
IRWIN, CAMPBELL & CROWE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1320 EIGHTEENTH STREET, N.W.
SUITE 400

WASIDNGTON, D.C. 20036
(202) 728-0400

FAX (202) 728-0354

ALAN C. CAMPBELL
(202) 728-0003

January 15, 1993

By Hand

Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: MM DOCKET NO. 2-187
Family Stations, Inc. an
Shepherd Communications, Inc.

Dear Ms. Searcy:

RECEIVED

JAN 15 \993

FEDERAl OOA\UNlCAm.SCQMSSlON

<m£~~
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DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Family Stations, Inc.("Family"), by its counsel, submits the following settlement
proposal in the above-captioned proceeding. The proposal involves contingent amendments by
Family and Shepherd to remove the mutual exclusivity between their pending applications.

The Family amendment proposes a change to Channel 217, a move to a new
tower site, a reduction in power and the use of a directional antenna. The Shepherd amendment
involves only a reduction in power. In combination, the two amendments eliminate the mutual
exclusivity and will permit both applications, as amended, to be granted.

In support hereof, an original and six copies of the following are submitted:

1. Joint Petition for Approval of Settlement; attached to the Joint Petition are the
fully executed Settlement Agreement and the Declarations of officers of Family
and Shepherd; and

2. Petition for Leave to Amend filed by Family, with the proposed Amendment
attached.

Simultaneously, counsel for Shepherd is filing Shepherd's. Pet~t~on.for ~ave~
1'40. or lioples rae d_ •
UstABC DE



Ms. Donna R. Searcy
January 15, 1993
Page 2

Amend along with Shepherd's proposed Amendment.

We appreciate the extensions of time provided to the parties in order to
accomplish the proposed settlement. If any additional information is required, Family will
respond promptly.

Alan C. Campbell
Counsel for Family Stations, Inc.

encls
cc/encls
Hon. Edward Luton
John K. Hane, III, Esquire
Paulette Laden, Esquire
Gary Schonman, Esquire
Chief, Data Management Staff



Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C.

RECEIVED

JAN 15 1993­
FEDERAL CarMUN'"

(IFICf t'r "I-~TI()'VSCOOMISSION
vr THE SECRETARY

In re Applications of

FAMILY STATIONS, INC.
Bakersfield, California

SHEPHERD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
Shafter, California

For Construction Permit for a
New Noncommercial FM Station

To: Honorable Edward Luton
Administrative Law Judge

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

MM Docket No. 92-187
File No.BPED-890815MC

File No. BPED-891113ME

JOINT PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT

Family Stations, Inc. (II Familyfl), by its attorney, and

Shepherd Communications, Inc. (f1Shepherd"), by its attorney,

jointly petition the presiding Judge, pursuant to Section 73.3525

of the Commission's Rules (47 C.F.R. §73.3525), to accept the

proposed settlement of the above-captioned proceeding as outlined

herein.

By Hearing Designation Order (HDO) , released August 19,

1992 (Mimeo No. DA 92-1080), the Commission designated for

comparative hearing the application of Family for Bakersfield,

California and the applications of Shepherd for Channel 215B at

Shafter, California and Skyride Unlimited Incorporated ( f1 Skyride")

also for Channel 215B at Shafter. The Skyride application has been

dismissed. And, in order to avoid the expense and delay of a

comparative hearing between Family and Shepherd, the parties have



reached agreement on a plan whereby the applications of Family and

Shepherd will be amended in a way that will remove the mutual

exclusivity presently existing between them. The Family amendment

will require Family to change its proposed channel to 217, move its

proposed transmitter location to a new site and modify its

operating parameters. The Shepherd amendment will be less

substantial, involving only a reduction in power and modification

in operating parameters. Together the changes will remove the

mutual exclusivity between Family and Shepherd, permitting the

applications of both parties to be granted without the need for a

comparative hearing.

The attached Settlement Agreement between Family and

Shepherd sets forth the sole consideration involved, that is, the

respective amendments to the Family and Shepherd applications in

order for the two proposals to no longer be mutually exclusive, and

the parties' cooperation in prosecuting the amendments and joint

petition. No other consideration is involved. The settlement,

Joint Petition, Shepherd Amendment and Family Amendment, all of

which are being tendered at the same time will, if granted, obviate

the need for a protracted administrative proceeding and will result

in the expeditious implementation of new local noncommercial radio

service to the residents of Bakersfield and Shafter, California.

The settlement package advances important public interest

considerations. It will permit the termination of this proceeding,

thereby eliminating the burden on the resources of both the

Commission and the parties to proceed with the prosecution of the
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case. It will accelerate the provision of a first local FM radio

service to Shafter, California and an additional noncommercial

radio service to Bakersfield, California.

Conclusion

Therefore, Family and Shepherd respectfully request that

the presiding Judge grant their Joint Petition, approve the

attached Settlement Agreement, grant Shepherd and Family leave to

amend their respective applications and grant the amended

applications of Shepherd and Family.

Respectfully submitted,

FAMILY STATIONS, INC.

Irwin, Campbell & Crowe
1320 Eighteenth Street, NW
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 728-0400

Its Attorney

and

SHEPHERD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Its Attorney

John K. Hane, III
By:

--=-~--==-----:::=-----===-----Fisher, Wayland, Cooper & Leader
1255 - 23rd Street, NW
Suite 800
Washington, DC 20037
(202) 659-3494

January 15, 1992

-3-
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case. It will accelerate the provision of a first local FM radio

service to Shafter, California and an additional noncommercial

radio service to Bakersfield, California.

Conclusion

Therefore, Family and Shepherd respectfully request that

the presiding Judge grant their Joint Petition, approve the

attached Settlement Agreement, grant Shepherd and Family leave to

amend their respective applications and grant the amended

applications of Shepherd and Family.

Respectfully submitted,

FAMILY STATIONS, INC.

Its Attorney

Alan C. Campbell
By:

-~--=---=---r---::'_-----Irwin, Campbell & Crowe
1320 Eighteenth Street, NW
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 728-0400

and

Fisher, Wayland, Cooper & Leader
1255 - 23rd Street, NW
Suite BOO
Washington, DC 20037
(202)659-3494

RD-€eMIdUNICATIONS, INC.

ts Attorney

January 15, 1992
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

~
This Settlement Agreement is made this ~ ~day of

January, 1993, by and between Family Stations, Inc. ("Family")

and Shepherd Communications, Inc. (" Shepherd") .

WHEREAS, Family has filed an application for a new

noncommercial FM radio station at Bakersfield, California that

will operate on Channel 215B1 (the "Original Family

Application") i

WHEREAS, Shepherd has filed an application for a new

noncommercial FM radio station at Shafter, California that will

operate on Channel 215B (the "Original Shepherd Application") i

WHEREAS, the Original Family Application and the

Original Shepherd Application are mutually exclusive and have

been designated for comparative hearing by the Federal

Communications Commission ("FCC") i and

WHEREAS, Family and Shepherd desire to enter into this

Agreement in order to avoid the expense, delay and uncertainty of

a comparative hearing at the FCC.

THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals and

the mutual promises and covenants set forth herein, the parties,

intending to be bound legally, agree as follows:

1. Family and Shepherd Amendments. In order to

eliminate the mutual exclusivity between the Original Family

Application and the Original Shepherd Application, Family agrees

to prepare, file and prosecute, at its expense, an amendment to

its Original Application to change the proposed transmitter site,



operating parameters and frequency (the "Amended Family

Application ll
), and Shepherd agrees to prepare, file and

prosecute, at its expense, an amendment to its Original

Application to reduce power and modify the proposed operating

parameters (the "Amended Shepherd Application") .

2. Joint Petition. Family and Shepherd agree to

cooperate with each other in preparing and filing with the FCC as

promptly as possible a joint petition, and all required

supporting documentation, requesting (i) approval of this

Agreement; (ii) approval of a petition for leave to file the

Amended Family Application; (iii) approval of a petition for

leave to file the Amended Shepherd Application; (iv) grant of the

Amended Shepherd Application; and (v) grant of the Amended Family

Application. It is expressly agreed and understood between

Family and Shepherd that approval of the above actions is

mutually contingent and that the agreement of each party to enter

into this Agreement is expressly contingent upon all such actions

being filed with the FCC and granted by the FCC simultaneously.

3. Required Declarations. Within five days of the

date of this Agreement, each party agrees to file with the FCC

properly executed declarations attesting that the considerations

set forth in this Ag~eement represent the only consideration,

direct or indirect, paid by or promised to Family and Shepherd,

respectively.

4. Entire Agreement. This Agreement is the only

agreement between the parties hereto and contains all of the

terms and conditions agreed upon with respect to the subject
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matter hereof. This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties

hereto, their 8UCC@S8ors and assigns and may not be amended or

changed except by a writt@n document signed by both parties.

5. Counterparts. This Agreement may be signed in

counterparts, all of which together shall constitute one and the

same instrument.

WHEREFORE, the parties have executed this Agreement as

of the date first written above.

FAMILY STATIONS, INC. ~

Scott Smith, Vice President

SHEPHERD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Ey: ~ _



matter hereof. This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties

hereto, their successors and assigns and may not be amended or

changed except by a written document signed by both parties.

5. Counterparts. This Agreement may be signed in

counterparts, all of which together shall constitute one and the

same instrument.

WHEREFORE, the parties have executed this Agreement as

of the date first written above.

FAMILY STATIONS, INC.

By: _

Scott Smith, Vice President

SHEPHERD

By: --~'f------+---......;J--
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DECLARATION

i4l 002/006

This is to certify that Family Stations, Inc. ("Family") has neither paid or
promised to pay) or received or been promised, directly or indirectly, any consideration for the
amendment of Family's application for a new nonconunercial FM application at Bakersfield,
California (File No. BPED-89081SMC), except as set forth in the Settlement Agreement by and
between Family and Shepherd Communications, Inc. ("Shepherd"), which is the applicant for
a mutually exclusive noncommercial FM station at Shafter, California (File No, BPED­
891113ME).

The application of Family was filed for the sole purpose of constructing and
operating the proposed stations. The Family application was not filed for the purpose of
entering into the Settlement Agreement.

Grant of the proposed settlement will serve the public interest because it wi111ead
to the early activation of new noncommercial stations at Bakerstield and Shafter, California, and
will conserve the resources of Family l Shepherd and the Federal Communications Commission.

and correct.
I herby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregooing statements are true

\

='uZt~Name

Title

Date
v;



DECLARATION

This is to certify that Shepherd Communications, Inc. ("Shepherd") has neither
paid or promised to pay. or received or been promised, directly or indirectly. any consideration
for the amendment of Shepherd's application for a new noncommercial FM application at
Shafter, California (File No. BPED-891113ME), except as set forth in the Settlement Agreement
by and between Shepherd and Family Stations, Inc. ("Family") which is the applicant for a
mutually exclusive noncommercial FM station at Bakersfield, California (File No. BPED­
890815MC).

The application of Shepherd was filed for the sole purpose of constructing and
operating the proposed station. The Shepherd application was not filed for the purpose of
entering into the Settlement Agreement.

Grant of the proposed settlement will serve the public interest because it will lead
to the early activation of new noncommercial stations at Bakersfield and Shafter, California, and
will conserve the resources of Family, Shepherd and the Federal Communications Commission.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements are true
and correct.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Lorena L. Ferry, hereby certify that on this 15th day of January, 1993, copies
of the foregoing "Joint Petition For Approval of Settlement" have been served either by hand
delivery or first-class United States mail, postage prepaid, upon the following:

The Honorable Edward Luton*
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N. W., Room 225
Washington, D.C. 20554

Paulette Laden, Esquire
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gary Schonman, Esquire
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Chief Data Management Staff
Audio Services Division
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 350
Washington, D.C. 20554

* Denotes hand delivery
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Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C.

In re Applications of

FAMILY STATIONS, INC.
Bakersfield, California

SHEPHERD COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
Shafter, California

For Construction Permit for a
New Noncommercial FM Station

To: Honorable Edward Luton
Administrative Law Judge

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

MM Docket No. 92-187

File No. BPED-890815MC

File No. BPED-891113ME

PETITION OF FAMILY STATIONS, INC. FOR LEAVE TO AMEND

Family Stations, Inc. (IIFamily"), by its attorney,

petitions for leave to amend its above-captioned application for a

new noncommercial FM station at Bakersfield, California in

accordance with the attached engineering material to change its

proposed channel from 215 to 217, to change its proposed

transmitter location and to modify its operating parameters. A

copy of Family's proposed amendment is attached hereto as Exhibit

A.

By Hearing Designation Order (HDO) , released August 19,

1992 (Mimeo No. DA 92-1080), the Commission designated for

comparative hearing the application of Family for Bakersfield and

the applications of Shepherd Communications, Inc. (II Shepherd") and

Skyride Unlimited Incorporated (IISkyride ll ) for Channel 215B at

Shafter, California. The Skyride application has been dismissed.

And, in order to avoid the expense and delay of a comparative



hearing between Family and Shepherd, the parties have reached

agreement on a plan whereby the application of Family will be

amended to change its proposed channel to 217, move its proposed

transmitter location to a new site and modify its operating

parameters. These modifications, in combination with similar, but

less substantial, proposed changes to the Shepherd application,

will remove the mutual exclusivity between Family and Shepherd,

permitting the applications of both parties, as amended, to be

granted without the need for a comparative hearing.

The standard for the acceptability of the amendment

proposed herein by Family is "good cause". 47 C.F.R. §73.3522(b).

This gauge is satisfied. Grant of the amendment will permit the

resolution of what would otherwise be an expensive, both to the

Commission and the parties, and time consuming comparative hearing

between Family and Shepherd. Grant of the amendment will permit

the uncontested grant of two new noncommercial applications in the

Bakersfield area.

As noted, grant of the Family amendment will involve a

shift from Channel 215 to Channel 217. The Commission has

permitted this type of amendment in similar proceedings involving

noncommercial applicants confronting a comparative proceeding. For

example, in approving a settlement among five noncommercial

applicants for new FM stations in the Sacramento, California area,

the Commission permitted one of the applicants to amend, among

other things, to specify a new channel. Yolo County Public Radio,

Mimeo No. 89-111, released March 9, 1990 (ALJ Frysiak). In another

-2-



proceeding, Cabrini College, MM Docket 89-309 (ALJ August 7, 1989),

three of the noncommercial comparative applicants were permitted to

amend to specify operation on different channels than they had

applied for originally as part of a settlement of the proceeding.

Thus, it is clear that the amendment proposed herein by

Family is consistent with prior noncommercial comparative

proceedings in which amendments to specify a new operating channel

have been approved as part of an overall settlement of a hearing

case. The public interest will be served by acceptance of the

Family amendment because it is essential to the resolution of the

comparative hearing. It will, when combined with the Shepherd

amendment, permit two new applications to be granted and will avoid

the delay, disruption and expense of a comparative hearing and

foster the early activation of the stations.

Conclusion

Therefore, Family respectfully requests that the

presiding Judge grant its Petition for Leave to Amend and grant

Family's attached amendment.

Respectfully submitted,
FAMILY STATIONS, INC.

By : "'"'"---=- ~~--

Alan C. Campbell
Its Attorney

Irwin, Campbell & Crowe
1320 Eighteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 728-0400

January 15, 1992

-3-



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Lorena L. Ferry, hereby certify that on this 15th day of January, 1993, copies
of the foregoing "Petition of Family Stations, Inc. For Leave to Amend" have been served either
by hand delivery or first-class United States mail, postage prepaid, upon the following:

The Honorable Edward Luton*
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N.W., Room 225
Washington, D.C. 20554

Paulette Laden, Esquire
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gary Schonman, Esquire
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Chief Data Management Staff
Audio Services Division
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 350
Washington, D.C. 20554

··-----~u

L6rena L. Ferry

* Denotes hand delivery



01/14/93 11-49 '5"202 728 0354 IRWIN,CAMPBELL&C

AMENDMENT

I4J 006/006

Please amend the application of Family Stations,Inc. for a new noncommercial
PM radio station at Bakersfield, California (File No. BPED-890815MC) in accordance with the
attached engineering material to move to a new channel in order to remove the mutual
exclusivity with the application of Shepherd Communications, Inc. for Shafter, California.

Respectfully submitted,
FAMILY STATIONS, INC.

'"

~21~
-" Scott Smith, Vice President



The Cll=Plicant cert.ifies that., in the case of an in::iividual cq;:pl:icant, be or she
is not. subject. to a denial. of federal benefits pu:suant to sect; trl 5301 of the
Allti.-Druq AbJse Act of 1988, 21 U.S.C. § ~ or, in the case of a Den-

.iD:li.vidual ~cant. (e.g. coqx:u:at.i.on, partnership or other un:incrnp1rated
association), no party to the Cll=Pljeatim is subject. to a denial of :fecPra]
benefits pu:suant to that sectim. For the definitial of a~ far these
pnposes, ~ 47 C.F.R. S 1.2002(1)). .

[!J Yes

Family Stations, Inc.

Name of Applicant

(-ILf- 9"3-
Date

D No

zftdt~
Signature

Vice President

Title



FOR COlVMlSSION USE ON..Y

Section v-a - FM BROADCAST ENGINEERING DATA
File No.

ASS Referral Date _

~eferred bv

NcrTle of Applicant

Family Stations, Inc.

Is this application bein~ filed in response to a windOw? o VIS [!J No

N/A If Yes, specify closin~ date: N/A

Purpose of Application:

o Modify licensed auxiliary faCility

Modify existin~ consTruction permit for main facility

for

facility

o Modify eXiSting construction permit for auxiliary facility

Amend pending application
construc~on permit

U Construct a new auxiliaryConstruct a new (main) facilityo
o
D MOdify licensed ma,n faciliTy

If purpose is TO mOdify, inOlcaTe belOW Trle naTure of cllange(s) and specify The file mrnbens) of the authoriZations affecTed.

G[) AnTenna supporting-sTrucTure helg!'lT

[XJ Antenna heighT acove average terrain

[i] Antenna location

o Main Studio locaTion

[J9 EffeCtIVe radialed power

[]g Frequency

o Class

o 01her (S"•••,.;,. b,.;.J lyJ

File NlJ"nbens) BPED-890815MC

i. AllocaTion:

Channel No. PrlnCloal corrmunllv TO be served:

City CounTy STate

217 Bakersfield Kern CA
o B1

D C1

rn B D C3

Dc Do
2. ExaCT location of antenna.

(a) SpecIfy address. CITy. county and state. If no address, specify distance and bearing relative TO the nearest town or Ianamark.

Mt. Adelaide, 16 miles east of Bakersfield, Kern County, CA

(b) Geo~r3phlcal coordinaTes (TO nearesT second). If mounTed on element of an AM arr"8V. specify coordinaTes of CenTer of array.

Otherwise, Specify tower locaTion. Specify SOUTh LaTitude or East Lon~itude where appliCable; OtherwiSe. North LatitUde or

WeST Longllude will be preslJ"ned.

LaTitUde 35
o

26 17 Lon~llude 118
o

44 22

3. Is the supporTin~ StruCTure the ScrTle as ThaT of anOTher STaTiorls) or proposed in another pending

acpllcatlorls)? See Exhibit El
[!J YIS 0 No

If Yes, gIVe call leTTens) or file nlJ"nber(s) or both. KGET TV CH 17

If prooosai involves a cnange in he,ghT of an eXiSTing STructure, specify eXlstin~ height above ~round level inCludin~ anTenna,

all OTher appurtenances, and lighting, if any.

N/A

FCC 3.0 (Page T2'
Feoruary 1;;2



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGINEEI1ING DATA l~. 21

4. Does tile applicatIon propose to correct prevIous sire coordinateS'

If Yes, list old coordanates.

Dyes [i] Nc

) Latitude
NIA

o
Longitude

NIA
o

5. Has tile FAA been notifiea of tile proposed construction'

If Yes, give date and office where notice was filed and anacn as an Exllibit a copy of FAA

determanation, if available.

Dale DeCember J 992 Office where fi'-d Western-Pacific Regional

[i] Yes 0 Nt

Exnibil No.

N/A
Ofc.

6. List all landing areas witllin 8 I(m of antenna site. Specify diSTance and bearing from structlre TO nearest point of tile nearest

runwi/V.

Landll"lg Area

(a) None

7. (a) Elevallon: It# Ch. " ..rut ..cui

Distance (lem) Bearing (degrees True)

(1) of sITe aoove mean sea level;

(2) of tile tOP of supportIng STrucTure above ground (including antenna, all other

appurtenances, and IIgn1lng. if any); and

(3) of tne top of sUPporting structure abOve mean sea level [(aX 1) ... (aX2) )

(b) Helgnt of radlallon center: It# th. " ..rut ..c.rI H"' HOrlZOnTal; V = Vertical

1074

88

1162

meters

meters

meters

(1) aoove ground

(2) above mean sea level

(3) aOove average terraIn

[ (aX 1) ... (bX 1) ]

58 meters (to!

58 meters (V

1132 meters (H:

1132 meters (V:

417 meters (H)

417 meTers (V

8. Anach as an EXlllbit Sketch(es) of tile supporting structure, lallelling all elevatIOns reQuired

in QueStion 7 aoov8, except item 7(bX3). If mounted on an AM drrectlonal-array element.

specify heights and orrentatlons of all arri/V towers, as well as lOcation of FM radiator.

EXhibit No.

E2

9. Effective Radiated Power:

(a) ERP in tile horiZontal plane

(0) Is becm lilt proposed'

.106 max. kw (HII) .106 max. kw (VII)

o Yes [!J No

If Yes, specify maxmUTl ERP In the plane of tile lrlted becm, and anacn as an Exhibit a vertical

elevational plot of radiated field.

FCC 3'0 (Pege 13)
Feoruery 1;;2

N/A kw (H1l) _ .......N~/J:.A:Io.-__ kw (VII)



SECTION v-a - FM BROAOCAST ENGINEERING OATA IP.ge 31

10. Is a direclional antenna proposed'

If Yes, anach as an Exhibit a SlaTemenT With all dala specified in 47 C.FR. Section 73.316, "elUding

pIOT(S) ano Taoulallons of 1I0rlzonTalt-( and vertiCalt-( polarized raoiateo components i'I terms of relative

fie 10.

11. Will the main studio be located within the 70 dBu or 3.16 mV/m contour?

If No, anach as an Exhibit justification pursuant to 47 C.FR. Section 73.1125.

12. Are lhere: (a) within 60 meTers of lhe proposed anleMa, ¥'Pf proposed or authoriZed FM or TV

transmi1Ters, or arr.J non/Jroaacasl 1.1~."t ~itiz#1l$ b."d ~, ...t-",I radio staTions; or (b) within 11'1e

blankeling contour, af'r>l estaolisheo commercial or goverrment recelYing stations, caole lIeao-end

facilities, or pOPulated areas; or (c) within len (10) kilomelers of lne proposed antenna, lIt?f proposed

or authoriZed FM or TV transmitters wl'lICh may produce receNer- induced intel'T1'lOdulation nter1erence?

If Yes, atTaCh as an EXhibiT a deSCrlOTlon of arr.J expeCTed, undeSired effects of operations and remedial

STeps TO be pursued If necessary, and a STaTement accecTing fUi! responsibility for Tne elm,natlon of 3f?oI

OPJeC1JOnaOIe inTerference (inCluding thaT caused by recelYer- induced or otner types of moaulaTion) TO

facilities in eXISTence or autrlorlZed or TO radiO recelYers in use prior to grant of Ttlis application. IS..

47 C.I.l. S.d i D"$ 7J . J7 51 bI. 7J . JIG Id I ."ft 7J . J 18 . I

13. Attach as an EXhlOIt a 7.5 minUTe senes U.S. Geological Survey topographic Quadrangle map That ShOWS

clearly, leglot-(, ano accuraTely, trle location of tne proposed transmitting amenna. This mac must compt-(

wilh the reQuiremenls seT fOrTh In Instruction 0 for Section V. Furlher, the map must clearly and Jegibt-(

diSPlay tne Original pnmea conTour lines and dala as wei! as laTitUde and longITude marxings, and must

oear a scale of olstance ,n kilomeTers.

14, AttaCh as an Exhibll I"••• til. $."n.1 a mao whiCh shows clearly, legibtv, and accuratet-(, and witll the

orIgInal printed latITude and longITude marlClngs and a scale of distance in kilometers:

Los Angeles Sectional Aeronautical Chart, 1:500,000 Scale
(al Tile proposed TranSmitTer locaTion, and tM radials along with profile grapns have Deen prepared;

(b) the mV/m prediCTed conTour and, for noncommercial educalional apolicanTS aopt-(ing on a

commerC131 cnannel, the 3.16 mV/m contour; and

(c) the legal boundanes of lIle pnnClpal community to be served.

15. Scecify area in souare kilomelers (1 so. mi. '" 2.59 so. k.mJ and population (latest census) within The

predIcted 1 mV/m conTour.

I!J VIS D No

Exn:; No. I
l!J YIS D No

IExnitllt No.
Nn,

[i] YIS 0 No

EXhibit No.

ES

EXhibit No.
E6

Area 1547_-=:.=.~~ so. km. Pooulation 275,265

16. AttaCh as an EXhibIT a mao IS.d ;."., A.r."• .,Ctc.J cll.,.ts .;-.,. .bt. i ,,~b '.1 showing The presenT and pro- Exhibit No.
posed 1 mV/m (60 dOu) contours. E7

Enter the fOllowing from EXhib,r above: Gain Area 247 so. mi.
Loss Area 1166 SQ. mL

Percent Change (gain area plus loss area as percentage of present area) 93.1"1..
If 50-". or more tn,s constITutes a major Change. indicaTe in question 2(c), Section ~ i1Ccordngtv.

FCC 340 (P'O' ,.)

F.oruary 111112



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGINEERING DATA (Pag. 4)

17. For an applicaTion involvIng an auxiliary faciliTy only, allach as an EXhitlil a map IS.dj.,.~J A.r"'~lItit:lJ

Chllrt fir .qll;VIII.Ilt! tllaT Shows clearly, legibly, and accurately, and with latitude and longitude markings

and a scale of dIstance in kilomeTers:

(a) the proposed auxiliary 1 mV/m contour; and

Exhibrt No.

N/A

(b) the 1 mV/m contour of

Also specify the file

No: N/A

the licensed main facility for which the applied- for facility will be lUX iiiaT\'.
number of the license. See 47 CF.R. Section 73.1675. (File

)

Source of terraIn daTa:

flU Linearly IfIterpolated 30-second database o 7.5 mlnvte topographIC map

(Source: Radiosoft Div. II Mt. Tower Ltd j

Helghl of radiaTion cenTer above PredIcTed DisTances

Rad ,al bearing average elevaTIon of radIal from to the 1 mV1m conTour

3 TO 16 km
(degrees True) ERP (meTers) (kilometers)

0 .061 288.0 15.5

45 I .070 61.0 7.3

90 .106 -310.5 5.7

135 I .106 291.9 18.0

1BO .106 678.5 27.8

225 .106 808.4 30.6

270 .106 889.5 32.2

315 .093 632.5 26.0

Alloc.tlon Studl••
(S.. SIIOpllrt C ., f7 CJ.t. 'IIrt 131

19. Is the proposed anTenna locat,on within 320 kilometers <199 miles) of the corrmon border between 0 Yes KJ No
the United States and MexIco?

If Yes, attach as an ExhibiT a Showing of compliance with all provisions of the Agreement between the

UniTed States of America and the UnIted Mexican States concerning FreQuency Modulation Broadcasting

in the BB to 10B 111Hz band.

FCC 3AO (Page TS)
Fec'ua,y 11192



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGINEERING DATA lP.ge 61

20. Is the proposed antenna location within 320 kilometers of the COrTmon border between the United

States and Canada?

If Yes, atTach as an Exhibit a shOWing of compliance with all provisions of the Working Agreement for

Allocation of FM Broadcasting Stations on Channels 20' - 300 under The Canada-United States FM

Agreement of 1947.

21. If the proposed operation is for a cflannel in the range from channel 201 through 220 (88.1 through

91.9 MiZ), or if thiS proposed operation is for a class 0 station in the range from CharYl81 221

through 300 (92.1 through 107.9 MoIz), attach as an EXhibit a complete allocatiOn study to estlblish the

laCk of prohibited Overlap of contours with other U.S. stations. The allocatiOn study should include the

following:

(a) The normally prOtected interference- free and the interfermg contours for the proposed operation
along all azmuths.

(b) Complete normally protected interference - free contours of all other proposals and existing stations
to whiCh objectionable Interference would be caused.

(c) Interfering contOurs over pertinent arcs of all other proposals and existing stations from which
Objectionable Interference would be receIVed.

(d) Normally protected and Interfering contours over pertinent arcs, of all other proposals and eXisting
stations, whIch reQuire study TO show The aosence of Ob Jectlonable JrIterference.

(e) Plot of the transmitter locatIon of each station or proposal reQuiring investigation, with identifying call
letters, file numbers ana operating or proposed facilities.

(f) When necessary to snow more detail, an addItional allocation study will be attached utiliZing a map
WIth a larger scale to clearly snow Interference or absence thereof.

(g) A scale of kilometers and properly labeled longitude and latitude lines, shown across the entire
Exhibit(s). Sufficient lines snould be Shown SO that the location of the sites may be verified.

(h) The na-ne of the mao(s) used ,n the Exhiblt(s).

22. With regard to any statIons separated by 53 or 54 cnannels (10.6 or 10.8 MoIz) attach as an Exhibit
information reqUired ,n 1/ 'up,rot/." r.qv/r..."ts i"v.lv;"9 ;"hrudiot. Ir.qu"cy 'i ./.1 ;nhr'.r."c.l.

23.(a) Is the proposed operation on Channel 218, 219, or 220?

(b) If The answer to (a) is yes, does the proposed operaTion satIsfy the reQuirements of 47 CF.R.
Secllor. 73.207' NIA

(c) If the answer to (b) IS yes, aTtach as an EXhibit information reQuired in 11 regarding separation
reQuirements With respect to Stallons on Channels 221, 222 and 223.

(d) If the answer to (b) IS no, aTtach as an Exhibit a statement describng the short spacir'lQ:s) and how it
or they arose.

Dyes OCJ No

EXhibit No.

NIA

Extlibil No.
E8

EXhibit No.
E8

0 Yes [iJ No

0 Yes 0 No

EXhlM No.

NIA

EXhibit No.

NIA

1/ A snowing that the proposed ope'ratlon meets the minm\.tT1 distance separation reQuirements. Include existing
proposed stations, and Cilies whlcn appear in the Table of Allotments; the locatiOn and geographic coordinates

antenna, proposed antenna or reference POInt, as approprtate; and dIstance to each from proposed anteMa lOcation.

statiOns,
of each

FCC 3.0 (P ege leI
Feorua,y t882



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGIN££RING DATA (Peg_ 51

(e) If aUll'lOriZatlon pursuant to 47 CPR Section 73.215 i:s reQuested, attach as an EXhiOit a complete

englneermg study to estaOlish The lacx of prohibited overlap of contours invoilling affected statiOns.

The engmeertng study must include the followmg:

(1) Protected and mterfertng contours, in all drrections (360 ), for the proposed operation.

(2) Protected and interfertng contours, over penment arcs, of all shon-spaced assigrTTl8nts,

applications and allotments, Itlcluding a plot Showing each transmitter location, with identifying call

letters or file nunDers, and indicaTion of whether facility is operating or proposed. For vacant

allOtments, use tile reference coordlt1ares as Transmitter lOcation.

(3) When necessary to show more derail, an additional allocation study utiliZing a map with a larger

scale to clearly ShOW prollitlited overlap will nor occur.

(4) A scale of kilometers and property labeled IoIl9Jtude and latitude lines, shown across The entire

exhiOir(s). SuffiCIent lines should Oe shown so that the locatIOn of the sites ~ Oe verified.

(5) The offiCial title(s} of the map(s) used in the exhibits(s).

Exhibit No.
NIA

24. Is The proposed station for a channel in the range from Channel 201 to 220 (88.1 through 91.9 tIIt1z) l!J Yes D No

ana file proposed antenna locallon wlth,n me dIstance to an affecTed Tv Channel 6 statiol'is) as deflTled

In 47 CJ=.R. Section 72.525'

If Yes, attaCh as an ExhlOIT enher a TV Channel 6 agreement letter daTed and signed Oy Ooth parties or

a map and an engineering staTemenT with calculations demonstraTing compliance with 47 CF.R. Section

73.525 for each affected TV Channel 6 station.

25. Is The proposed staTion for a channel in the range from Channel 22' to 300 (92.1- 107.9 Moiz)'

IEX~~ No.

o Yes fiJ No

26. EnvlrOlTTlental Statement

Would a C0m"T1ISSI0n grant of thiS application come wlrhin Section 1.1307 of the FCC Rules, such that 0 Yes [!J No

n may have a Significant envlrormental mpact'

If you answer Yes, subml! as an EXhibiT an EnvirOlTTlental Assessment reQuired by Section 1.1311.

If No, expla,n briefly why not. See Exhibit E10

CERTF1CATJON

I cenify That I have prepared Th,s Section of this application on behalf of the applicant, and Thar after such preparatIOn, I have

examined the foregoing ana found it to be accurare and true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Name 11 yp.d .r P""hdl RelationshIP TO Applicant 1'·9·, ,."~,,It '''9 E"9 i " ••rl

Linda Adams Technical Consultant
Signature Address II"ti.,d. 11' ,.".1
~~~ ----,

3108 Fulton Ave.
" ."'J~ _ ,L ~"-t..J----:> Sacramento, CA 95821

Date Telepl'IOne NO. r I"ti"". AT•• ,.".1

January 11, 1993 (916 "') 481 8191

FCC 3AO (Page 17)
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