
December 4, 1984 

SEPARATE STATEMENT OF 
l _ COMMISSIONER JAMES H. QUELLO 

Fin'al Deci'l,ion in ICS/MCI/CMS (Los Angeles Cellular 
Pro~eeding), CC Docket 83-146. 

, I am conc~rned that the Commission has been so thorough in 
eliminatingi~sues from comparative hearings involving cellular 
radio ~ licensees!/that it has left itself very little basis upon 
which . to distinguish applic~nts.· No one would dispute tbat the 
dis t in c t ion in g eo g rap h i c an d pop u 1 a t i on c 0 v era g e w h i c h s e r v e s 
a s t b e bas. is ' for dec i din g t his' cas ere pre sen t son 1 y a s 1 i g h t 
diffe ·reIic.e be.tween tbese applicants. Nevertheless, under the 
restricted criteria that the Commission bas chosen to employ, I 
believe ' tbat this distinction does present sufficient ground for 
making ~ r~rional decision. 

Accordingly, I support the decision. 
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