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To: The Review Board

MASS MEDIA BUREAU’S COMMENTS ON
PETITION FOR LEAVE TO AMEND AND AMENDMENT

1. On May 9, 1994, David A. Ringer ("Ringer") filed a
petition for leave to amend and amendment. The Mass Media Bureau

submits the following comments.

2. Ringer seeks to amend his engineering and financial?
proposals. Ringer explains that his originally specified site
has been sold and that the new owner will not give him assurance
that he can use it in the event Ringer’s application is granted.
Ringer further explains when he learned of the sale of his
original site and the refusal of the new owner to give him the
requisite assurance, and sets forth the steps he has taken to
secure a new site. In this regard, Ringer now proposes to side-
mount his antenna on an existing tower owned by The Ohio State

University.

1 The Bureau’s comments are 1limited to the amendment of

Ringer’s engineering proposal. (j},'[(
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3. The engineering staff of the Bureau has reviewed
Ringer’s technical proposal and has determined that it is in
compliance with the Commission’s Rules. Further, it appears that
Ringer has demonstrated good cause for acceptance of his
amendment in accordance with Section 73.3522(b) (1) of the

Commission’s Rules. See algo Erwin O’Conner Broadcasting Co.,

Inc., 22 FCC 2d 140 (Rev. Bd. 1970).

4. Accordingly, assuming that Ringer’s new financial
proposal is acceptable, the Bureau submits that Ringer’s petition
for leave to amend should be granted and his amendment accepted.
However, as recognized by Ringer, he may not improve his
comparative position as a result of the amendment. See Women'’s

Broadcasting Coalition, Inc., 59 RR 2d 730, 733 (1986).

Respectfully submitted,
Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Michelle C. Mebane, a secretary in the Hearing Branch, Mass
Media Bureau, hereby certifies that she has on this 18th day of
May, 1994, sent by regular U.S. mail, U.S. Government frank,
copies of the foregoing "Mass Media Bureau’s Comments on Petition

for Leave to Amend and Amendment" to:

Arthur V. Belendiuk, Esqg.
Smithwick & Belendiuk, P.C.
1990 M Street, N.W., Suite 510
Washington, D.C. 20036

James A. Koerner, Esqg.

Baraff, Koerner, Olender & Hochberg, P.C.
5335 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20015-2003

Eric S. Kravetz, Esqg.

Brown, Nietert & Kaufman, Chartered
1920 N Street, N.W., Suite 660
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dan J. Alpert, Esqg.
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., 7th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036-2603

Stephen T. Yelverton, Esqg.

McNair & Sanford, P.A.

1155 15th Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20005
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