
12. As to the technical merits of MBI’s proposal for The Dalles, Mr. Beverage has 

examined MBI’s Channel 256C3 showing. While he concludes (Beverage Statement at 5) that it 

to allot Channel 256C3 to The Dalles, Mr. Beverage would be 

demonstrates (a. and Figures 7-9) that allottinpl268C3 -m 
of the which is in the paramount public interest. Specifically, as Figure 9 illustrates, 

allotting Channel 268C3 to The Dalles with the site coordinates specified in the mort an8 

hk will increase the future educational station’s 60 dBu coverage area by 29?h (2046 square 

kilometers versus 1580 square kilometers) and, most importantly, will increase the station’s 

potential audience by 64% (48,075 persons versus 29.3 19 pasons). This is upecially significant 

in a comparative allotment analysis, since the “need for or lack of public radio service’’ was 

specifically identified in J34 chaennl P o l i c i e d P r a  , 90 FCC 2d 88, 92 n.8 (1982). as a 

factor warranting special consideration when comparative allotment analyses are being made. 

. .  

13. Moreover, as Mr. Beverage tabulates a. at 6 and Exhibit I of Station KBBT- 

FM’s July 3, 1996 “Consolidated Joint Countapmposal Reply Comments” (attached hereto as 

Exhibit B)), Station KFLY’s areas and populations would be only 1220 square kilometers and 

26,724 persons greater if it were granted full Class C facilities (instead of the Class C1 upgrade 

that the and Ordg allows), while the failure to upgrade CBS’s Station KBBT-FM to 

Class C1 (as a result of a l l o w  Channel 256C3 to The Dalles) would deprive Station KBBT- 

FM of an in& 60 dBu service ared of 7908 square Mlometers and an increased audience of 

23 1,322 persons. Under these circumstances, CBS submits that it is rppropride for the BurerU 

M affirm the up0 rt and Order ’s determination that the public interest is better sewed by 

allotting Channel 268C3 to The Dalleq instead of Channel 256C3. See also Section IV below. 

-8- 
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(5) The Commiuion did not violate ita cut-off N ~ S  
by potting out Channel 268C3 for comment 

14. MBI also asserts (Petition at n.4 and 17-19) that the Bureau Viohted its 

application cut-off rules by putting out Channel 268C3 for comment in the Dalles NPRM, 

instead of the allegedly more favored proposal of LifeTalk B r o a d d n g  Association 

(“LifeTalk”) for Channel 256C3. In a vain attempt to support its reasoning, it has appended 

LifeTalk’s November 20, 1995 Petition for Rule Making to MBI’s Petition for Recws iddon  

(MBI Exhibit B). However, examination of LifeTalk‘s Petition, which was not fled by 

communications counsel and did not contain the imprimatur of a consulting engineer, meals 

that it contained spacing studies for fpur possible channels - 256C3, 291C3. 268C3, and 24OC3. 

While Channel 256C3 was listed as LifeTJk’s fist choice, CBS submits that it waa d l e  

for the Bureau to treat the other three channels as viable alternatives, and, in its wed pleadings 

in this proceeding since November 1995, LifeTallc has never disputed the Bureau’s choice of 

Channel 268C3 

15 In short, having been aware of LifeTallr’s Petition for Rule Making and not 

having previously raised any cutoff objection to Channel 268C3 in its July 5, 1996 “Commezlts“ 

or elsewhere in this proceeding, it is untimely and disingenuous fbr MBI to assert at this late date 

(Petition at 19) that it “had no notice that any alternative channel was contemplated” or that 

‘.LifeTalk proposed no altanative channels in its petition”. The Commission is obliged to bc 

especially painstaking when dealing with petitions, s,@ v s  N e  

k, 1 FCC Rcd 982 (Rev Bd. 1986)’ citing -na v. S& ‘ 712 F.2d 1421, 1424 

(D C Cir 1983). and it was fully reasonable for the Bureau to consvue LifeTdk‘s Petition for 

. .  

-9- 
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Rule Making as a request for Channel 256C3 with three alternatives. Heace, the BureaU 

properly treated Channel 268C3 as having been proposed by LifeTalk on November 20, 1995 

(the date that LifeTallc’s Petition was filed). Therdore, the Channel 268C3 proposal, as put out 

for comment in the Dalles NPRM and adopted in the and e, does not Violate the 

Commission’s cut-off rules and policies for applications and rulemaking petitions. 

(6) LifeTalk adequrtdy responded to tbe Commbrion’s 
directive 8 b U t  8 g d #  to build 8 

Finally, MBI (Petition at 20-21) renews its previous claim that LifkTalk’s 

allotment proposal should be disallowed because LifeTalk allegedly did not timely make an 

explicit pledge concerning erection of a higher tower, which the Commission requested in thc 

Dalles WRM. The Ordq (1 3 FCC Rcd at 6604) concludes that LifeTalk‘s respm 

was adequate, although “for absolute clarity” it could have phrased it& more precisely. CBS 

agrees that LifeTalk‘s original response was adequate. There are no magic words which were 

necessary to meet the Dalles -s requirement for an ‘‘affirmative statemeat”. The purpose 

of the requirement was not to trip up LifeTalk, but, d e r ,  to alert LifeTalk to a 

construction requirement end to obtain LifeTalk’s assent. CBS urges W, even without 

LifeTalk’s subsequent clarifying July IS, 19% “Supplement,” the record demonstrates 

LifeTalk’s assent and compliane with the Dalles WRM‘s request. -1’s objection is 

extremely formalistic, hypertechnical, and self-serving. It should be summarily denied. 

IV. 

tower 

16. 

Grant of KFLY’r Clrtr C upgrade 8ppliic8tion 
olrouMmtbdtasenctheprMicintcnst 

17. In the final Section C of its Petition (at 22-24), MBI elaborrdes on its View (See 

by granting Station IQXY‘S Paragraph 4, -) that the public interest would be better 

-10- 
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full Class C up&e instead of either the Banks upgrade by itself or the combination of the 

Banks u p m e  and the allotment of a first noncommercial educational allotment to The Dalles. 

As CBS will now show, MBI is tittally mistaken in two respects. 

18. First and foremost, CBS submits that it is erroneous and misleading for MBI to 

posit the comparative allotment choices in the Order as being: (1) KFLY Class C 

upgrade; or (2) KBBT-FM upgrade; or (3) KBBT-FM upgrade/t)alles allotment. As CBS noted 

in Paragraphs 1 and 11, MB1 filed a Form 301 one-step upgrsde application on May IS, 

1998 (File No. BPH-980SlSIC), which was accepted for filing on June 10, 1998 (Broadcast 

Applications, Report No. 24259, p. 9). Attached hereto as Exhibit C is the cow letter 

accompanying that application, in which MBI concedes that the Order, as it presently 

stands, allows Station KFLY to upgrade to Channel 268Cl by filing an application outside of the 

rulemaking proceeding. 

19. Specifically, MBI states in its cover letter that its May 1998 application is to 

''preserve the opportunity to upgrade from Class C2 to Class C1 stanrs...[pnd that grant of this 

application] will enable MBI to improve service to the public from KFLY without farcine h4BI 

to relinquish its nght to continue to seek grant of its applidun for Class C h i l i t i s  [tbfO@ i ts 

Petition for Reconsideration in the rulemaking proceeding]." Thus, it is clear, by WI's own 

admission, that the comparative allotment choices in this proceeding are actually: (1) KFLY 

Class C upgrade; or (2) KPLY Class C1 upgraddKBBT-FM upgrade; or (3) KFLY Class C1 

u p g d e l  KBBT-FM u p g d d D d l e ~  allotmea. 

20. Second, CBS submits that the above restatement of the true compantiw dotment 

choices in the mort and Orda demonstrates, &so fads. that, under -1 Poh ' C i d  

-11- 
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Procedures. a!uua and A l E h i u a - ~ ~ ~  S o a n i s h o  G L  l a u m ~ ~  
correctly concluded that the public interest would be best served by approving “Option 3” -- 
KFLY Class C1 upgradelKBBT-FM upgradc/Dalles allotment. This is so because Option 3 not 

onty maximizes the number of upgrades and new allotmmts granted in this proceeding, 

consistent with the teachings of ~ a - M a r c o c c i  Spanish Radio C a  , gupn, but also: (a) gwns 

a first noncommercial educational allotment to The Dalleq which has special public interest 

90 FCC 2d at 92. n.8; and (b) m d s  significance under Channel Pohcies/Procedur~ 

Station KFLY an increase in area and populations of 8270 square kilometers and 299,245 

persons, which is only 1220 square kilometers and 26,724 persons less in areas and populations 

than if Station KFLY were granted its fill Class C facilities (sec Exhibit B hereto). 

. .  

21. Expressing the comparative allotment choices in this procading numeridly 

(based on Exhibit B), they are as follows: 

Option 1: KFLY Ch. 268C 17,900 sq. kM 764,320 penons 

option 2: KFLY Ch. 268C1 16,680 sq. ItM 737,596 persons 
KBBT-FM Ch. 298C1 16,394 sq. kM 1,749,998 persons 

option 3: KFLY Ch. 268C1 16,680 sq. kM 737,596 pasons 
KBBT-FM Ch. 298Cl 16,394 sq. kM 1,749,998 persons 
The Dalles allot. Ch. 268C3 5,390 sq. kM 48,075 persons 

KBBT-FM (same) Ch. 298C2 8,486 ~ q .  kM 1,518,676 penonS 

Simply stated, contrary to MBI, the above facts and data filly demonsbats that the pblic 

interest in this proceeding is best served by gmnting Option 3 (or even Option 2), instead of 

Option 1.  

-12- 



V. Conclusion 

22. In sum, CBS urges that MBI is manifestly wrong when it a r p s  that granting its 

proposed full Class C facilities hrs greater public interest importance than granting a Class 

C1 upgrade to KFLY, a Class CI upgrade to Station KBBT-FM, and a first noncommercial 

educational service to The Dalles. The correct choice is a between granting "the KFLY 

upgrade and the KBBT upgrade" (Petition at 24). Rather, it is between improving FM broadcast 

Service in three communities (Corvalliq Banks, and The Dalles), or only in Corvallis. MBI is 

being unabashedly greedy in its desire to obtain 111 Class C facilities for itself, regardless ofthe 

consequences fbr two other Oregon communities, when the paramount public intmSt c l d y  lies 

in a&ming the chnakhg allopaents made in t k v  and awarding MBI the 

substantial areas and populations increases inherent in granting Station m y ' s  May 1998 Class 

C1 one-step upgrade application. 

WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing, CBS respactfUlly requests that the Bureau 

should either grant the parties' settlement agreement in full or ahodd affmn the allotmets made 

510015'23.02 
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in the &port and O d q  and grant MBI's pending Form 301 application (File No. BPH- 

9805 15IC) to upgrade Station KFLY(FM) to Channel 268C1 at Cowallis, Oregon. 

CBS RADIO LICENSE INC. 

W 
R o s E " & C O L I N L L P  
1300 - 19th Saeet. N.W. Suite 200 
WaW@on,D.C. 20036 
(zwz) 463-4640 

Dated: June 30, 1998 

S100lsz3.M 
-14- 
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ENGINEERING STATEMENT 
CONCERNING ANALYSIS OF TECHNIC& 

ARGUMENTS CONTAINED M 
PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
M MM DOCKETS 96-7,96-12 AND 

CONSTRUCTION ?ERMI" MODIFICATION FOR KFLyo 
BANKS, REDMOM), SUNRlVER AND CORVALLIS, OREGON 

J"E 1998 

%uMMARy 

The following anginexkg statement has beon prepared on behalf of c)Is Radio Uecnrc, k, l i caee  

of KBBT(FM), Banks, Oregon & May 19,1998, Madgekal Broadcastin& Inc., licaua of KFLYPM), 

Cornallis, Oregun, 6led a P&on for Reconsldarrh ' '0nmMMDocketNumbsrs 96-7 and 96-12 conca'oing 

its one-step upgrade application for KFLY, Cowallis, Oregon Madgekal puts forth several engineering 

comments. The a~guments are summarized below and then discussed fuUy herein. According to 

In a Rsport and Order released April 3,1998, Chaonel268C3 was allotted to The Dalles 

81 reference coordinates N.L. 45' 34' OO", W.L. 120' 55' 00". The Commission arced in 

that the allotmcart coordinates are terrain obstructed to 'Ibc Ddes and the site will not 

place a 70 dBu city grade SI@ over The Dallas. 

The a l lom co~rdiw& speci6ad by the Commissioa for chamel 268C3 in its Fob-, 

1996 NPRM (RM-8741), N.L. 45' 31' 28". W.L. 1 2 1 O  07' 22", are similarly terrain 

obstNcted and do not allow 70 dBu city grade service to The Dallas. 

R m m d  Chmds 201C3,211C3,213C3 and 215C3 are available for use at- D&, 

atan existing sitanear Stacker Butte, and will mestall FCC Rules and RsgulasioaJ. For 

allocation and Channel 6 protection requhment p\rrposss, the site of K256AC was 

utilized. 

COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGIES. INC. - BROADCAST ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 
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4) Charplel256C3 is availaMe for allotment to The Dalles at a site known as Haystack Butte, 

N.L. 45' 41' Ol", W.L. 120" 57' 17". 

5 )  ChaDpld 256C3 may be dotted at a site which provides line of sqht to most of The DaUes, 

and the facility will provide 70 dBu service to all of The Dalles. 

'Ihe 

the Apd 1998 allotment coo- for Channel 268C3 to The Dalles. 

from the February 1996 coordinates for Channel 268C3 to 'The D a b .  

profiles from MadgWs proposed Chaunel256C3 allolmmt coordinates to Tho Ddes. 

profils plots submitted by hiad@ bave bean reviewed. M is a set of six proiiIe8 from 

is a set of Sight profles 

is a set of tea tOnain 

Review of these protiles, and our independent aualysii thereof, shows tha the Madgekal terra@ profiles 

are based on 3 second main data rather than the 30 second maiu data typically used by the FCC staff 

for analysis and application processing purposes. Most importantly, b d  on our experience and 

independent analysis, we of the 3 second data in this general &on tends to increase the height of peaks 

and dscrease tha heighs of some valleys, resulting in path profiles which show as obstructed but which do 

not show as obstructsd when 30 second terrain data is used. 

Strrndard Allocation Branch policy is to assume that a givea site will provide 70 dBu s c N i ~ 8  to the 

alloment community if the site is l o d  within the appropriate 70 dBu distanca from the city referarcc 

coordinates. In cases where 0 terrain obstruction hss been found to exist bstwesn a proposed dotmeat 

site and the coumnmity of license, it does ppt necmsady follow that the propod does not meet the 

rsqrriraments of &dm 73.315. In- 6 FCC Rcd 7435,7436 (Assistant 

 chi^ Allocaliom Branch 1991), the Conmrissionstated that line-of-sight must be obtained over the eatire 

colnamity, and in- 10 FCC Rcd 12207,12209 (Chief, Allocation Branch 19951, 

811 allotment was denied because the petdioncr failed to dsmoastrate the aistmce of a site that could 

provide linsof-si&t to the aain d t y .  However, these cases must be tnkm in the context m which 

- 
COMMUMCAT[ONS TECHNOLOGIES. INC. - BROADCAST ENGINEERING CONSULTANT'S 
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they were WritlaL Neither petitioner successllly demonstrated that the obstruction would a prevent the 

proposed site location from serving the community of license with a signal level of 70 dBu or greater. In 

true fact, the CommisSion has long held that 73.315p) is advisory in nature and not an absolute 

requiremeat. h e.g. ,36 FCC 2d 127,128-29,24 RR 2d 982,985. On the other 

hand, Section 73.315fa) is controlhg, and this Rule demands that 70 dBu service be provided to the 

community of license. 

In the case at hand, h4adgekal's cmsubg engineer has perfonned no computations for the 70 dBu signal 

level b e d  on the terrain profiles provided. Despite the fact ?hat the engineering provides no altarnative 

70 dBu Signal lewd andysis bawd on tarah! profiles, Madgekal's pleading (page 16) states, "severe tenah 

obstructions render it impossible to deliver a city-grade signal to the community." This statememt is 

factually incorrect as will be shown below and is without support in Madgekal's underiying engin%ariag 

Stud ies .  

The Longley-Rice propagation method, Version 1.2.2, has been accapted by the Commission as an 

altanate predictton method to be used to accurately determine signal levels over uregulat t edu  This ki 

the propagation method described in OET Bubtin No. 69 to be used for analysis of signal levels as set 

forth m Part 73 of the Rules as implemented by Memorandum Opmion and Order on Reconsideration of 

tbe Sixth Report and Order m MM DocketNo. 87-268, nlegsed February 23,1998. Ws melhad has been 

used to determine signal levels over The DaUes. depicts The DaUes corporate boundary, the 

F(50,SO) 70 dBq and the Langley-Rice 70 dBu signal levels based on tht Febsufuy 1996 allotmcat 

coordinates. E;1purez depicts The Dalles corporate b o w ,  the F(50,50) 70 dBu, acbd the tOr@W-fie 

70 dBu signal levels bawd an tiw April 1998 allotmmt coordhates. Both sits show 10096,70 dBu service 

to The Dalles. using either the P(SO.50) curves or the Longley-Rice propagation mslhod. It is noted that 
3 FCC Rcd 4146,4147, Note 3 (1988). the in 

ConrmisSian stated thaa abmative supplemmtal mihods of detamining coverage d e r  Section 73.31 3(e) 

are allowed, and wcnt onto state, " ..... at lmt 50 percent of a community receives a s i g d  level of 70 dBU 

or greater, is a regsonable and useful standard for determining adequate commulsmity WVeraee when 

employing aiternate suppkmmtal methods in addition to our propagation curves.'' 

. .. 
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The engineering statement accompanying Madgekal's Petition shows that basic allocation studies wcre 

pntamed at the site of FM translator K256AC for Channels 201.21 1,213 and 215 at an ERP of 0.2 kW 

and HAAT of 561 metets (minimum Class C3 fiscilities), and the statement concludes that each channel 

is available. The shdies are folnad in &hibit 2, but not sufficiently thorough to support the conclusion 

dmbyMadgekaI. A t t a c h # a s ~ s 3 I m d 4  are allocation maps for Channels 213 and 215CE, using 

the K256AC site & RC with an ERP of 0.2 kW as suggested by Madgekal. Both sites violate Secfion 

73.509 of the Rules in that there is prohibited ovdap of contours to existing stations, and they arc W 

themhe, available. It is noted that contour locations an based on use of 3 sccond terrain data rather than 

the 30 second terrain data used by Madgekal, and the more accurate terrain data yields mom accurate 

contour locations. 

This  leave^ Channels 201 and 21 1C3. These channels an not involved in prohibited contour overlap 

at an ERP of 0.63 kW, which is the cOmct ERP for full Class C3 facilities at the HAAT of561 meters. 

TO detmni wh&erCbannels 201C3 and 21 IC3 an actually available for application, it i s  lldccss~ly to 

daemrine if they meet the nquinments of Section 73.525 of the Rules concerning protectiOn b television 

Channel 6. In this case, station KO(N 0, Portland, Oregon is an aftected Channel 6 facility. 

f is a map depicting the KON 47 dBu Grade B contour and the Channel 201C3 48 dBu F(50,lO) 

imerfennce cmtour. FCC Rule Secfion 73.525 allows for a maximum of 4,000 persons inside the area of 

interference which is the area when interference fKrm Channel 201 would occul within the af€cctcd 

Channel 6 Grade B 47 dBu contour. In this case, an estimate of the total 'htcrfrron~e to channel 6 was 

made by calculating the ana and population imide the 48 dBu overlap area within the Kol" 47 dBU 

contour. The population is 51,177 persons in an ana of 7,890 s q w  kil0meterS. 

A similar analysis was performed for Channel 21 1C3, as shown in fimm 6. Herc, the populatbn inside 

the overlap area is 23,695 persans in an area of 1,056 square kilometers. In both CaSCS, the POprlaiOn far 

exceeds the 4,000 pmon maximum. Based on the basic analysis above, it is believed that neither Channel 
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201 nor 21 1C3 may be applied for due to interference with television Channel 6 in violation of Section 

3.525 of the Commission's Rules and Regulations. 

CHANNEL 256c 3 ALTERNATIVE AU0"T FOR TEnep4HLEs 

Madgekal provides an allocation study, &hibit 4, and coverage map, to support its 

proposition that Channel 256C3 may also be allotted to The Dalles from a site known as Haystack 

Butte, N.L. 45" 41' 01" W.L. 120'57' 17". A review of the proposal shows compliance with FCC 

Rule Section 73.207. The proposed site coordinates are located 19.7 km i h n  The Dalles city reference 

coordinates at a bearing of 240", which complies with the Channel C3 70 dBu distance of 23.2 

kilometers. As Madgekal states, there is good line-of-sight to much, but not all, of The Dalles. 

However, the public interest is not fully served by allocating Channel 256C3 to The Dalles because 

Channel 268C3 is a more effective use of the spectrum. &pes 7-9 an the 70 dB and 60 dBu 

contours for the Channel 256C3 proposal and for the two Channel 2680  allotment sites. Computations 

of area and population have been made and dictate that Channel 268C3 is the preferred allotment 

channel as seen below. 

60 dBu Contour 
&!m sitr - kf!4 

7 256C3 1,580 29,3 19 
8 268C3 - 1996 2,057 49.707 
9 268C3 - 1998 2,046 48,075 

CONCLUSION 
Based on the analysis herein, the following facts we believed to be true: 

1) Channel 268C3 was allotted to The Dalles, and Longley-Rice studies included herein 

confirm that The Dalks will be served with a signal level of 70 dBu, or greater, for 

both the 1998 allotment coordinates and the earlier 1996 allotment coordinates. 

COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGIES, INC. - BROADCAST ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 
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2) Msdgekal has offered four NCE FM channels as being available for use at The Dalles. 

Besed on studies herein, two of the channels violate sccrion 73.5@ of the Rules and 

the remaining two channels violate section 73.525 of the Rules. Based on these rule 

violations, it is concluded that LifeTalk’s original assertion that no C3 channels are 

available in the non-commercial band was correct. 

3) Channel 256C3 may be allotted to The Dalles but, based on the data provided by 

MaclgckaL that allotment would serve approximately 470 square kM less land area and 

approximately 19,000 fewer persons than Channel 268C3. 

It should also be noted that the allotment of Channel 268C3 at The Dalles, at the 1998 refmnce 

coordinates, meets &cfiun 73.207 distance separation standards to KFLY as a full C1 facility. 

ICFLY’s upgrade options ate summarized below in terms of area and population: 

60 dBu 
Facili*, lation - 
268C2 License 8,410 438.351 
268C 1 16,680 737,596 
268C 17,900 764,320 

The additional 26,724 persons gain associated with a KFLY upgrade from Class C1 to Class C 

operation appears minimal in comparison to the 299,245 person gain available to KFLY at this time 

by upgrading ftom Class C2 to Class C1 facilities. 
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The foregoing was prepared on behalf of CBS Radio Licmae, he. by Clarence M. Beverage of 

Cornmunicutbm Techlogies, fm., Marhan, New Jersey, whose qualifications are a matter of record with 

the Federal Communications Commission. The statements herein tnre and comct of his own 

knowledge, except such statrments made on information and belief, and as to these statements he believes 

them to be true and correct. ----. 
.b 

c1.mrrM.Bcvcrye 
fir Communications Technologies tnc. 

Marlton, New Jersey 

SUESCRIBED AND SWORN TO befon me, 

this P6& day of+ ~ , 1998. 

V 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
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FIGURE 1 CH 268C3 FEE. 1996 REF. COORD. 25 kW 6 100 M 

r 
I 

' I  

................................................................... t3bn-d 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

......... L ........ .. ..... w, ..... r. ............. ............................. . 

. -.-. ..... .... 



70.0dBuVh 
do.0 to 70.0 dBuVIm 

< m.odBUvhn 
moebr- bwt -200.0 demw 

t KILOMETERS 
I 

1 - 5 0  I U U U  - 2 0  

&I 268C3 FEB. 1096 REF. COO R 



FIGURE 2 CH 268C3 APRIL 1998 REF. COORD. 25 kW 6 100 M 



t 

I 



1 ! 

Scab 13500000 --FMstmice - F M F M g  - t i i i  ---- --Lat-Lmor#r 



_..--- - I 



KO/U 47 M u  and CH 201 48 dBu / m e  Contour 



I 1 

KOlN 47 d0u and CH 211 67 dBu IntwferW~e Contour 





FCC F(S0,M) 7 0 ~ d  66 ~ B u  - CH 2- 1996 

1-15 

-+ + 





AREA AND POPULATION COMPARISON 
BANK3 AND REDMOND, OREGON 
MM DOCKET NO. 9 6 - 1 9  -32 

AM) 
THE DULES, OReGON 

MM DOCKET NO. 96-12, RM 8741 
JUNE 1996 I0orrclct.d JOIP. 19981* 

ALTERNATlVE 1: 

Are8 
u 
8,486 
Lk29ri 
7,908 Sq. kM 

8,263 
w 

5,167 

i 3 ,OfS  !iq. kM 

0 sq. khi 

- 

Population 
PeMnr 

u?%m - 1,511,676 

231,322 par@ 

0 parsons 

92,420 
e292p 

49,084 

270,406 parops 

ALTERNATME 2: 

Corvallig OR Ch 268C2 8,410 438.351 
w32Q 
325,969 perrpnr 

Ch 2680 l u w  * 9,490 sq. kM 
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Notes: 

Rtdmond, OR 

The Ddler, OR 
(Alternate Site) 

Corvallii OR 

Area 
Facilitv sa.lrM 
Ch 298C2 8,486 
Ch 298C1 rn 

opin 7,908 Sq. kM 

Ch 298C2 8,263 
Ch 26- 834t 

opin 0Sq.kM 

Ch 26C3 5,390 sq. kM 

Ch 268C2 8,410 
Ch 268c1 Lk61p 

oria 8,270 SS. W 

t0t.l- 21,568 Q. kM 

Population 
pcrrmz 
1,518,676 
1.739.99% v 

231,322 permo~4 
92,420 

openom 

wo7s m 

431,351 
z l u %  
2!W,245 psrsoar 

m - 4  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Lisa M. Holland, a secretary in the law firm of Vinson & Elkins, do hereby certify that 
on this 19th day of August, 2004, I caused copies of the foregoing "Supplement" to be mailed, 
first class postage prepaid, or hand delivered, addressed to the following persons: 

* Deborah A. Dupont 
Media Bureau 
ederal Communications Commission 
45 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Vincent Pepper 
Womble, Carlyle, Sandridge & Rice, PLLC 
1401 Eye Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(Counsel for Petitioner) 

Coe W. Ramsey 
Brooks Pierce McLendon 
P.O. Box 1800 
Raleigh, NC 27602 
(Counsel for WDOD of Chattanooga, Inc.) 

Brian M. Madden 
John W. Bagwell 
Leventhal senter & Lerman PLLC 
200 K Street, N.W. Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006 
(Counsel for East Kentucky Radio Network, Inc.) 

Lewis F. Cosby, I11 
102 15 Thimble Fields Drive 
Knoxville, TN 37922 

* Hand-delivered 
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