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Anne continues to improve, although she is now in the phase where improvement comes in small increments. She is able to walk with a cane and to drive. It could be another six months before she is back to full mobility. 

*   *   *   *  *

For the first time in many years, the Commission has announced a filing window for AM new stations and major changes. The window opens on January 26 and closes on January 30. Also, from January 12 to January 30 there is a freeze on the filing of AM minor change applications. This will affect broadcasters in three ways. 

First, it allows for the filing of an application for a new AM construction permit. The difficulty with AM, however, is that, unlike FM and television, the Commission does not pre-approve AM allocations. In other words, you cannot turn to a table in a book and say, “Yes, 1450 kHz has been allocated to Anycity, Anystate.” AM allocations since the dawn of time (at least back to 1927) have always been based on engineering considerations. Plus, to complicate matters, over the years the interference regulations and other technical requirements have changed, so what might have worked 10 years ago may not fit today. For instance, any new station must propose nighttime power of at least 250 Watts. No applications for new daytime stations can be filed.

 The bottom line for somebody who wants to file a new application is to get a good AM engineer. AM engineering is as much art as science. If you have any interest in exploring the possibility of filing for a new AM station, please give us a call as soon as possible. 

Second, broadcasters with existing AM stations can file applications for major changes. Under the Commission’s Rules, a major change is a change in community of license or frequency. Power increases, changes in directional patterns, changes in tower site, and a range of other changes are minor change applications. So, an existing broadcaster who wants to improve the  facility of an AM station with a major change has to file during this window. You should at least check. With so many changes since the last window, it may be possible to make substantial improvements.

Third, for those broadcasters who are contemplating minor changes to their AM stations, any such minor change application must be filed by January 12. Starting on January 12, minor change applications are frozen until after January 30. The problem for broadcasters contemplating minor change applications is that after the new and major change window closes on January 30, any engineering work that you’ve done to date is going to have to be redone to take into consideration the new filings, and it is entirely possible that the new filings will foreclose any minor improvements to your existing facilities. 

This window does not include the frequencies in the AM expanded band or major changes in existing AM expanded-band stations. 

There is another problem with the procedure adopted by the Commission. AM applications are expensive and time-consuming. Any application filed in the new and major change window must protect minor change applications filed through January 11. That means that after January 11, all engineering must be checked between January 12 and January 30. 

*   *   *   *   *

The next date to remember is March 5, 2004. That is the last day to submit amendments to pending mutually exclusive low power television/translator applications in Auction 81. The Commission defines this as the final settlement. 

As you remember, back in 2000 the Commission opened a filing window for translator and low power stations, ostensibly in rural areas. The staff has been trying to process the resulting deluge ever since. Those filings that are mutually exclusive will ultimately go to auction (Auction 81). One of the problems, however, has been in deciding which applications are mutually exclusive. The Commission uses a computer program that does not take into account terrain considerations. Accordingly, the predicted coverage might indicate mutual exclusivity, but when a Longley-Rice profile taking terrain into account is used, there would be no mutual exclusivity. We recommend that anyone who has filed an application that is still pending have your engineer recheck the application and, if the engineer finds no mutual exclusivity, file an amendment in this window, even if it is just to point out the obvious to the Commission that the application is not mutually exclusive and should not have been on that list in the first place. 

*   *   *   *   *


By March, all stations should have completed one half of their Prong III outreach programs. This is a test. If you’re not sure what we’re talking about, you need to re-read the EEO guidance on our website. 

*   *   *   *   *

Political advertising and political record-keeping requirements got a lot more interesting when the Supreme Court recently upheld the new campaign finance law. Additional obligations, including additional record-keeping requirements, are imposed on broadcasters who carry political advertising. We’ll wait for guidance from the Commission on this one. 

Meanwhile, the Federal Election Commission has ruled that a station that airs a public service announcement featuring a candidate for federal office is not making an illegal campaign contribution. It is, however, a “use” as the Commission defines that term, triggering equal opportunities for other candidates for the same office. 

*   *   *   *   *

Tower Registration

The Commission levied a $120,500 fine against a company for a tower violation. The violation included failures to register and to light the structure. Back when the Commission first came out with the tower registration requirements, we suggested that licensees might want to spin off their towers to a separate entity because of the potential liability of owning a tower. Broadcasters might want to revisit that issue and think about the exposure they get from owning towers. 

*   *   *   *   *

The trade press is beginning to report rumors that Congress might consider a new revision of the Telecommunications Act in 2004. That should send chills down everybody’s spine. Rather than tweaking the few things that need to be fixed, when Congress does a “rewrite,” it usually ends up dumping in all sorts of provisions. In other words, more mischief. 

*   *   *   *   *

The Wireless Bureau is now engaged in the great bureaucratic indoor sport of reorganization. Usually it means they want to get rid of somebody or promote somebody else. We have lived through many reorganizations of the FCC and its offices, and not one has made an appreciable  difference. 


Just as a sidebar, one justification cited for the Commission’s moving to the Portals several years ago was the great flexibility afforded by the moveable walls forming the employees’ offices. But it costs $30,000 to move a wall, so they don’t do it. End of flexibility. Meanwhile, a fire sprinkler malfunctioned over last weekend, ran all weekend, and flooded the Video Division. The fabric walls, carpet, and chairs all need replacing. The Video Division is now on the fourth floor, although telephone numbers remain the same. Why the fourth floor? It was recently vacated by the Auction Division, which moved to another building. There goes another reason for moving to the Portals – consolidation of offices in one building.

*   *   *   *   *

Reply comments in the Digital Translator Rulemaking are due December 29.

*   *   *   *   *

We can’t close without mentioning a headline in the Washington Post, “Music Promoter’s Death Called Suspicious,” and the lead paragraph of the story, which begins, “A man who was found dead inside a duffel bag….Police called it suspicious.” There was no indication of why the police thought that might be suspicious. Go ahead and laugh, but remember, we have to work here. 

*   *   *   *   *

