
LEVENTHAL SENTER & LERMAN PLLC

April 22, 2004

RAUL R. RODRIGUEZ E-MAIL

(202) 416-6760 RRODRIGUEZ@LSLLAW.COM

Ms. MarleneH. Dortch
Secretary
FederalCommunicationsCommission
445 12th Street,SW
Washington,DC 20554

Re: Maritime TelecommunicationsNetwork Application
File No. SES-LIC-20011130-02259;Call Si2n E010332

DearMs. Dortch:

I amwriting to you on behalfofMaritimeTelecommunicationsNetwork,Inc. (“MTN”),
in responseto Mr. Howden’s letterof March 31, 2004concerningthereferencedapplication,and
consistentwith ourrecenttelephoneconversationswith Mr. Howdenregardingthis matter. The
letterrequestedthat MTN explainthe“discrepancies”betweentheapplicationasoriginally filed
in November200landtheinterferenceanalysisfiled with adjacentsatelliteoperatorsandcopied
to this applicationfile on January16, 2004andon February23, 2004.

MTN agreesthat certainearthstationcharacteristicshavechangedsincethefiling ofthe
application. Advancesin technologynow allow MTN to providethesamelevelof serviceusing
a smallerantenna.Accordingly,MTN haschangedits systemconfigurationwith resulting
efficiencygains in transmissionbandwidthandpower. Thenetresultis thateventhoughthe
antennasystemhassomenotabledifferences(e.g.,thereflectordiameterhasbeenreducedfrom
2.4 m to 1.2 in), thetransmitspectraldensityis approximately8 dbW/4KIHz lessthanthe
previoussystemand,therefore,thepotentialfor interferenceis alsoconsiderablyless. For these
reasons,thechangeshouldbeconsideredaminor modificationandnot requireamajor
amendment.Pleaseseetheattachmentto this letterthat comparesseveraltechnical
characteristicsbetweenthe2001 applicationandmorerecentdevelopments.

MTN is preparedto amendits application,but respectfullyrequeststhatthemodification
beconsidered“minor,” and thusavoidtheamendedapplication’sbeingplacedon public notice.
Pleaseconsiderthat theoriginalapplicationwasfiled in 2001,andasrecentlyasonly two
monthsago,MTN servedall possiblyaffectedadjacentsatelliteoperatorswith detailed
interferenceanalysis,andthatno partyhasan objectionpendingwith respectto theapplication’s
“modified” technicalcharactenstics.In the interestof conservingCommissionresourcesandthe
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reasonablyexpeditiousprocessingofpendingapplications,weurgetheCommissionto permit
MTN to file a~~minor~~modificationto reflectchangesin technologyandits businessplansince
2001,andnot to requirea majormodificationwith theresultingfurtherdelayin theprocessingof
thisapplication. If theCommissiondoesnot concurin this request,MTN is preparedto file
whateveramendmentis deemedappropriate.

In furtheranceof thisrequest,andto avoidanypossibledoubt,MTN reiteratesthe
commitmentsit filed with theCommissionin thisproceedingwith respectto pointsof
communication,muting, noticeto adjacentsatelliteoperators,24-hourspoint-of-contactand
acknowledgmentof subjectivityto thependingrulemakingon ESV operations. MTN hereby
incorporatesby referenceits letterofJanuary16, 2004filed in thisproceedingconcerningthe
commitmentsenumeratedin thisparagraph.

PleasecontactMTN’s undersignedcounselwith anyquestionsorconcernswith respect
to this letterortheunderlyingearthstationapplication.

Respectfullysubmitted,

RRRAjc
Attachment

Counselto Maritime TelecommunicationsNetwork,Inc.

cc: Mr. Bill Howden



Attachment

Thefollowing tabledemonstratesthedifferencesbetweenthetransmitcharacteristicsof
theoriginal2.4 m systemandthenew1.2 m system.

Comparison New Original

Input Power (Watts) 7.06 14.1
Data Rate (Kbits/s) 384 384

Occupied Bandwidth (KHz) 349.19 349.19
Transmit power (dBW) 8.49 11.49

Reference BW Correction Factor
(dBW/4KHz) 19.41 19.41

Transmit power/BW (dBW/4KHz) -10.92 -7.92
Feeder loss (dB) 6 6

TX Power at antenna input (dBW/4KHz) -16.92 -13.92
Antenna main beam gain (dBi) 42.55 47.50

Transmit e.i.r.p. density (dBW/4KHz) 25.63 33.58


