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It is our goal, as an all-volunteer, non-profit community group, to obtain a low power FM license, and operate 
a 10 to 20 watt radio station for our community. Salida is a city of some 6000 people in rural and 
mountainous South Central Colorado. Our project has wide community support, as evidenced by a 
resolution passed by the City Council of Salida in favor of the idea of low power licenses. In addition, the 
local school board of District R32-J passed a similar resolution (both are included in our comments package). 
Also, approximately 224 people, residents of our immediate area, signed petitions of support of licensed 

Low Power FM. We have made our goals and our concerns about the state of the radio spectrum known to 
our Representative and our Senators, as well as our state government. While the people’s voices tend to not 
be heard as loudly as those of lobbyists and campaign-contribution supported Congressmen, there is strong 
and almost unanimous support for the idea of public access to the radio waves. The only opposition we have 
encountered, and we assume this to be the case with most communities and cities, is from existing 
broadcast media, who obviously view LPFM as an economic threat. Were they, the existing media, giving 
the public what it wants and needs, there would be no threat, that is clear. And we would not go to great 
expenditures of energy to fight for this issue, one we feel should be a fundamental right of public use of a 
public resource. 

We are outraged but not surprised by the massed outpouring of highly financed opposition and lobbying by 
the broadcast industry in opposition to the Federal Communication Commission’s NPRM on Low Power FM 
licensing. We are aware of the over 13,000 requests for information for starting Low Power stations made to 
the FCC in 1998. Statistics show an escalating corporate ownership of multiple radio outlets through 
unbridled consolidation, and a marked decrease in minority ownership and control of radio licenses. These 
are not coincidental events, but inextricably linked to the change in ownership rules following the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We steadfastly believe that the radio broadcast spectrum is public 
property, and a public trust, and that the mandate of the FCC (as stated in the Communications Act of 1934, 
Section 1:) is to “make available, so far as possible, to all the people of the United Sates a . . . radio 
communication service with adequate facilities at reasonable charges...” Today the public’s ability to 
participate in this resource is rapidly diminishing. 

In our view, it is strictly due to a fear of competition that the broadcast industry rejects LPFM. In a free 
market, such an argument should be ridiculously untenable. And apparently the broadcast industry is aware 
of this, framing their arguments instead in the guise of potential interference problems and unsupported 
technical concerns. Most hypocritical, however, is the opposition stance of the Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting and National Public Radio, who by all rights should embrace any governmental action 
facilitating greater public use of the airwaves. We feel that the FCC would be in gross neglect of their 
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mandated guardianship role not to allow any and all reasonable public use of the radio spectrum, especially if 
the reason is due to fears of economic competition by the radio industry. Such an economic argument 
should never be accepted as a rationale to limiting public access to the FM radio spectrum. 

We applaud the efforts of the Commission to bring this important issue forward as a potential rulemaking, 
especially in relation to the intense political pressure exercised by powerful lobbying forces. We feel, 
however, that the FCC’s responsibility lies with the people, and not with the corporations standing to profit off 
of this private use of a public resource. Nor does its responsibility extend to satisfying biased political entities 
that are direct/y funded by this industry, The Commission stands at a historic crossroads, and passage of 
this NPRM could very well foster increased diversity and a richer democratic culture for all of us. We urge the 
commission not to back down to the understandably huge pressure being exerted, and to take this 
opportunity to forward free speech and diverse culture through increased public radio access. 

We believe that the FCC should move forward expeditiously to license Low Power FM, and should do so with 
the following guidelines: 

1) All licenses should be for 100 watts/30m HAAT or less, the so-called LP-10 and LP-100 (or D2 and Dl) 
classifications proposed. We feel that the proposed 1000 Watt LP-1000 is not Low Power or “Micro” radio at 
all, and is a power level that would effectively reduce the potential number of true microbroadcasters. Even 
more of a concern are the many possible incentives for economic consolidation inherent with LP-IOOO-the 
very type of post Telecommunications Act of 1996 consolidation that Low Power FM is seeking to rectify. 
Besides, licensing capability currently exists for power levels of 1000 watts--it is the ban on licensing for less 
that 100 watts that we seek to change. 

2) All licenses should be awarded as strictly “non-commercial”. Again, allowing commercial Low Power FM 
invites the economic forces of profiteering, marketing and consolidation that many feel has degraded the 
radio spectrum to banal homogeneity, and has taken it away from the people. 

3) Only one license should be granted to any individual or controlling party, and that party or individual should 
be required to reside within 25 miles of the station locale. Some have suggested even that the owner of the 
license should reside within the 6OdBu contour of the station. We feel this is a well intended but unrealistic 
requirement, especially in rural and mountainous areas. An exception should be made to school districts that 
may wish to have numerous very small wattage licenses (perhaps sharing the same frequency), to include 
different schools within a given district area. There should be no “cross ownership” between LPFM and 
owners of other media (AM, FM, TV, print media). In general, we feel the FCC should take every realistic 
step to insure that groups or individuals cannot “chain” many micro stations into a “macro” network. 

4) Low Power licenses should not be saleable, ever. Change of ownership of such a license should render it 
void, and any new party wishing to utilize an existing license should be required to reapply for a new license, 
meeting all relevant ownership requirements. 

5) Any Low Power licenses, while otherwise secondary, should be made primary to any new translators or 
repeaters. Our area of rural Colorado has seen a proliferation of translators for distant stations (over 200km), 
and while they are well-intended from the standpoint of bringing radio to far-flung areas, they do not foster 
community involvement in any form, and in our opinion, diminish it. LPFM would give small communities a 
realistic and affordable way to encourage and promote a sense of community involvement through public 
access to the radio waves, for broadcasting of local news, government, events and culture. 

6) Low Power licenses should not be restricted to the already overcrowded and small noncommercial band, 
especially in rural areas. For example, in our area of rural Colorado, while there are many open frequencies 
in the commercial band, the non-commercial bandwidth is effectively full, though none of the stations utilizing 
these frequencies broadcasts from within 250km of our area. Allowing local licensees should be of primary 
concern, and if they need to use channels within the parameters of the commercial bandwidth then that 
should be allowed. 



7) We don’t believe there should be regulated amounts of programming of local origination, for that would be 
a ponderous and ineffectual rule to enforce. Rather, Low Power stations should show a reasonable effort to 
have at least half of their programming of local origination. We feel that compliance on this issue should be 
subject to complaints and petitions on behalf of residents of the broadcast area, and that with evidence of 
egregious failure to offer local programming, and pertinent review, such licenses should be revoked or simply 
not renewed by the FCC. Again, we feel the goal should be to foster localism in the broadcast spectrum, but 
not to shackle it with unrealistic requirements. 

8) EAS requirements should be waived for licenses of 25~ or less, as their small broadcast contour and 
probable relatively small listenership make the costs and (energies required) to operate this service an 
inefficient use of the EAS, and an unrealistic burden for such a small radio outlet. 

9) Any and all existing Class D licenses should be grandfathered to be primary to any proposed LPFM 
licenses. 

10) We feel that individuals and groups that have been forced to cease broadcasting in the past by the FCC 
should not be banned from applying for LPFM licenses. Many courageous and determined individuals have 
broadcast illegally as a form of civil disobedience. They have felt (and still feel) that such broadcasting was 
the only real way to protest an unfair distribution of the radio spectrum. Without their efforts, it is probable 
that the widespread public support for micro radio that exists today would never have occurred, and that the 
FCC would not now be considering a drastic change in its licensing schedule. We feel that any group or 
individual that can reasonably show their willingness to responsibly follow any and all proposed licensing rules 
should be allowed to apply for, and to receive, a license. 

11) We feel the FCC should seriously consider adoption of the Eureka-147 digital broadcasting standard, 
both to be in agreement with a standard being utilized worldwide, and to free frequencies in the FM 
bandwidth. The Eureka-147 system has been endorsed by the World Administrative Radio Conference 
(WARC) and the World DAB Congress. An important argument of the commercial broadcast industry 
against Low Power FM is the potential congestion of bandwidth with a conversion to IBOC. We feel this is a 
specious argument; were the USA to follow the lead of radio regulatory agencies in other countries, and 
adopt Eureka-147, there would be ample room for many, many low power stations. Any new digital 
technology will require a new (and possibly large) investment towards equipment on the part of listeners; it 
becomes an unreasonable tax on the populace to be forced to buy new equipment to utilize what should be 
public property. Analog radios are so widespread and cheap that they are effectively free for use by 
everyone-- from the richest to the poorest individual. The FCC should strive to maintain an FM broadcast 
capability that does not disenfranchise those who cannot ante up to the latest technology. Low Power FM 
can ably serve this role. 

12) The FCC should set higher standards for receiver selectivity in wnsumer electronic manufacturing. The 
technology exists to cheaply and effectively increase selectivity for receivers, making interference of closely 
spaced stations non-problematic. We urge the FCC to mandate higher receiver standards to the Consumer 
Electronics Manufacturing Association in this area as an easy means to increase public access to the radio 
spectrum, while maintaining signal purity for those already licensed. Indeed, it would seem that a failure to do 
so is virtually a discriminatory act, when interference is the primary argument against LPFM, and the 
technology exists to rectify such problems (if indeed there would be any, which has yet to be shown). 



Respectfully submitted by the Salida Radio Club on May 25, 1999 

Signed, 

The Board of Directors of the Salida Radio Club 
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RESOLUTION 1999-02 

A Resolution supporting FCC provision for legal low power FM broadcast 

WHEREAS, the City of Salida is committed to the principles of free speech as provided in the 
First Amendment to the United States Constitution; and 

WHEREAS, citizens of our community hold the broadcast airwaves to be public property, and a 
public trust; and 

WHEREAS, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has not made Low Power FM 
broadcast frequencies available for community use since 1978 when regulatory changes eliminated 
“Class D FM” licenses for less than 100 watts of power; and 

WHEREAS, the passage of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 has led to an unprecedented 
consolidation of broadcast industry ownership, and a marked decrease in both local and minority 
ownership of stations and origination of programming; and 

WHEREAS, the FCC is now hearing public comment on a proposal to once again offer simple, 
affordable, non-commercial Low Power FM broadcast licenses (FCC’s MM Docket No. 95-25); 
and 

WHEREAS , starting a non-commercial radio station can be cost prohibited; and 

WHEREAS, issuance of said licenses could constitute a net benefit to the social, political and 
cultural life of Salida and its citizens, and to similar rural communities; 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Salida, Colorado as 
follows: 

1. That the City of Salida supports the concept of Low Power radio stations, and 
urges the FCC to f?rlfIll its mandate as guardian of a public resource, and to enact a 
licensing reguiation to grant affordable, simple, non-commercial broadcast licenses 
to citizens of this community and others in this country; 



2. That the City of Salida supports lawful endeavors to advocate such regulatory 
change, and to enrich the life of our diverse community through legally establishing 
a non-commercial public-access radio outlet. 

APPROVED, ADOPTED, AND RESOLVED this 1”’ day of March, 1999 

D 

s 

) 
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Laura Cummins, City Clerk 
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The Regular meeting of the Board of Directors of Salida School District R- 
32-J was held on Tuesday, March 9, 1999, at 7: 11 p.m. in the high school 
cafeteria. 

The meeting was called to order by President Jeffrey Snyder followed by 
roll call. 

The following members of the board were present: 

Mrs. Virginia Biglow; Ms. Judy Fender; Mr. Thomas Massey; Mr. Galen 
Moltz; Mrs. Brenda Mosby; President Jeffrey Snyder and Mrs. Dorothy 
Whitner-Poole. 

Excerpt from minutes, page 2 of 7 (the remainder of the document is available from the 
Salida Radio Club) 

REQUESTS FROM THE PUBLIC 

Mr. Jeremy Petersen, Salida Radio Club, asked the board to endorse a 
resolution, which supports low power community broadcasting. After 
discussion Ms. Fender made a motion to support the resolution for provision 
of legal low power FM broadcast as requested by the Salida Radio Club. 
Mr. Massey seconded the motion. Said motion was put to a vote as follows: 
Mrs. Biglow, yes; Ms. Fender, yes; Mr. Massey, yes; Mr. Moltz, yes; Mrs. 
Mosby, yes; Mr. Snyder, yes; and Mrs. Whitner-Poole, yes; and was 
unanimously carried. 
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We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 
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PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

Address 
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PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

Signature 

-- 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of focally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

- 
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PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

S@na ture 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

Sign? ture Name Address 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (docket #95-25) 
for levels-of 100 Watts and under, and tq?alkw affordable, local access to theJxMicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Saiida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 



PETITION IN FAVOR OF LOW POWER FM LICENSING 

We, the undersigned, are residents of the Salida, Colorado area, and support 
the idea of locally owned, non-commercial Low Power FM service. We urge the 
Federal Communications Commission to adopt Low Power Licensing (Docket #95-25) 
for levels of 100 Watts and under, and to allow affordable, local access to the publicly 
owned airwaves. 

Address 


