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ERRATUM TO CELSAT PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

CELSAT, Inc. hereby requests leave to file this Erratum

to its Petition for Reconsideration filed in the above-captioned

proceeding on October 5, 1992. Due to a collating error page 14 of

the CELSAT Petition was inadvertently dropped from the original and

12 copies filed with the Commission. Original page 14 is attached

hereto.

It is respectfully requested that this ERRATUM be

accepted for filing and page 14 be included and considered with

CELSAT's Petition as though it had been filed therewith.

RespectfullY's
CELSAT, I~'-,..e

/ "y'

October 6, 1992

victor J. Toth
Law Offices, Victor Toth,
2719 Soapstone Drive
Reston, VA 22091
(703) 476-5515
Counsel for CELSAT,

P.C.
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outcome because, in a shared environment further constrained by the

GLONASS coordination requirement, CELSAT will not use "slices" or

subbands from within this allocation for allegedly nonconforming

terrestrial communications. Its ability to avoid doing so is not

a change from its original configuration, but a function of its

inherent and extraordinary flexibility. To the extent this ability

to adapt might not have been immediately apparent from CELSAT's

original submissions it was only because the full impact of the

final outcome of WARC-92 could not, at the time, be fully

discerned. (See, e.g., Consolidated Reply, p. 58.)

15

Thus, as to the specific issue of WARC-92 compatibility,

CELSAT submits that, again -- perhaps due to a misunderstanding of

CELSAT's mode of operation and adaptability -- the Commission was

wrong to summarily cast CELSAT's HPCN aside because of a perceived

incompatibility with the WARC re-allocation for this band. 15

Finally, although action on this point is not necessarily

needed at this time, to the extent the Commission perceives that an

authorization of any incidental use of this band for HPCN

terrestrial purposes over the u.S. would be inconsistent with the

WARC-92 re-allocation, as the Commission has noted in the past it

As pointed out in its petition, CELSAT's proposed use of the
requested spectrum will be in total compliance within the u.s. borders with
all relevant international regulations, particularly with respect to power
flux density limits. In contrast to the LEO systems and large beam GEO
systems, CELSAT's very tight and controllable spot beams are well defined and
individually tunable such that: (1) no cross-border power flux density or
other interference concerns in possible violation of the WARC-92 requirements
will occur; and (2) the threat of interference to radio astronomy locations
can be precisely avoided.

Moreover, as discussed above and in Attachment B hereto, CELSAT
can operate compatibly with the proposed LEO systems contemplated by WARC-92.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the

foregoing ERRATUM has been served this date on counsel for all

parties at the address shown on the attached service list by

depositing the same in the U.S. Mail, First Class postage pre-paid.

t: ~ ..
----d' J. T

October 6, 1992
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Federal Communications Commission
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Fern Jarmulnek, Esq.
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Room 6324
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Lon Levin, Esq.
Regulatory Counsel
AMSC
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
4th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

Bruce D. Jacobs, Esq.
Fisher, Wayland, cooper & Leader
1255 23rd. street, N.W.
suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20036

Robert A. Mazer, Esq.
Nixon, Hargrave, Devans & Doyle
One Thomas Circle, N.W.
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Washington, D.C. 20005

Thomas Tycz
Common Carrier Bureau
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2025 M Street, N.W.
Room 6010
Washington, D.C. 20554

Bruce D. Jacobs, Esq.
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Norman Leventhal, Esq.
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Philip L. Malet, Esq.
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Washington, D.C. 20036
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VPjDirector Regulatory Affairs
Motorola, Inc.
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1350 I Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005



Leslie Taylor, Esq.
LEslie Taylor Associates
6800 Carlynn Court
Bethesda, mD 20817-4302

Linda Smith, Esq.
Robert M. Halperin, Esq.
Crowell & Moring
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2505


