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July 7, 2006 DAVID A. 0’CONNOR
202-828-1889
david.oconnor@hklaw.com

VIA ECFS

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq., Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
236 Massachusetts Ave., NE, Suite 110
Washington, DC 20002

Attention: Video Division, Media Bureau

Re:  MB Docket No. 03-15
KAAL-DT, Austin, Minnesota
Facility ID No. 18285
Request for Waiver of the July 7, 2006 Maximization Deadline

Dear Ms. Dortch:

KAAL-TV, LLC (“KAAL”), by its attorneys, hereby submits this Request for Waiver
(“Request”) of the July 7, 2006 replication deadline set forth in the Commission’s Second
Periodic Review.! Specifically, KAAL requests a six-month waiver of the replication deadline
owing to reasons beyond its control.

Background

KAAL is the licensee of analog television station KAAL-TV, Channel 6, Austin,
Minnesota and the permittee of digital television (“DTV”) station KAAL-DT, Channel 33,
Austin, Minnesota (Facility ID No. 18285). In November 2004, KAAL notified the Commission
that KAAL-DT would replicate the station’s 1997 analog facilities rather than maximize

' Second Periodic Review of the Commission’s Rules and Policies Affecting the Conversion to
Digital Television, Report and Order, MB Docket No. 03-15, FCC 04-192 (rel. Sept. 7, 2004)
(“Second Periodic Review”). The Request is in compliance with the Commission’s June 14,
2006 Public Notice in this proceeding, as amended by the Commission’s June 29, 2006 Public
Notice extending the response deadline to July 7, 2006. See DTV Channel Election Issues —
Compliance with the July 1, 2006 Replication/Maximization Interference Protection Deadline;
Stations Seeking Extensions of the Deadline, Public Notice, DA 06-1255 (rel. June 14, 2006)
(“Public Notice”). See DTV Channel Election Issues — Media Bureau Extends Filing Deadline
for Compliance with the July 1, 2006 Replication/Maximization Interference Protection
Deadline to July 7, 2006, Public Notice, DA 06-1372 (rel. June 29, 2006) (“Second Public
Notice”).
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facilities.” KAAL-DT originally was assigned Channel 33 as its allotted digital channel.
However, KAAL entered into a Negotiated Channel Election (“NCE”) arrangement for Channel
36 which was approved by the Commission, and the Commission tentatively has assigned
Channel 36 to KAAL-DT.> Pursuant to the Second Periodic Review, a station that receives a
tentative channel designation on a channel that is not its current DTV channel must serve, by
July 7, 2006, at least 80 percent of the number of viewers served by the 1997 facility on which
its replication coverage is based.* DTV stations failing to meet that deadline face potential loss
of interference protection in the future.” Absent a grant of this Request, the July 7, 2006
replication deadline would be applicable to KAAL-DT.

In the Second Periodic Review in this proceeding, the Commission recognized that
certain circumstances may warrant flexible enforcement of the replication deadline. To this end,
the Second Periodic Review adopted a waiver process to provide for six-month extensions of the
replication protection deadline. In a recent Public Notice, the Commission provided further
guidance regarding the waiver process.6 The Public Notice requires a petitioner to demonstrate
“severe financial constraints or circumstances beyond [the petitioner’s] control.”’ KAAL
submits that it satisfies the latter criterion. KAAL will be unable to meet the July 7 replication
deadline because of technical delays beyond its control and despite its diligent efforts to comply
with the July 7 deadline, as set forth below.

Discussion

Specifically, in 2001, structural engineers examined the tower on which the KAAL-TV is
situated (the “Myrtle Site”) to determine if the tower also could accommodate the KAAL-DT
antenna. The structural engineers determined that the tower was “quite overstressed” already,
that it would have required significant reinforcement welding and would only accommodate the
most minimal DTV facilities. See Exhibit 1. Furthermore, the structural engineers noted that the
tower could be overstressed easily in the event of a winter ice storm if both the analog and digital
antennas were loaded on the tower. See id. In 2005, KAAL’s consulting engineers concluded
that the DTV facilities that could have been accommodated on the tower would not have
permitted service to 80% of the number of viewers served by the 1997 KAAL-TV facility.

% See FCC File No. BCERCT-20041105AVW.

3> CDBS records reflect that the Commission approved the NCE arrangement on June 8, 2005
(see FCC File No. BFRCCT-20050304ABP).

4 Second Periodic Review, 9 78. Some licensees were required to comply with a July 1, 2005
deadline, but the applicable deadline for KAAL-DT is July 7, 2006.

> Id. 9 85. -

8 Public Notice, at 5.

7 Id.
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As aresult, KAAL began searching for a new tower location for the KAAL-DT facilities.
KAAL diligently scouted potential tower locations and eventually began negotiating a lease
agreement with KTTC Television, Inc. for space on its tower. Unfortunately, KAAL had
considerable difficulty locating an acceptable facility and negotiating a lease. KAAL also
negotiated an agreement to purchase land in Grand Meadows, Minnesota (the “Grand Meadows
Site”), with a view to constructing a new tower, and sought a “Determination of No Hazard”
from the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) for the Grand Meadows Site. The FAA
issued a determination on January 24, 2006. See Exhibit 2. However, because of the delay in
receiving FAA approval, KAAL determined that it would be unable to construct the tower in
time to meet the replication deadline, and began exploring other options. As a result, KAAL
decided to conduct a second structural analysis of the tower at the Myrtle Site.®

KAAL obtained a quote from Malouf Engineering, Intl, Inc. ("Malouf Engineering") for a
structural analysis of the tower at the Myrtle Site. Less than two weeks later, in mid-February
2006, Malouf Engineering produced a structural analysis report with recommendations for tower
modifications to support KAAL-DT operations. KAAL quickly approved of the engineering
proposal and paid for the commencement of the structural modification drawings and further
analysis. Malouf Engineering's final analysis was completed at the end of March 2006.

In March and April of 2006, KAAL ordered over $250,000 worth of equipment from
Harris Corporation and hired Electronics Research, Inc. to complete the structural upgrades to
the tower and install the KAAL-DT antenna. See Exhibit 3. Unfortunately, equipment delivery
has been delayed because of delays with the tower modifications. Specifically, the guy wires to
support the tower structure have not been installed yet. A crew has been scheduled to arrive the
week of July 10, 2006 to install the guy wires. See Exhibit 4. Accordingly, the new KAAL-DT
antenna (which, once installed, will provide replication services) cannot be installed until the guy
wires are in place. ERI estimates that the DTV equipment will be shipped and installed the week
of July 17, 2006. See id. KAAL estimates that it will take approximately three to four weeks for
the installation crews to install the transmitter and antenna once the guy wires are in place.

Thus, for technical reasons beyond its control, KAAL is unable to comply with the July
7, 2006 replication deadline. KAAL submits that it has satisfied the waiver criteria set forth in
the Public Notice, and respectfully requests a six-month waiver of the July 7, 2006 deadline so
that it may complete construction of KAAL-DT’s replication facilities.

® The ANSI IEEE 22¢g code was adopted in 2006 and is a slightly more flexible code than the
code that was in place when the original structural analysis was conducted. This change in code
caused KAAL to revisit the idea of reinforcing the tower at the Myrtle Site.
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Associated Filings

KAAL has separately filed, via CDBS, a request for extension of the KAAL-DT STA
authorization, see FCC File No. BDSTA-20020220ABS,’ for extension of the KAAL-DT
Construction Permit, see FCC File Nos. BCPDT-19991022ABU, and for modification of the
KAAL-DT facilities to specify replication facilities instead of maximization facilities. See FCC
File No. BMPCDT-20060706ADT.

Conclusion
For the reasons set forth above, KAAL respectfully requests a six-month extension of the
July 7, 2006 deadline for complying with the build-out requirements set forth in the Second
Periodic Review.
Respectfully submitted,
HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
A
avid A. O’Connor
Amy S. Mushahwar
Counsel for KAAL-TV, LLC

Enclosures

cc (via e-mail); Shaun Mabher, FCC

#3894308_vl

® KAAL-DT has been operating pursuant to STA since September 18, 2002. However, the DTV
facilities authorized in the STA are not sufficient to replicate (footnote continued on page 5)
KAAL-TV’s 1997 facilities, thus requiring the filing of this Request.



DECLARATION

1, Wendell Neteon, the Chief Engineer of KAAL-TV, LLC, the licensee of KAAL-TV, Austin,
Mirnegow and permtiee of KAAL-DT, Ausun, Minnesots, hereby declare, under pinalty of perjury, that
the following is tmie and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belisf

1L 1 have reviewsd the foregoing Request for Waiver of the July 1, 2006 Replication Deadling.

2 Excepr for faets of which official sotice may be taken, | have personal knowledge of the
aficgations of fact comained vherein, and those allegations of fact are mue and correcr 3o the best of my

personal knowledge and belief. |
Heedd) £ M foo—

Werdell Nelson

Daiz: fi’,&@



EXHIBIT 1

Letter to KAAL-TV from LeBlanc Engineering, dated June 6, 2001




LaBLANC Broadeast Ine,
461 Comwall Bd., PO Box 880, Cakwille, ON, Canada L8J 5C8
Tel: {H05) B44.1242 Fax: [505) 335-4024

KAAL-TV

1701 10th PL NE
Anstin, MN
35912

Atntention; My Wendell Nelson

Re:  Tower structural engineering analysis of the
existing 1000" guyed tower at Austin, MN
LeBlane File: D1-7T7-015 !

Enclosed please find our engineering report on analysis of your tower, Since this rowkr
is & Dresser product, we had the analysis work performed by Joseph Vellozzi, who is a
tower consulting enginesr that we occasionally outsource amalyses to. He is quite
experienced with this brand of tower. As you can see from the attached report, he
atterpted several windfics combinations and sven tried to utilize the ASCE {American
Saciety of Civil Eugﬁinecrs} 7 ~1998 code instead of the BIA-222-F tower code. In
nearly all cases, the tower is oversiressed to a such a degree that the only way to

reinforce the mast would be to field weld wﬂmmmmﬁﬂmamma

replacement of the inadequate guys with larger sizes to achieve the safety factors

required by the code-resuite-infarthesincreases 1o the mast overstress which simply

aggravates the problem,

We obtained a “site specific” wind value for the exact tower co-ordinates in the hope,
that the 1 in 50 year design windspeed for the KAAL tower location would be less than
the county value of 80 Mph specified in the EIA code. The site specific valoe retarned
was 81 Mph. Oue further note of importance, the wower foundation capacitiss could not
be dscertained using the drawhngs supplied, but we can infer from the substantial
increase in foundation loads vs the original design Joads that they too would be _
overstressed. Please note that the oversiress percentages reported in the attached letter
from Joseph are for the "DTV LITE” antenna configuration, consisting typically of a
small UHF anfenna comparable o the Andrew ALP12. As indicated in the report, the
stress values for the full size antenna are approximately 10 % more.
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In short, the tower “as is” is quite overstressed and the addition of any antenna (small
DTV or full size) simply aggravates this condition. This degree of overstress is typical
for towers that were originally designed to the BIA-C code or earlier (which did not
include any ice) and which are now checked to the ELA-222-F code which mandates ice
loading in the design. While it may be possible to attempt to reinforce this tower, we
would nof recommend it nor would we normally undertake any type of reimforcing that
neces mltes m:id Weidmg The only viable sulution resulting from Joseph’s afdlyss
would seem to be that the tower might be reinforceable without welding if we apply the
ASCE-7 code and not the BIA tower code, however the modifications would stll be
extensive in that guys would have to be replaced and a large number of mid-panel
horizontals would have to be installed. And this solution would then only allow the
installation of the DTV LITE antenna (EG ALPL2 with & 3™ heliax), not the full size
DTV antenna originally specified. Since this i3 an interim RF solution at best, # would

- seem that performing such extensive tower reinforcing just to accommedate the DTV
LITE scenario would not be cost effective.

If you have anv questions, please give me a call.
Yours very mxi:& v
LeBLANC

{J f,

fotm McKay M/g/ t,
Sales Engin . .

10



EXHIBIT 2

Federal Aviation Administration “Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation”



Federal Aviation Administration Asronautical Study No,
C&dr Traffic Bivepace Branch, ASW-520 2005-AFL-449%-0F

2501 Meacham Blwd,

Fort Worth, TH 76L37-0528

Ieauved Date: 0172472008
WENDALL NELSOH

KARL, ’

17061 10TH PLACE NE
RUSTIN, MM 55912

*+% DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION *#

The Federal Aviation Administrabion has completed an asrvonautical study under
the provisioons of 4% U.8.C¢., Section 44718 and, if appliceble, Title 14 of the
Code of Pederal Rsgulations, part 77, concerning:

Struckture Type: Antenna Tower

Location: GRAND MEADOWS, MM,

Latitude: 43-36-25.5 NAD B3

Longiltude: 92-33-59.0

Heights: 1160 fest sbove ground level (AGL)

2495 feer sbova mean sea level [(AMEL)

This asronaubical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial
adverse effect on the safe and effiicient wtilization of the navigable alirspace
by aiveraft or on the operstion of aly pavigation facilitdies. Therefors,
pursuant to the authority delegated to ms, it is herveby determined thabt the
strugture would not be a hazard o siy navigation provided the following
conditionis) isf{are! met:

s 2 condition to this Determination, the structure should be marked and/oy
lighted in acoordance wibh FAl Advisory Clroular 70/7480-1 K,
Chstruction Marking and Lighting, 24-hr hi-strobes - Chapters 4, 7T{HINOL),&13.

It is regulred chat the envlossed FAL Porm 74460-2, Notice of Actusl Construckion
or Alteration, be cospleted and returned to this office any time the project is
abandoned or:

éﬁ?ﬁm least L0 days prior to start of construction
{7460-2, Part I}

Within 5 davs after the construstion reaches ios greatsst helaht
{7460~%, Part I

X

e

As a result of this structure being eritical to flight safety, it is reguired
that the FAL be kept appraised as bo the status of the projsct. PFaillurs to
respond bo pericdic FAA inguiries could inwalldate this determinstion.

gee attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

This determination explres on 07/24/2007 unless:

{a} extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.

{b)  the construction is subject to the licensing authority of
the Federal Copmunicabions Commission (FCC) and an
gpplication for a congtruction permit has besn filsd |, as
required by the FCC, within 6 months of the date of this
determination. In such case, the determination expires on

Page 1
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the date prescribed by the FOU fox completion of
consbruction, or the date the FOC denies thelaQQZicatimaw

NOTE: REQUEST POR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION
MUST BE POSTMAREED OR DELIVERED TO THIZ CFFICE AT LEAST 15 DAYE PRIOCR TO THE
EXPIRATION DATE, K » ,

Thigs detsrmination is subdect to review if an interested party flles s petition
o or before Pebruary 33, 2008. In the event a petition for review iz filed, it
must contain a full statement of the basis upon which i is wade and be
submitted in triplicate to the Manager, Alrspace and Rules Divisicn - Room 433,
Federal Aviation Administrationm, 800 Independence Ave, Washington, D.CQ. 20831,

This destermination becomss final on March 5§, 2006 unless a pgtition is timely
filed. In which case, this determination will not become final pending
disposivien of the petition. Intereasted parties will be notified of the grant
of any review.

This determination is based, in part, on the forsgoing description which
includes speoific coordinates, bheights, fregquency{ies) and power. Any changes
in coorvdinates, heights, and frequencise oy use of greater power will void this
determingtion. Any future comstruction or alteration, incoluding incresss to
heights, power, or the addition of other transmitters, reguires sepsrate notice
to the FAR.

This determinavion does include temporary construction eguipment such as ovanes,
Garvicks, ete., which may be used during actual construction of the structure.
Bowewer, thiz eguipment shall not exceed the overall helghts as indicated above.
Boulipment which has a height grester than the studied structure requires
separate novtice to ths FAA,

Thig detsrmination concerns the effect of this structurs on the safe and
efficient uee of navigable airspace by ajrcraft and does not relieve the spopeocy
of compliance responsibilities relating to amy law, ordinance, or regulation of
any Federsl, States, or logal government body.

This asropautical study considersd and analvzed the lupsct on existing and
proposed arvival, departure, and en roubtes procedures for aircraft operabing
undsr both wisual flight rules and instrusent £light rules; the lmpact on all
sxisting and plamned public-use airports, military airports and asronautical
fasilities; and the cumulative impact resulting frowm the studied structure when
combined with the impact of other existing or proposed structures. The study
disclosed that the degoribed structure would have no substantlal adverse sffect
on Riy navigation.

An sccount of the stuwdy findings, asvonautical objeetions received by the FAA
during fhe study (L€ amyl, and the basls for the Ba's decision in this matteyr
pan be found on the following pagels).

A copy of this determination will be Ioxwsrded to the Federal Communications
Commission iF the structurs is subject to thelr livensing authority.

If we can be of further sssistance, please contact our office at {2031287-332153.
on any futwrs correspondence concerning this matter, please refer Lo
Zeronaubicdl Study Mumber 2005 -BEL-~443%-0F,

Signature Control No: 431303-433993 { DN}
¥ewvin P, Eaggerty
Manager, Chatyruction Bvaluation Sarvice

Page 2



Attachment {s)
Additional Informabion
Praquency Data

Map

T460~2 Attached

Pags

-
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Additional Information for ASN 2005-A0L-4499 -0

PHIS DETERMINATION SUPERSEDZS THE DETERMINATION OF HCO HAZZARD TO AR NAVIGRTION
I88UED, O JANUARY 12, 2006, THIS IS A CORRECTION PO THE STRUCTURE''S NEAREST
AIRPORT. :

% .
The propozal, a 1100 foot AGL antenma tower, is lovated spproximstely 17.00
nautical miles (NM) southwest of the Flying & Alrport, Chatfield, M. It would
exvesd the chetrucszion standaxds of the Title 14 CFR, Part 77 as follows:

Smotion T7.23{a}l{i) by 800 ft. -~ & helght more than 500 ft. AGL

Sewrion 77.231{a) {3} by 888 feet, A hedght within a terminal obstacle ¢lsarance
area, including an inirvial approach segment, a departure area, and a oircling
approsch srea, which would result in the vertical distance betwsen any polnt on
the object and an established minimum lostruoment fight altituds within that area
o1 segment to be less than the required cbstacle clearance (TERPS criteria). ‘The
proposal would reguirs the expansion of the Rochester Minimum Radar Vectoring
Altitude {MVA) Area ''J'F Expanding the corrent 3 pautical wiles {(NM) Cirole
approximately .36 MM south,

The propesal was circularized for public comment by letter dated Cptobsr 18,
2005, Ho letters of objection were reoeived 23 & rasult of cirvewlarization.

Aeronautical study disclesed that the Pederal Aviation administratiom {(FBA),
upon receipt of Supplemsntal Notice, could expand the Rochester MVE RArxea '1J'°
Circie 2.36 HM south in ozdsy to accommodate the proposed conetruction without
having a substantisl adverse effect upon instrument flighr rule [IFR)
operatiocns, procdéedures, or mindmum £light altitwlss. Therefore the propossl
would have no furtbher effsct on any existing or planned dnstrument fiight rules
{IFR} cperatlons, procedures, minimum £light altitudes or air navigation and
coemmunications facilities.

Study for visual flight rules {(VFR} effsct disclosed that the proposal would be
beyond all known publiccuse alrport traffie pattern airspscs, bub at 1,100 feet
AGL it would penetrate altitudes considered available for VFR enroute
cperationsa,

FAA guidelines for determining effects on VPR enroute air navigation are that an
abiject could have adverse sffect upon air pavigatlon Lf it would excsed s hsight
of 500 fest AGL and would be loosbed within two statute miles of & regularly
ussd VFR route identifiable by well defined natural or manmads landmarks or a
specific VOR route radial. The study revesled that the structure would be on a
Pederal Victor Adrway {(V-89) which could be considered a WFR route. However,
study did not reveal any basis to show regular and continuing use of the routs
by airczaft opsrating under VEFR, indicating available advespace in which pilots
monid navigate, and, pilots at low altitudss wounld not be within specific VOR
signal reception. Also, study did not revesl any basis to show regulsr and
continging use of the specific aves by sircraft operating under VFR weathex
conditions . For those aircraft which could ke in the area and/or during perdlods
of reduced visibilivy, the antenna tower would be sufficiently conspicucus by
vhe installation of thée cbstruction marking and lighting systewm {24 hour high
stroba) whick iz a condition to this determination. This lightdng will assist
pilots in identifying and circumnavigating the strusture when £iying in
accovdance with FAR, Part 91.11%, Minimun Safe Alvitudes, and Part $1.3155, Rasic
VFR Westher Minimums.

Page 4
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Therefore, the FAA concluded that the propesal would have oo substantial adverse
sifect on the safe and efficlent utilization of the pevigable airspace by
aireraft or on the operation of alr savigsbvion or commurlcestion facilities and
could nobt be a hazard to alr nevigation.

Pags B

16



i

Fraquency Data for B8N 2005-A8L-4459-0F

LOW HIgH FREQUENCY ERF
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY UHIT ERFP UHIT
5.2 530 MRz 1000 KW
Page &
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Map for ASN 2005-A0L-4493-0F

Fage 7
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EXHIBIT 3

Quotations of Harris Corporation and Electronic Research, Inc.
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WS

Sales Order Acknowledgement

Order Number:
Sales Team:

MEIBH0220
Gaylen Evans

Harris Corporation

Brosdesst Comenunications Division

3200 WISMANN LANE
MO BOX 4280

Quingy IL 62305 USA
{Tely 217-222-8200

Fiiotess sl U prangtly, wid inany eve wiibis son (199 duys Enox v fate haweof, 3 ponronter o ot i wilth Al o, b,
Bill Pae  KAAL-TV.LLC Sl Tor  KAAL-TV
KAAL-TV PO BOX 577 POBOX 577
AUSTIN BN $3942 USA AUSTIN MN SSIZ0577 USA
Avo Abtoy
Phone Phones
Paxz Fax:
Freipht Terms Effective Date Payment Terms Purchase Order Nuniber
Origin Prepeid Feb/2472006 33D3ISEN30 2242006
Line Product Number Requested Ship Pate Ship To ID
lem Produet Description Oty Ordered UOM  Eocation 1init Price Total
1 Chaieom 62006 24203081
SigrmaCh 1107 21kW DIV Xmtr 1 EA 1 302,734.00 392,734.00
Option Oution Vale Coniig Value
Configuration:  UHF Region Selection NS&A
UHY ChannelProquency 33
TV Channel Offket i
Which exciter with the Xm APEX APEX Bxuiter
UHF Region Selection NSA North/Seuth America
UHF Chamel/Frequency 33 S85.25
Tube Manyfacturer BIVBUILDUP EEV Buildup - JOTE*A0TD*
Duat Fxadter Required: N
AC Mains Prequenoy: 1] Mz
Trangmitter Power Quiput 21000
TV Channel Offest b} Nome
Precise Frequency Couteol N
Muing Volage 480
For high atiinde tansmil W
2 STDWARI GOA2006 2420309-1
STANDARD ONE YEAR WARRANTY I BA i 0.00 0.00
3 ECDISIGMACD2 Q6092006 24303091
ECDISIGMACD2 1 Ea H 11,990.00 11,990.00
Option Onticn Yalue Config Yalye
Configuration: Call Joters / Site 1D: KaAL . %
- reet Fevel solutiony Page I of § 352006
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I o 7711
v l. ELECTRONICS RESEARCH, INC.

SUBMITTED BY: James B. Heard

12510 Yorkshire Drive
Homer Glen, IL 604916863
Quuotation E-Mail iheard@erdine. com
SUBMITTED TO: QUOTATION NUMBER
Station KAAL JEHO30806-01B Rev A
1701 10" Place NE DATE Page 1
Awstin, MN, 55912 08 March, 2006
VALID TO
Attention:  Mr. Wendell Nelson 08 April, 2006
YOUR REFERENCE
Tel:  507-437-6666 KAAL-DT
Fax: 507+355.6663 F.O0.B. POINT :
E-Mail: WiNelsongitnewstirst.com ERI Factories
TERMS
Ses Below
TTEM QUANTIY TOTAL
HO, ¥ TYPE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
1.8 1 ALPRAM4A-HBO-33 ERi ALP UHF Transmit Antenna §45,008.75
11 1 MOUNT-Q01 ERI custom mounts for the above ALP 24 $8,840.00
Prior to determining the design of this mount an analytical study nesds
to be run 50 a8 fo achleve your oplimal patiern performance.
1.2 1 SCA-001 Anglytical Antera Tower Study $3,500.00
Computer analysls using ERI prop ¥ lecl ] torig
sofbware to predict and characlarze lowst induced affecis on the
azimuth patiern to assist with selecting an optimal mounting localion.
Anslytical Towsr Study by Compulerized Modeting
Detafled Tower Data Requlred
Beam Tt & Pattern Data Analysis is Included
Azimith Patterns and Tabulafions, both Free Space & Scettered Palterns
Efevation Patterns and Tabulated Data
20 k1 Hit1-80 Aniresy HELIAX ™ Pramium Flmdble Coaxial Transimission Line System: $47,751.25
This ncludes all exterior hangers, wall feed-thru, and grounding. Al
fengths
are based upon above specification.
« Vertical Length, 800 Ft
~ Horizarntal Length, 80 FL.
3.0 h! MT1000-32328 Andrew Dryline™ MT Automatic Regensrative NCLUDED
Tiwe capaciy of this unit is 5501
2087230 Vac Sound Deadened
Huridity Atarm, Emergency Run and Powear Fallure Alarms
5.0 1 TET-001 Transmission System inspection and Test MCLUDED
The inspaction and performance testing will be done after tha system
Instatiation Is completed. The tests shall at a minimum include measuring
the systormn VBWR of the anfenna and transmigsion line system,  The
gustomer shall supply climbing parsonnel to asslst the ERI fisld enginesr
for up to 2 days. System tuning will be done as well during this process
Hubburd Broadeasting - Discounted Pricing $105,188.00
Elsctronics Research, Inc. Acceptance by buyer
TIYT Gardner Road James E. Heard Plaase enter our order for the above tems in
Chandler, IN 47610 Tel 708-370-0663 accordance with this quotation,
Tel §12.925-6000 Meob T8-305-2076 -
Fax BI2925-4030 Fax T08-570-0843

Co Kﬁﬂ\v‘“rv,\ ®

’ / oy ZlewdtVE [lclao ~
By d g/ré%’%&“ Title S\ Q,Q Evcivwewy  Date

James B. Heard
Acconnt Matager

BRI Telovision Broadeast Systems

{ERI Quote A - (12/03)

£/1/ o4

po.No. S oldpnl
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EXHIBIT 4

Letter from Electronics Research, Inc. to KAAL-TV dated June 26, 2006
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ELECTRONICS RESEARCH, 1NC.

26 Tune, 2006

W, Wendsli Nelson
Seation KAAL

1701 10™ Place NE
Austin, MN 5591276

Fe:  EKa8AL DT DIV Ch 25 Austin MN.

Dear Jfr. Nelson:

This letter is in response to your inguiry about the status of the equipment ordered by
KAAL Television of Austin, MN. for the build out of the digital television (*DTV"" facilities for
youe full power television station KAAL-DT, DTV Ch. 33, Austin, MM, which is due to be
completed by July 1, 2006, We first began discussions with you regarding the design of the
DTV transeission systemn for KAAT-DT in July, 2005, sl submitted 3 final firm quotation to
KAAL on 21, April 2006 (ERI Quotation No JEHO41106-01M Rev ©), for the DTV antermsa,
transmission line and tarnkey installation. KAAL accepted the quotation amd paid the requirsd
deposit(s) on 04 May, 2006 with the equipment to be shipped by the week of June 137, 2006,

Howeyer, due to ouwr tremendons backiog of orders for this type of DTV equipment and
installations services, we have not been able fo meet the original delivery deadline of June 1o
2005, Based on the current backlog of DTV orders, we expect to be able to ship and install the
ordered DTV equipment for KAAT-DT by the weel of July v 17% 2006, Much of this delay is
due to our mability to confrol the delavs incwred by owr mstallations crews.  We have a crew
currently scheduled to arrive on-site a week earlier, the week of July 10™, 2006 to be; zin the
TRCEsSaEry tower repairs required before performing your DTV amtenna and fransmission line
iﬁstallatmm.

Sincerely,

MZS?’ wf’g{“’m?

‘ii ww} f

Eastemn Account Masaper
TV Products

¥ Gardnes Pozd +1 892 825-6000 {fef) SalesFecine com
E nmé!er B ATBU0ERIE +Y BYT 2254030 {fax} CustorerSupponfedine.com
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