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Dear Ms. Dortch,

On Tuesday, December 20, 2011, Joan Marsh, representing AT&T, spoke via
telephone with Commissioner Mignon Clyburn and David Grimaldi, her Chief of Staff.
On Wednesday, December 21, 2011, Robert Quinn and Joan Marsh, representing AT&T,
spoke via telephone with Commissioner Mignon Clyburn, David Grimaldi, her Chief of
Staff, and Louis Peraertz, her Legal Advisor.

During both conversations, AT&T discussed opponents’ and 700 MHz Lower A
block license holders' demands for a 700 MHz interoperability condition on the
transaction. AT&T explained that the interference challenges into the 700 MHz Lower A
block are significant. The high power broadcasts currently permitted in Channel 51 and
in the 700 MHz Lower E block create the potential for significant interference problems
for LTE deployments in the adjacent A block. Indeed, Band Class 17 was created in the
3GPP standards-setting process specifically to address these interference issues.

AT&T further explained that to reduce these interference issues, the Commission
would need to modify its rules to address interference challenges caused by Channel 51
and the remaining Lower E block. First, the Commission would need to prohibit
extremely high power broadcasts by DTV stations on Channel 51 in order to eliminate
interference of such broadcasts into A block base stations and Band 12 device
interference into television receivers operating on Channel 51. Second, to eliminate
interference resulting from high power transmissions on the Lower E block, the
Commission would need to adopt service rules -- similar to those for the Lower A and B
blocks -- that impose lower power and antenna height requirements, and govern co-
location, interference coordination, and downlink-only operations.
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If such rule modifications were enacted and the A Block were largely relieved of
the interference concerns that prompted the creation of Band 17, we reiterated that AT&T
would not rule out a migration to Band 12 in the future and indeed anticipate that there
would be increased opportunity under those circumstances for commercial relationships
with A block licensees. We argued that AT&T should remain free, however, to plan and
manage any such migration in a way that would not disrupt existing service or result in
unnecessary cost or delay.

In accordance with Commission rules, this letter is being filed electronically with
your office for inclusion in the public record.

Sincerely,

Joan Marsh
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Jim Bird, Esq.


