From CwWells4944@ol . com

Sent: Friday, February 11, 2005 10:19 AM
To: John Kennedy

Subj ect: Re: 0029- EX- PL- 2005

John,

Pursuant to over conversation this date | grant you permi ssion to anmend teh
referenced application. The itens to be amended are contained in teh email of
Joe Craner dated 02/10/2005. If you have any questions regarding these changes
you may contact nyself or Joe Craner joe.cramer@ nco.com

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this manner.
Cl aude

Claude E. Wells

Tech. Sup. Spec.

Lockheed MArtin Corporation
Tel : 410-682-2156

Fax: 410-682-0300



FW Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI CFrom Well's, C aude [cl aude. wel | s@ nto. com
Sent: Thursday, February 10, 2005 1:18 PM

To: John Kennedy

Subject: FW Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI C

John,

This is an email | received fromJoe Craner. It is in response to the email sent
regarding the errors on the application nmentioned for the VHF/ OHF frequenci es.
My question is as foll ows:

Should | just file a nodification of the existing license WD2XIV or file a new
request with the correct info so as to not mess up the granted authorizati on,
WD2XI V. Joe seenms to think that WD2XIV was only an STA. Initially it was an STA
until the license was approved with the limted nunber of frequencies. M
personnaly | think we now have to many hands in the pot. It is creating sone
confusion as to what needs to be done.

| know we al readt discussed this and you advi sed that the 138 and 140
frequenci es may be out of the question all together. | will give you a call to
go over this again.

Cl aude

Claude E. Wells

Tech. Speciali st

Lockheed Martin RF Managenent O fice
(410) 682-2156 Office

(410) 682-0300 FAX

cl aude. wel | s@ nto. com

----- Origi nal Message-----

From Craner, Joe

Sent: Thursday, February 10, 2005 1:05 PM
To: Wells, Caude

Cc: Deady, Edwin H

Subject: RE Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI C

Cl aude,

John Kennedy sent a letter to Rick Coffey on February 7, 2005 regarding FCC File
Nurmber 0029-ex-pl-2005. It states sone of the frequencies and eni ssions that
were input into the application were incorrect. M. Kennedy is right. Qur
application does not accurately reflect FCC file nunber 0458-ex-st-2004. FCC
Fil e Nurmber #0029-ex-pl-2005 needs to be exactly the sane as STA Call Sign



VWD2XIV from FCC fil e nunber 0458-ex-st-2004. (the license that becane effective
August 13, 2004 and ends February 11, 2005) This needs to be changed today.

In addition, we have to respond to M. Kennedy's letter today. The response
shoul d say:

The frequency requests submitted in STA 0029-ex-pl-2005 were subnitted in error.
The correct frequencies and em ssions are:

Mobi | e Locati on: States of LA and OK
Frequency: 138. 75 WHz, 142.6 MHz, 252.6
VMHz, 284.1 Mz, 292.5 MHz, 343.2 MHz.

Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25K0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E
Mobi | e Locati on: California

Fr equency: 292.5 MHz, 343.2 MHz.

Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25K0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E
Mobi | e Locati on: Ari zona:

Frequency: 252.6 MHz, 343.2 MHz.

Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25K0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E
Mobi | e Locati on: New Mexi co

Frequency: 252.6 MHz, 292.5 MHz, 343.2 M.
Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25KO0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E
Mobi | e Locati on: Ar kansas:

Frequency: 138. 75 WHz, 142.6 MHz, 252.6
VHz, 284.1 Mz, 343.2 M.

Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25K0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E
Mobi | e Locati on: Texas:

Fr equency: 138. 75 MHz, 142.6 M1z, 252.6

MHz, 284.1 WMHz, 343.2 Miz.
Em ssi ons Designator for each frequency: 25K0F1D, 25K0A1D, and 8K33A3E

Pl ease confirm be careful when submitting - John Kennedy is neticul ous and will
catch any m stakes.

In addition the letter back to the FCC should state: Lockheed Martin would Iike
to Dismiss FCC File Nunber 0019- EX- ST-2005 PENDI NG t he granting of FCC File
Nurmber 0029- EX- PL-2005. Lockheed Martin's initial frequency requests were
subnmitted in error.



If you have any questions, please let nme know asap. | have to return to a
conference and do not have cell or blackberry signal.

If we can get this |license approved today or tonorrow, then Ed will be okay for
at |least another 6 nmonths and give ne the opportunity to work the | RAC process.
You will have to file another FULL experinental that is exactly the sane as FCC
File Number 0458-EX-ST-2004. But do not file it until after 0029-ex-pl-2005
gets approved.

Thanks!

Joe

Joe Craner

Di rector

Techni cal Regul atory Affairs

Lockheed Martin, Corp.

1550 Crystal Drive

Crystal Square 2, Suite 300

Arlington, VA 22202

Ph: 703-413-5603

Fax: 703-413-5908

————— Oiginal Message-----

From Wl ls, daude

Sent : Thur sday, February 10, 2005 8:23 AM

To: Craner, Joe

Subj ect : RE: Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI C

We did but the FCC only granted them 2 frequencies on the authorization!

Cl aude

Cl aude E. Wells

Tech. Speciali st

Lockheed Martin RF Managenent O fice
(410) 682-2156 Office

(410) 682-0300 FAX



cl aude. wel | s@ nto. com <nmai | t o: cl aude. wel | s@ nto. con®

————— Original Message-----

From Craner, Joe

Sent: Friday, February 04, 2005 2:13 PM

To: Wells, daude

Subj ect: RE: Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI C

C aude,

| thought we filed a full experinental of the VHF/ UHF STA already? |If not,
we have to before the STA runs out so that we qualify under the "STA is still
valid while full experinental is being reviewed" rule.

Also - | hope to get an answer by next Friday regarding Olando's GPS re-rad
experinental .

Enj oy the weekend!

Joe

Joe Craner

Di rector

Techni cal Regulatory Affairs
Lockheed Martin, Corp.

1550 Crystal Drive

Crystal Square 2, Suite 300
Arlington, VA 22202

Ph: 703-413-5603

Fax: 703-413-5908

----- Origi nal Message-----

From Vel |'s, d aude

Sent : Fri day, February 04, 2005 1:33 PM
To: Ant hony. Searfini @cc. gov

Cc: Craner, Joe

Subj ect : Re: WD2XIV & WD2XI C

Tony,



I amwiting in reference to the Block 60 authorization recently granted. Ed
Deady has expressed his appreciation on the approval of the authorizations. But
he i s concerned about what was finally approved.

WD2XI C - Al FF approved authorization specifically states Mode 4 & 5
transm ssions are NOT authorized. He thought he would be able to test in these
nodes, as approved under the STA (VMB9XVO 0456- EX- ST-2004) granted for the Al FF
transm ssions. The STA had a condition that allowed themto transmit in Mde 4 &
5, as long as they prior coordinated with the appropriate regi onal FAA offices
for the tests. They had no prolemwith this condition and felt it was a fair
condition. Especially since it did allowthemto neet their contractua
requi renents for devel opnent and testing of the systens prior to delivery and
denonstration possibilities to potential clients.

| advised Ed that what was approved in an STA does not necessarily get
cl earance on a permanent authorization. As an STA is typically for short term
operations and the personnel doing the review and coordi nation approval can live
wi th some short term operations of specific systems. But they tend not to
approve or feel confortable approving the sane conditions for extend operations,
as they feel it could evolve into potential intereference problens.

What could we do to get the original STA condition regarding the prior
coordi nation of Mbdes 4 & 5 re-instated on to the regular authorization? These
testing capabilities are critical to the systens being installed and for teh
future of these systens.

VD2XI'V - VHF/ UHF operations. Again they were happy to see it approved, but
the Iinmt of the two approved frequencies is inadequate for their needs.
t hought | had anmended t he orogonal application to nore reflect the STA which was
approved. | definitely I know we elimnated the 118 Mx frequency fromthe
request, but | may of assuned wongly that an authorization being identical to
the existing STA woul d be granted. According to M. Deady tehy are perfectly
happy with the frequencies approved for the STA and the operational areas. Wuld
it be worth our efforts to attenpt to nodifiy the license to bear the appearance
of the STA, requesting the specific frequencies, em ssions and powers approved
on the STA. (0458- EX- ST-2004)?

Wul d we be attenpting the inpossible trying to get the nodifications
approved which we are willing to live with as they were granted on the STA' s for
each of these authorizations? | would rather have the regual r authorizations
nodi fied to reflect the acceptable restrictions, rather than returning every six
nonths with a new renewal filing for the STA's and battling every six nonths for
licenses which so far have not caused any interference problens and we have
willing conplied with the restrictions granted in teh STA' s

Cl aude

Claude E. Wlls
Tech. Support Anal yst
Lockheed Martin RF Managenent O fice

Lockheed Martin Corporation



Lockheed Martin EI'S
(410) 682-2156
(410) 682-0300 FAX

cl aude. wel | s@ nto. com



