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Dear Mr. Stenger:

This is in reply to your letter of May 1, 2002, on behalf of Dallas MDS
Partners requesting certain technical information regarding Navini Networks’
experimental license operations in Richardson, Texas.

Navini has no objection to supplying the information your client requests,
not because of any requirement that it must, but simply as a courtesy to a
spectrum neighbor. Navini is reluctant to do so, however, until Dallas MDS
Partners withdraws its pending interference complaint against Navini. As soon as
the complaint is withdrawn, Mr. Brian Sutton of Navini will contact Mr. Tawill of
Dallas MDS and provide the technical information he seeks. In this regard we
note your letter of May 1, 2002, to Charles Iseman in which you request that the
Commission hold in abeyance a decision on your client’s complaint pending the
processing of an application for its own experimental license. Navini questions
the relevance of your client’s experimental license to the instant proceeding.
There is no valid reason for the Commission to delay a decision on‘the complaint
against Navini merely because Dallas MDS has decided to conduct its own
experimental activities.

Navini and Dallas MDS can cooperate and exchange information, but not
under the continuing cloud of an interference complaint. Navini will provide the
requested information either upon withdrawal of the complaint or FCC dismissal
of the complaint, whichever occurs first. ‘

If you have any questions on this matter, please call me.

TR JVewtmlykaﬁ

cc: Charles Iseman
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