September 8, 2016
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING
Ms. Marlene Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC	20554

RE: Reply to Comments in ET Docket No. 15-105: Office of Engineering and Technology and Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Seek Information on Current Trends in LTE-U and LAA 	Technology

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Following on my initial comments of August 6, 2015 and October 1, 2015 on the proceedings and correspondence in FCC ET Docket No. 15-105 I have the following observations and suggestions going forward on this important wireless Network Neutrality policy matter.

1) “I have yet to see any problem, however complicated, which when you look at it in the right way, did not become still more complicated” Poul Anderson

There have been a multitude of technical proposals and arguments that obscure the fundamental social and public policy issues related to the 15-105 docket considerations.

It would be appropriate for the FCC - and the public at large - to consider the broader set of issues impacting such a critical consideration of allowing incumbent licensed mobile operators to effectively shut down the evolution of the most competitively progressive and consumer driven of evolution of wireless services. The current myopic WFA “coexistence/conformance” testing of simply last generation 802.11n WiFi technologies with LTE-U based on minimal laboratory configurations is drastically insufficient to ensure real market operating conditions are sustainable. There has been no evidence that realistically customer “loaded” conditions are being testing for current WiFi operations - including 802.11ac and other evolved WiFi offers - with both LTE-U regional and LAA global access options.
Moreover no government or industry body - vendor or service provider - has proposed a standalone version of either a LTE-U or LAA access device that a consumer could select for their own deployment in home or office. Related to this consumer option, no one has proposed interference testing of either such device with current commercial Wifi consumer device operation.

 

2) There is nothing so useless as doing efficiently that which should not be done at all. Peter Drucker

Underlying most proposals from proponents for the “urgency” of allowing licensed mobile operators to intrude on the current global band of competitive unlicensed spectrum - primarily existing 2.4 and 5.0 GHz bands- is some apparent crisis of “spectrum depletion”. 

The facts of the matter include:

- the existing option for mobile operators to simply “re-farm” existing 2G/3G and event 4G licensed spectrum for coverage and capacity expansion for their customers, as they have repeatedly argued in their presentations of the improved efficiency of LTE-U (or LAA) access technologies over WiFi options
- there is now additional licensed spectrum available since the FCC decisions this summer to auction additional such spectrum to the dominant incumbent wireless operators
- the current wireless operators appear to have been able to satisfy existing customer demands for additional wireless  data requirements by the recently defined secure mechanisms for handover from mobile wireless to existing WiFi “hotspots” without any coexistence/interference issues.

3) “Efficiency is doing better what has already been done.” Peter Drucker

The bottom line on these ongoing industry discussions and proposals can be reduced to a basic set of policy decisions consistent with the June 14, 2016 reaffirmation of the FCC Net Neutrality decisions.

Overall, what is in the best interests of the U.S. consumer population at large? If one looks at the critical wireless technology drivers for the baseline consumer communications technologies of the 21st century, it consists primarily of wireless access technology developed by the IEEE standards committees (i.e. OFDMA) and the Internet network technologies (e.g. SIP servers), that other global industry standards associations have adopted (e.g. 3GPP for evolved GSM and LTE/LAA) and to a lesser extent regional proprietary options like LTE-U.

The U.S. consumer is best served by developing and deploying the broadest technology based communications technologies - based the ongoing IEEE/IETF global initiatives - that are “real market” proven consumers options like WiFi and other compatible wireless service options, shown to coexist in actual service deployments.





4) “The most important thing in communications is to hear what isn’t being said.” Peter Drucker

There is no market evidence that licensed wireless service operators can adhere to any “rules of etiquette” for sharing any available spectrum with a competitor without adverse impact on consumers. Currently there is no proposed FCC laboratory or global commercial test of the potential LTE-U and LAA alternatives to commercial WiFi, to even validate that competing wireless operators - let alone existing WiFi operators - can coexistence competitively in a fair environment based on Net Neutrality guidelines. Several recent consumer comments to the FCC 15-105 proceedings appear to raise the concerns of such impact also.

Unless there is a careful review of the potential impact of allowing traditional “monopolistic” (i.e. held spectrum) wireless operators to intrude on the most entrepreneurially wireless competitive U.S. market in the last century, we may be in danger of introducing the equivalent of a technical “zita” virus into the wireless completive ecosystem. 


I look forward to the FCC resolution of these key issues, in conjunction with full global industry cooperation on these matters.

Sincerely,

Leo Nikkari
5158 Wild Flower Court
Sarasota, FL	34238

