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Cooney, Timothy

From: Cooney, Timothy
Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 9:21 PM
To: louis.peraertz@fcc.gov
Cc: Tramont, Bryan
Subject: Follow-up to today's ex parte call re WT Docket No. 10-153

Louis, 
 
Thank you again for taking our call on behalf of Comsearch about the WSI proposal in WT Docket No. 10-153 
regarding “auxiliary links.”  
 
In our call, I explained that even when auxiliary link services are secondary it is extremely difficult and 
expensive to identify the source of interference, and it takes a lot of time to resolve because the secondary 
licensee typically does not want to shut down service to its end users without “proof” both that interference is 
actually taking place and that the secondary licensee is the cause of the alleged interference.   Comsearch 
specifically addressed WSI’s arguments about secondary status in its filings.  Please see pages 15-16 of 
Comsearch’s initial comments filed October 25, 2010; page 10 of Comsearch’s March 11, 2011 ex parte; and 
pages 4-5 of Comsearch’s April 29, 2011 ex parte letter.  
 
We were able to locate a possible US deployment of WSI/Proxim-type architecture that may be the one you 
described.  Proxim has built the project for the Indiana Department of Transportation, but it is significantly 
different in material ways from the type that would be permitted under the proposed rules here.  The Indiana 
DOT "Intelligent Transportation System" project only uses unlicensed spectrum for WiMAX links.  Of course, 
unlicensed operation gives access to spectrum over a service area with no expectation of interference 
protection.  Additionally, the data flows appear to be far below those required for a "4G" wireless backhaul 
network.  
 
Even if WSI and Proxim were referencing a license in the Dedicated Short Range Communications (DSRC) 
service under Section 90.371 of the FCC’s rules, however, their claim of having no interference complaints 
would be irrelevant in the context of WT Docket No. 10-153.  In a DSRC ITS system, the 5.9 GHz band is 
licensed on a non exclusive geographic area basis, with no interference protection rights, very low EIRP and 
low antenna heights.  DSRC systems are completely different from Part 101 licensed point to point 
deployments that use site-by-site licensed spectrum accorded interference protection.   
  
The Part 101 point-to-point spectrum is shared by a multitude of licensees with a right of first-in-time 
interference protection and obligation to minimize the effect of their transmissions on others (lowest power, 
highly directional antennas).  The proposal for auxiliary stations, however, would undercut the spectral 
efficiency principles of the Part 101 rules and create incentives to employ site licenses to carve out de facto 
geographic service areas using minimally compliant antennas and higher than necessary power to maximize 
the size of the auxiliary link service areas.  As I mentioned in our telephone conversation, the WSI proposal 
also would inappropriately add TDD services into Part 101 bands that had been exclusively FDD, raising major 
frequency coordination issues.  See pages 13-15 of Comsearch’s initial comments filed October 25, 2010.   

Thank you again for taking the time for our call today.  In accordance with the new ex parte rules, I will file a 
notice tomorrow addressing both today’s call and attaching this email. 

Please let me know if you have any questions.  
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