that's a good thing to point to, particularly with
the 700 statew de out there.

It doesn't necessarily have to be with the
FCC. There is already the CAPRAD system out there
and if the CAPRAD system is available to the

coordinators and to those people that are review ng

interference situations, but as long -- you would
al nost have to nmandate it at that level. |'mnot sure
the FCC would go to that point. But it could be

hi ghly recommended per haps.

MR SCHLIEMAN;, In the case of the CVRS --
and | guess | would observe that technically that sane
probl em could occur with the state bl ock frequenci es,
that the channels could be reassigned dynamcally
during a day, according to the traffic | oad. Wul d
you have a suggestion on how that m ght be
accommodated in terns of the CAPRAD dat abase?

| mean, | could see in a state database
that, when a change was nmade, the database was
nodi fied accordingly in real tine. But | don't know

how that works with the CAPRAD in terns of real tine.
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MR HARASETH: Difficult to say. ' m not

sure if | see the technology evolving in the 700 state
spectrum that would allow dynamc rebanding. I
suppose that it could happen. There is no reason why
they couldn't follow the sanme nodel that sonme of the
cellular people are followng. Could be that they are
using the sanme equipnment and the sane swtching
systens that cellular entities could be using.

So that is a scenario that is of concern.

MR. DEVINE: Just as a point, the original
intent wasn't for Fire nmutual 154 or 280 to be -- W
weren't concerned about the fire discipline. It was a
nonuser who is not famliar wth its interoperable
characteristics and sone of the characteristics wthin
the footnote, a highway user, for exanple, who to them
it's just a nunber and the availability of it in
searches and the like for them to utilize that, and
for that to be licensed as an output in a different
discipline is really where the Pl designator was
i ntroduced, to sonehow yell out that this is used as -
- has interoperable characteristics and is used in
many areas. So that was the original intent for it.

MR.  HARASETH: True, but in the sane

light, right now all the coordinators are very, very
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cogni zant of al | the footnotes for al | t he
frequencies, and they watch those very closely. I
think, creating an entirely different service category
for those and the changes that would be entailed in
ULS, along with the prograns that the coordi nators use
as well, would be very, very difficult.

| think that could really be addressed
through just clarifying the footnotes. The FCC has
asked in their nost recent reevaluation of the rules
and regulations, and that is one area that could be
clarified.

The footnotes in general could Dbe
clarified in a lot of situations. There is a lot of
carryover, archaic termnology in sone of those
footnotes. There's sone of themthat need to be just
renoved. There's sone of them that need to be
clarified, and this would be a case that it could be
very clearly clarified.

MR NASH: den Nash with the state of

Cal i forni a.

|, too, would support that the fixed
stations need to be licensed or captured on the
dat abase sonepl ace. W have -- W need to keep in

mnd that, particularly on these interoperability
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channel s, that while we have been focused on the 700
megahertz here, that a lot of what we have been
suggesting we've been trying to nove into the other
bands. \Whereas, in the 700 negahertz band here, the
interoperability channels are set aside into a unique
bl ock.

In the other bands, they are interleaved
in and anongst the other usable channels, and they are
i medi ately adj acent to channels that m ght be used by
ot her people for other purposes.

Ther ef or e, to the extent t hat t he
coordinators try to enploy QST-88 to do an
interference analysis as they are doing coordination,
they need to know that those fixed stations are in
place. It does us little good to create an install an
interoperability systemonly to have it disabled by a
day to day use systembeing put in on top of it.

So we do need to know that information
It is inportant as an engineering function and, you
know, from the standpoint of focus of coordination
site analysis, interference analysis, all of that.
That is inportant information to know and, therefore,
| woul d suggest that we do need to license it.

Bob brought up -- To refocus a little bit
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here, you know, Bob brought up an interesting point on
the state |licensed channels. Right now, there is no
process to capture that information. The states have
been gi ven autonony on how t hose channels are used and
ever yt hi ng.

You're right. You know, as part of all of
us, we have lost a bit of information that m ght be of
need and value in doing sonme engineering studies.
Again, you know, one thing that the FCC database has
al ways provided us was a nethod of finding out what is
licensed and in use in areas and, to the extent that
EA licensing has taken that information away from us,
state licensing is taking that information away from
us, the existing process for Federal licensing is --
you know, we've lost sone of that information and
being able to do sone of that analysis.

So we can't do all that we would like to
be able to do, just because the information isn't
available. So I think we do need to be careful about
maki ng even | ess information avail abl e.

CHAl RVAN POAELL: | would think that, Ron
in your role as mtigating disputes and interference,
woul d be really concerned with those state I|icenses,

because we all know that no state would ever cone in
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conflict with its adjacent state in using channels.
That just has never happened, but certainly, this
woul d be ripe for that happening as these systens are
i npl enented, especially here along the East Coast with
the nunber of snall states where in theory one base
station in some cases could go not only for that state
but inpact states on two or three sides.

There needs to be a nethod to coordi nate

t hat . Unl ess those fixed stations especially are
captured soneplace, it is going to be extrenely
difficult.

Everybody is whispering in ny ear. Sean,
are you taking note of that?

MR, DEVI NE: | think the overwhel mng
consensus s t hat t he current i censing of
interoperability base stations is crucial and needs to
continue, and | think we all concur with that as well.

So the benefits and -- Don Speights is in the room
now, and we had discussed the redbook channels
earlier.

If a relationship between NIIA and the
states were to devel op paraneters and usage paraneters
for those channels and there would be no nmechanismto

license those, then would it -- that mght be a
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challenge as to if base stations were put up or would
they be nobile only blanket applications such as we've
seen at 800 and VHF and UHF.

Those are probably topics that we wll
di scuss once those channels are available at sone
point, but that's probably another issue, if the
licensing of those would be a challenge, maybe a
bl anket approach from the nobile perspective or fixed
base tenporary if sonmething like that could be
devel oped at the states as well. So --

CHAl RVAN POWELL: Do we have this issue
resolved then to people's satisfaction? Fred?

MR CRIFFIN Fred Giffin again. As part
of your consideration -- and | was not involved in
this. So | can't give you any details. But the city
of R chnond, Virginia, netropolitan area at the 800
NPSPAC nutual aid, they have been through a whole
series of gyrations regarding hosting the fixed
facilities and who does it and all the rest.

There mght be sonething in that process
that you could learn fromit or glean fromit. The
man that -- not did it, but the man that forced it is
as a catalyst was the frequency coordinator. Hi s nane

is David Warner. At the present tine he is not the
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frequency coordi nator. At the present tine he does
not work for Virginia State Police, but he does work
for the state of Virginia in the Departnment of
| nf or mati on Technol ogy.

| think sonebody ought to talk to him

CHAl RVAN POWELL: Okay, Fred, thank you.
A nunber of us know M. Varner well.

Wat we wll do then, based on the
di scussion that we have had so far, is tonight we wll
try to get a list of these frequencies together. W
probably will not be able to designate those | ast
three characters, because we are going to have to sit
down with NTIA and others if we want to roll their
channels into that, and put that together. But
certainly, we can conme up wth the generalized

met hodol ogy that would be used, Mchael, so we can

pull it out to the Steering Commttee.
Then we will need to sit down with Don
because | think it only nakes sense to roll --

identify all the interoperability channels that m ght
be available. It would help, | think, not only state
and |ocal agencies but also the Federal agencies,
because certainly in many areas they are also daily

players on the wuse of the state and |ocal
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interoperability channels through agreenents that we
have with them

Any further discussion on that iten?

MR,  DEVI NE Any other discussion on
channel nonenclature? | notice additional people in
the room It was a fairly discussed topic. W wll

provide the Steering Commttee tonorrow with a copy of

some revised recommendations for convention for the
i nteroperability channels.

Dave Buchanan coul dn't nmake this neeting.

He asked ne to introduce a proposal through nobile

data addressing wth regard to |low speed data
i nteroperability channels.

Dave is recomendi ng that the domai n naned
ps.gov be obtained. There was a discussion yesterday
in the NPSTC neeting. NPSTC is going to have an
initiative to go to NIJ and perhaps see if they could
acquire the ps.gov donai n.

They are hoping to develop sonme kind of
coordination with the states, whether it's the SIECs
or not, to provide an opportunity to have a standard
addressing nethod nationwide wth regard to this
ps.gov domain nanme and be able to dynamcally assign

|P addresses for itinerant data interoperability
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units.

W've got sone docunentation here on
Dave's recommendation. Right. There is a copy on the
back of the table, proposal to NPSTC for nobile data
addr essi ng. Its original concept was considerable,
and there aren't too nmany people who want to be
responsible for it.

W would like to see an initiative begun
where the domain nane is acquired, because we think
that eventually this is the way it's going to pan out,
but it's a fairly daunting task, at least from the
start.

MR. NASH. John, again den Nash with the
state of California.

| had a chance to read over that docunent
this norning. | would suggest one change to it is
that sonewhere in that standardized addressing that
you add a state designator.

The reason for that is | noticed that the
concentration was on trying to conme up wth unique
identifiers for each city. There are many city nanes
that are repeated in states across the country, and I
think trying to get a unique three or four letter

identifier for each city when there's 14 of them
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across the country could be difficult.

Ther ef or e, there is a post of fice
regul ation that says you can only have one nane of a
city used in a state and, therefore, we could key off
of that to ensure that there is -- You know, that way
Col unbus, ©GChio, and Colunbus, Uah, could both use
CAL. It would be sonmewhat conmon.

So | woul d suggest that.

CHAI RVAN POWELL.: W actually discussed
t hat yesterday. For those of you that have that
docunent in front of you, if you look at the front
page about the sixth line up, fifth line up from the
bottom it gives an exanple for what would be Engine
291 for the Ralto Fire Departnent.

Qur discussion was to add -- in this case,
we would add CA for California either before or after
that R A

| will also add to Aen's note that the
post office requirenent is that you cannot have two
post offices with the sane nane. Nonet hel ess, we do
have cities -- For exanple, in California there are at
| east two cities called Pinehurst, both of which have
fire departnents. So we would need to -- or fire

departnents associated with themthat bear that nane.
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So it may not still be all that sinple,
but I think at least adding a state designator to it
woul d be appropriate. It also turns out, | believe

certainly the fire service has a three-letter code
across the country, and | can speak for a nunber of
the western states, noting that |aw enforcenent
i kewi se has a three-letter designator

The problem would be mnmaking sure that
those are unique, and it may be that we will have to
go beyond, in this case now, a five character
desi gnat or there.

| would also like to add that once that
five characters is assigned to an entity, that however
they use that would be left up to themto nunber their
units and so on. That's not sonething we wanted to
try to nmanage, although eventually, if you are going
to do address resolution through sone database, we are
going to have to know who all those are to be able to
assign the appropriate IP back to them just as the
Internet does wth all of our wunique identifiers
t oday.

MR SCHLI ENVAN; John, in terns of the
three-digit city code, | wonder if there mght be a

nore universal way to do it that maybe used a ZI P Code
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or sonmething. I'mthinking in terns of the fact that
you've got jurisdictions that have overlapping -- you
have agencies that have overlapping jurisdictions.
You coul d have nmultiple agencies with the sane city in
t he same service

You could have a sheriff's departnent, a
| ocal police departnent. You have state police, and
all have offices in the sane city, such as Al bany, New
York. So wouldn't that be a bit confusing? Wuldn't
it be perhaps better to have sone coding stream that
used perhaps a nuneric sequence wth an agency
identifier before you came to the unit designator?

CHAl RVAN  POWELL: Wiat | would foresee
happening there -- first of all, you have multiple ZIP
Codes in an area, but you're going to have the sane
issue. You know, take Denver, ZIP Code 80203. That
happens to be where the state offices are. That
happens to be where the Denver city offices are and
where Denver County offices are. So --

MR SCHLI EMAN: How do you differentiate
t hese different agencies then?

CHAI RVAN POWELL.: Well, you would go --
like we currently do, for exanple, in California on

our | aw enforcenent tel etype system which is a three-
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| etter mmenonic. You would have CAFBI and then a

nunber, which is 1234, which is their offices within
the state. You would have CASO for sheriff's office
or PD and/or a county designator for sheriff's office.
For exanple, SF for San Franci sco.

MR NASH G@en Nash with the state of
Cal i forni a.

Bob, | would not suggest trying to use
nanes that are based upon the city in which an officer
is domciled but rather to be using either an agency
nane or a jurisdiction name or sonething |ike that.
So state agencies could be just, you know, S-T-A-T-E
to indicate it is a state agency as opposed to, you
know, being the New York City Police Departnent.

| think you start getting into too many
troubles if you try to identify a particular unit as
domciled as its addressing code.

MR SCHLI ENAN: | agree wth that.
Probably, | didn't really approach it the right way,
because this really is the first time | have | ooked at
this. But | think the way it was just described,
using state codes such as ST or C for city or CO for
county like is currently used, is useful.

I|"m just wondering if the sinplicity of
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the unit designator as shown in this exanple here for

an engine isn't maybe too sinplistic in ternms of it

doesn't say it's fire. You know what | nean? I n
other words, | think maybe you need a further agency
br eakdown.

MR, NASH: | think I could go along with

that. There m ght be certain advantages for building
some menonics into that name so that you have sone

information about who it is you are getting a nessage

from
MR, SCHLI EMAN. O sending to or whatever.
MR, NASH: So as you say, you know, even
though it is not a true national standard, | think the

Internet certainly seens to have been gravitating
toward the use of ST for state, CA -- or C for city,
CO for county, and | think we could |ook at com ng up
with PD, SO FD, you know, and a short |ist of agency
type identifiers that perhaps do build in sone
information into that e-mail address so that you know
a little bit about the person you are getting an e-
mai |l from

MR SCHLI EMAN:  Ri ght.

CHAl RVAN  POWELL: This whole issue was

al nrost brought up today as an informational topic to
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indicate that we are noving ahead with getting the
ps. gov domain nane reserved, knowing that it is going
to take a ot of further discussion to resolve this.
So | think we can take the input that we' ve received
so far and build upon that.

NPSTC has asked a group of us to work
within that organization to try to hash this out, and
two of us are on that group and would certainly invite
anyone else. W wll nake sure that the subcommttee
e-mail reflector gets our discussions on the subject
and would invite all of your input as we try to
resol ve this.

MR DEVINE: | think den Nash's point is
i nportant. It needs to be on a quick review One
needs to be able to see whether it's a city, county or
state wunit. If we are talking about a specific
device, | think it needs to be quickly reviewed and be
able to get a lot of information real quick, and I
think the Internet has provided that through some of
t he addressi ng we see now.

So | think that's a good start, and |
think we need to | ook toward sone of those established
ways of doing things when it cones to this domaining.

That's all that -- That was Dave's prinmary
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input, and that's what he wanted to nmake sure we got
out today.

One of the other -- The other issue that
is on the table as well, | believe, was the
recommendation at the last neeting in Septenber was
the aggregation of the data channels, the w de band
data channels that we had discussed, and nade
recomendation for certain designations.

W renoved the channel nanes, because that
topic was still under review The notice on the
sheet, handout there, that's not I|isted. But we did
aggregate and provide the last six channels, 82
through 84 and 91 through 93, as with no 50 kil ohertz
aggregation up to 150. W renoved that, and we nade
t hose recommendations and struck the nanes from that
recomrendation originally.

Any coment on the 50 Kkilohertz data
channels and the aggregation allowable for the four
sets, and then the last two sets, no aggregation at
all. Any comment on that, based on the docunent?

CHAl RVAN POAELL: M understanding is this
is a revision based on discussion from the |[ast
meeti ng. This is what is proposed now from that

di scussi on.
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MR W LHELM Does this differ from the

itemthat the Steering Conmttee approved at the |ast

nmeeti ng?

MR DEVINE: No.

MR. ElI ERVAN: Dave Ei ernman, Mot orol a.

The only comment | got is those l|last six
channels are in the sanme TV channel. So | know that,

when we broke up the narrow band channels, we nade
sure that common channels were broken up between the
TV channel s because of early adopter issues.

MR.  DEVI NE: The other issue that was
brought up at the last neeting was, wth the 50
kil ohertz interoperable standard, we addressed the
issue, and it wll probably be additionally discussed
today, of if the incident conmander or the O C at the
time decided that the 150 kilohertz interoperability
structure was required and needed, it could remain
But as a default value, they would all revert back to
50 kilohertz in a crisis.

I n other words, the 150 kil ohertz woul d be
secondary to the reduction back down to 50 kilohertz
unless it was ordered to remain by the incident
commander or the individual in charge at the scene.

That was discussed last tine in a simlar
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fashion to the secondary trunk channels that were
di scussed and the inmedi ate ability for renote renoval
of themoff the trunk system So those topics as well
are certainly open to discussion, but the reduction
and the aggregation down to 50 kil ohertz was indicated
to be a positive step. So we would certainly take any
comments on that as well, when needed at the scene.

CHAl RVAN POWNELL: Based on Dave's note,
think it would be appropriate and prudent for us to
redefine those -- to nove one of those |ast groups so
that we have one in each pair of channels. That only
makes sense. It follows the procedures that the NCC
and the Comm ssion have followed throughout this
proceeding in making sure that, if only one pair is
avai l abl e, that you have a subset of the full channel
capacity that you woul d have el sewhere.

| would suggest, if we do that, also at
the very bottom of that second page where it notes
that 91, 92 and 93 are established as 50 kilohertz
nati onwi de common channel s, that we should split those
up, perhaps maybe go from three to four and take two
of those in each of those pairs of channels.

Comment on that? If people are in

agreenent, we can do that tonight, Mchael, and have

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

52

t hat recommendati on.

MR DEVINE: | believe that's -- This was
a part of that recommendation. So if we are going to
change that, that would be a correction as well as the
NAC code that we discussed earlier. So we'll get both
of those clarified this evening.

CHAI RVAN POWELL: Ckay. s everyone in
agreenent on that? Ckay.

VR,  DEVI NE: Any suggestions as to which
channel s of the other pair? Are we talking --

CHAl RVAN PONELL: Take the bottom one.

MR DEVINEE Well, you want to make it --
instead of 82, 83 and 84, neke it 46, 47 and 48?

MR. ROSS: Joe Ross, Washington, D.C

| guess |'m confused. Wy are these six
channels not permtted for aggregation? \at's the
pur pose? What are we trying to achi eve?

MR. DEVINE: The real goal is, if they are
aggregated, there is a specific use or utilization;
and if they are not allowed for aggregation, there is
potenti al for three separate uses to operate
i ndependently of each other. If a crisis were to
occur where 350 Kkilohertz channels could be better

used, then one 150 kilohertz set, then that's the --
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The concept is such that perhaps it would better serve
t he scene or the incident.

MR ROSS: Wiy not l|leave that up to the
states? Wiy not leave it up to the states to decide
whet her they want that channel to be a 50 kilohertz
channel or a 150 kil ohertz channel ?

CHAl RVAN  POWELL: Because we need sone
nati onal channels. As we have done across the board
with interoperability, we have reserved sone channels
that will have a national characteristic, because we
need that so that we have interoperability and so that
people comng in fromoutside of the state in response
to an incident will be able to know, for exanple,
where to go.

This would be, | guess, the equival ent of
a calling channel, if we did that, right in this band,
and it has a national characteristic, not a state
controll ed characteristic. Wayne?

MR. LELAND: Yes, Wayne Lel and
representing TIA. Another reason is at this point in
time TIA is developing a 50 kilohertz data standard.
kay? And there isn't any data standard for 100 or
150, at least at this point in tinme.

CHAl RVAN POAELL: Dave?
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MR ElIERVAN:  David E ernman, Mtorol a.

My only suggestion is you put these
channel s near the center of the TV channel, not at the
edge where you might get into an adjacent channel. So
you know, butt them up against the narrow band
channel s.

CHAI RVAN POWELL.: Ckay, we could take a
|l ook at that and do that. W will reshuffle these
then, as it appears people are generally in agreenent
with that, and --

MR DEVI NE: O the six sets, we are
talking about two of the six sets being with no
aggregation, and you're saying, of those particular
sets, you would designate four of those six channels.

CHAl RVAN PONELL: Two in each one woul d be

designated for nationwi de common, and noting that the

50 kilohertz -- and this is an issue that we do need
to address, Wayne, is if we are going -- These al ways
are for interoperability and, if we are going to

permt that going all the way up to 150, certainly the
technology that's been adopted would allow that to
happen as TIA has an ability to expand its standards
definition there, starting at 50 but eventually be

able to allow that -- hopefully, that sanme technol ogy
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to be used up to 150, since it is capable of doing

t hat .
MR. LELAND: Wayne Lel and in response.
Clearly, TIA is devel oping standards that
wi |l enconpass beyond 50 kilohertz and, in fact, two

di fferent nodul ation schenmes. So the direction we are
going will get us there, but the focus we have been
working on with the time constraints, etcetera, for
NCC has been on -- As you recall, we adopted the 50
kil ohertz and that focus, and that just cones first.
But, yes, we w il get there.

MR. DEVINE: Any other discussion on -- |
can i magi ne scenarios where two 150 kil ohertz channels
woul d provide a certain level of functionality and be
appropriate for the scene, and | can also inmagine a
scene where six channels could be appropriate for a
speci fic scene.

So is there any consensus regarding the
policy as to whether or not the deaggregation of
channels from 150 down to 50 is appropriate in the
rul emaki ng process or in any of our rules where, if
needed, that one would need to deaggregate those
channel s? Is there any feeling on that, or do we

leave it to the discretion of the incident conmander
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to decide what he feels appropriate based on the
scene? That's okay with ne.

MR W LHELM Steve, could you el aborate
on that? I'"'m not sure | wunderstand what vyou're
sayi ng.

MR DEVI NE: If it was determned at the
scene that a limted nunber of data interoperability
channels were available and a 150 kilohertz
application is perhaps not as beneficial to the scene
as three 50 kilohertz applications would be, do we
want to address it in a simlar way as secondary
trunki ng where those channels can be used secondary,
and then they have to be renotely accessed and nade
avail able to the pool for the interoperability use?

MR W LHELM | think that was already
deci ded, that the 150 and 100 woul d be secondary.

CHAI RVAN POVELL,; | would |ike to change
the mnimm with regard to what we did with the
Steering Commttee. | think just a reshuffling of the
channel s, for obvious reasons, wthout any further
change, and the recomendations which they have
al ready adopted woul d be appropri ate.

So if people are in agreenent, we wll

simply shuffle t hese, mai nt ai ni ng t he same
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requi rements that now exist that the Steering
Commttee actually already approved at the |ast
nmeeti ng. W are going to change where the 50s are
wi thin the bl ock.

Do we have any further business for this
subcomm ttee? Any other itens people would like to
di scuss? So for tomorrow, we wll -- Mke wll
provide to the Steering Commttee a nore detailed
recommendati on, taking into account the discussion on
sinplifying the nonmencl ature, nunber one, and then the
two corrections, the NAC code and the reshuffling of
t hese channel s, the w de band channel s.

MR W LHELM Thank you. | think it's
10: 21 now. W'Il take a break, and be back by 10: 35.

(Whereupon, the foregoing matter went off
the record at 10:21 a.m and went back on the record
at 10:51 a.m)

MR NASH: If we could come to order,
pl ease. John Powel| asked for a couple of mnutes to
finish up sonething that he forgot during his neeting.

CHAI RVAN PONELL: Not to finish up, but we
had a request that canme in after we adjourned for the
day from the Fire Service on this channel

nonencl ature, that rather than saying MED for the
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medi cal channels, that we say EM5 to clearly
differentiate them from the MED channels at UHF and
also to show that they are EMS channels and not
avai l abl e for public health or other people that m ght
fall under the wi der MED term nol ogy.

So if we have no objection to that, we
will make that change in the nonenclature. So it
woul d be -- For police, it would be LAW For fire, it
would be F-I1-R and for the energency nedical
services, it would actually be EM5. Any objections to
that? GOkay, thank you.

(Whereupon, the foregoing matter went off

the record at 10:52 a.m)
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