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William F. Caton,
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In re: Comments ofPrimosphere Limited Partnership in GN Docket No. 96-228

Dear Mr. Caton:

It has come to my attention that the final page in the above-referenced comments,
filed on December 4, 1996, was inadvertently omitted. Please associate the enclosed final
page with the filing.
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TABLE 1 WCS INTERFERENCE INTO SOARS ANALYSIS

PARAMETER FIXED MOBILE

SOARS Receiver Noise Temperature 200.0 200.0 (deg K)
Noise Energy -145.6 -145.6 (dBW/MHz)
Allowable Increase in Noise Energy 0.2 0.2 (dB)
Interference Noise Energy -158.6 -158.6 (dBW/MHz)
WCS EIRP (Ref) 0.0 0.0 (dBW/MHz)
Distance to SOARS Receive Antenna 100.0 3.0 (ft)
Frequency 2320.0 2320.0 (MHZ)
Free Space Path Loss 69.2 38.7 (dB)
SOARS Antenna Gain 3.0 3.0 (dB)
Proposed FCC Isolation 70.0 43.0 (dB)
WCS Interference to SOARS -136.2 -78.7 (dBW/MHz)

Additional Isolation Required 22.4 79.9 (dB)

Proposed Isolation Specification 92 123 (dB)

Figure 1. Noise Power into SOARS Receiver vs Range
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