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U1fC',IIl•.J (hlol) ]1tj ' ~"'K 

1"1('rntt "\Wtc" \\ 1\il.m~ '' at1e1kaJokn \'""" 

Re: Wir<'le.u One Network·., l't•tititm for Arhllrutlrm 11'1/h ,\ilf/111 Flt~rttlu 

Docket No. 97119-I·TI' 

On behalf of Wireless One Network. 1..1'. ("Wireless One"), th" lcner rc~pnnd~ tn 

C'lhlrles Rehwinkcl's letter or JnnUOI') 2. 1998 \\Tillcn on h,:.half of Spnnl·l lunda. Inc ("Sprint") 

First, Sprint's assumption that the l(ctJucst for Oral Argument 1111, :.unu:lum nut umd~ 
~crvcd on Mr. Rchwinkel is \\Tong. Mr. Rchwmkcl \\II!> fm-.ed o cop) of the Re4ue~t ~'<lOll ll!> it 
was prepared. The filing cover lc:llcr was doted December ) I. 1997, the dnte that the Iefler \\ II!> 

sent . The federal express pncknge wus nnt dcliver.:d until Jonuury 2. 1998, the s;ame dote a.~ 

Sprint's leuer. 

Second. Wireless One object~ to Sprint's occusotio~ Lhat Wirele~s One sornchuw is not 
fulln11 in~; the rules. 1\s Sprint should he O\\Ure. Rule 25·22 05(>, Flnridu Admini,tr:~ti~<· C'11de. 
'J'Ccilic!> 11h111 post-ht <ring filings nrc pcrnutted nnd ~rcci licnll ) ul11111 ~ rc<jUC'h liar uml 
urgumcntto be filed m oceordance wuh Rule 25-22.058. Florida Adrnumtru111c Code 

Wireless One fully complied 11ith the rules Not onl) dad 11 mnl.c n urncl) rc<Jlle't. hut it 
~upportcd the request ...,ilh Lhc rc~~M~n ' 11h) ··11ral arsumcnt "''uld .ud the Ctlll''lli :.Siun in 
cornprchcndiny and evaluating lhc: issues before it: · Sprint's indicotiun lhut 11 "cannot sil idl) b) 
while Wireless One series 10 improperly comment on the staff rccC~mmcndution und influence the 
cnursc of delibcmtions" is in.approprintc nnd not JU'tified 
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flavin& complied with all rules, Wireless One strongly uhj~'Cl~ tu Sprint':i r.:quc~l thntthc 

Maff assigned to the case not read the Memorandum in Support or the Request for Oral Argument 

or that it not be distributed 10 the Commissioners. I low else can th(' Commission decide if oral 

argument would aid the Commission in comprehending the issue!>? Sprint cites no rule~ for 

withholding the circulation of a pleading because none exist. Indeed. such a reljuc>l '"'IIIli 

violate Wireless One's due process rights . Sprint's appropriate response under the rule~ b 10 

oppose the Request for Oral Argument. 

The issues in this case nrc extremely important 10 Wircles' One. 1\1 all time>. it ha~ 

pursued its interes ts in the issues within the Commission's rules Wire less One believe~ tlu the 

Commission would be aided by oral argument, and respec tfully rcquc,ls thai the Commt>~hone" 

and Staff review Wireless One's Memorandum in Support and rule on Wirelc~ One·, Rcljuc•l 

for Oral Argument. 

ec: (w/cncl.) Frunlo. !Ieaton 
James 1\. Dwyer 
Octh Keating, Esq. [via facsimile (850/4 13-6250) nnd tl.S. MuiiJ 

Willinm Cox. Esq. I via facsimile (850/413-6250) u.nd li.S. Mail ! 
Charles Rchwinkcl , Esq. [viu fucsimilc(850/87R-0777) and tl .S. I\Iai ll 
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