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By the Commission:

INTRODUCtiON

Throughout this notice, the term "grandfathered stations" refers only to those FM
stations at locations authorized prior to November 16, 1964, that did not meet the separation
distances required by the later adopted Section 73.207 and have remained short-spaced since
that time.
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Everist, P.C.. ("Joint Petitioners").2 In this Notice, we invite comments relating to possible
modification of these rule sections.

BACKGROUND

5. Subsequently in 1987, Section 73.213 was amended, not by adding the
new station classes, but rather by replacing the table and the entire text of the rule section
with a single paragraph that proscribes any change in grandfathered stations which would
extend the predicted distance of the 1 mV/rn contour towards the 1 mV/rn contour of short

RM7651 in ukllcJktkt (Report No. 1839) of March 6, 1991.

Eim.Rtpoii.niik& in Docket 14185, 33 FCC 309 (1962),

E^iuIh e d,Qrder in Docket 14185 (" thrQrdr"), 40 FCC 868
(1964).

i-or example, the former Section 73.213(a) table titled "Facilities To Be Atahorized For
ShortSpaced FM Stations" permitted shortspaced Class A co-channel stations separated at a
distance of 72 to 105 kilometers (45 to 65 miles) to operate with 3 kW at 300 feet HAAT.

S BpQrUmsi.i2nkt in BC Docket 80-90, 94 FCC 2d 152 (1983) and Mtt,motandpm
Qpinkn.anLOrder in BC Docket 8090, 97 FCC 2d 279 (1984).
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the direction of the protected shortspaced stations predicted 1 mV/rn contour (60 dBu
F(50,50)), or if contour overlap already occurs, such overlap area is not increased, They
propose that a 40 dBu F(50, 10) contour be used for predicting cochannel interference and a
54 dBu F(50,1O) contour for firstadjacentchannel interference

PROPOSALS

8. Based wholly or in part on the Joint Petition, we propose the following
changes to Section 73213 and seek comments on these proposals.

We propose to replace the current Section 73213(a) restriction on extending the 1
mV/rn contour with straightforward interference showings based on the desired to
undesired signal strength ratio ("D/LJ ratiofl) method.

itQpQaI2:

We propose to eliminate both the second and thirdadjacent channel spacing
requirements for grandfathered shortspaced stations,

Bropsa13:

Finally, we propose to eliminate the need to obtain agreements by grandfathered
stations proposing increased facilities.
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DISCUSSION

11. NAB and King, in opposing the petition, suggest that changing the
current protection criteria to one of "no extension of the interfering contour" would allow
modi'ing stations to operate with eater power toward the shortspaced station, which they
maintain will result in increased interference,

12. The current consideration of the I mV/rn service contours under Section
71213(a) is an adaptation of its earlier use under former Section 71213(tXiii), and was
adopted as an administratively convenient and simplified way to restrict interference between

note 4, iprn.

paragraph 34 in the LedifieatinDrdar.

' The Joint Petitioners recommend that the I mV/rn contour should be the level of
protected service for all classes of stations.
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' For example, where one station is inside the 1 mV/rn contour of another station, any
move by the first station would generally be prohibited because it would extend its 1 mV/rn
contour in the direction of the other stations I mV/rn contour.

' For example, consider a Class A grandfathered station operating with an over height
antenna (Le. 1 kilowatt ERP/140 meters HAAT). Without changing site, if the station were to
reduce its HAAT, it could maintain its 1 mV/rn contour by increasing its ERP. However, the
new co-channel interfering contour would extend considerably farther than the interfering
contour of the original facility.

For the purposes of this notice, the term "interference" refers to the area of interference,
and the population within that area.
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18 Consequently, for example, a grandfathered applicant could propose a change which
would increase the interference it received provided there was an offsetting decrease in
interference caused.

9Reception from five aural sevices is considered adequate service, S Min^tauiKirn
ininaedOrder, Bay City, Brenham, Cameron, Centerville, Edna, Ganado, Giddings,

Harker Heights. Heame, LaGrange, Matagorda, New Ulm, Point Comfort, Rollingwood,
Rosenberg, and Seadrifi, Texas, 10 FCC Rcd 3337, 3337 (1995).
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Existing shortspaced secondadjacentchanneI and thirdadjacentchanne1 stations were
not restricted by former Section 73213(d), which stated: "Stations will be authorized
maximum thcilities for their class in those directions in which they are shortspaced to other
stations on second or third adjacent channels"

S paraaph 35 in the MdEcathind.

ti a1jfltffltiflQrnirm, supm
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another, it will not result in the complete loss of ervice. In wanting those waivers, the
Commission again noted that such overlap is confined to a very small area around the
transmitter of the interfering station. In addition, we further stated that the potential for such
interference to occur depends, to a great extent, on the quality of the receivers used within the
affected area.

24 Second RpUrniQtdx in MM Docket No. 88375, 4 Fcc Red 6375 (1989) and
Memorandum In n nçjQtcir in MM Docket No, 88375, 6 FCC Red 3417 (1991).
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26. In certain situations, it may be possible that, although two second- or
third-adjacent stations are short-spaced, no overlap of the appropriate signal strength contours
would occur. In such situations it is possible that the station whose interfering contour does
not currently overlap a short-spaced stations protected contour would not be precluded from
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26 We note that grandfathered stations would continue to be precluded from certain site
changes because of city coverage requirements and other nongrandfathered shortspacings.

27 Grandfather Order,
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CONCLUSION
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between grandfathered stations. Any rules adopted or modified as an outcome of thi
preceding will be applied to all appropriate applications pending at the Commission at the
time the rules become effective. Accordingly, we seek comments on the proposed changes to
the rules as set forth in the attached Appendix A.

ADIVHNISTRATWE MAITERS
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36. Further irifonriation may be obtained from James Bradshaw, Audio
Services Division, Mass Media Bureau (202) 4l82740.

FEDERAL CO4UNICATIONS COMNIISSJON

William F. Caton
Acting Secretaty
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APPENDIX A

It is proposed to revise 47 CFR. Part 73 as follows:

PART 73 PADIO BROADCAST SERVICES

The authority citation for Part 73 would continue to read as follows:

Authority: 47 USC. 154,303

2. It is proposed to amend Section 71213 by revising paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§71213 Grandfathered shortspaced stations
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facility to each shortspaced station individually is not increased. In all cases, the applicant
must also show that any area predicted to lose service as a result of new co-channel or first-
adjacent-channel interference has adequate aural service remaining.

3. It is proposed to remove Section 73.4235, the reference to Section 73.4235 in the Table
of Contents at the beginning of Part 73 and the reference to Section 73.4235 appearing as
"short-spacing agreements: FM stations." in the alphabetical index at the end of Part 73.
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APPENDIX B

I. Rn.±bLAction This proposed action is necessary to provide more flexibility for the
original grandfathered shortspaced FM stations to change and relocate transmitter facilities.

H. Qbjth The objective of this proceeding is to allow FM radio sece licensees more
flexibility in the choice of operating parameters and transmitter site in order to more
efficiently and effectively reach their listening audience ile controlling interference.

ifi. Legal Basis The action taken in this Notice is authorized by Sections 4(i), 302 and 303
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended.

IV. Description, Potential Impact and Number of Small Entities Affected The entities
affected by this proposal are FM radio service licensees that have been grandfathered in short-
spaced transmitter locations since 1964. The number of stations in such situations is
estimated to be several hundred. Because the Notice proposes provisions for additional
flexibility in operation, the option of whether or not to take advantage of the new rules rests
with each licensee. There is no requirement that any licensee make any change as a result of
this rule amendment. The number of licensees who might opt to modify their stations is
unknown.

V. Rec inRecord.KeeninaandOther Comnliance Reauirements None.

VI. Federal Rules which Overlan. Duniicateor Conflict with this Rule None.
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