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Mr. Edward O. Fritts
President & CEO
National Association of Broadcasters
1771 N Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-2891
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Re: MM Docket No. 99-25, Low Power Radio

Dear Mr. Fritts:

..
I am writing in response to your letter of January 12, 2QOo.. You.ask that I direct

Commission staff to answer a series of questions posed in your letter about the details of
a proposed low power FM radio service. You further request.ll delay Commission
consideration of any such proposal until we have provided YO_.';'.',·..•.•.• : ", •.010....answers. You
base your requests, in part, on the need for "NAB to detenninei," M.a low power
service could be instituted .... "

I note that the issues raised in your letter have been the tiect of extensive public
comment. and have been thoroughly discussed in meetings, written submissions, and
other ex parte communications that have occurred in accordanqe with ourrnles over the
last two years. I can assure you that our staff has carefullyco~aau of the issues
raised in your letter and that the staff's proposal to the Commission·reflects that
consideration. And I know that you share my respect for the moticUlous review that my
fellow commissioners and their staffs will give to the proposal~,_totkeissues you
raise, as they consider this matter.

..

Further, I trust you will agree that the prolonged durati._this"proceeding has
given the NAB ample opportunity to participate, and that the *.B has more than taken
advantage of that opportunity. The initial petition for rule makiDg ib'thismatter was
placed on public notice by the Commission on February 5, 199&;·aidfesHwo years ago.
Following eX1:ensive public comment, the Commission issued .Notice of Proposed Rule
J\faking in January 1999. That Notice established a four montbperiod for public
comment, a relatively long comment period by agency standards. that was to end on May
12. 1999.

Following adoption of the Notice, the NAB and some of its members made a
series of requests for ex1ensions of the comment period. All fOllt'>exiension requests
made by the NAB and its members were granted by the Commission, some over the
vigorous objection of other parties. As a result ofthese extensibn ~uests, the original
four-month comment period became a ten-month comment pe~"lfe*nsionof over
sixmonths."
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Throughout the extended comment period and thereafter.e ]r;JAB has filed
voluminous comments, reply comments, technical studies, and o1her submissions. NAB
staff has also met repeatedly with Commission staff and with the individual
commissioners. In just the last eight days, the NAB has filed a set of "Further
Comments" and a technical analysis review, and has met with FCC staff, including
separate meetings with my chief of staff and my senior legal adviser. These filings and
meetings by the NAB are in addition to numerous other filings,. meetings undertaken
by individual broadcasters that are NAB members.

I know that our statf has been as forthcoming as possibl,~gar4lag the matters
and various proposals at issue in this proceeding. I have also been quite clear as to my
views, both in my meetings with the NAB and through my staff And, through its
ex1ensive participation in this matter, the NAB has made its views quite clear as well.

For these reasons. I see no purpose for further delay and I will be placing this
matter on the agenda of the nex1 open Commission meeting, scheduled for January 20,
2000.

I appreciate your concerns and, as I have said repeatedly, I would never support
any Commission action that would disturb the integrity of the~ over-the-air radio
service that has served the public so well for the better part ofthe,last century. I am
confident that the Commission's action in the low power FM proceeding will follow this
principle.

Sincerely,

William E. Kennard
Chainnan

-~--_._-----
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January 17, 2000

DeForest Broadcasting Company, Inc.
509 Walnut Grove Drive, Madison, WI 53717
Tel; 608/829-1602, Email: mhoyer@chorus.net

FCC Chairman Kennard 202-418-1000 / fax 202-418-2801
The Portals II Building
TW-A325, 44512th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
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KeKarding: FCC January 20th Vote On LPFM, MM Docket lIif. 99-25

'!Ii

Dur Chairman Kennard:

I support Low Power FM (LPFM) as outlined in the FCC's NPRM, docket MM 99-25.

It has come to my attention that the FCC intends to vote at itslan 204 meeting to severely
cut the (NPRM) proposal providing for only non-<:ommercial statims with a maximum power of
Ion watts (severely limiting coverage to only 3.5 miles instead of 9 miles for 1 kW).

As you stated in Radio World April 15, 1998, you're interested in Cft!ating a low-power radio
serVice, "so that small businesses and churches and community groups can use the airwaves to
broadcast to their communities." To place such severe limits on LPFM would doom the service
bl'fore it begins, making it impossible to obtain enough financial support. What reason can the
FCC give for not permitting LPFM stations at 1000 watts, otha thaltilto pUtteet NAB member
stations from competition? \

The public has overwhelming spoken on this matter by the thoUfands~'Toignore the public
and cave to political pressure from the National Association of Broadcasters (NAB) is a disgrace.
Use of anti-<:ompetitive actions by the NAB should be investiga.., by the Justice Department.

The NAB tried to cause confusion on this issue by claiming that the new LPFM stations
would cause interference to existing stations. A receiver study conducted by the FCC proved this
to be incorrect. The NAB raised this smokescreen issue to attempt to conceal its real dislike for
LPfM, the fact that it does not want competition for listeners or advertising revenues for its
rrwmber stations. The FCC cannot prevent competition and is supposed to promote competition.

....
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I hope the FCC will vote for LPFM in its full form as proposed in the NPRM to allow, for
the first time, people 0 limit financial means to have a voice in ~dcMtingin America.

Mike Hoyer - Presid t, DeForest Broadcasting Company, Inc.,~n..WI

Respectfully, /I'~~u._
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I am a supporter ofcreation of a Low Power FM (LPfM) ladio service as
outlined in the FCC's Notice ofProposed Rulemaidli: in docket MM 99-25,
which called for creation of 1000 watt and 100 watfiommercial and non
commercial LPFM stations nationwide.

It has come to my attention that the FCC intends. votlat its Jan 20th meeting
to severely gut this proposal (NPRM) providing for QIlly Dl$m-commercial
stations with maximum power of 100 watts (cov .. u4lmited to only 3.5
miles as oppossed to 9 miles for a 1000 watt station):' '1 .'

To place such severe limits on LPFM would doom hefon: it begins,
making it impossible to obtain enough financial sqppo ~tbout heiDi able to
sell commercial airtime, to exist. ~

\

What possible reason can the FCC give for not pe -tting commercially
supported LPFM stations, other than to protect N member stations from
competition? Commercial support has nothing to ·tbtnterference! There is
no good reason to doom the LPFM service by aWlIt' its ability to support
itself by the sale ofcommercial advertising, a metlMld of~rt that has served
this nations stations well for over 75 years!

In fact to not allow commercial support would do a peat dis-service to small
businesses in America that cannot afford to advcrtiSC'OIl fUll-power radio
stations. Their needs would have been met by LPFM stations. A decision to not
allow commercial support would have a vast negative impact on small business
in America and may well violate some rules ofthe Small Business
Administration.

I wish to remind you that there was an overwhelming number (thousands) of
comments filed in this proceeding supporting the creation of 1000 watt and 100 .
watt stations, allowing for both commercial and non-cotn1J.ercial operation as
set forth in the FCC's NPRM. ~,
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The public has spoken on this matter and to ignore tbia pulilic mandate and cave
in to political pressure from the National AssociationofBl'OIdcasters (NAB) is
a disgrace and and use of such anti-competitive actions by the NAB should be
investigated by the Justice Department. &

The NAB tried to cause confusion on this issue byc~.'. g that the new LPFM
stations would cause interference to, existing stations. 'receiver study
conducted by the FCC proved this to be incorrect. The'NAB raised this
smokescreen issue to attempt to conceal its real disl. forLPFM, the fact that
it does not want competition for listeners or advertisiltg revenues for its member
stations. The FCC cannot prevent competition and is supposed to promote
competition. )

I would hope that the FCC would vote for LPFM in its fUll foIm as proposed in
the NPRM or delay the vote to clear the way for a workable LPFM service of
1000 watt and 100 watt commercial and non-commeroial stations.

Respectfully,

Chuck Patrick Mikolasek

1705 17d'. Avenue

Menominee, MI 49858
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LP~ etations nationwide. r ~ ~OOa

It. has come to my attention that the FCC intends to vo at ~ts Jan ~~~._
meeting to severely gut this proposal (NPRM) providinq tor only non-commercial~~~
station. with maximum power of 100 watts (coverage thus ~lmitpd to only 3.5 miles
as 0PP08sed to 9 miles for a 1000 watt station) . l

To place such sever@ limits on LPFM would doom the service before it
begin., making it impossible to obtain enough financial support. without being able
to sell commercial airtime, to exist. ~'tWhat possible reason can the FCC give for not permitting c4.mercially
supported LPFM stations, other than to protect NAB member stations from
competition? Commercial support has nothing to do With int.rfe»ence! There
good reason to doom the LPFH service by taking away its ability to support
by the sale of commercial advertising, a method of support that has served
nation. stations well for over 75 years!

In fact to no~ alloW commercial support would do a gre.t dis-service to small
businesses in America that cannot afford to advertise on full-power radio stations.
Their needs would have been met by LPr.M stations. A decision to not allow
c~rcial support would have a vast negative impact on small business in
AmBrica and may well violate some rules of the Small Business ~nfstration.

I wish to remind you that there was an overwheLming number (thousands) of
comm.nts filed in this proceeding supporting the creation of 1000 watt and 100
watt stations, allowing for both commercial and non-commercial operation as set
forth in the FCC's NPRM.

The public has spoken on this matter and to ignore ~s pPblic mandate and
cave 1n to political pressure from the National Associat~ of Broadcasters (NAB) is
a disgrace and and use of such anti-competitive actions by the NAB should be
inveDtigated by the 3ustice Department.

The NAB tried to cause confusion on this issue by claiminq that the new
LPrM .tations would cause interference to existing stations. A receiver study
conducted by the FCC proved this to be incorrect. The NAB raised this
smok••creen issue to attempt to conceal its real dislike for LPFM. the fact that it
does not want competition for listeners or advertisinq revenues for its member
stations. The FCC cannot prevent competition and i5 suppoaed to ,romote
competition. .

I would hope that the FCC would vote for LPFM in its full torm as proposed
in the NPRM or delay the vote to clear the way for a workable LPFM serVice of
1000 watt and 100 watt commercial and non-commercial st.~lons,...- }
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SWAT teams vs.
airwave 'pirates'
Do unlicensed radio stations
pose threat to public?
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R.,.1Iems
Part 1: Armed ,nc! Danaerous / Federal agencies expandlns: f

(811519D
Pert 2: Armed and penaeroui/ Nation" DO!jce force in ninjna? C812J9D
P,rt 3: Armed lod Olngerous / THe seCReT NATIONAL COPS (115117)
Part 4: Armed and Dangerous I Even Em can' count all their tired guns
(1/2911])
Part 5; Armed and Dangerous I fed' gnt to recruit foreign coa (10Mn
P,rt 6: Armed and Dangerous / SWAT teems VI. airwllVe 'pirates' (12111197)

32 federal agencies packing heet cal1un
Which major agencies carry flre.rms (8/15197)
Where the increases have occurred C8/15/9D
The 27 PresidentiallY APPointed Fede[lilospectprs Genml liM7)
Libertarians respond to WHO series (10M])

Joseph Farah's Between the Unes commentary - part 1 (8115/17)
JOseph Farah's Between the Lines commentary - pert 2 C912J17>
Joseph Farah', Between the Lioes commentary - part 3 (81511D

By Sarah Foster
C>1997. WoridNetDally.com

With helicopters hovering overhead, dozens of federal and local
agents anned with assault rifles stonned three homes in the
Tampa, F1ori~ area, shattering the pre-dawn calm. in otherwise
quiet, family neighborhoods.

Were the targets of the coordinated attack dangerous terrorists?
Drug dealers? Hired assassins? No, this show of federal force

01/1912000 5:12 PM
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was directed against people who operate unlicensed extremely
low-frequency (under 100 watts) FM radio stations. It was
initiated by the Federal Communications Commission that has
made the elimination of unlicensed broadcasting operators a
high-priority item.

Arthur Kohres, 53, was one ofthe three. Before tb4!Nov. 19 raid
he broadcast from his suburban home Lutz Cormm....ty Radio - a
24-hour conservative, Christian talk-radio station, Which he said
had been dubbed e'Chuck Harder on steroids," a reference to the
popular national conservative broadcaster. The 6O-watt station
had a range ofabout 10 or 12 square miles.

"They came here at about 6:45 in the morning and nearly
frightened us to death," said Kobres, recalling how he and his
wife were awakened by a helicopter shining a spotlight in their
window.

"It was a mini-Waco," he continued. ,eWe looked out, and there
were wall-ta-wall police cars, men-in-black carrying assault
rifles. Some were running towards the house with one of those
battering ram things. Ifwe hadn't opened the door, there'd have
been no more door."

As near as Kobres could tell, most of the fedcops were U.S.
Marshals, though "no one bothered to identify themselves."
Because FCC agents are not deputized to carry firearms, any
gun-toting on a raid like this must be by personnel ftom other
agencies. Kobres estimates there were about 20 agents at his
home, some "running arOlmd with guns," a few unarmed FCC
personnel and local sheriff's department representatives, ~~to hand
over jurisdiction to the feds," he explained.

Mrs. Kobres, a teacher, had "about a hundred kids waiting," so
she was allowed to dress and leave for work. Kobres, handcuffed,
was driven to a federal jail where he was held while agents
searched his home, removing all broadcasting equipment and
demolishing the transmitter, which had a number of legal harn
antennas attached. He was not released until he signed a
statement, under duress, that he would not take any actions to
recover his confiscated equipment.

01/1912000 5:12 PM
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Although the government has filed civil actions against all three
broadcasters seeking the forfeiture of their equipment, Kobres
was charged with 14 criminal COWlts of operating a radio station
without a license, a violation ofTitle 47 of the U.S. Code. Ofthe
three, he is the only one facing criminal charges, which he can't
help but suspect might be due to the content ofhis bJoadcasts.
His was the only political station, the others specialiled in music.
One account described his programming as "anti-government," an
epithet he denies.

"I tried to make people understand how we're losing our
freedoms and our country," he said. "I believe in the Constitution,
the Bill of Rights, and you could call me a patriot - but that's
been made a really bad word these days, though it shouldn't be."

He usually didn't appear on the programs himself. In order to
make otherwise inaccessible material available to his listeners, he
either linked directly to talk shows or rebroadcast programs taken
from short-wave.

Kobres said the conduct of the agents was "fairly civilized," once
they were in the house. This was not the case for micropower
broadcaster Doug Brewer in Temple Terrace, anotller Tampa
community. Brewer's I DO-watt microstation he called Party
Pirate, covered about 20 miles and specialized in alternative and
new music, spiced with - according to a Wall Street Journal
piece a month before the raid - sexy banter and outrageous
remarks_

"Doug's a heck of a great guy, but he's a biker type aDd has long
hair -- plus a big following among the kids - so they hit him with
extra heavy force to make him an example," said Kobres.

Indeed, Brewer, 44, and his wife, Karen, were raided at 6:30 a.m.
The scenario was similar to that at the Kobres' - with helicopter
and searchlights, but many more armed.!Bents"d~' _
multi-jurisdictional tas~-aeemednecessary~com~
ofU.s. M ,cal police, Customs agents, and a man who, ",
according to rewer, identified himself as being with the Central
Intelligence Ag cy. Theoretically, the CIA has no jurisdiction
within the United e entire block was cordoned off

0111912000 5: 12 PM
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"There was enough military force used to take over a small
country," Brewer told WorldNetDaily. "Our home was invaded
by over a dozen armed thugs with automatic weapons and we
were held hostage for over 12 homs." The Brewers were ordered
-- at gun point -- to lie face-down on the floor while they were
handcuffed. Though his wife was soon released, Brewer was kept
in handcuffs for two hours. "At one time there were more than 25
people here with guns -- this in addition to the 12 or 13 unarmed,
but very arrogant FCC personnel," he said.

All his broadcasting equipment was taken, a crane was brought in
to dismantle the tower, which was also used for licensed ham
radio transmitting. As Brewer sees it, the agents went ''way
beyond" the scope of the warrant. In addition to the broadcasting
equipment, they took 15,000 CDs, a video camera and
equipment, and a digital clock.

Brewer believes the Wall Street Journal article ofOct. 21 helped
trigger the attack by over-emphasizing his "redneck biker" image
and calling attention to the ''unprecedented boom in illegal
broadcasting."

The FCC filed charges against me the same day that piece came
out," he said. "A month later, they came after us."

Ironically, the Tampa raids occurred one week after Federal
District Court Judge Claudia Wilken announced her ruling in
favor of Stephen Dwrifer ofFree Radio Berkeley, another
"pirate" at loggerheads with the FCC. The agency is seeking an
injunction to close his down his IS-watt station - which airs a
mix ofmusic and political comment3l}' -- and threatens to fine
him $20,000. Judge Wilken's denied the motion and ordered the
FCC to submit within 14 days a brief addressing the specific
constitutional issues raised. The FCC has yet to respond.

"This (the raids by the FCC in Tampa) certainly shows that the
FCC has nothing but contempt for due process and the Bill of
Rights," said Dunifer.

San Francisco Liberation Radio's Richard Edmondson deplored
the raid as "a display of lawless thuggery which demonstrates to
me more clearly than ever that the U. S. government does not care

4 of7 011]912000 S:12 PM
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about its own courts, its own laws~ or its own Coostitubon."
'i ~.

The Florida raids sent shock waves through the micropower
broadcasting community, which today includes hundreds of
stations and potentially hundreds of thousands of listeners in this
country -- and extends worldwide. Thanks to enormous strides in
technology, it is possible for anyone to set up a~ station in
their home, and literally hundreds of"pirate" statiODl are
springing up in neighborhoods. Some cover just a few blocks,
others entire commWlities. Their programming is as vaned in
content as the personal views ofthe broadcasters themselves:
conservative, liberal, radical, ethnic, religious, atheist -- or
completely non-ideological. There's Black Liberation Radio,
broadcast from a housing project in Springfield, Dlinois; Guerrilla
Radio in Bakersfield, Calif.; San Francisco Liberation Radio;
Watts Up?!. in Los Angeles - the list goes on and on.

i
The question many might ask is: ifbroadcasting without a license
is illegal, why don ~t would-be broadcasters simply get a license?
It's the old catch-22.

i

"What people don't realize is, we can't get a license - and we've
all tried," said Kobres. The FCC will only grant licenses to
stations of 100 or more watts. That wasn't always the case.
"Before 1978 ifyou wanted to operate a low-watt station, you
could get a Class D license from the FCC, but tile National
Association ofBroadcasters lobbied hard to get rid of these.
Within a year, by 1979, they weren't issuing the Class Ds
anymore," Kobres explained.

As Brewer sees it, the continued refusal to reopen the airwaves is
driven by the large mainstream stations who want to dominate the
market completely. These are the parties that complain to the
FCC that a pirate station is interfering with reception in an area.

"We had too much popularity," said Brewer. "People were
listening to us - we didn't hurt anyone, we had fun, but we made
the corporations look bad."

The idea that corporations are behind the FCC's crackdown on
"pirates" and its refusal to grant licenses is shared by many in
micropower broadcasting, and like Brewer they base their claims

SoC7 01/1912000 S:12 PM
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on personal experience.

Mike Calderon, ofKansas City, Missouri, whose transmitter was
seized Nov. 6, a couple ofweeks before the Tampa raids, is one
who agrees. Calderon had been broadcasting only six months
before the FCC seized his transmitter, following a complaint to
the FCC by a big, licensed station.

"They call us pirates - you know who are the piratel, The big
corporations that want to gobble everyone - those are the
pirates," Calderon remarked, bitterly.

Calderon featured Hispanic music, '1:0 fill people's days with
sunshine - and we ran public service annOlmcements. n As the
only Spanish-language station in Kansas City, he could reach a
segment of the city's population ofanywhere from 55,000 to
90,000 people otherwise overlooked and unserved by other radio
stations. "They complain about me - as ifmy little 6S-watt
'candle' could interfere with their 1,OOO-watt 'floodlight,u,

Calderon said. He, too, would like to see licenses routinely
granted for stations under 100 watts.

"Corporate collusion" - Brewer's words -- between the FCC and
the National Association ofBroadcasters, certainly seems to be a
factor in the FCC attitude towards the micropower broadcasters,
but it may not be the only one. Kobres suggested another, darker
explanation. A year or so ago, he said, a law was passed
replacing the Emergency Broadcasting System with a new
Emergency Alert System. This required all licensed stations to put
in special equipment (by Jan. 1, 1997), that enables the president
to have "instant access to the airwaves" just by pressing a button.
The rationale is that in case of a sudden emergency, the president
can immediately alert the American people.

4'When you think about it," said Kohres, "The one thing certain
people don't want in that case is a bunch oflittle stations out
there. uncontrolled, that can broadcast whatever they want."

StmIJa FostD' is IUIll.tsocillte oftlte Watem JOIUfUIlisIrI Celt_ tIIUlll
nportD'for its l"temet"~WorItlNetDllily.
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Rs: Low Powered FM Radio

Dear Chairman Kennard: • 'I
I have learned through various sources that the FCC intends t!vote on a much

watered down LPFM plan. As I understand it, the Commissiln pl.s to restrict the
new stations to either 10 watts or 100 watts at roughly 100 f.t. In addition, the new
plan will restrict these stations to a non commercial status and retain the second and
third adjacent channel restrictions. ,..

To be blunt, if this is the plan that the FCC is planning to v~e orlk is doomed to
failure from the outset. If the second and third channel restrictions remain almost no
one will qualify for a LPFM station. Add to this the restriction of 100 watts or less and
you have severely limited the ability of anyone to succeed. And if you further restrict
them to a non commercial status and you have "nailed the~st ntin the coffin."

It seems clear that tremendous political pressure has been brought to bear by the
large corporations that now control the vast majority of the statiOns in this country.
They claimed from the outset that these new low powered FM stations would cause
interference to existing stations and jeopardize IBOC. However, the'FCC's own
studies have proven that this is not the case. And the very fact thit you would consider
making the new stations non commercial proves the fact th. the al focus of the
eXisting media's objection to these new stations is financial.

Surely the thousands and thousands of responses i~favor of th\ proposal must
mean something. There is no doubt that this is an idea that the peop;e want. Please
don't let a few corporate executives block what is in the best interest of the American
people.

,
4

Sincerely,

~-Z ---
fhomas Boyhan

;
No.of~' rec'd~~_
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Chairman Billy Tauzin
2183 Rayburn Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Tauzin:

It has come to our attention that the FCC hopes to implement a scaled
down, non--commercial version of a Low Power FM service that will
create important new opportunities for educational institutions, churches,
local govemments, and community organizations. In particular, access to
the airwaves is critical for the success of the Louisiana music industry, and
any expansion of non-commercial radio will tum into the types of critical
exposure our artists need and deserve.

While the Intemet and other digital technologies may become a long
term solution to these problems, in the short term FM radio is the only
technology with universal penetration in this country. While we know
you questioned the reach of the initial FCC proposal, we sincerely hope
you will be supportive of this limited, non-commercial compromise
position crafted by the FCC.

Sincerely,

Ellis . Marsalis, Jr.
Chairman
Louisiana Music Commission

cx:: Chairman William Kennard
Commissioner Susan Ness
Commissioner Gloria Tristani
Commissioner Michael Powell
Commissioner Harold Furtchgott-Roth
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....c~Kennard: ORIGINAl,ll1} Mqq~EIVED
I am a supporter ofcreation ofa Low Power FM (LPFM) radio service ..,.-1iDed in the FCtYjR 06 2000
Notice ofProposed Rule-making in docket MM 99-25, which called for ....·••oflOOO watt and
100 watt commercial and non-commercial LPFM stations nationwide. PIilfIW.~~~

It has come to my attention that the FCC intends to vote at its Jan 20th ... ,*.tQ:teVercly gut this
proposal (NPRM) providing for only non-commercial stations with mui..,...·of 100 watts
(coverage thus limited to only 3.5 miles as opposed to 9 miles for a t 000 Watt station).

To place such severe limits on LPFM would doom the service before it a_i'l"'.~ it imposSIble
to obtain enough financial support, without being able to sell commercial afI\.time; to exist.

What possible reason can the FCC give for not permitting commercially~FM stations,
other than to protect NAB member stations from competition? Commercialsuppoft bas nothing to do
with interference! There is no good reason to doom the LPFM semce byl'lttna away its ability to
support itselfby the sale of commercial advertising, a method ofsupport...... .-ved this nations
stations well for over 75 years!

In fact to not allow commerciBl support would do a great disservice to ~buliJaessesin America
that cannot afford to advertise on full-power radio stations. Their needs~.~bcenmet by
LPFM stations. A decision to not allow commercial support would have e'VetMteptive impact on
small business in America and may well violate some rules ofthe Small."Mministration.

I wish to remind you that there was an overwhelming number (thousands) ofcomments filed in this
proceeding supporting the creation of 1000 watt and 100 watt stations. ........_ both commercial
and non-commercial operation as set forth in the FCC's NPRM.'·

The public has spoken on this matter and to jgnore this public mandate ..cave in to political
pressure from the National Association ofBroadcasters (NAB) is a disgNCleuduse ofsuch anti
competitive actions by the NAB should be investigated by the Justice Department.

The NAB tried to cause confusion on this issue by claiming that the newLPiM stations would cause
interference to existing stations. A receiver study conducted by the FCCfri'l. tJIis to be incorrect.
The NAB raised this smoke-screen issue to attempt to conceal its real ctiliketbl'LP~ the fact that
it does not want competition for listeners or advertising Tcvenues for its.,.t.. atations. The FCC
cannot prevent competition and is supposed to promote competition.

I would hope that the FCC would vote for LPFM in its full form as propo5e(i,in the NPRM or delay
the vote to clear the way for a workable LPFM service of 1000 watt ardiI."eommercial and
non-commercial stations.

Respectfully,

Zachary Owens

1824 S, ffi-35 Apt 156

Austin, TX 78704

'tt~·rec'd &-

** TOT~L P~GE.01**
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Dear FCC Chainnan Kennard, ORI MM qq-VJ

I am a supporter ofcreation oia LowQltJ~(LPFM)radio service as outlined in the FCC's Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in docket MM 99-25, which called for creation of lOOO,waI'and 100 watt commercial
and non-commercial LPFM stations nationwide.

It has come to my attention that the FCC intends to vote at its Jan 20th JBCCtiDI to severely iut this proposal
(NPRM) providing for only non-commercial stations with maximum po,....UJQ..-us (coverage thus limited
to only 3.5 miles as opposed to 9 miles for a 1000 watt station),

... b T.o place shucfih sev~rle limits on ~thPFM bW~Uld dbo1om theIIservice be~al0re.itIlWi~g it impossible to
o tam enoug nanCla support, WI out elOg a e to se comrnerCI aiItiIDc, tf exist.

What possible reason can the FCC give for not permitting commerci4~LPFMstations, other
than to protect NAB member stations from competition? Commercial supportWIlfJIling to do with
interference! There is no good reason to doom the LPFM service by taking a-.y its, ability to support itself by
the sale of commercial advertising, a method of support that has served this _omstaUons well for over 7S
years!

In fact to not allow commercial support would do a great disservice to small busiDesses in America that cannot
afford to advertise on full-power radio stations. LPFM stations would haw_'"needs. A decision to not
allow commercial support would have a vast negative impact on small business in America and may well
violate some rules of the Small Business Administration.

l!+' """"
I wish to remind you that there was an overwhelming number (thousan4Q"ofiWmments filed in this

proceeding supporting the creation of 1000 watt and 100 watt stations, allowing fer both commercial and non-
commercial operation as set forth in the FCC's NPRM. '~

The public has spoken on this matter and to ignore this public mandate and cave in to political pressure from
the National Association ofBroadcasters (NAB) is a disgrace and use ofsuch an6-competitive actions by the

~.

NAB should be investigated by the Justice Department.

The NAB tried to cause confusion on this issue by claiming that the new LPFM stations would cause
interference to existing stations. A receiver study conducted by the FCC provecfthis to be incorrect. The NAB
raised this smokescreen issue to attempt to conceal its real dislike for LPFM, the fact that it does not want
competition for listeners or advertising revenues for its member stations. "l"'I,ItFCecannot prevent competition
and is supposed to promotecompetition.' ',+

I would hope that the FCC would vote for LPFM in its full fonn as prop.d",-'NPRM or delay the vote
to clear the way for a workable LPFM service of 1000 watt and 100 watt commeftial and non-commercial
stations,

..

Respectfully,

Chuck Murphy
302 East Euclid Avenue
Monrnou~,IL 61462
309-734-3566

RECEIVED
MAR 06 2000
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To:

I ATE F\LEO ORIGJNAL ;!IA ·
EX PARTE OR LJ"\\ .. t

Dear Chairman Kennard and commiss:oners Ness~ris+~~
On the eve the historic LPFM \-'ote, I would once again ask that you consider a
commercial micro-sen·ice.

I"". J"'''''I18. 2000 708 PM

..

Please do not leave us without a reasonable means of support. lOne Watt, five,
t~n... an)' amount is better than no amount.

You've come so far with this proposal, please don'tt it1·herc.

Thank you for your time. My thoughts and encoura1ntr with you.

Sincerely,
o·

Gal)' Nixon
4'60 Haase Drive
Fair Oal{s, CA 95628-5825
916-967-2930 Home
800-304-0996 Pagerj•.oicemail (toll free)

.January 19,2000

•
\,

t\.
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,RE:LPFM

:=::i'lmmK~f~;l 1,
Iamabig supporler of L,*,·'~6~',,~j,t.~io·iervi. ·as~tIirtedin the
FCC'sNPRM Doclcet MM9~ZS;',;:"\'''','' ".-,. ':. ,... , ". '.'

, .. . .' 'I .•... ,~:,' , ,'j' ';: .' .:. ;':', ,'"";'£ ," '\.. '. •

Recently it came tOlmy attent1~ib~i~',*~. '"o."on;,LPFMat its
January20th meeting. , . !'; ,,;."':://!::} '.,,: ':; ..... ,

',.."',,. ',i:.·. " , ' '"", . .
I . . , .... ,.:-; .. ' ;'. , .. ". ~

Please kindly vote yes foru.·e.~~;g~wPower, .s~ee'~hich is a
very much needed eommunitY,sf#Vt~~i';:'" '.. :".

: .:~,:.'"""?i,(·";.",, . 'j. i'"

LPFMstations shQuld beaP~':.t~t~~J.l\,'#()Q''';:ad~~g:ti~e to' pay· for

o.peran.on
g
, e.... xpeoses jor el~ the,...•... y.. ;~~~.•·.VIl" ..... . J:': ' ".'. .

2nd & 3ed
. adjacen~ chann~','~~",'sh(N14,:,~e ',"opp~.,for. LPFM

stations or else many large, citi~J'wm;';~f~lJ3v~tmY.Ju:ch ,.tiollwhere locally
oriented~rvice is .t!nost Dceded:,\·'!i>.'::i,r:')· . , --. ::

, i . . '.' .•. ,•• '. ,,'.:'\:);.·Ti.>,':. ", . t. .~ '
Please kindly support CO~~~}~~~PF~"anddo'not 'bisregard the

,':" ,-. ':.::' ", <,.-,,', '.~,:'., '

, ':,
'.." "

:t., ','" .,',':."'"

~. ;.\:' " ~<::,:..:,:~~"~~ :' -.:.. ;.;
... ,.,1,"''-'.'''/;;':'''' '. I'

~ ~'-, . ,:, ' . . f ~i<

",,';/':,' ,.' I \i1
,', II ;':.........,. J'l&;..lc:''~.~
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To: Chairman William Kennard
Fr: Mac England, for 7 citizens in Flagstaff

•

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED Fax cover sheet
Page 10f8 ReceiVED

MAR 06 2000

I'iDEI¥4 (;()tMlNICATIONS <::()'.lW1SIlON
~Of THE SECPElAIW

•

Note:
Representative Hayworth,

I know you are quite busy these days, but please take a moment to note the concerns of

citizens in flagstaff, Arizona regarding low-power FM. The .,companying pages came

in too late for me to mail so I am fazing them now (I know there are others following as

well) and will mail the hard copies first class tomorrow so you have original

documentation.

Have a great day!

Mac England

Mountain Air Community Radio

13 N. San Francisco Street, #101

flagstaff, Az. 86001

52(}"214-9679

macr@in(omaaic.com

No. of Copies rec'd,---+=J.~_....-
List ABCDE

._..•._---- _....•_.-.•._--_.._.._--------------



ORIGINAL

RECE~ qq-:ttJ'
MAR 06 2000 :

January 19, 2000
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Dear Chairman Kennard,

I would like to express my support for the FCC's Notide ofProposed Rulemaking
in docket MM 99-25, relating to the creation of a Low Power PM (LPFM) radio service.
However. I recently learned that the FCC is considering makina LPFM services non
commercial only, and is also considering limiting power to 100 watts with an antenna
hei~t?f30 meters. I would like to encourage you to vote AGAllfT these harsh
restrictions. I

I currently work at a radio station, arguably the most prominent rLuo station in the
country, KIIS-FM (102.7, Los Angeles). While my views in no way refleet the opinion of
my employers or the company, based on what I have learned from working in
commercial radio, the creation of a non-commercial service and/or such a short broadcast
range would doom the service from the very start. Low power stations would have to
struggle to simply break even. The concept of low power stations was in part to give local
businesses the opportunity to advertise on a mass medium, the creation of a non
commercial service would defeat that concept. I do not understand what the purpose
would be for not pennitting commercial support ofa low power service. Additionally,
such a low power limit would also limit a station to function commercially, and would
limit LPFM stations to small sized communities. In Jarger towns, an effective range of
35 miles is far from sufficient to cover an entire community.

Please vote for LPFM in its full form as proposed in MM 99-25, which called for the
creation of 1000 watt and 100 watt commercial and non-cornmercif stations.

Thank you,

Christian Wiehl
1160 Encino Drive
San Marino, CA 91108
626-792-2823
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Houston, Texas 77080

Name: Chuck Brush

Company: .

Voice Number! 713-460-1 041

Fax Numher: 713-460-1041

8510 SOlmeville ~. EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

From: Chuck Brush,1"" J,~"y 20.2000 12 37 AM To. FCC Ch"~" K,"",,"

ORIGJNAL RECEIVED
Mt\R 06 2000

Fax
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2000

Total Pages: I

Subject: LPFM

Natne: FCC Chainnatl Kelulard
Company:..
Voice Number:
Fax Number: (202) 4182801

Note: Dear Sir, Please don't pass a diluted version of the LPFM proposal.
Your original plan is worthy and creative, please stick by it.
Sincerely, Chuck Brush

• ..1 l)
v

Tltisfax was ,sent usilll! RapidComm softwarefrom (]JJ,'IIobotlcsGt

WWK'. 3com. com
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APRIL, 1962
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