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FEE DECISIONS OF THE MANAGING
DIRECTOR AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC

The Managing Director is respon31ble for fee decisions
in response to requests for waiver or deferral of fees as
well as other pleadings associated with the fee
collection process. A public notice of these fee
decisions is published in the FCC record.

The decisions are placed in General Docket 86-285 and
are available for public inspection. A copy of the
decision is also placed in the appropriate docket, if one
exists.

The following Managing Director fee decisions are
released for public information:

EchoStar Corporation - Request for waiver of
application fees Granted (October 23, 2008) [See 47
U.S.C. §158(d)(2)]

Joy Christian Communications, Inc. Station
WRSN (AM) - Request for waiver of FY 2004
regulatory fee late payment penalty Dismissed
(October 23, 2008) [See Assessment and Collection of
Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2004, Report and
Order, 19 FCC Red 11662, 11681, para. 68(a) (2004)]

Mediatrix SC, Inc Station WHHQ (AM) -
Request for waiver of FY 2007 regulatory fee.
Granted (October 23, 2008) [See
Implementation of Section 9 of the
Communications Act, 10 FCC Rcd 12759,
12762 (1995) (Reconsideration Order)]

On Top Communication of Georgia, LLC
Stations WFEM (FM), WLEA401, WRXZ
(FM), KPM406 and WMF735 - Request for
waiver and deferment of FY 2006 regulatory
fees. Granted (October 23, 2008) {See
Implementation of Section 9 of the
Communications Act, 10 FCC Rcd 12759,
12761-62 (1995)]

On Top Communication of Loulsmna, LLC
Stations KNOU (FM), WPSSGM and
WPS609 - Request for waiver and deferment
of FY 2006 regulatory fees. Granted (October
23, 2008) [See Implementation of Sectlon 9 of
the Communications Act, 10 FCC‘ Red 12759,
12761-62 (1995)] ;
On Top Communication of Mississippi,
LLC Stations WWHY (FM) and WMEG94 -

- Request for waiver and deferment of FY 2006

regulatory fees. Granted (Octoberl23 , 2008)
[See Implementation of Section 9 of the
Communications Act, 10 FCC Rcd 12759,
12761-62 (1995)]
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On Top Communication of Virginia, LLC Station
WWHYV (EM) - Request for waiver and deferment of
FY 2006 regulatory fees. Granted (October 23, 2008)
[See Implementation of Section 9 of the
Communications Act, 10 FCC Red 12759, 12761-62

(1995)]

Sarah M. Fryar Station WJOC (AM) - Request for
waiver of FYs 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006 and 2007
regulatory fees. Denied (November 5, 2008) [See
Implementation of Section 9 of the Communications
Act, 9 FCC Red 5333, 5346 (1994), recon. granted,
10 FCC Red 12759 (1995)]

TEA-VISZ of Park Falls, Wisconsin Station
W272AY - Request for waiver of FYs 2005, 2006 and
2007 regulatory fees. Granted (November 5, 2008)
[See Implementation of Section 9 of the
Communications Act, @ FCC Red 5333, 5346 (1994),
recon. granted, 10 FCC Red 12759 (1995).




FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D. C. 20554

0CT 23 2008

OFFICEOF
MANAGING DIRECTOR

Pantelis Michalopoulos, Esq.
Petra A. Vorwig, Esq.
Steptoe & Johnson LLP

1330 Connecticut Ave., N.-W.
Washington, DC 20036-1795

Re: EchoStar Corporation
Petition for Waiver of Application Fees
Fee Control Number RROG-07-0000105 14%

Dear Counsel:

This is in response to your request for waiver of application fees filed July 25, 2008

FILE

(Request), submitted on behalf of EchoStar Corporation (EchoStar) in connec’uon with an

application to modify its ex1st1ng blanket earth station license to operate one m11110n
receive-only earth stations in the United States to receive Direct Broadcast Satelhte

(DBS) programming from the EchoStar 8 satellite, operating as a Mexican satelhte You
request that the Commission find that no fee is required, i.e., waive these fees, or|find that
the Very Small Aperture Terminal (VSAT) modification apphcatlon fee of $170. 00 is

“appropriate. 2 Our records reflect that EchoStar paid a $170.00 filing fee with the
Application. As discussed herein, we grant your request and accept the proffered fee

payment.

You recite that EchoStar requests consent to modify its authorization for one nnlhon
techmcally identical receive-only earth station antennas “to expand its provision of
You state that in the

multichannel video services to consumers in the United States.”

absence of any provision under the Commission’s rules specifying a charge for ﬂ’llS type
of application in the DBS service, the application could be subject e1ther to the $170 00
application fee to modify a license for a fixed satellite VSAT system” or to the $17O 00
per station application fee to modify a license for recelve—only earth stations, for ‘a total
fee of $170,000,000.00.% Citing Streamlining the Commission’s Rules and Regulatzons

! Request at 1 (citing File No. SES MFS~20080724 _ (filed July 24, 2008)
(Application)).

2Id at2.
*Id.

* Id. (citing International and Satellite Services Fee Filing Guide at 13 (effective Feb.

14, 2008) (Fee Filing Guide)); see also 47 C.F.R. §1.1107(6.b.). ‘

5 Id. (citing Fee Filing Guide at 12); see also 47 C.F.R. §1.1107(5.b.).

t




n ' { "
Pantelis Michalopovlos, Bsg. and Petra Vorwig, Bsq. il 3.

found that, based on the circumstances of EchoStar’s application, EchoStar’s plan
comports with the Commission’s expressed intent in the DISCO II decision.? (DMD
explained that, as in that situation, “Commission staff will expend fewer resources and
will be able to more efficiently process EchoStar’s application because the multlple earth
stations are technically identical.”'* OMD therefore found “that the public mterest is
served in permitting a blanket application and waiving the fees that would have been
required to accompany one million separate license requests.”’* For the same reasons
supporting OMD’s decision to grant EchoStar a waiver of the appl1cat10n fees i 1n the
EchoStar Letter Decision, we find that the public interest is served in waiving the fees
that would have been required to accompany one million separate applications to mod1fy
the earth stations at issue here.

Your request is granted to the extent stated herein and the Commission accepts your
check of $170.00. If you have any questions concerning this letter, please call the
Revenue and Receivables Operations Group at (202) 418-1995.

Sincerely,
Chief Financial Officer

12 See id. (citing Amendment of the Commission’s Regulatory Policies to Allow Mon-US
Licensed Space Stations to Provide Domestic and International Satellite Service in the

United States, Report and Order, 12 FCC Red 24094, §7201-204 (1997) (DISCO\II))

13 See EchoStar Letter Decision at 2-3.

14 See id. Inreaching its decision, OMD cited Letter from Mark A. Reger, CFO, OMD

FCC, to Gary M. Epstein, Esq., et al. (dated June 15, 2004) and Letter from Mark Reger,
CFO, OMD, FCC, to Patricia J. Paoletta, Esq., Todd M. Stansbury, Esq., and J enmfer D.
Hindin, Esq. (dated June 24, 2002).




FO WAIVER THACK!N s
CONTROL #,.JO _53,’-? YSTEM

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED - FCC
. ) ;
In the Matter of ) JUL 2. 5 2008
) . Federal Commumcations Commission
ECHOSTAR CORPORATION ) Bureau/Offics . \
| )
Petition for Waiver of ) @R@QS’ — Q‘E ‘ —Q0 %\.%x L
Application Fees Pursuant to )
Section 1.1117 of the Commission’s Rules ) | ‘
; ) !

To:  Office of the Managing Director

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF APPLICATION FEES |

EchoStar Corporation (“EchoStar”) respectfully requests that, pursuant to Sectlons 1.3
and 1.1117 of the Commission’s Rules,' and the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (the
“Act”),” the Commission wa1ve to the extent: necessary certain application fees assoclated ‘with
its concurrently filed application to modify its existing blanket earth station license to operate
1,000,000 receive-only earth stations in the United States to receive Direct BroadcastlSatellite
(“DBS”) programming from the EchoStar 8 satellite, operating as a Mexican satellite | ‘at 77°
W.L.> The Commission’s Rules and the Act specifically provide that such fees may be waived

where good cause is shown and the public interest would be served.* As demonstrated below,

good cause exists for, and the public interest would be served by, waiver of fees in thls case

"47CFR. §§ 1.3 and 1.1117,
247US8.C. § 158(d)(2). |
3 See File No. SES-MFS-20080724 (filed July 24, 2008) (“Apphcatlon”) For
convenience, this petition is being attached as an Attachment to this application. ?

*47CFR. §1.1117:47USC, § 158(d)(2).




because the modification application fee that may otherwise be payable would not be!
commensurate with the Commission’s actual costs of processing EchoStar’S'Applicatlion and
would represent a regulatory barrier to EchoStar’s proposed provision of service. If the
Commission determines that a fee is required, EchoStar requests that the Commissiori1 find that

the “VSAT” modification application fee is appropriate. EchoStar has already paid tli;e $170 fee

i
for such applications, to which the instant request to modify EchoStar’s existing license is

similar.

I. BACKGROUND

EchoStar is requesting a modification of its authorization for 1,000,000 receiv;ie-only
earth station ;antennas in order to expand its provision of multichannel video services lito
consumers in the United States. The Commission’s Rules do not designate any specfﬁc charges
for the type of application being filed in the DBS service. The following schedule of icharges for

applications for the types of services which could be applied to EchoStar’s Applicatién include:
e Modification of License Application for a leed Satellite Very Small Aperture
Terminal (VSAT) System = $170.00 per system’

o Modlﬁcatlon of License for Receive-Only Earth Stations = $170.00 per
station®

|
EchoStar’s proposed network of DBS earth stations is most like a VSAT system; ther,tefore, it

should be subject to at most the $170.00 application fee for the modification applicatibn fora

VSAT system.

3 See International and Satellite Services Fee Filing Guide at 13 (effective Feb 14, 2008)
(“Fee Filing Guide™).’

§ Fee Filing Guide at 12.




EchoStar’s proposed system architecture consists of as many as 1,000,000 tf;chnically

identical earth stations operating in the DBS portion of the Ku-band. This architec‘fpre is

consistent with the FCC’s definition of VSAT networks which are networks of téch“pically

identical small antennas that generally communicate with a larger hub station and oéerate in the

12/14 GHz frequency bands.” Because EchoStar believes that its system is most Iik? a VSAT

network, it has paid-the $170.00 application fee. However, if the Commission deter@ines that

the $170.00 per-station fee for receive-only earth stations applies to each of EchoStal\;’s

1,000,000 consumer units, EchoStar seeks a waiver of that $170 million application fee.

IL. GOOD CAUSE EXISTS FOR, AND THE PUBLIC INTEREST WOULi) BE
SERVED BY, WAIVER OF THE RECEIVE-ONLY EARTH STATION
APPLICATION FEE
The Commission has the authority to waive application fees where -- such as 2here -- good

cause is shown and the public interest would be served.® As demonstrated below, a fee of up to

$170 million would be prohibitively high for EchoStar, would deny competitive servi10e offerings

to the public, and would not be commensurate with FCC processing resources.

A. FCC Application Fees are Intended to Recover the Costs of Standﬁrd
Application Processing

The Commission’s schedule of application fees is intended to reimburse the gé‘vemment

for the work involved in providing certain regulatory services associated with processi“ng
applications. In setting the fees, the Commission has noted that “the charges represent a rough

{

approximation of the Commission’s actual cost of providing the regulatory actions listéd” and

7 See Streamlining the Commission’s Rules and Regulations for Satellite Applzcatzon and
chensmg Procedures, Order, 11 FCC Red. 21581, 21592 (1996). |

8 See WAIT Radio v. FCC, 418 F.2d 1153, 1157 (D.C. Cir. 1969), aff'd, 459 F. 2d 1203
(D.C. Cir. 1972), cert. denied, 409 U.S. 1027 (1972).




that “the very core of this effort is to reimburse the government -- and the general public -- for
the regulatory services provided to certain members of the public.” However, in certain
instances, the Commission’s schedule of filing fees may not reasonably approximate the costs
involved in handling a particular application or may not otherwise serve the public il‘}terest. For
this reason, the Commission’s Rules and the Act allow for parties to seek a waiver of the
application fees."®

A filing fee waiver is warranted here because many of the processing activities required
to modify individual earth station licenses -- the costs of which the receive-only eart121 station
application fees are designed to recover -- are simply not required in reviewing Echo‘%Star’s
Application to modify its blanket earth station license to add EchoStar 8 as an additional point of
communication. The Commission has previously accepted the VSAT application fe%s for similar
networks and applications.!! Indeed, when EchoStar originally applied for the blankc%t earth

station license, for which a modification is now being filed, the Commission ruled thé‘lt the VSAT

? Establishment of a Fee Collection Program to Implement the Provisions of tize

Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985, Report and Order, 2 FCC Rcd 947,
948 (1987).

|
10 See supra note 4. |

' See, e.g., Application of EchoStar Satellite Operating Corporation for Pro F" orma
Assignment of Blanket Earth Station License, File No. SES-ASG-20071108-01575, (granted
Nov. 19, 2007) (fee waiver granted in a letter from Mark Stephens, CFO, FCC, to Pantehs
Michalopoulos and Petra A. Vorwig, Counsel for EchoStar, dated Apr. 4, 2008); Applzcaz‘zon of
DIRECTYV Enterprises, LLC, DA 04-2526 (rel. Aug. 13, 2004) (approving appllcatlon in which

'apphcant paid VSAT application fee for 1,000,000 receive-only terminals to be used f([)r DBS

service from a Canadian satellite).




i
.

initial application fee was payable.!> Consistent with that ruling, the VSAT modiﬁc?ti'on fee of

$170 per system should apply to the instant modification request as well.

i

B. The Public Interest Would Be Served by Granting the Requested&Fee Waiver

In addition to being supported by .the requisite good cause, granting EchoStar}’s request
\
for a waiver of application fees for its Application is also consistent with the public interest. As

described in detail in the Application, grant of the authority requested by EchoStar to“‘ provide
DBS services in the United States using the EchoStar 8 satellite at 77° W.L. will further a

number of compelling public interest objectives.
EchoStar should not be required to pay a $170.00 fee for each of its 1,000,000 earth
stations merely because it is providing service from a non-U.S. satellite when an opef:ator

providing an identical service using a U.S.-licensed satellite would not need to apply}for licenses
|

for each of its consumer dishes.'® The result would be overtly discriminatory treatmént among

DBS and Direct-to-Home (“DTH”) providers serving the United States. Moreover, 1# its recent

Space Station Licensing Order, the Commission concluded that there is no need for a satellite
|
operator to seek separate authorization for routinely-licensed receive-only earth statio*‘n antennas

-- or to pay a separate fee -- if the Commission has concluded that the public interest i‘s served by

|
\

12 See Letter from Mark A. Reger, CFO, FCC to Pantelis Michalopoulos, Counsel for
EchoStar, dated May 9, 2007.

1 Except for the fact that EchoStar will be using a Mexican orbital location, E‘choStar
would not have to file an application for these earth stations. See 47 C.F.R. § 25.131(j); see also
In the Matter of Telesat Canada Petition for Declaratory Ruling for Inclusion of ANIK F1 on the
Permitted Space Station List, Order, 16 FCC Red 16365, 16369 (2001) (holding that “freceive-
only eatth stations receiving transmissions from any non-U.S. licensed satellite, regardless of
whether the satellites is on the Permitted List, must be licensed”). !
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that provider’s satellite being added to the Permitted Space Station List, including providers

authorized to provide DTH services.™

III. CONCLUSION

|
Under current Commission fee guidelines, EchoStar could potentially be reqll‘iired to pay
a fee of $170.00 to modify each of its 1,000,000 receive-only earth stations. That wcipuld amount

' 1
to a total fee of up to $170 million, Clearly, the imposition of such a high fee was not what

Congress or the Commission intended when the fee guidelines were adopted. Such an
t

astronomical application fee would be a barrier to any operator that desires to offer a:“n

innovative, competitive service to the public, as proposed by EchoStar.
The financial hardship that a $170 million filing fee would impose on EchoStar, or
indeed any other entity, would clearly preclude an application from being filed at all.:i Filing fees
should reimburse the government for the costs of processing applications, not act as %,regulatory
barrier to entry for competitive services. For all of the aforementioned reasons, EcﬁqStar
respectfully requests that the Commission grant the requested fee waiver to the extent necessary

in conjunction with its Application to provide DBS service from EchoStar 8 at the 77}" W.L.

orbital location.,

|

14 See Amendment of the Commission’s Space Station Licensing Rules and Polzczes
Second Report and Order in IB Docket No. 02-34, Second Report and Order in IB Docket No.
00-248, and Declaratory Order in IB Docket No. 96-111, 18 FCC Red 12507, 12516- 17 (2003).

|




Respectfully submitted,

/sl
Pantelis Michalopoulos
Petra A. Vorwig
Steptoe & Johnson LLP
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036-1795
(202) 429-3000

Counsel for EchoStar Corporation

Dated: July 24, 2008

cc:  Anthony Dale, Managing Director, Office of the Managing Director (via hand d%:livery)




Date & Time Filed: Jul 24 2008 5:17:53:376PM
File Number: SES—MFS—20080724—-00977

Approved by OMB
3060~0678

FCCAPPLICATION FOR SPACE AND EARTH STATION:MOD ORAMD — MAINFORM |FCC Use Only

FCC 312 MAIN FORM FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

APPLICANT INFORMATION
Enter a description of this application to identify it on the main menu:
Modification of Blanket Earth Station License to Add EchoStar 8 Operating at 77 W.L.

1-8. Legal Name of Applicant

Name: EchoStar Corporation Phone Number: 303-723-1000
DBA Fax Number:

Name:

Street: 90 Inverness Circle E. E—Mail:

City: Englewood State: COo

Country: USA Zipcode: 80112 -

Attention: Linda Kinney — (202)293—0981




9-16. Nalﬁe of Contact Representative

Name: Pantelis Michalopoulos Phone Number: 202-429-6494

Company: Steptoe & Johnson LLP Fax Number:

Street: 1330 Connecticut Ave., NW E—Mail: pmichalopoulos@steptoe.com

City: Washington State: DC

Country: USA Zipcode: ; 20036—

Attention: Relationship: Legal Counsel
CLASSIFICATION OF FILING

17. Choose the button next to the
classification that applies to this filing for
both questions a. and b. Choose only one
for 17a and only one for 17b.

% al. Earth Station
{7y a2. Space Station

(N/A) bl. Application for License of New Station
(N/A) b2. Application for Registration of New Domestic Receive—Only Station
{3 b3. Amendment to a Pending Application

® b4 Modification of License or Registration

b5. Assignment of License or Registration
b6. Transfer of Control of License or Registration
{3 b7. Notification of Minor Modification

(N/A) b8. Application for License of New Receive—Only Station Using Non—U.S. Licensed
Satellite :

(N/A) b9. Letter of Intent to Use Non—U.S. Licensed Satellite to Provide Service in the United
States

(N/A) b10. Other (Please specify)

(N/A) bl 1. Application for Earth Station to Access a Non—U.S.satellite Not Currently Authorized
-[to-Provide the Proposed Service in the Proposed Frequencies in the United States. -




17c. Is a fee submitted with this application?
{® If Yes, complete and attach FCC Form 159. I No, indicate reason for fee exemption (see 47 C.F.R.Section 1.1114).

{3y Governmental Entity O Noncommercial educational licensee

{3 Other(please explain):

17d.

Fee Classification CGV — Fixed Satellite VSAT System

18. If this filing is in reference to an
existing station, enter:
(a) Call sign of station:

E050196

19. If this filing is an amendment to a pending application enter both fields, if this filing is a
modification please enter only the file number:

(2) Date pending application was filed: (b) File number:
SESLFS2005070100852




TYPE OF SERVICE

20. NATURE OF SERVICE: This filing is for an authorization to provide or use the following type(s) of service(s): Select all that apply:

D a. Fixed Satellite

D b. Mobile Satellite

D c. Radiodetermination Satellite

D d. Earth Exploration Satellite

D e: Direct to Home Fixed Satellite

D f. Digital Audio Radio Service

E g. Other (please specify) Direct Broadcast Satellite (DBS)

21. STATUS: Choose the button next to the applicable status. Choose  |22. If earth station applicant, check all that apply.
only one. D Using U.S. licensed satellites

{3 Common Carrier g Non-Common Carrier 3| Using Non—U.S. licensed satellites

23. If applicant is providng INTERNATIONAL COMMON CARRIER service, see instructions regarding Sec. 214 filings. Choose one. Are these
facilities:
¢ Connected to a Public Switched Network ¢ Not connected to a Public Switched Network gy N/A

24. FREQUENCY BAND(S): Place an *X’ in the box(es) next to all applicable frequency band(s).
D a. C—Band (4/6 GHz) D b. Ku—Band (12/14 GHz)

E ¢.Other (Please specify upper and lower frequencies in MHz.)
Frequency Lower: 12200 Frequency Upper: 12700 (Please specify additional frequencies in an attachment)




TYPE OF STATION

25. CLASS OF STATION: Choose the button next to the class of station that applies. Choose only one.
{7 a Fixed Earth Station

{3} b. Temporary-Fixed Earth Station

{3 ¢ 12/14 GHz VSAT Network

{73 d. Mobile Earth Station

Oy e Geostationary Space Station

{3 £ Non—Geostationary Space Station

@& g Other (please specify) Blanket DBS

26. TYPE OF EARTH STATION FACILITY: :
{3 Transmit/Receive ¢ Transmit-Only g Receive—Only 3 N/A

"For Space Station applications, select N/A."




PURPOSE OF MODIFICATION

27. The purpose of this proposed modification is to: (Pldce an *X’ in the box(es) next to all that dpply.)

D a— authorigation to add new emission designator and related service

D b — authorization to change emission designator and related service

D ¢ — authorization to increase EIRP and EIRP density

D d — authorization to replace antenna

D e — authorization to add antenna

D f — authorization to relocate fixed station

D g — authorization to change frequency(ies)

D h — authorization to add frequency

E 1— authorization to add Points of Communication (satellites &amp; countries)
D j — authorization to change Points of Communication (satellites &amp; countries)
D k — authorization for facilities for which environmental assessment and

radiation hazard reporting is required
D 1 — authorization to change orbit location

D m — authorization to perform fleet management

D n — authorization to extend milestones

D o — Other (Please specify)




ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY

28. Would a Commission grant of any proposal in this application or amendment have a significant environmental 0 Yes gy No
impact as defined by 47 CFR 1.1307? If YES, submiit the statement as required by Sections 1.1308 and 1.1311 of

the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. 1.1308 aund 1.1311, as an exhibit to this application. A Radiation Hazard Study

pust accompany all applications for new transmitting facilities, major modifications, or major amendments.

ALIEN OWNERSHIP Earth station applicants not proposing to provide broadcast, common carrier, aeronautical en route or
aeronautical fixed radio station services are not required to respond to Items 30—34.

29. Is the applicant a foreign government or the representative of any foreign government? 3y Yes g No
30. Is the applicant an alien or the representative of an alien? O Yes ¢y No g N/A
31. Is the applicant a corporation organized under the laws of any foreign government? O Yes 3y No @ N/A

32. Is the applicant a corporation of which more than one~fifth of the capital stock is owned of record or voted by 0 Yes gy No g NA-|

aliens or their representatives or by a foreign government or representative thereof or by any corporation ‘organized

{under-thelaws of 4 foreign country?




one—fourth of the capital stock is owned of record or voted by aliens, their representatives, or by a foreign
government or representative thereof or by any corporation organized under the laws of a foreign country?

33. Is the applicant a corporation directly or indirectly controlled by any other corporation of which more than 0 Yes ¢ No g N/A

34. If any answer to questions 29, 30, 31, 32 and/or 33 is Yes, attach as an exhibit an identification of the aliens or
foreign entities, their nationality, their relationship to the applicant, and the percentage of stock they own or vote.

BASIC QUALIFICATIONS
35. Does the Applicant request any waivers or exemptions from any of the Commission’s Rules? & Yes O No
If Yes, attach as an exhibit, copies of the requests for waivers or exceptions with supporting documents.
36. Has the applicant or any party to this application or amendment had any FCC station authorization or license {3 Yes @ No

revoked or had any application for an initial, modification or renewal of FCC station authorization, license, or
construction permit denied by the Commission? If Yes, attach as an exhibit, an explination of circumstances.




37. Has the applicant, or any party to this application or amendment, or any party directly or indirectly controlling
the applicant ever been convicted of a felony by any state or federal court? If Yes, attach as an exhibit, an
explination of circumstances.

O Yes

.@No

38. Has any court finally adjudged the applicant, or any person directly or indirectly controlling the applicant,
guilty of unlawfully monopolizing or attemptiing unlawfully to monopolize radio communication, directly or
indirectly, through control of manufacture or sale of radio apparatus, exclusive traffic arrangement or any other
means or unfair methods of competition?If Yes, attach as an exhibit, an explanation of circumstances

O Yes

.@.No

39. Is the applicant, or any person directly or indirectly controlling the applicant, currently a party in any pending
matter referred to in the preceding two items? If yes, attach as an exhinit, an explanation of the circumstances.

O Yes

.@.No

40. If the applicant is a corporation and is applying for a space station license, attach as an exhibit the names,
address, and citizenship of those stockholders owning a record and/or voting 10 percent or more of the Filer’s
voting stock and the percentages so held. In the case of fiduciary control, indicate the beneficiary(ies) or class of
beneficiaries. Also list the names and addresses of the officers and directors of the Filer.




41. By checking Yes, the undersigned certifies, that neither applicant nor any other party to the application is & Yes 0 No
subject to a denial of Federal benefits that includes FCC benefits pursuant to Section 5301 of the Anti—Drug Act of

1988, 21 U.S.C. Section 862, because of a conviction for possession or distribution of a controlled substance. See

47 CFR 1.2002(b) for the meaning of &quot;party to the application&quot; for these purposes.

42a. Does the applicant intend to use a non~U.S. licensed satellite to provide service in the United States? If Yes, @ Yes O No
answer 42b and attach an exhibit providing the information specified in 47 C.F.R. 25.137, as appropriate. If No, -
"] proceed to question 43. '

42b. What administration has licensed or is in the process of licensing the space station? If no license will be issued, what administration has
coordinated or is in the process of coordinating the space station?Mexico

43. Description. (Summarize the nature of the application and the services to be provided). (If the complete description does not appear in. this
box, please go to the end of the form to view it in its entirety.)

EchoStar Corporation seeks to add the EchoStar 8 satellite as a point of communication
operating under Mexican authority at 77 W.L. See attached narrative.

Narrative




43a. Geographic Service Rule Certification — OA
By selecting A, the undersigned certifies that the applicant is not subject to the geographic service or geographic
coverage requirements specified in 47 C.ER. Part 25.

By selecting B, the undersigned certifies that the applicant is subject to the geographic service or geographic
coverage requirements specified in 47 C.ER. Part 25 and will comply with such requirements.

C .
By selecting C, the undersigned certifies that the applicant is subject to the geographic service or geographic @

coverage requirements specified in 47 C.ER. Part 25 and will not comply with such requirements because it is not
'| feasible as atechnical matter to do so, or that, while technically feasible, such services would require so many
compromises in satellite design and operation as to make it economically unreasonable. A narrative description
and technical analysis demonstrating this claim are attached.

CERTIFICATION

The Applicant waives any claim to the use of any particular frequency or of the electromagnetic spectrum as against the regulatory power ofthe
United States because of the previous use of the same, whether by license or otherwise, and requests an authorization in accordance with this
application. The applicant certifies that grant of this application would not cause the applicant to be in violation of the spectrum aggregation limmit
in 47 CFR Part 20. All statements made in exhibits are a material part hereof and are incorporated herein as if set out in full in this application.
The undersigned, individually and for the applicant, hereby certifies that all statements made in this application and in all attached exhibits are
true, complete and correct to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, and are made in good faith.
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44. Applicant is a (an): (Choose the button next to-applicable response.)

{7y Individual

O3 Unincorporated Association
{7y Partoership

& Corporation

8] Governmental Entity

3y Other (please specify)

45. Name of Person Signing 46. Title of Person Signing
Linda Kinney Vice President, Law and Regulation
—>

WILLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE AND / OR IMPRISONMENT
(U.S. Code, Title 18, Section 1001), AND/OR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION AUTHORIZATION
(U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 312(a)(1)), AND/OR FORFEITURE (U.S. Code, Title 47, Section 503).
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SATELLITE EARTH STATION AUTHORIZATIONS
FCC Form 312 — Schedule B:(Technical and Operational Description)
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Location of Earth Station Site
E1: Site Identifier: Mnultiple ES. Call Sign: E050196
E2: Contact Name David Bair E6. Phone (303) 723-1000

Number:
E3. Street: E7. City:

E8. County:
E4. State E9. Zip Code )
E10. Area of Operation: CONUS
E11. Latitude: 0°0’00" a
E12. Longitude: 0°0°00"
E13. Lat/Lon Coordinates are: Oy NAD-27 Oy NAD-83 & NA
E14. Site Elevation (AMSL): 0.0 meters

E15. If the proposed antenna(s) operate in the Fixed Satellite Service (FSS) with geostationary satellites, do(es) the
proposed antenna(s) comply with the antenna gain patterns specified in Section 25.209(2) and (b) as demonstrated

two—degree s spacingpolicy. . — —

OYes No gNA

by the manufacturer’s quahﬁcatlon measurement? If NO, prov1de asa techmcal ana1y51s ghowmg compliance with | ™
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El6. If the proposed antenna(s) do not operate in the Fixed Satellite Service (FSS), or if they operate in the Fixed
Satellite Service (FSS) with non—geostationary satellites, do(es) the proposed antenna(s) comply with the antenna
gain patterns specified in Section 25.209(a2) and (b) as demonstrated by the manufacturer’s qualification
measurements?

ﬂYes ﬂ.No @N/A

E17. Is the facility operated by remote control? If YES, provide the location and telephone number of the control

the structure to aviation?
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH 47 CFR PARTS 17 AND 25 WILL RESULT IN THE RETURN OF THIS

APPLICATION.

poinjt. 7y Yes & No
E18. Is frequency coordination required? If YES, attach a frequency coordination report as
Oy Yes $ No
E19. Is coordination with another country required? If YES, attach the name of the country(ies) and plot of .
coordination contours as o Yes & No
E20. FAA Notification — (See 47 CFR Part 17 and 47 CFR part 25.113(c)) Where FAA notification is required,
have you attached a copy of a completed FCC Form 854 and/or the FAA’s study regarding the potential hazard of oy Yes & No

POINTS OF COMMUNICATION
Satellite Name:OTHER | OTHER | If you selected OTHER, please enter the following:
E21. Common Name: EchoStar 8 - E22. ITU Name:
1E23. Orbit Location: 77 W.L. - ~ |E24. Country: Mexico -

POINTS OF COMMUNICATION (Destination Points)

E25. Site Identifier:

4 . L S




E26. Common Name: E27. Country:
ANTENNA
Site ID E28. Antenna |E29. Quantity |E30. E31.Model = |[E32. Antenna |E41/42.
Id Manufacturer Size<meters> |Antenna Gain
Transmint
and/or Recieve
( dBi at
GHz)
dBi at
E28. Antenna [E33/34. E35. Above E36. Above Sea |E37. Building |E38, Total E39. Maximum |E40. Total
Id Diameter Ground Level |Level(meters) |Height Above |InputPower at |Antenna Height { EIRP for al
Minor/Major |(meters) Ground Level |antenna flange |Above Rooftop |carriers(dBW)
(meters) (meters) (Watts) (meters)
/
FREQUENCY _
{E28. Antenna Id  |E43/44. EA45. E46. Antenna E47. Emission E48. Maximum |E49. Maximum
Frequency Bands |T/R<br>Maode Polarization(H,V, [Designator EIRP per Carrier |ERIP Density per
(MHz) L,R) : (dBW) Carrier
(dBW/4kHz)

entirety.) 7

E50. Modulation and Services  (If the complete description does not appear in this box, please go to the end of the form to view it in its

FREQUENCY COORDINATION




E28. ~ |ESL. Satellite |ES2/53. E54/55. E56. Earth  |ES7. E58. Earth  |ES9. E60.
Antennald |[OrbitType |Frequency Range of Station Antenna Station Antenna Maximum
Limits(MHz) (Satellite Arc [Azimuth Elevation Azimuth Elevation EIRP Density
Eastern/West |Angle Angle Angle Angle toward the
ern Limit Eastern Limit | Eastern Limit { Western Western Horizon
Limit Limit (dBW/4kHz)
/
REMOTE CONTROL POINT LOCATION
E61. Call Sign E66. Phone Number
NOTE: Please enter the callsign of the controlling station, not the
callsign for which this application is being filed.
E62. Street Address
E63. City - E68. County E67/68. . E64. Zip Code
State/Country
/
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FCC NOTICE REQUIRED BY THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT

The public reporting for this collection of information is estimated to average 2 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions,
searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the required data, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Ifyou
have any comments on this burden estimate, or how we can improve the collection and reduce the burden it causes you, please write to the
Federal Communications Commission, AMD~PERM, Paperwork Reduction Project (3060—0678), Washington, DC 20554. We will also accept
garding the Paperwork Reduction Act aspects of this collection via the Internet if you send them to Jboley@fec.gov. PLEASE

DO NOT SEND COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. -

Remember — You are not required to respond to a collection of information sponsored by the Federal government, and the government may not
conduct or sponsor this collection, unless it displays a currently valid OMB contro] number or if we fail to provide you with this notice, This

collection has been assigned an OMB control number of 3060-0678.

THE FOREGOING NOTICE IS REQUIRED BY THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT OF 1995, PUBLIC LAW 104-13, OCTOBER
1,1995,44 US.C. SECTION 3507.
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