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In RM-9248, the petitioner proposes low-powered "cellular"

channels be desigIlated for AM and FM bands in each community.

While this proposal could work, it would restrict each cell

area to one new facility, even though there might be adequate

spectrum for more. This proposal does not efficiently promote

diversity in broadcasting due to its limited implementation.

~lso, by only allocating a single channel, demand for those

channels in densely populated, urban areas may cause the value

of these s~ations to rival full-powered stations making it

nearly impossible for prospective new entrants to add their

voices to the airwaves.

perhaps, a more expedient and beneficial approach would be to

add an LPFM service based upon existing translator rules. I

contend that the service effectively already exists in the

form of translators operating outside of the 60dBu contours

of the stations they rebroadcast. These facilities operate

with their own body of rules, create little interference and

would better serve the public by being unique voices as

opposed to echoing the voice of their master. Most would

agree that a diversity of programming is far better than

having only a few choices. An LPFM service could be

established easily by making simple administrative changes to

the existing translator rules, thus giving LPFMs the same

status as translators. This would reduce changes to the rules

while permitting a valuable service to emerge. Persons or
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Currently, the US. Patent and Trademark Office (lJSPTO) uses

tIlls method. The USPTO specif iE'S I:hat the time and date stamp

on a US Fest Office Express ~1aU packet constitutes the moment

of filing. The USPTO also accepts filings which are hand

delivered or courier service delivered, but the time of filing

is the actual moment of delivery. If two or more mutually

exclusive applications are posted r received simultaneously,

applicants could be given a choice of dividing the territory

by splitting the overlap Lhrouqh amended engineering or going

service.
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TrH~Le Ildve beet) ,3cveraL arqulllenL,;1l tacking the LlOtiuIl of an

LPFt-! service wll ich appe,ll 1:0 the sentimental as opposed to the



unt i I forcibly sL upped, however 'use "pirates" who seek to be

"r,irate" bLoadcasL Lny Hlay simpJ y j)(, ,j ~)iSln that U1C1C L', truly

Effect on Piracy

Some have suqgest(C'd lilat perrni II j Ilq an LPFM service in some

themselves of the
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The recent increases in so called
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1. Since local ownership has been struck down by the courts

as a preference III comparative lssues, it should not be used
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Al though strong ly support ing th0~ t'st~abl ishment of an LPFM

service, these comments must disagree with the following

Ltems .

opportunity presented. In so doLrlq, there will finally be

some needed. controls on emission::; dnd program content. An

LP f'M servi ce wou ld a 1 so take the '.'1:, nd out argument s t:.hat. anI y

tile rielr can afford a broadcastjnq facilities and that there

is a legitimate need for pirate statLons because of the first

amendment.
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service.

3. Petitioner suggests elimination of I/F and certain
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the average radio is.

how.
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spa c e d s tat ion s w)Ji c hopera t e ,'1 i t :11 it: t: J e 0 r n 0 i n tel Cerenee

re j ect ion, however the pet it i one r )1as not provided any

relevant engineering information determining how much better

complaints, but he does not describe the nature of the short-

separate rule making to determine if the rules concerning

second and third adjacencies should be modified and, if so,

has always operated as a secondary service and was subject to

displacement by full service stati ns, as would the new LPFM

LO the public need for diversity.

be co ympa thet i c to tl1e pI i gilt 0 fLFTVs that may be di spi aced

due La the coming changes in full powered TV, giving present

or past station owners an LPFM preference would run contrary

much diversity as possible.
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spacing, therefore it ls not possl bJ E~ to determine to whether

t hat in t e I' fer e n c e f l:(J m sue h s e r v i (' (-' ~~ ,'JO U 1 d bene g 1 i 9 i bL e due

t.O the low power invol ved.

service using 50mW ERP or less of ,ower at 15 meters AGL or 3

meters above a building roof would be useful for attractions

such as theaters, arenas, rodeos, and even home use where the

Section
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current permissible power levels are inadequate.

ltlE:'sP example:3 arc' relevanL.

Special Event & Unlicensed Service

RM-9242 and RM-9246 seek to establj:;h a special event service.

These comments support the establishment of special event

stations to broadcast for limited periods of time with a

maximum ERE' of f1 VP; walLs and antc'filia height ofl~) meters

and IIF sepacat ion are to be modi rjE~d those rules should be

E?xarni ned by lhe ellqi llC'ering c~omrnuni ty to determine to what

ext e nt, if any, l he y s lJO U 1 d be c II a II qed for a 11 s tat j on:, .

11. Far a 'j raph C) 0 f tile pet i l i 0 II t (" f (' c; I 0 oS e c t i 011 2:) '7 ( ,,1 ) 0 f

t.he 'relecornmunicatic)!l:; l\ct of ]996, howevr:~r it seems that

the word tE'lc'('()J[IfI1unical Ions (,1['pl ie:, 10 thc,:, provider--s of



Conclusion

tile diver-sity of voices controJ Ii 11'1 (JUt' airwaves.

JimiLations un appliCeJtLons ShCHlJd be handled in a manner

The provisions

Such a service would

The elimination of the adjacent and

The LPFIvl servi ce cou J d l)(' eas i Ly implemented by

likely benefit the public in light of the consolidat.ions of
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ownership affecting fiJI] power FIvl stations that has reduced

administrative ctJanges to the ex j,;j i.nq translator rules

perrnitting local program originaL L n.

as well.

proceeding as i L rna y l)e pert lncn I t I) fu 11 power broaded st inC]

similar to LPTV service.

for 1 0 cal ism s h 0 U 1 d be aban don ed'i ; I r a v (J r 0 f d:L ve r sit y and

described in RM-9242 with several exceptions.

The concept of an LPFUl service j ~3 in tile public inLen?sL as


