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Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 fa

Re: Scripps Howard Br adcasting
MM Docket 93-94

..- -
Dear Ms. Searcy: '

Transmitted herewith, on behalf of Scripps Howard
Broadcasting ComPany, licensee of Station WMAR.-TV, Baltimore,
Maryland, and an applicant for renewal of license in the above
referenced proceeding, is an original and six (6) copies of its
Consolidated Reply to Oppositions to Motion to Enlarge Issues
Related to Tower Site.

If you have any questions regarding the above matter,
please contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

'C::>~- /1~
David N. Roberts
Counsel for
Scripps Howard
Broadcasting Company

cc: The Honorable Richard L. Sippel (by hand) (with enclosures)
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BBPORE THE
PHDBRAt. COMKONlCATIONS COMIIISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

MM Dosket 93-94 ~
File No. BRCT-910~3KX

Four Jacks
Broadcasting, Inc.

For a Construction Permit for
a New Television Facility on
Channel 2 at Baltimore, Maryland

For Renewal of License of
Station WMAR-TV,
Baltimore, Maryland

and

Scripps Howard
Broadcasting Company

In re Applications of

To: The Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Presiding Administrative Law Judge

CONSOLIDATED REPLY TO OPPOSITIONS TO
MOTION TO BNLARGB ISSUES ULATED TO TOWER SITB

Scripps Howard Broadcasting Company ("Scripps Howard"),

licensee of Station WMAR-TV, Baltimore, Maryland and applicant for

renewal in the above referenced proceeding, by counsel and pursuant

to Section 1.229 of the Commission's rules, hereby files its

consolidated reply to the oppositions to the Motion to Enlarge

Issues Related to Tower Site ("Motion to Enlarge), which were filed

by Four Jacks Broadcasting, Inc. ("Four Jacks") and the Mass Media

Bureau (" the Bureau") .

Four Jacks Lacks Reasonable
Assurance Of A Suitable Sight

1. An applicant for a new broadcast station must meet

two requirements with regard to its proposed site. It must have

reasonable assurance that its site is available and that site must



be suitable for its intended use. See Cuban-American Limited, 2

F.C.C. Rcd 3264 (Rev. Bd. 1987), rev. denied in part, granted in

~ 5 F.C.C. Rcd 7321. An applicant must meet both requirements

in regard to its site or its application must be denied. Id. Four

Jacks, in spite of the fact that its principals own its proposed

site, does not have reasonable assurance that its site is available

and did not have such assurance at the time it filed its

application.

2. In its Opposition, Four Jacks does not contest that

it would have to move the WPOC(FM) antenna on its proposed tower

before it can implement its proposal. 1 Four Jacks also does not

contest that no one ever contacted the licensee of WPOC (FM) ,

Nationwide Communications, Inc., ("Nationwide") about whether it

would be willing to move the WPOC(FM) antenna to accommodate Four

Jacks' proposal. Finally, Four Jacks does not dispute that the

lease with Nationwide does not require Nationwide to move at the

request of the tower's owner.

3. It is a well settled principal of property law, now

codified under Maryland law, that a lessee in compliance with the

terms of its lease has the right to the possession of the leased

premises to the exclusion of the landlord. See Md. Code Ann., Real

Prop. § 2-115 & § 1-101 (k) (1974); Kessler v. Egyity Management.

Inc., 572 A.2d 1144 (Md. Ct. Spec. App. 1990). The lessee's rights

Four Jacks' proposes to use a tower that is owned by its
principals through another company, Cunningham
Communications, Inc. ~ Four Jacks' Opposition to
Petition to Deny, filed February 12, 1992, at 4 n.2.
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are protected against any acts or omissions on the part of the

landlord, or anyone claiming authority under the landlord, which

interfere with the lessee's right to the use and enjoYment of the

premises. o C COQg. v. Maryland Port Administration, 510 A.2d

1101, 1110 (Md. Ct. Spec. App. 1986).

4. In spite of the Bureau's argument to the contrary,

Four Jacks' principals are barred from taking any action that would

interfere with Nationwide' s use of the tower, including moving

WPOC (FM) •s antenna without Nationwide's consent or tearing down the

tower to build a new one. 2 Even though Four Jacks admitted in its

application its proposed use of its site requires the relocation

of Nationwide's antenna, Four Jacks has never made any attempt to

secure Nationwide's consent for such a move. Without Nationwide's

consent to the move, Four Jacks could not have had II reasonable

assurance II of its designated site. Therefore, Four Jacks lacks

reasonable assurance of the availability of its proposed site and

lacked such assurance at the time it filed its application, and an

appropriate issue should be added.

5. The Bureau contends that Four Jacks could build

another tower at the site if Nationwide would not consent to move

the WPOC (FM) antenna. Four Jacks' proposal, however, is predicated

on the use of the existing tower, as indicated by its admission

2 In addition, if Four Jacks began sununarily evicting
Commission licensees currently offering public service,
which it cannot do under Maryland law for the reasons
explained in paragraph 3, such evictions would raise
serious questions about Four Jacks' respect for
protecting the pUblic interest.
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that the WPOC{FM) antenna would have to be moved before the tower

could be used. Any claims by Four Jacks that it had reasonable

assurance rested on the use of the existing tower and cannot be

repaired by the Bureau's speculative assertion that Four Jacks

could simply build a new tower.

The Site is Not Zoned for Its Intended Use

6. Four Jacks claims that Scripps Howard has made a

frivolous and reckless claim that its proposed tower site is

unavailable because it is not zoned for its intended use. The

attached correspondence between Stephen J. Nolan and W. Carl

Richards, Baltimore County Zoning Coordinator, makes clear that

Scripps Howard was and is justified in its statement that the site

is not zoned for its intended use.

7. In his letter to Mr. Richards, Mr. Nolan discussed

the history of zoning cases related to Four Jacks proposed site.

Mr. Nolan states:

The tower's presence is based upon three known
cases that a diligent search has disclosed,
namely: Case No. 69-269RX; Case No. 75-181X;
and Case No. 77-122SPH. Case No. 77-122SPH
allowed an extension to 1009 feet, but this 15
year old special exception has never been
utilized, and accordingly has lapsed under
Section 502.3 of the Regulations.

Letter from Stephen J. Nolan to W. Carl Richards, dated January 28,

1992, attached as Exhibit A. Although Mr. Nolan does state in his

letter that the present height of the tower is 666 feet, he does

not state that the tower has never been built to a height greater

than 666 feet. Exhibit A. Instead, Mr. Nolan only states that the

tower has never been built to the once authorized height of 1009
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feet. ~ Therefore, Mr. Nolan did not make any false statements

to Mr. Richards, as Four Jacks alleges.

8. Not only is Four Jacks wrong when it claims that

Mr. Nolan made misrepresentations to Mr. Richards, it is wrong in

dismissing the finding in Mr. Richards' letter. It is reasonable

to infer from Mr. Richards' letter that an unused zoning

authorization lapses. 3 Therefore, his conclusion that the zoning

authority for the tower has lapsed is correct and an appropriate

issue should be added.

The Tower Is Not Adequate For Its Contemplated Use

9. Four Jacks attempts to refute Scripps Howard's

contention that the tower is inadequate for its contemplated use

by stating that the study that found the tower inadequate rested

on a false assumption. 4 Four Jacks states that the study by

Matthew Vlissides, P.E., submitted with Scripps Howard's Motion to

Enlarge, rests on the assumption that Four Jacks would place the

Channel 2 antenna on top of the existing 666 foot tower. Four

Jacks claims that it would actually reduce the tower to a height

of 602 feet before mounting the antenna on top of the tower.

3

4

~ Letter of W. Carl Richards, Jr., Zoning Coordinator,
Baltimore County Government, Office of Zoning
Administration and Development Management, Office of
Planning and Zoning, to Stephen J. Nolan, dated February
14, 1992, attached as Exhibit F to Scripps Howard's
Motion to Enlarge.

Significantly, Four Jacks did not offer any expert study
of its own demonstrating its designated tower ia
structurally suitable for its proposed use. Instead,
Four Jacks simply tried to attack the reasonable
assumptions relied on by Mr. Vlissides in his expert
report.
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10. In the attached engineering study, Mr. Vlissides

revised his



height by claiming that the reduction was only "temporary." Four

Jacks' principals reduced the tower height in 1987. Four Jacks

filed its application on September 3, 1991. If Four Jacks believes

a height reduction lasting four years is only temporary, it

apparently believes a height reduction would never become permanent

so long as the tower owner had some vague hope to restore the tower

to its original height at some point in the future, if it ever had

an economic incentive to do so. Four Jacks' interpretation of the

law would render meaningless the Commission's Rules that any change

in the overall height of a tower must be reported. ~ 47 C.F.R.

§ 73.1690(b) (1) (1992). Four Jacks' attempt to deflect a

misrepresentation issue by claiming its height reduction was only

"temporary" is without merit.

12. Four Jacks argument would also effectively erase any

obligation of an applicant for a new station to report a change in

the height of the tower it proposes to use, in spite of the

requirement in the Commission's Rules that a party has an

obligation to insure the continuing accuracy of its application.

See 47 C.F.R. § 1.65 (1992). Four Jacks cannot avoid the

obligation it had under § 1.65 to correct its application to report

the correct tower height, especially once the correct height was

discussed in the Hearing Designation Order, by claiming that the

1987 change in the tower's height was only "temporary."

13. Four Jacks also attempts to defend itself against

the charge that it misrepresented the tower height by claiming that

Scripps Howard has failed to demonstrate an "intent to deceive,"
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which Four Jacks asserts is an essential part of any

misrepresentation issue. Although Scripps Howard agrees that an

intent to deceive is a necessary part of any misrepresentation

issue, the plain fact of misrepresentation, coupled with proof that

the party making it had knowledge of its falsity, is enough by

itself to justify a conclusion that an intent to deceive was

present. Leflore Broadcasting Co., Inc. v. FCC, 636 F.2d 454, 462

(D.C. Cir. 1980). In addition, Four Jacks would have had an

incentive to misrepresent the tower height, because such a

misrepresentation would help conceal their failure to comply with

Conunission and FAA requirements requiring the reporting of the

change in tower height. ,S,gg 14 C.F.R. § 771.13 (c) (1) (1992); 47

C.F.R. § 73.1690(b}(1} (1992).

14. Four Jacks' principals misrepresented the height of

the tower at their designated site in their application. Four

Jacks' principals knew, as the tower owners, that the height was

misrepresented. Therefore, under Leflore Broadcasting, the intent

to deceive can be assumed and appropriate issues should be added.

Four Jacks Did Not Take the Necessary
Steps to Determine Whether it was Financially Qualified

Before So Certifying In its Application

15. Al though Four Jacks claims that Scripps Howard's

request for a financial issue is "spurious," Four Jacks does not

state that its principals made any attempt to ascertain what it

would cost to obtain a new site or build a new tower when Four

Jacks certified that it was financially qualified, even though its

principals knew or should have known that the proposed the tower
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was both unavailable and unsuitable. Four Jacks dismissively

claims that alternative- -but unspecified- -alternatives to a new

tower or a new site would be available. Four Jacks does not state

that any of these supposed alternatives are or whether they were

considered, just that they would be available.

16. The Commission requires an applicant to engage in

serious and reasonable efforts to determine how much it would cost

to construct and operate its proposed facility for three months

before certifying that it is financially qualified. Northampton

Media Associates, 4 F.C.C. Rcd 5517, 5519 (1989), recon. denied 5

F.C.C. Rcd 3075; aff'd, 941 F.2d 1214 (D.C. Cir. 1991); Pepper

Schultz, 5 F.C.C. Rcd 3273 (1990), aff'd, reh'g denied, 927 F.2d

1258 (D.C. Cir. 1991), cert. denied, 112 S. Ct. 453 (1991). Four

Jacks has failed to demonstrate that its principals made any effort

to determine what the cost would be to replace a tower they knew

or should have known was unavailable or unsuitable. Appropriate

issues should, therefore, be added. 6

6 Four Jacks states that it has the money to construct a
new tower or obtain a new site, if necessary. Whether
Four Jacks has now has the needed funds is irrelevant to
a determination of whether it engaged in serious and
reasonable efforts to determine the cost of construction
before certifying.
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WHEREFORE, Scripps Howard Broadcasting Company

respectfully requests that the issues specified in its Motion to

Enlarge Issues Related to Tower Site be added against Four Jacks

Broadcasting, Inc.

Respectfully submitted,

Scripps Howard
Broadcasting Company

By: 1:2""----./f rL-­
Kenneth C. Howard, Jr.
Leonard C. Greenebaum
David N. Roberts

Its Attorneys

BAKER & HOSTETLER
1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 861-1500

Dated: June 8, 1993
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Arnold Jablon, Esquire
Director'
Office of Zonin9 Administration

!nd Development Management
County Office Buildinq
Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. John Reilinger
Chief luildinv 2nvlneer for

Baltimore County Department
of Permits an4 Licen.es

County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: a_;u8st for AdyisQry Opinion Lett.r and tnve.tigatigns

Gentlemen:

we serve as special counsel to Sctipps Howard 8roadcasting
Company, the licen... of televi.lon station WMAR-TV in
Baltimore. Maryland. In that eonneetion, it ha. come to our
attention that recently, Four Jack. Broa4casting, Inc. (-Four
Jacks·) h.. petitioned the rederll Communications Commission
for a construction permit for Channel 2 in Baltimore. If the
authorization were to be approve4 by the Commission, ~our Jacks
would use and operate a 666 foot, guyed tower that is located
in the northwest quadrlnt of Route 40 West and North Rollinq
Raid, known .s 1200 North Rollin; laid, Caton.ville, Maryland.
Th. tower' s presence i. ba.ed upon three knowft ea.e. that I
diligent s.arch hi. disclo.ed, nlmely: Ca•• Mo. 69-Z69RX: Ca.e
No. 75-181Z: and Ca.e No. 77-122SPH. Ca.e No. 77-122SPH
allowed an extension to 1009 f ••t, but this 15 year old special
exception h•• n.ver be.n utilized, and ac:corcUn91y hi. lapsed
under Section 502.3 of the Regulations. Nonethel••• , a review
of rour Jacks· .pplic:ation before the Federal Conwnunieations
Commission indicates that they mi9ht ne.d to incr.... the
~elght of the tower.

It 1. our opinion that .&AX incr.... in hei9ht o"er the
pres.nt 666 feet would ~equire: 1) A full County Re"iew Group
(eRG) meeting under the !UP' rule. and method:



•

Arnold Jablon, Isquire
Mr. John Reisinqer
January 28, 1992
page two

In addition to our review of tower height and zonin9
issues, a consultant was retained to evaluate the safety and
structural integrity of the ezistinq to.er. A copy at the
consultant's report by Vlissid.s Enterprises, dated January,
~992, is enclosed for your information. You will note that the
consultant has concluded that "the tower legs are overstressed
on the lower and upper 200 feet of the tower by as much as
140\" and that it is their ezpert opinion that due to the large
overstress that is calculated in the tower 1e91 "the subject
tower is not adequately designed to support the Channel 2
antenna and its transmission lines .... ~

Furthermore, the consultant noted that significant icing
of the tower and its guy cables, in addition to the wind
loading capacities specified for Baltimore County will put the
tower and the surroundinq Irea in danger. Not only is the
tower very close in proz1mity to residential areas, but also to
a shopping center (tax map ~4, p.106) and the Jehovah Witnesses
property (taa map 94, p. 114) • In summary, according to the
ezperts' findings, the present tower is overstressed and very
possibly unsafe and cannot support any addi tional new
transmitting facilities.

Since the tower' s safety and integrity are of the utmost
concern to the public health, safety Ind welfare, and since
innocent people on adjoining properties couleS be at risk, we
ask that your Department and the euilQinq Eng1neer 1~e~1ately

conduct an investigation.

Finally, we include I '35.00 zoning c~nsultltion fee to
confirm the eRG and &on1ng approval, or special
ezception/specia1 hearing requirements, under all current
re9uIations and compli.ance with all state and federll
requirements, includinq environmental regulations. An early
reply will be appreciated.

Very truly your.,

~~L~~A.-.-
\"""~''-'-r 'C::~'-'

Stephen J. M(l1an

SJN/mao

enclosure (Vllssede. Report; January 1992)

cc: Baltimore County Zoning Commissioner
Mr. Willi•• Hughey

Are. Planner, OPZ
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s~.,n.n J. Nolan, l-.ui~.

'''raarr 1.. 1992
' ... 3

AI to fO\&C 101\11\9 11\.11"1... pl..... be a4v1Sed U1a otUc.
c:onlu- t."trH zoning cu•• 011 the luject dc.:

1. 6'-269-11·- ~ecl... pub11c un&Oaed land to I.-~ &ft4 a Special
Exceptl..,n for a ratio and t.V. winl... "auaitUDe aacI rlC.ivinCJ
'~Nc:t1Ue (5.' acr••.' tor e _INial ..10 tn.t1tut., Inc.
Granted 61 U/69 by Zoft1ft4 ee-1.&1oM~ 10M - 660 foot to....r
h.1tht 1nd.1c:.ced on pJ.an with aft 1I1tiat. he19Jlt of 850 tMC sftown.

Z. 75-1Il-X -- Special IXcept10ft to~ • 15 foot .e1f·~rt~r.~

r:ece1Y~ tOi'Mr Oft 0.001 Kre (25 f ..t • 25 f ..C) tor ~r:c:lal

Ra4Uo Institut.. IIlC. : tA.... . llationw1" e 'ftic:aC1on.. Inc:.
(WfOC-I'II). tarut.eeS by Zo"1~9 c:c..1••1oIMrO~ 01\ 2/27/75.

3. 77-122-1" _. Spec~ HeuiAt to apfnvw aD _ .....e to the
special ...,ti.orl ,ranted 1n c_ ..-z,,·a to at" the ...,roval
hlithe of tn. towr by 159 t..t. t~ ISO to loot f ..c hi,h (5. 0
acru) tor ea-1'C1Al Radio IMtitut.ioa. Inc. ~anted on 1/20/77
by ZocUat· c:o.iaaion.l' O!.lfenM,

WdltiOM~ly. ~ haw Itac_ t..... ex1Id,Dt tOIfV .. only t:N11t to
• h.ight of 1M tMt aIMS that it 1. ant1cJ,aNat" tMt .. adtit10a :litt\~ soon
be reqlM8tt4 to .ceacl tile he1tllt. Thu otf1c:. WCR&14 cOfttua and ~r••
w1t!l your coacl_iota tUt eM add1t1onal h.itllt grantt4 111 1'11 hal 1a tact
lAp'" UBCIeI' ~J.oa 502.1 (I.c.z.a.) pnv14e4 that the followln9
"nuctftMle CUU....." .tudan two pftlftt teet ..tMliabeci by the c:o'Uts
....14 tail:

1. fte c: an ftt of ... I'Mdl1r JAeaut1abt• .,rll ad
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St.,..... J. MolM, ISq\llr.
F.bruary 14, 1992
P&9't 3

A.1thCN9h the Dev.lOJlllellt COllUOl .ec:t1on of Wa oftic. -1 .9&8e
tha~ the full ~lo.-u~ proc••• , lnclucl1at a c = • Jftlty 1:ll"lt ..tiroq anel
hearin9 otfica' he&r1nt would be .,,1qI..iat. upon couldeJ:1ftI.. a441ti.onal.
ne1tht M4 pouUtl. aaf.t, hueria, it ia ......t .. tMt JOU coetact Oor.alc1
Rascoe 14 ea. Deve10lllent ......."t aec:t1oa tor 1atonat1oa rll9ard1nt arty
aeY.1opM"~ ud/o.. val.,... procedure. a. 1'..,1..... by au ..encl•••

If 1 cu be ot any turth.J:' ...latanc. at thl. t~ or 1: you are
~p4ated vith any addl~1onal into~tlOft aDd need additional %oninq
clu1t1catioa, p1.... do not he.i.tAt. 1;0 COfttact _ 14 tJai. oftic. at
.'-3.191.

Very tnly youn.

if. CU1 Ric!lu'da, J...
zoniNJ C:OOrd1J:ator

WCI:ae1

ce: John le1a1nte&", ilUltint Intln....
hllliU "'L1~
t.awnIIOI ...... ?net", ee-iaaiofter
MUli. 1IIlIMt. Ana .1Mftu. office 01 .1.Ma1at , 1.aB1at
Donalcl f. ' ••De, I.A.D.II.
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Certificate of Service

I, Diane Wright, a secretary in the law offices of Baker

& Hostetler, hereby certify that I have caused copies of the

foregoing "Consolidated Reply to Oppositions to Motion to Enlarge

Issues Related to Tower Site" to be sent First Class United States

Mail this 8th day of June, 1993 to the following:

The Honorable
Richard L. Sippel*
Administrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N.W.
Room 214
Washington, DC 20554

Martin R. Leader, Esq.
Fisher Wayland Cooper & Leader
1255 23rd Street, N.W.
Suite 800
Washington, DC 20037
Counsel to Four Jacks

Broadcasting, Inc.

Norman Goldstein*
Hearing Branch-Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, NW
Room 7212
Washington, DC 20554

Robert Zauner*
Hearing Branch-Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, NW
Room 7212
Washington, DC 20554

~~------
* By Hand
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VLISSIDES ENTERPRISES, INC.

ENGINEERING STATEMENT

SCRIPPS HOWARD BROADCASTING COMPANY

This engineering statement has been prepared on behalf of
Scripps Howard Broadcasting Company ("Scripps"), licensee of
WMAR-TV, Channel 2, Baltimore, Maryland in support of its
petition to deny the application filed by Four Jacks Broad­
casting, Inc. ("FJB"), FCC File No. BPCT-910903KE~ The FJB
application seeks a construction permit for a new television
station to serve Baltimore, Maryland on Channel 2 + (54-60MEz)
with an effected radiated power (ERP) of 100 kW (H&V) and 267
me"ters"" antenna height above average terrain. FJB proposes
operation from an existing tower currently utilized by WPOC
(FM) located at the geographic coordinates:

North Latitude: 390 17' 13"
West Longtitude:76° 45' 16"

the FJB if

P.E.



VLISSIDES ENTERPRISES, INC.

County of Fairfax
State of Virginia

Matthew J. V1issides, being duly sworn upon his oath,
deposes and states that:

He is a graduate Civil/Structural Engineer, a Registered
Professional Engineer in the District of Columbia, State of
Maryland, State of Virginia and forty four other States, and is
the Owner of V1issides Enterprises, Inc. specializing in tall
tower design and construction, with offices at 7601 Burford
Drive, McLean, VA 22102;

That his qualifications are a matter of record in the
Communications Industry and in the Federal Communications
Commission;

That the attached engineering reports were prepared by him
or under his supervision and direction and

except such facts
belief, and as to such

..

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

of ::::ru tJ a,;-

My Commission Expires

, 1993
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vietnam, the Iranian Microwave (INTS), the NATO Bypass, and
the Hongkong-Taiwan-philippines tropo system. The major
areas of involvement covered feasibility studies, advance
survey details, civil-mechanical and electrical designs, and
final implementation.

Mr. Vlissides was heavily involved in the design and
construction of the VOA antenna and tower systems in VOA
Kavala, Greece; Rhodes, Greece; and Liberia, Africa.

He has extensive experience in the design of structures
using non-conventional materials as plastics, non-metallic
filaments, glass filaments, etc.

In the area of multi-leveled guyed towers, Mr. Vlissides
expanded a computer program able to handle guyed towers of up
to 20 guy levels, and carrying concentrated loads and a top
electronic umbrella with up to 36' long radials. The tower
is treated as a beam-column on elastic supports with all
secondary effects taken into consideration. Rece~tly, Mr.
Vlissides has developed a computerized design of a family of
self-supporting and guyed microwave towers, covering a range
of heights from 20-foot stub antenna mounts to SOO-foot
applicable and very economical for large communication pro­
jects.

Mr. Vlissides, In addition, has extensive experience in
building structural analysis and design, such ashighrise
office and apartment buildings, hospitals, churches, commun­
ications buildings, etc.

Earlier, Mr. Vlissides was employed as a structural
Engineer by the U.S. Navy Department, Bureau of Yards and
Docks, where he was responsible for the development of
BUDOCKS criteria and standards and the design of structures
for antennas and other communication facilities, and was
heavily involved in the Nord Antenna and west Pac Australia
Antenna Projects. In a previous position with the District
of Columbia Highway Department, Bridge Division, he was field
engineer for the D.C. approaches of the Theodore Roosevelt
Bridge. Prior to this, he was involved in the engineering~

administration, design and construction supervision of Public
works for the Greek Government.

Mr. Vlissides' professional affiliations include:

Association of Federal Communications Consulting ~ngi­

neers

American Society of Civil Engineers, Fellow
National Society of Professional Engineers
American Concrete Institute
professional Engineer - District of Columbia - #S949
Professional Engineer - New York - #044849
Professional Engineer - Maine - #2639
Professional Engineer - Maryland - #7868



Professional Engineer - Virginia - 105782
Professional Engineer - Pennsylvania - 120621.E
Professional Engineer - Illinois - 162-32261
Professional Engineer - New Jersey - 112618
Professional Engineer - Kentucky - 111506
Professional Engineer - Alabama - 115408
Professional Engineer - Arizona - 119057
Professional Engineer - Arkansas - #6273
Professional Engineer - Colorado - #23862
professional Engineer - Connecticut - 114015
Professional Engineer - Delaware - #6957
Professional Engineer - Florida - #0036341
Professional Engineer - Georgia - 115453
Professional Engineer - Idaho - #5272
Professional Engineer - Indiana - IENE8600628
professional Engineer - Iowa - 110765 (Retired)
Professional Engineer - Kansas - 110337
professional Engineer - Massachusetts - 432444
Professional Engineer - Michigan - #31880
professional Engineer - Minnesota - 117485
Professional Engineer - Mississippi - 19591
Professional Engineer - Missouri - #~-21442
professional Engineer Nebraska - IE-6055
Professional Engineer - Nevada - 17162
professional Engineer - New Hampshire - 16347
Professional Engineer - Wyoming - 15096
Professional Engineer - Ohio - IE-49967
professional Engineer - Oregon - 113,133
professional Engineer - Rhode Island - #4832
Professional Engineer - South Carolina - 110437
Professional Engineer - utah - 17425
Professional Engineer - Vermont - 15193
Professional Engineer - Wisconsin - IE-24060
Professional Engineer - New Mexico - 19598
Professional Engineer - Louisiana - #22119
Professional Engineer - North Carolina - 112902
Professional Engineer - South Dakota - 14222
Professional Engineer - Montana - IENG08785
Professional Engineer - North Dakota - #PE-3023
Professional Engineer - Washington - 423117
Professional Engineer - Oklahoma - 114540
Professional Engineer - West Virginia - #9901
Professional Engineer - Tennessee - #17,990
professional Engineer - California - IC 040249
Professional Engineer - Texas - 159573

Certificate of Qualification by the National Engineering
Examiners, No. 4003.

Tau Beta Pi Honorary Engineering Society
Certified Fallout Analyst and Protective Construction
Analyst, 000 - 2TT0318865

Electronics Industries, Association, TR-34.2 Subcommittee
on Earth Station Antennas. TR 14.7 Tower Committee on
Communicati6n Towers



Mr. Vlissides' major recent studies and prototype designs
include:

Large Tracking Antenna Tower & Foundation Analysis &
Design Consideration (July 1968)

Large Tracking Antenna Building & Foundation Earthquake
Analysis & Design Considerations (July 1968)

Application of Fiberglass/plastic to transportable
communications systems.

High-gain Antennas Surface Geometry Determination
(January 1968)

Optimum Antenna Design for Synchronous Communications
Satellites (January 1970)

Original Design of 32-foot Transportable or Fixed
Tracking Antennas (April 1971)

participation in the preparation of Earth Station'Antenna
Standards for the Electronics Industries Association
(EIA) (1969-1971)

Effective low cost methods for equipment shock and
vibration isolation (June 1971)

Design of an experimental multibeam antenna system of
satellite communications (1971-1972) Comsat Corporation

Analysis, Design & Fabrication Supervision of the
Sectionalized Loran-C Transmitting Antenna for Cosmos
Engineers, Inc. and the u.S. Coast Guard (1972-1973)

Tall guyed towers with provision of a broken guy
condition and secure and easy access to the tower
elevator landing directly from the transmitter building.
Various applications at WBNS-TV, WJXT-TV, WBTV, WCBD,
WXFL-TV and Hill Tower, Inc.

Mr. Vlissides has a B.S. Degree from the Athens, Greece
Military Academy, B.C.E. and M.C.E. in Structural Mechanics
from the Catholic University of America, where he has been a
Doctoral Candidate in Structural Mechanics and Dynamics.

His language capabilities include English and Greek.


