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To: The Commission

Comments of the
National Association of Broadcasters

The National Association of Broadcasters (“NAB&ubmits these comments on
the above-referenced Petition for Rulemaking. The Petition should be denied because,
contrary to the claims of the Petitioner, the regulation limiting Citizens Band (“CB”)
radio transmissions is still necessary and is not burdensome to law-abiding CB radio

operators.

Consumers must be protected from illegal CB radio transmissions that interfere
with radio, television, telephone, and other forms of electronic communication. Just last
week, the Commission issued its latest forfeiture order to a CB radio operator who was
transmitting at a power level in excess of that permitted under the Commission’s rules.

This operator’s transmissions were “causing widespread interference to telephones and
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home electronic devices in the aréalt is operators like this one for which
Section 95.413(a)(9) is needed.

In 1994 the Conmission published the results of a study that it conducted
concerning interference to telephofieShis survey found that “citizens band stations
accounted for half the telephone interference casdss’last week’s enforcement action
and this study indicate, CB radio transmissions are clearly a major source of interference
in many homes. And, as last week’s enforcement action emphasizes, some CB radio
operators continue to operate their equipment at illegal power levels, thus increasing their
interference to other electronic devices. Lifting the restriction in Section 95.413(a)(9)
will only serve to encourage these law-breakers to operate at power levels in excess of
those permitted under the Commission’s rules.

The Petitioner says, “users should not have to concern themselves with the
possibility of inadvertently contacting another CB station farther than presently permitted
by rule.”® We are unaware of any instances where the Commission has initiated an
enforcement action against a CB radio operator whose transmissions inadvertently
violated the requirements of Section 95.413(a)(9) due to unpredictable atmospheric
conditions. In cases where such violations occur, the Commission’s enforcement
personnel certainly have some discretion in how they apply this rule. Should the
violation be intentional, however, enforcement action would be appropriate. The rule,

therefore, does not impede normal operation of CB radios.
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In short, Section 95.413(a)(9) is not a burden on CB operatorsnamiSsion
enforcement personnel. Itis, however, necessary to deter CB operators who are inclined
to operate at power levels in excess of those permitted by the Commission’s rules.
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