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To: Marlene H. Dortsch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D C 20554

Comments of Mark W. Kahrs, PhD, electrical and computer engineering
professor, consultant and licensed amateur radio operator (KB2VSQ).

First, as a comment by the Wireless Internet Service Providers Association
notes:

“The WISPA representatives noted that TV white space deployments are
ramping up as equipment certified with geolocation databases is produced,
shipped and installed. The WISPA representatives further explained the
propagation benefits and cost-effectiveness of unlicensed spectrum below 1
GHz as other unlicensed bands become more congested and consumer use of
broadband expands.”

Accordingly, WISPA agrees that the TV white space is available and is al-
ready allocated for dynamic spectrum access. No technical reasons are given
by the proposer about why they could not use this band.

In fact, the proposers acknowledge that the 11 and 12 GHz frequencies are
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“ideal” for their purposes. They have two issues: (a) legacy radios and (b)
restrictions on antennas. It is obvious that the legacy radios can be “legis-
lated out of existence” and then removed from service. And any restrictions
on antennas can likewise be lifted. These are not reasons for altering band
allocations.

Second, the 10 GHz band is a unique band already used by radio amateurs.
There are particular advantages with respect to construction and testing.
Beyond this band, the size of devices and the cost of the test equipment
become prohibitive. Even the proposer notes that this band is very popular
with the Amateur Radio community.

Third, while the proposer details why they don’t want to expand into existing
higher bands, they also fail to explain why they want this band in particular.
The comment by WISPA also fails to explain why the Commission should
grant this request except that more is better.

Fourth, the limit of 55dbW is nearly laughable, since this is a limit of 316
kilowatts. How are amateurs, or any one else for that matter supposed to
contend with transmitters of that magnitude?

In conclusion, the proposal is technically flawed and the rationale is specious.

Respectfully submitted,

(Professor) Mark Kahrs, PhD.
Amateur License KB2VSQ

5639 Bartlett Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15217
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