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Honorab le Wiillam Thomes
U.S. House of Representstives
Weshington, DC 2051%

Re: Channel 39
Bakersfleld, California
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Mr. Alfred Sikes

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20544

Dear Commissioner Sikes:

As your records will indicate, we have contacted the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) on behalf of KCET-TV in Los Angel-
es, California. Our concern was in regard to their application for
a broadcast license to operate a non-commercial educational televi-
sion station on Channel 39 in Bakersfield. Understanding that
KCET's application was denied, we are urging the FCC to reverse the
decision and rule in favor of KCET's petition for reconsideration.

KCET is considered a pioneer in educational television.
According to recent figures, the addition of Channel 39 in Bakers-
field would bring the first over-the-air public television service
to roughly 159,000 television households. This fact alone should
provide the impetus for the FCC to overrule the previous decision.

We are sure you are aware of the recent engineering study
commissioned by KCET that demonstrates two major facts: 1) the
mountainous terrain between Bakersfield and Los Angeles effectively
shields a hypothetical Channel 39 in Los Angeles from any signifi-
cant interference by Channel 39 in Bakersfield; and 2) Channel 39
in San Diego has stronger signal strength throughout the Los
Angeles basin and would preclude any use of Channel 39 by a Los



