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§22.929

service from a different cellular sys-
tem, are considered to be operating
under the authorization of such dif-
ferent system. The licensee of such dif-
ferent system is responsible, during
such temporary period, for exercising
effective operational control over such
mobile stations as if they were sub-
scribers to it.

§22.929 [Reserved]

§22.935 Procedures for comparative
renewal proceedings.

The procedures in this section apply
to comparative renewal proceedings in
the Cellular Radiotelephone Service.

(a) If one or more of the applications
competing with an application for re-
newal of a cellular authorization are
filed, the renewal applicant must file
with the Commission its original re-
newal expectancy showing electroni-
cally via the ULS. This filing must be
submitted no later than 60 days after
the date of the Public Notice listing as
acceptable for filing the renewal appli-
cation and the competing applications.

(b) Interested parties may file peti-
tions to deny any of the mutually ex-
clusive applications. Any such peti-
tions to deny must be filed no later
than 30 days after the date that the re-
newal applicant submitted its renewal
expectancy showing. Applicants may
file replies to any petitions to deny ap-
plications that are filed. Any such re-
plies must be filed no later than 15
days after the date that the petition(s)
to deny was filed. No further pleadings
will be accepted.

(c) In most instances, the renewal ap-
plication and any competing applica-
tions will be designated for a two-step
procedure. An Administrative Law
Judge (Presiding Judge) will conduct a
threshold hearing (step one), in which
both the licensee and the competing
applicants will be parties, to determine
whether the renewal applicant deserves
a renewal expectancy. If the order des-
ignating the applications for hearing
specifies any basic qualifying issues
against the licensee, those issues will
be tried in this threshold hearing. If
the Presiding Judge determines that
the renewal applicant is Dbasically
qualified and due a renewal expect-
ancy, the competing applicants will be
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found ineligible for further comnsider-
ation and their applications will be de-
nied. If the Presiding Judge determines
that the renewal applicant does not
merit a renewal expectancy but is oth-
erwise qualified, then all of the appli-
cations will be considered in a com-
parative hearing (step two).

(d) Any competing applicant may re-
quest a waiver of the threshold hearing
(step one), if such applicant dem-
onstrates that its proposal so far ex-
ceeds the service already being pro-
vided that there would be no purpose in
making a threshold determination as
to whether the renewal applicant de-
served a renewal expectancy vis-a-vis
such a competing applicant. Any such
waiver request must be filed at the
time the requestor’s application is
filed. Petitions opposing such waiver
requests may be filed. Any such peti-
tions must be filed no later than 30
days after the date that the renewal
applicant submitted its renewal ex-
pectancy showing. Replies to any peti-
tions opposing such waiver requests
may be filed. Any such replies must be
filed no later than 15 days after the
date that the petition(s) were filed. No
further pleadings will be accepted. Any
waiver request submitted pursuant to
this paragraph will be acted upon prior
to designating the applications for
hearing. If a request to waive the
threshold hearing (step one) is granted,
the renewal expectancy issue will be
designated as part of the comparative
hearing (step two), and will remain the
most important comparative factor in
deciding the case, as provided in
§22.940(a).

(e) If the Presiding Judge issues a
ruling in the threshold (step one) that
denies the licensee a renewal expect-
ancy, all of the applicants involved in
the proceeding will be allowed to file
direct cases no later than 90 days after
the release date of the Presiding
Judge’s ruling. Rebuttal cases must be
filed no later than 30 days after the
date that the direct cases were filed.

(f) The Presiding Judge shall use the
expedited hearing procedures delin-
eated in this paragraph in both thresh-
old (step one) and comparative (step
two) hearings conducted in compara-
tive cellular renewal proceedings.

112



		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-01-22T01:48:00-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




