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REPLY COMMENTS OF WHITE SPACES COALITION ON THE
OET DTV INTERFERENCE REJECTION MEASUREMENT REPORT

As the White Spaces Coalition explained in its initial comments, the Office of
Engineering and Technology DTV receiver interference report confirms the feasibility of
deploying low-power personal/portable unlicensed devices in the television white spaces.?
Indeed, OET’s analysis indicates that the most likely source of potential harmful interference to
DTV receivers will not be a white space device operating under appropriate parameters, but
rather another over-the-air DTV broadcast signal.® In other words, carefully selected rules will
ensure that low power personal/portable white space devices can protect DTV receivers capable
of rejecting interference from other DTV broadcasts.*

With one exception, each of the parties submitting comments on the OET Report has
noted the failure of the DTV receivers tested by OET to meet the ATSC Recommended

Guidelines, though there is disagreement as to what this means for white space use.”> As
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Microtune has observed, however, the NTIA requires the converter boxes that will play a crucial
role in the DTV transition to have minimum performance standards similar to the ATSC
Guidelines,® casting doubt on MSTV/NAB’s insistence that the Commission should completely
disregard these parameters and look solely at “actual performance results.”’ The Coalition has
noted throughout this proceeding that the conservative operating requirements it has proposed for
personal/portable devices ensure that current DTV receivers will not receive harmful
interference; however, the scope of broadcasters’ protection is not—and should not be—defined
by the aggregated flaws of receivers that do not even meet the performance bar the industry has
set for itself.2 With the Commission having decided recently not to pursue receiver standards, it
must be even more vigilant in ensuring that interference protection rights are not defined by
poorly made receivers.

As Motorola has explained, overly stringent spectrum sharing requirements justified on
the basis of DTV receiver protection “will result not only in significantly reducing the amount of
spectrum available for TV white spaces operations[,] but also bring[] into question whether the
current DTV channel assignment is sufficient to ensure quality reception with interference
among the various DTV broadcast stations.”® The Coalition shares Motorola’s assessment that
clearly defining the scope of DTV receiver protection in this proceeding will ensure that DTV
receivers continue to mature and provide better interference rejection performance, assuming that

the Commission rejects calls from broadcasters to substantially expand interference protection
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beyond the current rules.® Overprotecting poorly performing receivers will serve only to
encourage future inefficient receiver design, sacrificing innovative white space uses with nothing
to show in return.™

In closing, the Coalition notes that the OET Report comments further illustrate the
competing technical claims in this proceeding, underscoring the need for objective, independent
Commission testing to arbitrate these claims.*? The Coalition looks forward to the
Commission’s confirmation that its proposed operating parameters will protect broadcasters
while enabling the new innovative services the Commission seeks to provide using the white
spaces.
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