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For some t.ime now the commission has been reveiwing
a oet.it.lon f()r rule~lakirlg ent·it.le1j RM-924~2. I I-lave filed cornments in
Ft_JL.L sU~lport. for a ~ltjC~1 needed lClw ~Iower FM broadcast service, and t~ten

again I have filed comments to the comments on RM-9242. I am glad tnat
t.t-Ie c!~rnf~issil~n is seril:,usly loo~(ing int.!:! t.t·~~ possit,le creation of such
lCical ll:,w watt.age service, but w~lat. we need now is a not.ice of ~,roposed

rulemaking CNPRM). It is imperet.ive that. this issue of low power FM
be given a NPj~M and not. ~l not.ic:e elf il11~uery (NOI:). As you can see tlY tt-18

comments filed in support of RM-9242 and the comments opposing RM-9242
now would be the time for a NPRM. We do NOT need any more time for
additional comments that would be generated by a NOr and thus furt.her
drag out the process of establishing a viable mueh needed LPFM service.
]:n ot~ler words, you, t·~le FCC, got yc!ur cor~r~ents and information as
pertains to RM-9242 back in July when the comment period closed. As I
have read a lot. of these comments dealing wit.h RM-9242. t.here is an
overwhelming force in FULL support of creation of LPFM broadcasting that
comes from the general public which are in effect the ones who are
supposed to benefit from any and all broadcast services. Assigining a
NOI is a foolish and time wasting step that is not needed in the road
to having a successful LPFM service. What we need is a NPRM immediatly.
Please DO NOT give in to the pressures of t.he money hungry NAB.
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The)~e is Olle o'lhel~ c,oint I WiS~i t.l~ t)Y'ing UP t,efore tr)e
commission in reqards to having a NPRM issued on RM-9242 or any
ciossibility clf a yj,at)le LPFM ser\v:j.ce 31"11j t.I")at is ~Iclwer levels and
use c,'f LPFM. It is my bel:ie"f "t.tI2"t. w~len tt"le c,:,~)missior) is studying
t.t'le possit,ilit.y ':If L_PFM I ~Iearl just. t.~lat.. L.ow ~Iower~ FM is su~,posed

"t.o tie LOW ~~OWI~R. T~'lree ·t.t-,cl{jsand (3~~W:) is NOT low CIClwer to r~e. One
hund)~ed (. lKW:) j.s l()w ~iclwer arld an al-lt.erlna t1eight of 100 feet. at:!Qve
average t.errain would prc1t,ably do fine 'for a si~~lll tOWYl 211d not. calAse

ANY interference with the proper filtration. People say that LPFM would
be doomed if the power levels were not correspondant with those of
lc,w powel~ lelevisicln sey\vice I d:is~tgree. TI'-Ie whole ~Iur~)ose clf l_PFM is
just that, LOW POWER, just enough to cover an immediate community. Some
clf t.hese peo~,le out tt')e~~e a)~e just. (:Jemanding too UIUC~). 'lM t')ey ('tt18 ~le':lrlle)

in Suppl:lrt of LPF~M s~lc,uld be glad t.~lat. 'lt1e FCC: is seri,~usly consideri1N )Q
a legal [_PF'M servic:e 2¥1d 't.a~~e W~'lat. t.j'18 cClmn'!j,ss:iOl"l gives t,t')em, should
LPFM become leqal. A power level of 100 watts at a heiqht of 100 feet
is not. ~'~eljiculclus ~lt. all} tltJi·t, anyt~,i~M}g les~; than ·t,~,at wOlAld be. "!-~Ie ot.t)er
subject t.~lat. irks me is ttle u~;e of l_PFM, I tlelieve 't.~lat, LPFM service
should tie CO~lj'(lerc:ial free We ~)ave Y'adic, sey\vic:e ~lCIW t.~lat :is corofflercial
anc~ it. is t.erritlle. j~()ney is t.~,e bot.t.CIUI line and nClt. program canten't..
L,PF'M sel"Vlc:e :is y·)c:!t· ~;{,J~!~l!:lse!:j t.o f!)2~~~e SI:ln)eOf18 ~~ich civer~nig~ft. It. :ls
S~j~I~lclsed t.l~ fill t.~!e neede!j ga~i t.t)at cC'~lrrlercia:l radici s~:ips over because
t,t-Iey (:CI::lffINlerc:ial r~ad:io) 2y'e ar\8 t.I:ICI busy r)J,aying advertJ.sments. T~le

whole other reason for LPFM would be for non-commercial local radio
service. People say if LPFM were limited to low power levels it would
be Inneffective for advertisers. SO WHAT. Lets have non-commercial LPFM
service that would serve a community with pertinent programming and not
try to make someones pockets fl11 wi~h money. As far as I can see we
are on the right track. the FCC is considering allowing LPFM and there
is strong public support from ordinary citizens that want local, low
power FM service, so I urge you, the FCC, to issue a NPRM on this subject
immediatly, as the time, and place in time, warrants the NEED for LPFM.
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