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I am an Electrical Engineer now retired after a 40 year career in electronic product 

development. I was licensed as a 1st Class Radiotelephone Operator in 1968 and subsequently 

as Extra Class Amateur Operator AD9DP. I have never held employment or financial interest in 

the broadcast industry. My interest in this Proceeding is as a member of the public. 

As a long-distance service, I believe AM has been all but mooted by the proliferation of station 

clusters carrying virtually identical programming to multiple cities, by Internet Radio and 

Internet-connected vehicles, and for emergency communications, by TIS and EAS. As a local 

service however, there are many examples of small-town AM stations being the lifeblood of 

their communities; for them, the AM band remains valuable and it could be potentially more so 

under a different allocation model. 

I believe the FM translator filing window proposed in the subject NPRM would hasten the 

abandonment of the AM band by the public, crowd the FM band to the detriment of diversity 

and LPFM aspirants, and create an underclass of de facto FM licensees forced to maintain costly 

but increasingly poorly-heard AM facilities as a condition of license. 

The other proposals in this NPRM might give struggling AM operators some financial relief but 

will not solve the core technical problem -the elevated noise floor level due to IBOC and Part 

15 and Part 18 incidental radiators, in particular, switchmode power supplies and CFL/LED 

lighting. I believe the latter will inevitably increase as the adoption of these technologies for 

their energy efficiency continues, and that it will do so regardless of more aggressive Part 15 

and Part 18 enforcement, as desirable as that may be. 
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Further Rulemakings regarding AM radio might best be informed by environmental studies of 

the current MF noise floor and long-term projections for its future. Such might be developed 

from field measurements under standardized conditions and over a range of urban, suburban, 

rural, and desolate locations; day, night and during transition; in-band and near-band. In 

combination with Part 73 and Part 15 filing data, population densities, and local electrical 

power consumption, such field measurements might support multiple regression techniques to 

tease out the relative contributions of Skywave, IBOC, and Part 15 and Part 18 incidental 

radiators, from which the future increase in noise might be estimated. Even if regression were 

to find no useable correlation(s), such a data set would be valuable as a baseline for future 

projections. If only we had that data now beyond my fond memories of listening to AM "OX" as 

a kid in the 60's. There is no such thing, now. 

Of the above-mentioned sources, only IBOC is under the Commission's immediate control. 

Pressure on broadcasters to reduce skywave emissions or tighter regulations on lighting and 

other manufacturers to reduce incidental emissions would only increase their costs and 

compromise the size, weight, performance, and energy efficiency of their products. 

The linear nature of analog AM and the increasing environmental noise have made the AM 

band like a crowded, noisy wedding reception in a small banquet hall with an ear-splitting OJ­

the only way to be understood is to lean into the recipient before speaking loudly- there is no 

substitute for proximity. The analogous solution for AM radio is synchronous transmission 

systems, perhaps as closely spaced around the community of license as its cellular phone 

infrastructure. While such distributed AM infrastructure might take decades for financially 

struggling AM operators to adopt, future FCC action to encourage the development of the 

technology might help reduce it to practice at reasonable cost before increasing environmental 

noise renders the AM band useless. 

In summary, I believe the revitalization of AM radio requires a long-term solution based on 

environmental modeling. I believe the time to begin that work is already upon us. 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this Proceeding and hope that my remarks prove 

constructive. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

David L. Poole 


