November 12, 1999

D’wana Terry, Esq.

Chief, Public Safety and Private Wireless Division

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

445 Twelfth St., S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554


Re: Trunking in the Refarming Bands

Dear Ms. Terry:

On behalf of the Land Mobile Communications Council (“LMCC”), this letter is a follow-up to a meeting which was recently held between members of the LMCC Refarming Task Force and members of your staff.

As discussed, Section 90.187(b)(2) of the Commission’s Rules provides in part:

(2)  Trunking will be permitted on frequencies where an applicant or licensee does not have an exclusive service area, provided that all frequency coordination requirements are complied with and consent is obtained from all licensees pursuant to paragraphs (b)(2)(i), (b)(2)(ii), and (b)(2)(iii) of this section.

(i)  Stations that have assigned frequencies (base and mobile) that are 15 kHz or less removed from proposed stations that will operate with a 25 kHz channel bandwidth; stations that have assigned frequencies (base and mobile) that are 7.5 kHz or less removed from proposed stations that will operate with a 12.5 kHz bandwidth; or stations that have assigned frequencies (base and mobile) 3.75 kHz or less removed from proposed stations that will operate with a 6.25 kHz bandwidth …

In the recent Third Memorandum Opinion and Order in the Refarming proceeding,
 the Commission declined to eliminate the adjacent channel trunking requirement.
  In the same document, the Commission declined to adopt Ericsson’s proposal to require applicants that propose trunking on 6.25 kHz channels to obtain consent from affected adjacent channel licensees using 12.5 kHz channels if the operating frequency of those adjacent channel licensees falls within 7.5 kHz of the proposed trunked channel.
 

LMCC is concerned that the Rules, as written, coupled with the Commission’s rejection of Ericsson’s request seriously jeopardizes the operations of  licensees on “old” 25 kHz frequencies which have been licensed for centralized trunked operation utilizing 25 kHz equipment.  In order to become licensed, applicants were required to “clean off” or obtain consent from both co-channel licensees and primary licensees (if any) of “old” 12.5 kHz “offset” channels.  However, it appears that the Commission’s interpretation, inferred from the Third MO&O, would mean that a new “offset” frequency applicant would not be required to obtain the “main” channel licensee’s consent (or geographic clearance) despite the fact that the new system may cause interference to the trunked system.

In the Third MO&O, the Commission also gave frequency  advisory committees the flexibility to develop frequency analysis tools of their choice, provided that there was unanimous consent amongst the frequency advisory committees.
  LMCC has reached consensus on the methodology to be utilized for protection of 25 kHz and 12.5 kHz bandwidth centralized trunked  systems (where both systems are licensed or to be licensed on a primary basis) utilizing R-6602 curves.  LMCC believes that new “offset” frequency applicants should be required to obtain the “main” channel licensee’s consent or geographic clearance when both systems are to be licensed on a primary basis.  Absent that consent or clearance, frequency advisory committees should not coordinate such new “offset” frequency requests.  LMCC requests the Commission clarify that it is consistent with the Commission’s Rules for frequency advisory committees to utilize this methodology and provide incumbent trunked licensees this level of protection.

LMCC recognizes that a high power system on an old “offset” channel may also interfere with a 25 kHz wideband system on an old “main” channel that operates in conventional mode.  However, at this time, LMCC has not reached a consensus as to whether to extend similar protection to these systems.  LMCC will update you when a decision on this issue has been reached.  However, at this time, LMCC looks forward to your response on the issue presented for consideration.

Sincerely,

Paul A. Najarian

President

cc:
Michael Wilhelm

Ramona Melson

Herb Zeiler
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