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An FCC managed rebanding program to protect public safety from 
severe 800 MHz radio interference that went into effect in 2004 was 
(optimistically) supposed to be completed in 18 months, by mid-2006. 
After several extensions and protracted diplomatic negotiations with 
both Canada and Mexico, a Mexican border treaty agreement was 
signed on June 8, 2012, 8 years after the rebanding program began 
and 6 ½ years after its initial expected completion. 
 
Agreement with Mexico - On June 8, 2012, the FCC announced in a 
news release that the United States and Mexico signed a new 
Protocol for sharing spectrum in the 800 MHz band along the U.S.-
Mexico border, which paves the way for completion of 800 MHz band 
reconfiguration by licensees operating along the U.S.- Mexico border. 
The new Protocol: (1) allots band segments between the U.S. and 
Mexico, (2) specifies the technical parameters for operation on these 
band segments within 110 kilometers (68 miles) of the common 
border, and (3) creates a bi-national Task Force to support the 
transition of incumbent operators along the border to the new 
allotment plan. 
 
It’s likely that 2 more years will pass though, before the actual 
frequencies will be available and remaining agencies in Wave 4 may 
proceed with rebanding. NPRM (WT Docket 02-55) was released by 
the FCC on August 17, 2012 with comments due by October 15, 
2012 and reply comments filed on or before October 15, 2012.  There 
are significant spectrum and implementation issues to be resolved 
including the realistic timeline for Mexican licensees to vacate 800 
MHz spectrum and clarity on the impacts of shared border spectrum. 
When reviewing the NPRM, look closely at the discussions regarding 
the exclusion of a guard band and also the provision that U.S. 
commercial carriers must fund the relocation of their Mexican 
counterparts. This also raises a question as to incumbent impacts 
should a Mexican licensee only relocate some of its channels but not 
all of its channels. That could greatly impact an incumbent, possibly 
requiring additional radio programming and a necessity to renegotiate 
costs with Sprint-Nextel, also adding delays to this project. 

http://www.800ta.org/content/resources/FCC_News_DOC-314532.pdf


Proposed Band Plan - On August 17, 2012, the FCC’s Public Safety 
and Homeland Security Bureau (PSHSB) released a Fourth Further 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) proposing a new 800 MHz 
band plan along the U.S.-Mexico border and procedures for the 
reconfiguration of affected licensees. Specifically, the PSHSB 
proposed a channel plan for licensees that operate within 110 
kilometers of the border (the Sharing Zone) and channel plans for 
licensees operating in the portions of the NPSPAC regions bordering 
Mexico that are outside the Sharing Zone. The PSHSB also proposed 
the elimination of the channel center offsets in the Sharing Zone and 
the use of standard channel centers for all post-reconfiguration 
channel assignments. The NPRM also includes a proposal for a 
specific band plan for the non-Sharing Zone portions of NPSPAC 
Region 5: Southern California that is identical to the standard U.S. 
band plan for non-border regions, except that it does not include an 
Expansion Band or a Guard Band. The PSHSB proposed an overall 
30-month transition period for the completion of reconfiguration in the 
U.S.-Mexico border region and time periods and procedures for 
planning, negotiation, and mediation. The PSHSB is seeking 
comments from interested parties. Comments must be filed with the 
FCC on or before October 1, 2012 and reply comments must be filed 
on or before October 15, 2012. Licensees along the U.S.-Mexico 
border should take steps to prepare for reconfiguration and may 
engage in non-frequency-dependent planning activities. 
 
It’s now clear that the Region 5 proposed band plan will be consistent 
and compatible with the new 800 MHz mutual aid frequency plan 
(ITAC, CLEMARS) that has been implemented by 90% of the U.S. 
and Canada that has already rebanded. It’s assumed that the new 
ITAC channel plan will also be employed in Mexico.  
 
A question arises as to availability of technical manpower resources 
and hardware availability 3 to 4 years after 90% of the country has 
completed rebanding. It’s important that Wave 4 incumbents begin 
negotiations now to secure resources with vendors and service 
providers to prevent long delays later. 
 
 
 

http://www.800ta.org/content/fccguidance/DA_12-1343_08.17.12.pdf
http://www.800ta.org/content/fccguidance/DA_12-1343_08.17.12.pdf


Incumbents are reminded to begin drive-testing and baseline 
documenting existing coverage as soon as possible, remembering 
though that Sprint-Nextel will only reimburse for pre-negotiated 
rebanding activities. In-building coverage must also be documented 
to assure ‘comparable facilities’ after rebanding. 
 
*A critical rebanding-related issue that appears to have been 
completely overlooked by the FCC, the TA and incumbents relates to 
Sprint-Nextel’s announcement that the iDEN network will be 
decommissioned by June 30, 2013. Many public safety agencies now 
enjoy ‘free’ use of Sprint-Nextel owned and operated in-building BDA 
systems in public facilities such as airports, hotels, train stations, 
vehicle tunnels, and also in jails and government buildings. As it is a 
separate issue from 800 MHz rebanding, no one has been discussing 
what will happen to these BDA’s when Sprint shuts down 800 MHz 
and 900 MHz iDEN. If Sprint pulls the plug on or before June 30, 
2013 and incumbents later file an RFPF to reband, Sprint can argue 
that at the time of negotiation, these BDA facilities were 
decommissioned and are not part of rebanding negotiations as 
‘comparable facilties’ do not exist. Sprint can further argue that 
Sprint-Nextel owned BDA’s were not the property of incumbents so 
no consideration shall be made in rebanding negotiations. In light of 
this pending problem, it’s imperative that public safety agencies begin 
to baseline in-building coverage prior to June 30, 2012. This may 
have to be done at risk of Sprint later arguing that this labor wasn’t 
pre-negotiated. Failure to baseline test in-building coverage in Sprint-
Nextel BDA supported locations may prove disastrous in later Sprint 
rebanding negotiations. Sprint-Nextel in many cases pays 
considerable lease amounts for public location in-building sites. It’s 
unlikely that local government would be able to assume these leases 
which may have to be renegotiated after Sprint-Nextel’s termination.  
Along that line of thought, a good question for Sprint in rebanding 
negotiations is whether they would pay recurring lease charges for 
new or replacement BDA’s under their private lease agreements.   
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