
seNi.ce « 1 GHz) systEm3 (including user transceivers subject to
blanket licensing under secticn 25.409) thrcugh the frequency
assigment and coordinaticn practices established by NI'IA am the
Interdepart:ment Radio MviSOJ:Y Cc:mni.ttee (mAC). In order to
facilitate such frequency assigmen.t and coordinaticn, awlicants
mJSt provide the Ccmnissian with sufficient infomation to
evaluate electratagnetic compatibility with the Federal
Govennent use of the spect:mn, am any adlitiooal infontation
requested by the Cc:mni.ssion. As part of the coordination process,
awlicants mJSt show that they will not cause unacceptable
interference to authorized Federal Govennent users, based upon
existing systan infontation provided by the Govennent. '!he
frequency assignrent am coordination of the satellite systan
shall be eatpleted prior to grant of construction authorization.

(3) '!he Cc:mni.ssion shall also coordinate with NI'IA/IRAC with
regam to the frequencies to be shared by those earth statioos of
Ncn-Voice, Nan-Geostatiooazy satellite seNi.ce « 1 GHz) systEm3
that are not subject to blanket licensing under secticn 25.409,
and authorized Federal Govennent stations in the Fixed and M:bile
services, thrcugh the exchange of appropriate systems
infontation.

(c) Coordination am:DJ Nan-voice, Nan-Geostatiooazy satellite
seNi.ce « 1 GHz) systEm3.

19;>licants for authority to establish Nan-Voice, Nan-Geostatiooazy
satellite seNi.ce « 1 GHz) systEm3 are encoora.ged. to coordinate their
p:ropased frequency usage with existing pemrl.ttees and licensees in the
Non-Voice, Nan-Geostatiooazy satellite service « 1 GHz) whose
facilities COJ.1d be affected by the new prcposal in tentB of frequency
interference or restricted systan capacity. All affected applicants,
pemrl.ttees, and licensees shall, at the direction of the Cc:mni.ssion,
~te fully am rrake ever:! reasonable effort to resolve technical
p:rd:>l.Em3 and conflicts that nay inhibit effective and efficient use of
the radio spectrom; however, the pemrl.ttee or licensee being
coordinated with is not obligated to suggest changes or re-engineer an
awlicant's prcposal in cases involving conflicts.

(d) safety and Distress camunications

Stations cpera.ting in the Neil-Voice, Ncn-Geostatiam:y satellite
seNi.ce « 1 GHz) nay also be subject to the provisians of sections
321 (b) and 359 of the camunications Act of 1934, as arretX3ed, to the
extent awlicable. Licensees are advised that these provisians give
priority to radio camunications or signals relating to ships in
distress and prohibit a chal:ge for the transnissian of narit:ine
distress calls and related traffic.

14



§ 25.409. user TJ:anscei.vers

(a) user t1:aIlSceivers need not be inlividually licensed am need not
eatply with sectien 25.203 (a) - (e) . service vemors nay file blanket
awlicatians for t1:aIlSceiver units using ~ Fonn 493 and specifying the
mmber of units to be covered by the blanket license. ~ Fonn 430 shoold be
sul:tnitted if not already en file in ccnjunction with other facilities licensed
under this sul:p:rrt.. Fach awlicant for a blanket license under this section
shall daronstrate that transceiver q>er.ations will not cause unacceptable
interference to other authorized users of the spectnnn, based on existing
system infomatien p.Jblicly available at the camti.ssion at the tine of
filing, and will eatply with cperatianal conditions placed upon the systan9
with which they are to cperate in accol:dance with Section 25.408. '!his
daronstratian shall include a showing as to all the technical pararreters,
including duty cycle am power limits, under which the individual user
transceivers will cperate ~

(b) Transceiver units associated with the Ncn-Voice, Ncn-Geostatiana:ry
satellite service « 1 GHz) nay not be cperated an civil aircraft. All
portable or haIrl-held transceiver units (including transceiver units installed
in other devices that are t:hEm3elvee portable or haIrl-held) having a receiver
cperating in the 137-138 MIz band shall bear the following statarent in a
canspicuoos location on the device: "'This device nay not be cperated while on
board a civil aircraft. It nust be tumed off at all tines while on board such
an aircraft. n '!his subsection shall not awly to transceiver units that are
incapable of radiating in the 108-137 Mlz frequency bands.

15



'!he additiooal views of Ccmnittee nemers are set forth in this secticn of
the Ccmnittee's Report. 'Ihese views shalld not be caJStnJ.ed as those of the
Ccmnittee itself, oor have other Ccmnittee narbers had an <:gX)rtunity to
respaxi to these c::cmrents.
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REPLY TO

ATTN 0": CA

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

USAF FREQUENCY MANAGEMENT CENTER (AFCC)

WASHINGTON, D,C. 20330·6340

'] 6 SE? 1Sst

su~~n Conditions for Mobile Satellite Service (MSS) Mobile Stations

TO: Facilitator, Below 1 GHz LEO Negotiated Rulemaking Committee

We appreciate the technical and economic risks undertaken by
proponents of MSS systems to develop their systems.

The WARC-92, in accordance with a United States proposal, added
an allocation for MSS systems in several frequency bands. These
frequency bands are used by the Military Departments to carry out
a variety of critical missions. We must insure maximum military
access to these frequency bands and that unacceptable
interference does not occur to our operations.

It is accepted practice that the newest users of a frequency band
may have to accept conditions placed on their operation in order
to maximize the utility of scarce spectral resources for all.

The WARC-92 adopted an International footnote that indicates MSS
will not constrain operations of fixed and mobile systems.
Realistically, fixed and mobile MSS earth terminals will restrict
the deployment flexibility of our fixed and mobile 148-149.9 MHz
systems. It is important that adequate safeguards be established
prior to implementation of a national MSS allocation to ensure
that the aggregate interference from millions of MSS earth
terminals to military 148-149.9 MHz fixed and mobile operations
is minimized.

Therefore, we believe that duty cycle restrictions, inter alia,
are a necessary condition for 148-149.9 MHz user terminals in the
Mobile Satellite Service. Further, the proper place for such
duty cycle restrictions is in a footnote to the National
Allocation Table, as indicated in FCC Docket 91-280.

We do not believe that duty cycle
terminals are needed, since these
a case-by-case basis.

/l/~?~J
NELSON V. POLLACK, DAF ~
AF FAC Member
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LE_SAT
LEOSAT Corporation

Washington Park Office Building
1001 22nd Street. NW. Washington. D.C. 20037-1817

Tel. 202/296-6104 Fax. 202/296-6142

In accordance with Section 586(f) of the Negotiated Rulemaking Act of
1990, LEOSAT Corporation respectfully submits its additional views in
response to the "Report of the Below 1 Ghz LEO Negotiated Rulemaking
Committee."

LEOSAT would first like to thank the Federal Communications Commission
for allowing LEOSAT to serve as a party in its first negotiated rulemaking .
We can only hope that our contributions have resulted in a report that will
aid the Commission in establishing regulations that will ultimately bring low
earth orbit satellite service to the American people as rapidly as possible.

We next wish to thank both the private sector and federal government
parties for their commitment to the process and their efforts to meet an
ambitious deadline. The Committee's open discussions, even in their most
heated moments, were far superior to the extended paper process that is the
typical rulemaking. We are confident that the Committee found the
opportunity to engage in face-to-face talks far more satisfying than
exchanging documents over several months time. Even in those instances
when LEOSAT was in disagreement, we found the caliber of the debate to
be uniformly high and well-reasoned. The Committee has set a worthy
standard for those that follow.

We would be remiss if we did not applaud the exceptional efforts of several
dedicated civil servants whose efforts made this rulemaking a success. Bill
Luther, Richard Barth, Tom Tycz, Ed Jacobs, Harry Ng, Cecily Holiday and
Kristi Kendall brought a wealth of needed patience, good humor and
diligence to an otherwise arduous process. If we did not value their
continued friendship and kindness, we would wholeheartedly recommend
that they serve on the upcoming big LEO negotiated rule making.

This process confronted the parties with a singularly difficult task: melding
competing private interests into proposed rules that will serve the broad
public interest. LEOSAT can say without qualification that it was its
intention to assist in fashioning rules that could serve both current applicants
for and future users of the Non-Voice Non-Geostationary (NVNG) satellite
service. LEOSAT believes that, to a large degree, the Committee was
successful in this effort.

One area in which the Committee fell short of the Commission's goals was
the Committee's failure to reach consensus on rules or policies providing for
multiple entry of NVNG users beyond the current proponents.

18



LEOSAT Additional Views

In its April 16, 1992 Public Notice seeking comments on the need for a LEO
negotiated rulemaking, the Commission stated that the proposed negotiated
rulemaking was intended to develop rules necessary "to establish a new
domestic satellite service in accordance with our allocation NPRM, supra., to
define and regulate this service in such a way as to maximize use of these
frequency bands and to protect existing users of these bands from harmful
interference. "1 The Commission then identified in detail the issues to be
addressed in developing the rules for small LEO services. Among these
issues were the following:

(b) which modulation method should be employed by the
parties in order to co-exist with other satellite and terrestrial
systems in the band.

(d) the extent to which the spectrum may be shared by future
applicants. 2

In accordance with the Commission's direction, the Committee adopted a
"Work Program" at its first meeting of August 10, 1992 (LEOAC-2). Among
its provisions was the following:

B. Since there are other existing space and terrestrial radio
services operating in the proposed frequency bands and the
total spectrum allocated, recommend rules to promote multiple
entry and to avoid mutual exclusivity among the applicants
while maintaining the economic viability of the systems. If
rules cannot be developed to avoid mutual exclusivity and to

1 "FCC Asks for Comments Regarding the Establishment of an Advisory
Committee to Negotiate Proposed Regulations," CC Docket No. 92-76, Public
Notice DA 92-443, released April 16, 1992.

2 Public Notice, supra.
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LEOSAT Additional Views

accommodate all the applications before the FCC or to be
submitted in any subsequent round of submissions, recommend
technical rules necessary to select and authorize specific
applicants among the competing mutual exclusive
applications. 3

In light of this explicit guidance and the obvious importance of these issues,
the Commission must wonder why, in the words of the Committee Report,
"[the Committee] neither agreed nor attempted to agree on how such
sharing should be implemented, or which sharing plan represented the most
efficient use of the spectrum. II (Committee Report at 7).

LEOSAT would like to set the record straight in this regard. This company
made repeated good-faith attempts to move the private sector parties
beyond posturing to a detailed technical negotiation among our respective
engineering experts. In addition to several oral statements to this effect,
LEOSAT placed the following written options before the Informal Working
Group.

1. Establish a Technical Coordinating Committee to review the plans and
modulation schemes. This Committee would consist of engineers from each
member of the FACA that wishes to participate. The Committee would be
directed to report back to the Advisory Committee within two weeks with a
sharing plan or indication of no agreement.

2. Submit all technical materials to an agreed upon neutral technical expert
with direction to provide guidance as to the possibilities for sharing and the
appropriate modulation scheme(s). the cost of this analysis, if any, would
be shared by the parties.

3. Propose a rule to shift some of the burden of interference protection
away from future applicants and place it upon existing applicants and

3 In an on-the-record colloquy held at the August 18, 1992 Federal
Advisory Committee Meeting, Mr. Bill Luther, the Committee Facilitator,
assured counsel for LEOSAT that this portion of the Work StatemenOt subsumed
the Commission's guidance as to issues "(b)" and "(d)" of the Public Notice.

20



LEOSAT Additional Views

operators by requiring that an applicant or operator demonstrate that its
modulation and other spectrum sharing techniques ensure maximum
effective use of this spectrum. This rule would be an equitable
accommodation between LEO operators, who would be given maximum
technical flexibility to design a satellite system, and future users, who might
be confronted with LEO systems that were no longer spectrum efficient as
judged by current technical standards. Thus, the Commission would not
require any particular modulation technique, but the spectrum user would be
required to upgrade to the most spectrum efficient technologies as a
condition of receiving maximum technical flexibility.

Despite our best efforts, the Committee was unwilling or unable to move
beyond the proposals set forth in the agreement reached by three
proponents on the eve of the negotiations (LEOAC-15) and the LEOSAT
alternative provided to the Committee on September 1, 1992. As we
previously told the Committee, LEOSAT believes that consensus on a
compromise plan was impossible because three of the parties to the
negotiated rulemaking reached a private technical settlement (LEOAC-15)
before the negotiations began as a means of precluding future competition.
(See, Statement of LEOSAT Corporation to the Below 1 Ghz Negotiated
Rulemaking Committee, Minutes of the August 18, 1992 meeting).

As a result of the Committee's failure to reach a consensus on this matter
the Commission is left with a vexing issue: which modulation technique,
Code Division Multiple Access (COMA) or Frequency Division Multiple
Access (FDMA), will provide for the most efficient use and reuse of this
NVNG spectrum and provide for the most number of commercially viable
LEO operators in this very limited amount of bandwidth? We will not
continue the debate in this statement. We have had an opportunity to
submit our views to the Committee and have filed comments in Common
Carrier Docket 91-280. To add more in this venue would be unfair to the
other parties. LEOSAT will provide more comments in the next phase of this
proceeding.

We do, however, wish to state here our view, as we previously provided it
to the Committee, on the technical aspects of promoting future entry.
LEOSAT does not believe that FDMA-based systems provide for the most
efficient use of limited spectrum. COMA techniques have advanced far
enough to provide a much more efficient means of sharing spectrum. This is
not only our view, but that of another party to this proceeding. Finally,
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LEOSAT Additional Views

LEOSAT strongly believes that it is up to the Commission to establish the
appropriate number of LEO providers, not the existing applicants through the
use of a private settlement that adopts a less efficient modulation technique.

LEOSAT again thanks the Commission for the opportunity to participate in
its inaugural negotiated rulemaking. We look forward to commenting
further on these important matters when the Commission releases a Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking. LEOSAT's goal mirrors that of the Commission:
to bring a competitive LEO service to the public as rapidly as possible.

Joseph Roldan
President and Chief Executive Officer

LEOSAT Corporation
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APPIH>IX 1

Olarter of the BelOllf 1 GIz lID N::got.iated Rulenak:i.ng Qmni.ttee



A. 'Ihe o:mnittee's Official Designation

'lbe official desi~t:i-cnof the advisory ccmnittee will be the "Below 1 GHz
rm Negotiated.Ru;lataking ctmn:ittee."

' .. ",

B. 'Ihe o:mni.ttee's Cbjective and SCq?e of its Activity

'lbe pupoele of the ccnmittee is to provide recx:nuema.tioos to the Fe'leral
oxmunicatioos Q:mnissicn to be used .in the fcmtulaticn of technical :roles
"gOVeminJ the" p.:OvisiQ'l of low-Farth omit satellite services opemting
below 1 GHz (little :r1n:J). 'lbe ccnmi.ttee will also assist the :FO:: in
i.~ving questioos relating 1) to the naxinum sbari.n3' of ava:lJable
fr:equencies for low-Farth omit services, and 2) to cxxmi:I.naticn of little
IID services with existing and future terrestrial am/or satellite
services,dc11ert:ically and :InternaticmaJ.ly. 'lbe scq;le of the activity of
the camrl.ttee will include all steps necessaJ:Y to assenble data, perfonn
analyses and provide advice to the ~ cx:ccem.inJ the technical, licensing
and cxxmi:I.naticn issues presented by this new satellite service. .

c. Period of Ti.ne Necessar{ for the Ccmni.ttee to Qrn;y Qlt Its Pw;pose

'lbe ccmnittee will require 37 days to carry rot its p..rrpose.

D. Official to Whan the Ccmnittee Reports
-.

Orl.ef, ctnm:n carn..er Bureau, Federal o:mn.micatioos Ccmni.ssioo..

E. 1\gency Respx1sible for P:rovi.ding Necesscu:y SygJort

'lbe Federal Q:nm..micatioos Ccmnission will provide the necessaJ:Y suwort
for the canni.ttee, including facilities needed for the cooduct of the
neetings of the a:mnittee. Private sector ItB.'liJers of the ccmnittee will
serve wit:hoo.t any govenxren.t carpensation, nor will they be entitlErl to
tl:avel expenses or per diem subsistence a1lCMaDCeS.

F. Description of the Duties for Which the o:mnittee is Resj;X:lnsible

'!he duties of the camli.ttee will be to gather and disOJSS infomation
necessary to fonn reccmrendatioos to the ~ for the regulation, licensing
and coonli.nation of little LEO satellite services.

G. EstinatErl emrating Cb3ts in Dollars am Staff Years

Estinated staff years that will be expenjed by the ccnmittee are .04 for
the Fa:: staff and .2 for the private sector and other govemnental.
representatives. '!he estirrat€d cost to the Fa:: of c:pel:ating the camrl.ttee
is $3,000.



H. EstiIrated N\mber and Frequency of Ccmni.ttee M;etings

We expect that there will be 6 meetings, with possibly nore neetings of
infomal subcamti.ttees.

I. a:nmi.ttee'S Tenni.naticn r:ate ..... :- .....- .

'!be ccmni.ttee will tenninate septatber 16, 1992.

J. r:ate Original Olarter Filed

August 10, 1992.
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APPIR>IX 2

Advism:y QmIIi.ttee M1llersldp



Organizaticn

1. Aeronautical Radio, Inc. (ARl:N:)

2. Fejera1 Aviaticn Ad:ni.ni.straticn (FAA)

3 . Federal CCImunicatioos Ccmni.ssicn (FCX::)

4. LEOSAT Co:r:poraticn (LEOSAT)

5. Nat' 1 Aera1autics and Space Mnin. (NASA)

6. omital CCImunicatioos Co~. (00B:Xl0M)

7. smRSYS Glcbal Positiarlng, Inc. (S'mRSYS)

8. u.s. Air Force

9. U.S.~

10. U.S. Dept. of camerce~

11. U.S. Navy

12 • Vohmteers in Technical Assistance (VI'm)

FACILITA'IORS: William A. wther (8/10/92-9/4/92)
Richard Barth (9/8/92-9/16/92)

Rgpresentative

Richard Neat

carroll Stunn

'Iha'lBs S. Tycz

Brent weingardt

Iavid StnJba

Alan L. Parlrer

Alan Renshaw

Nelsen Pollack

'Iha'lBs T. 'I'riImer

Richard Barth

William Cook

Joseph sedlak
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~SChedule



sammLE
Below 1 GHz LEX) NegotiatErl Rulenaking Ccmni.ttee

am Info:ma.l w:>rldng Gr<::qm

M:n., August 10 -- 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M {Full Ccmni.ttee}
'l\1e., August 11 -- 9 :30-12:00 at 2000 K {Full Ccmni.ttee}
wed., August 12 -- 9:30-12:00 at 2000 K {Info:ma.l w:>rld.ng Gra.1p (DG»
'Ihu., August 13 -- 9:30-12:00 at 2000 L (DG)
Fri., August 14 -- 9:30-12:00 at 2000 L (DG)

M:n., August 17 -- 9:30-12:00 at 2000 K (DG)
'l\1e., August 18 -- 9:30-12:30 at 1919 M {Full Ccmni.ttee}
wed., August 19 -- 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M {DG}
'Ihu., August 20 - - 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M (DG)
Fri., August 21 -- 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M (DG)

M:n., August 24 - - 9:30-1:00 at 1919 M {Full Ccmni.ttee}

'l\1e., 8ept.aJber 1 -- 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M (Full Ccmni.ttee), 2:00-4:00 (Bl"G)
wed., septE!lber 2 - - 2:00-4:00 at 1919 M (DG)
'Ihu., septE!lber 3 - - 9:30-12 :00 at 1919 M (DG)
Fri., septeni:ler 4 - - 9:30-12:00 at 1919 M (DG)

'l\1e., septE!lber 8 -- 9:30-11:00 at 1919 M {Full Ccmni.ttee}, 11:00-12:00
(Editorial w:>rld.ng Groop (EN;))

'Ihu., septeni:ler 10 -- 9:30-12:00 at 2000 K {DG}, 12:00-1:00 (EN;)
Fri., septeni:ler 11 - - 9: 30-12: 00 at 2000 L (EN;)

M:n., 8eptE!lber 14 - - 9: 30-1: 00 at 2000 K (EN;)
wed., 8eptE!lber 16 -- 9:30-5:00 at 1919 M (Full carmittee)

Meeting Rocm3: 2000 K - - Suite 600
2000 L -- Training Roan, 2nd Floor
1919 M -- Rm. 856
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Develcp :reccxmetX3atiqns for ~ Rules in em. 25 that adiress the technical
aspects relatErl to selecticm and 'authorizaticm of awlicants to provide m:bile
satellite seJ:Vice in the frequency tends 137- 138 MIz and 400.15 - 401 M!z
(space to Earth) and 148- 149.9 MHz (Earth to space) and potentially 149.9
150.05 MIz (Earth to space) .

A. Any :reccxmetX3aticm shalld consider the potential sharing with the existing
envi.rcm'ent in each of the fre:;pency b:mds. '!be roles shalld address:

1. ) sharing with terrestrial seJ:Vices c:perating in the bands in the u.s.
and other camtries, Le., canada and ~co; partial1arly the
viability of the LED satellite syste:n9 to cpera.te in the presence
of the existing terrestrial envircnrent.

2. ) the coordinaticm of and the ability of ~ ncn-geostationa.I:Y m:bile
satellite systan to c:perate within the sane frequency band with:

a.) other u.s. non-Geostationa.I:Y m:bile satellite system3;

b.) Non-U.S. nan-Geostationcu:y nubile satellite system3;

3. ) coordi.naticm of MSS satellite system3 with other space services
operating in the sane frequency tends, including:

a.) ~teorologi.cal satellite

b. ) Space Research

c. ) Space cpe:ratian

d.) Radianavigatian satellite

e.) Other

B. Since there are other existing space and terrestrial radio se~ces

cperating in the proposed fre:;pency b:mds and the total spectrum darand of
all the awlications appears to exceed. the spectn.ml allocated, recamend
:rules to prarote rrultiple entry and to avoid nutual exclusivity am:m.g the
applicants while naintaining the econanic viability of the system3. If·
:rules cannot be d.evelcped to avoid nutual exclusivity and to accamodate
all the awlications before the FCC or to be sul:mi.tted in any subsequent
round of sutmissions, recanrend technical roles necesscu:y. to select and
authorize specific awlicants am:m.g the e<np:ting nutual exclusive
applications.



c. In light of the fact that these ag;>licatials are pn:posing to use these
baIxls for feeder links fran the base statioos as well as the service links
to and fran the m::i>ile units, is there arq need for and if so pI:opose,
technical :z::ules to diffe:z::entiate base statioos fran m::i>ile units. For
eJeaI1Ple, is it necessa:z::y to segaent the band for ~ systan3 for base
statioos ~ m::i>ile statioos or to rahlce the retum link patEr density
for a:MA systan3?

D. Recamend:z::ules en patEr density etc., to cx:nply with the intematiooal
Radio Regulatioos (599A, 60ax, 608Y, 64?X) recognizing that these
tecJ:mical constraints are uOOer study within the a:::IR.

E. Recamend:z::ules for arq tilt of band emissicn :z::equirem:nts to protect
adjacent moo services and qleI:atioos.
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:LEXYC-O (Rev. 5)

(Rev. 5) List of Docurcents
Public Notice "Below 1 GHz Negotiated. Rularaking CCInnittee"

(Rev.1) WorX Program - Below 1 GHz IID Negotiated Rularaking Ccrnni.ttee
VI'm's awlicatian - File No. ***
OOBCXM1's awlicatian - File No. 22-00s-P-90(22)
Atrerdrent to 0RBCJMrf awlicatian
~'s awlicatian - File No. 33-00s-P-90(26)
LE03AT's awlicatian - File No. 12-00s-P-91 (2)
List of IFRB Publications
Federal use of the 148-149.9 MIz band
Ex:tract fran "~'s Spectnm Sharing Study Phase 2 (Final Report) 11

CCIR Doc. aD/TEMP/13 "Method for Detemdning Sharing bet\\1een Stations
in the M:i>ile 8eI:vice below 1 GHz arxi FI:M\. Nan-G90 M:i>ile Earth
Stations"
CCIR Doc. aD/TEMP/36 "M=thOOs for Analyzing Sharing bebieen existin3"
Fixed and M:i>ile arxi Meteorological SystEm3 and Spread-Spectnm Cl:MZ\.
LED MSS below 1 GHz"
Cllarter for the Below 1 GHz IID Negotiated. Rularaking Ccmnittee
"Jointly Filed Ccmnents of ORBJ:Mof, STARSYS arxi VI'm"
<r Docket No. 92-76, dated Miy 18, 1992
~ 1 - Identificatian of technical service prqx:sals
"Jointly Filed. SUWlanental Ccmnents of ORBJ:Mof, STARSYS and
VI'm", CC Docket No. 92-76, dated. August 7, 1992
~ 1 - Graph, Uplink Band
~ 2 - LED Possible Sharing Scenario (ORBClMrf,~ & VITA)
~ 3 - Graph, Downlink O1anne1izatian Plan
I.iEDSAT Reply Ccmnents dated. Miy 29, 1992
Notice of Prq;x:lsed Rule Miking, EI' Docket No. 91-280
Ext:racts fran Final Acts of the World Mninist:rative Radio
Conference (WARC-92), Addendum + Corrigendum to the Final Acts and
fran the Radio Regulations
Olapter 10, NITA Regulations
Part 25, ro::: Regulations
Public Notice dated August 4, 1992
FAA's letter of August 14, 1992 re: VHF llM(R) S
CCIR Report (Ex:ceI:pts) "Technical arxi ~tianal Bases for WARC-92
Reply Cclluents of 0RBJ:M0f, EI'Docket No.91-280 dated Januazy 23, 1992
Pa3sible~ Earth Station lccations
o::mrents of STARSYS, EI' Docket No.91-280 dated Decarber 24, 1991
IWG draft language, §§25.401, 25.407
IWG draft language, §§25.202(f) arxi (g), 25.203
Public Notice dated. August 14, 1992 re: Aug. 28 rreeting
o::mrents of LE03AT, EI' Docket 91-280 dated Decarber 24, 1991
MiInltes of the August 10-11, 1992 Ccrnni.ttee M=etin3"
MiInltes of the August 18, 1992 Ccrnni.ttee M=etin3"
(Rev.1) IWG Draft 8eI:vice Rules Forwarded for Consideration by the
Mviso:ry Ccmnittee
Statement of the Navy dated Aug. 24, 1992
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~-35 Minutes of the August 24, 1992 Ccmnittee M:!eting
LEnZ\C-36 Minutes of the sept:e!tber 1, 1992 Ccmnittee M:!eting
LEnZ\C-37 Minutes of the septari::ler 8, 1992 Ccmnittee Meeting
LEnZ\C-38 SUbnissialS re: sez:vi.ce availability/spectrum efficiency
LEnZ\C- 39 Minutes of the septE!lber 16, 1992 Ccmnittee M:!eting

* All dex"nents, inc:luding the AlDIBry MiD¢es, a:r:e available in Ikrlcet: 92-76.


