
Josh L. Roland 

+I 202 663 6266 (t) 
i 1 202 663 6363 ff) 
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February 6,2006 

BY ELECTRONIC FILING 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Ex Parte Presentation in IB Docket Nos. 02-364,05-220, and 05-221 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

On February 6, 2006, the undersigned, Counsel to Globalstar LLC, and William F. 
Adler, Globalstar’s General Counsel, met with Aaron Goldberger, legal advisor to 
Commissioner Deborah Taylor Tate, to discuss Globalstar’s views in the above-referenced 
proceedings. The handout distributed at the meeting is attached to this letter. 

Pursuant to Sections 1.49(f) and 1.1206(b) of the Commission’s rules, this letter has been 
filed through the Commission’s electronic comment filing system. 

Sincerely yours, 

Josh L. Roland 
Counsel to ~ ~ o b a l s t ~  USA, 

cc: William F. Adler 
Aaron Goldberger 

Wiliner Curler Pickering Hale and Don LLP, 2445 M Street, NW, Washington, DC 20037 
Baltimore Beijing Berlin Bosron Brussels London Munich NewYork Northern Virginia Oxford Palo Alto Waltham Washington 
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