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File Nos. SAT-LOA-20170621-00092 
    SAT-AMD-20170908-00128 

RESPONSE OF HUGHES NETWORK SYSTEMS, LLC 

Hughes Network Systems, LLC (“Hughes”) hereby responds to the comments of The 

Boeing Company (“Boeing”) on the above-captioned application (“Application”) for authority to 

launch and operate a geostationary satellite orbit (“GSO”) satellite (“HNS 95W”) operating in 

the Ka- and Q/V-band fixed-satellite service (“FSS”).
1
  Boeing admittedly is not seeking 

dismissal of the Application, and further does not raise any issues that would delay Federal 

Communications Commission (“Commission”) grant of the Application.
2
  As demonstrated in its 

Application, Hughes’ HNS 95W satellite will offer substantial public interest benefits by greatly 

increasing commercially available satellite broadband capacity and bringing additional 

competition to the U.S. marketplace for broadband connectivity, including support of next-

generation communications services such as 5G, machine-to-machine, and the Internet of 

Things.
3
  Accordingly, absent any objections in the record on the merits of its Application, 

Hughes urges an expeditious license grant for its proposed state-of-the-art broadband satellite.   

                                                
1
 See Comments of Boeing, IBFS File Nos. SAT-LOA-20170621-00092 & SAT-AMD-

20170908-00128 (Nov. 13, 2017) (“Boeing Comments”). 

2
 See id. at 2.  

3
 See Hughes, Application, Narrative at 1-7.  
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Additionally, Hughes urges the Commission to reject Boeing’s request to refrain from 

any Commission action favoring GSO FSS over non-geostationary satellite orbit (“NGSO”) FSS 

operations in the Q/V-band.
4
  Contrary to the Commission’s rules and policies adopted in the 

NGSO FSS rulemaking,
5
 Boeing’s request effectively seeks co-equal status for both GSO and 

NGSO FSS operations in the Q/V-band.  To the extent it seeks reconsideration of the 

Commission’s rules, Boeing’s request should not be properly considered in this license 

proceeding.  

Notably, the Commission’s NGSO FSS Order adopted a new default GSO-NGSO sharing 

rule requiring NGSO operators to protect GSO networks in the Q/V- and other frequency bands.
6
  

The Commission found that adopting such rule will “allow both types of [GSO and NGSO] uses 

by default” and is consistent with similar provisions under International Telecommunication 

Union rules.
7
  The Commission further found that, without such rule, “GSO networks may be 

precluded entirely” as a result of interference issues with NGSO operations.
8
     

The Commission also eliminated as unduly restrictive Section 25.156(d)(5) of its rules, 

which precluded Commission consideration of GSO applications after grant of an application for 

NGSO operations in the Q/V- and other frequency bands.
9
  Boeing notes that the Commission 

                                                
4
 See Boeing Comments at 5. 

5
 See Update to Parts 2 and 25 Concerning Non-Geostationary, Fixed-Satellite Service Systems 

and Related Matters, Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC 17-

122 (rel. Sept. 27, 2017) (“NGSO FSS Order”). 

6
 See id. ¶ 39. 

7
 See id. 

8
 See id. 

9
 See id. (eliminating 47 C.F.R. § 25.156(d)(5)). 
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has maintained a policy of dismissing GSO applications filed after an application filing for 

NGSO operations in the same frequency band,
10

 but neglects to mention that the policy was 

adopted to implement Section 25.156(d)(5)
11

 and is no longer required following elimination of 

the rule.
12

 

Consequently, the Commission should reject Boeing’s request for equal treatment of 

pending applications for GSO and NGSO FSS systems in the Q/V-band, without regard to new 

and revised rules adopted in the NGSO FSS Order.  More importantly, Boeing raises no issues 

that would delay FCC action on Hughes’ Application, and the Commission should grant the 

Application promptly.  

   

Respectfully submitted, 

 

HUGHES NETWORK SYSTEMS, LLC 
 

 

By:      /s/ Jennifer A. Manner    

Jennifer A. Manner 

Senior Vice President, Regulatory Affairs 

11717 Exploration Lane 

Germantown, MD 20876 

(301) 428-5893 

 

 

November 28, 2017 

  

                                                
10

 See Boeing Comments at 2. 

11
 See Amendment of the Commission Space Station Licensing Rules and Policies, First Report 

and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 18 FCC Rcd 10760, ¶ 58 (2003). 

12
 See NGSO FSS Order ¶¶ 37, 39.  



– 4 – 
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