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establishment of a new multi-tiered PM service, modeled

stations based on interference crLi:er-ja, lthe petitioner seeks

The highest

hus making them equivalent

By addLnq near full-powered
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Broadcast Service
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RM-9242

100sl':'1y on the current classes of cetations.

to full powered stations.

areas of current class A stations,

to change t he met hod tlla t the FCC rl~3f~E· for adding full powered

pOvJered examples of th is new service' clpproach the coverage
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Comments of Barry Magrill

e~:ceptions. In RM-9242, the petitioner requests the

support the concept' of an LPFrvI ~~ervice, with several

General

stations from spacing to contour baseci rules. While this

of the band and prc)habJy has meri t 'n the commercial area, the

changes could or should be applied t 0 all stations before

granting special privilege to any cJass of station.

method has been used successfully L. the educational segment

Commission should institute a proceeding to determine if these

RM-9246 Rule maki nq te> establ Lsl1 all Event Broadcast Radio
Stations

,RM-920a!petitiCJn fur a MLcrostatior; F<adio BroadcastincJ Service

--~



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

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

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

channels be designated for AM and PM bands in each community.

Wh j 1e t 11 i c; pro po:; ale 0 U 1d w0 r k , i two u 1d res t ricteac 1] c e LJ

area to orw new rae] lity, even IllUu~Jh there might be adequate

spectrum for more. This proposal does not efficiently promote

diversity in broadcasting due to its limited implementation.

l'so, by only allocating a single channel, demand for those

channels in densely populated, urban areas may cause the value

of these stations to rival full-powered stations making it

nearly impossible for prospective new entrants to add their

voices to the airwaves.

Persons or

Most wouldopposed to echoing the voice of their master.

while permitting a valuable service to emerge.
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Ttyis cesults

Use of the

ransmitLers limited

[ the corporately owned

iynal into a city wtl.ile

,p n·l stat ions but ','iOU ld allow

(i I ]I' P() .s 5 j 1; 1e C 0 Jl LL (J IH a t jon

Suell ; n,;t a11ations would be

Eacll

irn:iL :.'1 1',ICf', as in the LF'TV sC'lvice.

() beam a

() compliIllC'lit I:he formats of U,e others

1 L ,-IOU] d al ,;c Pllcl)\.naqe {:experimentaL Lon

L\ul nu

'1'111:') maxi JIli zes [eve n ue for the owners, but

Ie']) Idat,L::> '1'1'

], PFMC) pera t u !.' ~; ','I 111 I] IJ .c; e t y !l P d ( . ( , c, I)t p ( 1

Lranslator rules preclude larger

would be to use J Yagi

in the qroup.

more stations to broadcast.

relatively inexpensive" vlith an e;~pi"C1Ecd cost between two and

t(~n thousand dollarspermittir](j pi? pIe in most economic

ategories to participate.

protecting stati ons on the sides aild back.

, ' I I I iii {'~; VI II (, (' I I I I (' I I I J'r' (I W I I I r d' I I,! I ,) I~; C' (J u I d d Ppi Y I (I C' ] I d Il q p

liCe slcilus of Ill' I:) f iv(' I LcHIS] ell ('I c; I () eH'i qLnal'f' mel! 0) i al.

Need for Service

Larqe corporatiOlls !rave already monopolized most medium and

large markets representinq lacCfe portions of the li.stening

audience and more' acquisitions oceul eaell week.

stations 1.:3 programmed

in fewer Llldiv.icluals being respon~;;bJe for programminq and

fewer c hoi c: e s. F' 0 I (:e )'. amp 1 e , a lL u r t 1: est a t ion s 1 icen sed t 0

Orlando, Florida ace owned by one ()f three corporations. Of

over a dozen FM faciLil:ies in the drea only one, lower

powered, independently owned, stat on provides a service

con Lour over the cOllununity.



cj(divered or courlE".) service del ivered, but the time of filLng

(lll e'l II:; PClS! Orriel' !;:;;pJ·E'~'5'. ~1a,i I F)(ic'kel (:(institut.es tliP morneIlt

r r i en d ~::; , (k: s C' ii P \ i ':)fl ' ) f t It c ill, Ii 1) \ u L lJ c C; I and C d n y 0 11 .

1 f: j~wo or more mutually

TIt e U:; p '[' 0 s 1)e (' i f j p 5; I It a t. Lite time a n cl d a I est amp

The U:;PTCJ al so accept sri] Lngs wIdell are hand

t 1Ii s me Uwd .

Low-pOweJ' IH'oadcastin9, by its velY naturf~, tends to be driven

\0 ori9inat~e it own programming \'!hid] is unique and fiLls

n\ C]1(':'S over looked by more cauL i ll~' full-power broadcasters.

LPFt1 station avai Labi 1i L Y wouLd enccurage a new group of

pntrepreneurs to enqdqe in broadc'dsti ng.

p 1 i lT1 ina t (' s C () TIl r)fC~ t i \i 0 II and e )( p (' ) i I1H' n tat ion IIIa kin g t he d i r wave s

in most market.c; about as inter(;sLinCj as listening to your

Implementation

Trle rules qovern:i nq the rolL-out of LPTV worked well and, with

a few exceptions, could be used 0 inauqurate the LPFM

s e r 'Ji c e . In order L 0 limit the c 0 5' t for a p p 1 1 cat ion s ,

espE:'cially in larqp urban areas where there would be a high

demand; Lhe applications Sllould be fjrst-comp-first-senled.

Currently, the US. Patent: and Trademark Office (USPTO) uses

of fiLing.

is the actual mome];] of delivery.

exclusive applicat j ons are posted (it ['(~ceived simul l:aneously,

applicants could be given a choic:e f dividing the territory

by spl itt ing the over1 ap t hrougll arne [] ded eng1neerinq 0 r' 90i ng

to a lottery.



must divest one LPFJVl for each new facilit_y acquired.

marb",t and then Lrans ilion to fuLl powered broadcasting, if

having no other interest whatsoever in broadcasting, many

potential voices would be silenced because they owned a few

As in

Does a person who

j would be permitted to

If ownerEo!! Lp ,vere restricted to those

This allows cntcepreneurs to enter the

a p p Ii c at i on E; Ii II : L11 q a nat i on wi de f j 1 i r1CJ

Once the five station lirnL:~ is reached, the owner

E"1lc!pr worE' than

lire, LP'['V serv:icc::, no t'erson or ent

(1)1, or owninq an LPFJv1.

shares of stock in Dislley, or ,Jacor, etc.

desired.

powered stations.

['lere ownership of broadcasting company stock in amounts less

ilJan five percen t shou lil not eli squ alL fy a pe rson from appl y ing

wi ndG'!i and no person :.)1' enti ty c Illd hold more than f1 ve

stations, which could be any combination of LPFM and full

Diversity

wnelship should be l'estcicted to promote diversity.

inhedted one share clf Disney slc)(:k have to sell JI: to apply

for a statJon? Clearly limitinq t hes(~ potential bre)aclcasters

would not be in tile" publ] c' s irlt.er(~sl ...

To prevent trafficking, construction permits for LPFM's would

not be sellable and a licensed LPFr'J] shouLd not be eJ igible for

sale for one year.



Very

IJot: even

Commercial

Frankly, if a

The rl1et:oric would

kllC)Wn.

Lf a new entraill', ill a

h a 1 I H 0 cHicas lJ' r:, 'd lOlJ J cJ be qua r a lJ j e e cJ I j mit e d

hpat t p n cl CJ n t m(\ II fl () ) j s t j c p c' a fit .

() I IJei r ('ust ower5 j ,;,1(')

() n ear CJ U m(-~ nt, p 11 t Eu ttl: by L heNA~B , all e q esthat

is the public, so why cater to mediocrity?

ci1Lic)naJ.

c()rnpetitJon (]neJ

broadcast irlC:J Ls .3 bus iness vent u rrc'.

a cJ v p r I: i ,d n q and, F' e I I) a p ,; , S n met :) r a i ] .

the phone compall'/ tlUY.S i Ilto thi s I ine of reasoninq anymore and

Effect on Broadcasting

TJlerfe' have been sf'veral argument.'; at clcking the notioIl of an

1,PFr"j ,;pnil ce ';vb i ('1'1 appe;l1 In UIP sent Lrnental as opposed to the

market does a betler Job than cHI p,3Lab] ished bruadcilster, the

established broadcaslf?c has two (·it jces; do a better job or be

replaced by the ne1.'] entrant. in ('" tllPr case, Ute beneficiary

full-powered station's revenues or ratings are adversely

affected by a faciLity with a 5 k III ,:J ve r a qeradiu s ,th e f u 1 1 

powered broadcaster should recoIls i Jer their programrninq

choices. The NAB once said stat L "S would be forced off the

air due to increased competition 'd:th the advent of Docket 80-

90. Despite docket 80-90, or pe':l(ip~~ becau:3e of it, prices

foc stat~i()ns only clirnb r2d and mallY (Heas have been fortunate

to now receive an increased diversity of programminq.

few stations I'/cnt c:;L lent.



The Lrue

TIley will contLrJUe to do so

T I1ere (' Fe rt tinere a s e sin s () call e d

Thc)se people who have little

\'lay acqujl~sces to fl i rates.

a need for a new se t'J j ce.

unL,j 1 forcibly stopped, however Lrwc3e "pirates" who seek to be

legit imate broadcasters will avaL L Ulemselves of the

OfJportunity presen1ed. In so doinCl, there will finally be

some needed contcols un emissions dnd program content:. An

LPFM service would also take the wind out arguments that only

the ric11 can afford a broadcastincJ facilities and that t.here

is a legitimate need for pirate s aLions because of the first

amendment.

TId s servi::e wi! 1 LikEdy llave l itt j E' effect on piraLe

"pit'a!e" broac!('Cl,c;lill(c! Illay c)jrnply IH' ,) c)il:jn that. tllPtP ic; truly

Effect on Piracy

;:30me have suqgesl eel that penniLt: WI an LPFM servic(c> j n some

as a crit:eria fOJ LimlLin(J LPFfvJ iJpplicatiuIlc3.

l)]oaucasLers who C Launt tl)(~ tal"',).

I. Since local ownership has been struck down by the courts

as a preference in comparative issues, it should not be used

Other Exceptions with RM-9242

Although strongly supporting the establishment of an LPFM

service, these comments must disagree with the following

i tEeIllS.

benefit to the public is if1 divers Ly of voices, not localism.



s(~r\Ti(~e .

No preference

[} addition, LP'TV service

J-iqinal proposal i c

Spe ifically, while it is easy to

[t would be prudent to convene a

I leqa 1.

The petitic)[lpr does note many short

Modern radios apparent Ly have :l nherent 11' better image

he public rleE~(] [or diversity.

the average radio IS.

has always operated as a secondary ~;ervice and was ~3ubjecL 1.0

displacement by f \J II s(::r-vi ce staLi{,n~;, as would tbe new LPFl"1

~:ect iun 12 and el SE:vJhEc'l\C' in tllP

spaced st:ations which operate witll I ittle at- no interfOerence

cHljaCetlt frequEc'l1cy cui e~3.

rejection, however the petitioner has not provided any

relevant engineering information determining how much better

separate rule making to determine if the rules concerning

secorld and tbird adjacencies shoujd be modified and, if so,

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

:3 Petitioner suggests eliminati Oil of l/E' and certain

how.

should be afforded to present owners of any class of station.

Sucl! an actiun seems totally lJlljusLlfied if the goa] is as

unnecessary ane! pru]).'d,l y

who are displaced by full powered jJroadcasters.

Tn U C 11 d i ve r sit y asp 0 s sib 1 e .

be ~;ympathl'?tic tel the plight:_ of r,PTVs that may be displaced

due to the comJncj changes in futi pm.;ered TV, giving present

or past station owners an LPFM preference would run contrary



~';zaminecl by the enq 1ne'E"rincj COmITlla: i Iy to determin~.? I~o what

It is Likely

l\dditionally, an unlicensed

[f the tules covering adjacent

o be modi! Led those rules should be

tllese examples arer"el evarlt.

using Iype approvPd equipment.

and IfF separatic'!l are

spacin9, thereforE: it is not possjble to determine to whetrler

/1. Pat' a Cj rap1\ <) 0 f t J1e p e l~ i [ j_ ()nee f e t":::; [() sec t ion 2 5 "1 ( a ) 0 f

Ulf~ Telecommunicat Lon:::; Act of 1',)',)6, however it seems that

the v-lOrd telecommunications app] ies to the proviclers of

cellular telephone and pes instead of broadcasting. Section

25"/ (l:») seems applicable to bloacicasting.

'-~P)'Ji('p usinq 5UlTlv~ r':I'j' nr lp~)s ')1 r (l';JPr atl5 met:ers AI;L or '3

meters above a bl1i lciillq roof wO'1lel liP useful for attrar:tions

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

curreJIL permjssible [lOWer levels ;:lrP inadequate.

Special Event & Unlicensed Service

RM-9242 and RM-9246 seek to establish a special event service.

Trlese comments support [he estabLi sfunent of special event

:o;taLions to broadC';:lst- for limited r)~'riocls of time with a

maximum E:FP of five waLI's and anlpr,!l(l 11eiqht of 15 meters

that interference from such services would be negligible due

to the low power involved.



Respectfully Submitted,

Conclusion

limitations on applications should he handled in a manner

The provisions

Such a service would

o full power broadcastinq

The elimination of the adjacent and

3260'7
(352) 336-0567

The LPF f1 ~; e t vi c e c: 0 u J d h pea s i 1\/ i ITtpIemen t e c1 by

I/F irller[r'rerlce '"I it,f'lia ~~h()u]d hi" converted to a separate

the diversity of voices controllinq our airwaves.

likeJ,y benefit I hi? fJllblic in 1 iqll\ (If the consolidatiorls of

ownership affectillq Cui] power FfvJ ::1 ations that ba.s reduced

~lCjl1\injstraf lve cl1dnue~~ tel thp Ee,,:i,;tirlC) tlan~::;lator rules

permittinq local pr~oqta!TI Oliqirlal; ,n.

Cor localism should be abandoned in favor of diversity and

s Lrn L1art 0 L P TV s e r v i (. (~ .

as well.

P 1 (1 C e e d j n q i1 si t IIll V },e per Ii n E~ 11 t

described in RM-9242 with several exceptions.

'l'11e concept of an LPFM service is in t-!le public interest as

B~~U~~\l~?t
6212 SW BtL Place
Cainesville, FL
(352) 317-0378 /


