
fCC MAIL SECTIOt~

AUG 4 3 1 3 f iI jj

Before the
PIn.UL COMIIONICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

DIS ~¥he Matter of
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Radiofrequency Radiation
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)

ORDER EXTENDING TIME POR COMKBN'l'S AND REPLY CQJOJBNTS

Adopted: August 3, 1993; Released: August 4, 1993

Comment Dates November 12, 1993
Reply Comment Date: December 13, 1993

By the Chief, Office of Engineering and Technology

1. On July 9, 1993, the National Association of Broadcasters
(NAB) filed a "Request tor Extension of Time" with the Commission
in the above-named proceeding. The NAB requested that the
Commission extend, by a period of ninety (90) days, the time for
filing comments until November 12, 1993 and the filing date for
reply comments until December 13, 1993. The deadline originally
established for filing comments was August 13, 1993, and the date
for reply comments was September 13, 1993. The Electromagnetic
Energy Policy Alliance (EEPA) and CBS, Inc., have filed comments
in support of the NABls request.

2. The NAB has requested the extension in order to complete a
study to develop non-measurement-based techniques forcomplyin~

with the proposed new radiofrequency (RF) exposure guidelines.
The Commission has proposed to incorporate into its rules the
newly revised standard of the American National Standards
Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers (I!EE) designated IEEE C95.1-1991 (also ANSI/IEEE
C95 . 1- 1992) .

1 ~ NoticE! of jlrQPpaeg Rule Making in ET Docket 93 - 62, 8
FCC Rcd 2849 (1993).

2 Id., Note 1 at paragraph 1.



3. The NAB points out that the new ANSI/IEEE standard is
significantly different than the one it replaces, including new
restrictions on currents induced in the human body by RF fields
and the specification of two sets of exposure limits. The NAB
believes that its study will help the Commission interpret and
implement the new guidelines by providing essential technical
information relevant to compliance procedures.

4. The NAB study will evaluate the impact of the new standard on
compliance methods specified in the Commission's OST Bulletin No.
65; suggest modifications to existing charts and tables in the
bulletin; and develop any new charts and tables that may be
necessary to demonstrate compliance with either the maximum
permissible exposure (MPE) limits or the induced and contact
current limits contained in the new standard. The NAB believes
that this information will provide a less burdensome set of
alternatives, both for licensees and for the Commission, with
respect to evaluating compliance with the new guidelines.

5. According'to the NAB, it is not possible for its study to be
completed within the existing time frame for submission of
comments in this proceeding due to the complex nature of the work
involved. The NAB notes that the new standard will have
significant impact for the broadcast industry and for other
telecommunications services. Therefore, because of the potential
benefit that the study results can have for the Commission and
for its regulatees, the NAB is requesting the extension in time
for filing comments. The EEPA also notes that several of its
member organizations have initiated research to support comments
on the Commission's proposal.

6. The Commission ~oes not routinely grant requests for
extensions of time. However, we recognize the usefulness of the

'NAB study, and, in this case, we agree that there are extenuating
circumstances warranted the granting of additional time. We
believe that the public interest will be served by this extension
and that the additional time will be to the benefit of all
concerned parties in helping assure that new guidelines will be
iml?lemented in a reasonable and accurate ma.nner.

7. As noted, the new ANSI/IEEE standard iSI complex, and a
considerable amount of time and effort will be required in order
to develop the data and information necessa.ry for its
implementation. We expect that the NAB study will provide the
Commission with important results that will be very helpful to us
in updating our technical bulletin and prov"iding essential
guidance to our regulatees with respect to compliance with the
new guidelines. We are pleased that the N~B is undertaking this
effort, and we agree that an extension of three months is

3 47 C.F.R. Section 1.46 (1991).
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supportable in view of the nature of the research and analytic
work required.

8. Accordingly, IT IS ORDBRED THAT the deadline for filing
comments IS EXTENDED to November 12, 1993, and the deadline for
filing reply comments IS EXTENDBD to December 13, 1993. This
action is taken pursuant to Sections 4(i) and 303 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. Sections 154(i)
and 303, and pursuant to Sections 0.31, 0.241 and 1.46 of the
Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R. Sections 0.31, 0.241 and 1.46.

Federal Communications Commission

Thomas P. Stanley
Chief Engineer
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