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WLW-T s television service of the nation’s station

CROSLEY SQUARE « 140 W. NINTH ST. ¢ CINCINNATI 2, OHIO

20 June 195°%

Mr, Edwin W, Craig

Chairman of the Board

The National Life and Accident Insurance Company
National Building

Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Ed:

Thank you for your kind letter of June 15, with regard to the
special committee you have established to review the operations

of CCBS.

Of course, as you well know, Ed, I am delighted to serve on the
committee and I will cooperate to the fullest cxtent tc see that
we can make some much needed corrections,

In writing today, Ed, I want to express anew my high regard for
Hollis Seavey. I think he is doing an outstanding job for the
Group, and my only concern is that he will, one of these days,
slip away from us if we're not careful. Specifically, Ed, he

was hired in February of 1953, if my memory serves me correctly,
and he has not had a raise since that date. His income is
#17,50" per annum, and I feel, in view of men in comparable
positions in Washington, he deserves some additional compensation.
There are a number of opporitunities developing in Washington now
for men of his experience, and I am very fearful that we might
lose him, Ed, unless we demonstrate our interest in him with an
increase in salary. I have never been one to believe in the
indispensable man theory, but I think we*d have to look a long
time before we could find another Hollis Seavey, so I should like
to suggest respectfully, Ed, that we use some of the moneys which
we will derive from the cut in legal expenses to compensate more
properly for the services of Hollis Seavey.
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Mr. Edwin W, Craig
2=

Ed, as far as the lawyers are concerned, I am totally shocked
at the fees for 195)i. As you know, I have the greatest
confidence in: that firm, and I feel it has done an outstand-
ing job for the Group over the years, but we must do something
to establish a more realistic retainer and fee basis.

Warmest personal regards.

Sincerely yours,

—

-

ot
Wa% L. Quaal
Vice President-Assistant General Manager
Crosley Broadcasting Corporation
WLQ:mw
cc
Mr. Ralph Evans
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CROSLEY BROADCASTING CORP.

June 20 195%

Mr, Edwin W, Craig

Chairman of the Board

The National Life and Accident Insurance Company
National Building &

Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Ed:

Thank you for ydur kind letter of June 15, with regard to the special committee
you have established to review the operations of CCBS.:

0f course, as you well know, Ed, I am delighted to serve on the committee and
I will cooperate to the fullest extent to see that we can make some much needed
corrections.

In writing today, Ed, I want to express anew my high regard for Hollis Seavey.
I think he is doing an outstanding job for the Group, and my only concern is
that he will, ons of these days, slip away from us if we're not careful.
Specifiically, Ed, he was hired in February of 1953, if my memory serves me
correctly, and he has not had a raise since that date. His income is $17,500
per annum, and I feel, in view of men in comparable positions in Washington,
he deserves some additional compensation. There are a number of opportunities
developing in Washington now for men of his experisnce, ard I am very fearful
that we might lose him, Ed, unless we demonstrate our interest in him with an
increase in salary. I have never been one to believe in the indispenssble man
theory, but I think we'd have to look a long time before we could find another
Hollis Seavey, so I should like to suggest respectfully, Ed, that we use some
of the moneys which we will derive from the cut in legal expenses to compensate
more properly for the services of Hollis Seavey.

Ed, as far as the lawyers are concerned, I am totally shocked at the fees for
195L. As you know, I have the greatest confidence in that firm, amd I feel
it has done an outstanding job for the Group over the years, but we must do
something to establish a more realistic retainer anc fee basis.

Warmest perscnal regards.

Sincerely yours,

=

Ward L. Quaal
Vice President-Assistant General Manager
WIRQ smw Crosley Broadcasting Corporation
cc
Messrs.
Ralph Evans
John DeWitt
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TO:  THE HONORAELE BUFORD FLLINGTON
FRQM: JOHN H, DBWITT, JR.

There exists a serious inadequacy of nighttime radio service
in the United States. The record in the clear channel case,
(Docket 6711) clearly shows tle Comwission has found in its

Third Notice of Proposed Rule Making in Docket 6711 (released
September 22, 1959), the extent of this inadeq acy. The Third
Notice shows that more than half of the land area of the United
Stat s (excluding Alaska and Fawaii) in which more than 25 million
~eople reside, receiv:s no rround wave service at night from any
existing s'ations and must therefore rely upon the skywave service
of the clear channel stations for its orly nig%ttime radio service.
The areas derendent upon skywave service at night are known as
"white areas." The issue to be resolved in the Cleay Chanrel Case
is how best to improve the ser-ice to these "white areas." The
Commission in its Third Notice proposes to resolve tre issue by
adding ore unlimited time station to each of the existing Class

T-A frequencies of the mited States.

The evidence of record in Docket 6741 compels the conclusion

that these additional nighttime stations would only result in only
negliginle improvement of service to the "white arecas" and at the

same time would result in serious additional interference to the
nighttime skywave sigmals of the clear channel stations now serving
the "white areas." Historically as shown Ly the record the assign-
ment of additional stations can:rot work any substuntial service in

in the "white area™ due to a comwination of enginecring and economic
factors. For example, the addition of 536 nighttime ctations stations
vetween May 1, 1947 and January 1, 1957 decreased the "white &rea"

by only about 77,570 square miles (from 1,802,665 square miles to
1,725,095 square miles). During the same period of time the population
residing within the "white area" actually increased (from more than

23 million to more than 25 million people. According to Clear Channel
DBroadcasting Service enrine: ring studies s:omitted in response to the
«@ptice the addition of one unlimited time station to each of the
Class I-A frecuencies as proposer in the Third Notice would further
reduce the existing "white areas" in the order of 17,718 square miles
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to 132,950 square miles dependinrg u&m the combinations of pover of
Class I-A and Class II stations., The argrerate population affected
would e in the arder of 183,000 to 952,000 d@imding on the combinations
of power

The only practical wvay to irprove the nighttime radio service to
the "hite arcas" is to increase the po er of existing Class I-A stations
to 750 KW, This would substantially increase the strength of the
sifmals with resultant improvement in the reliability of skyvave service
in the "white areas." If it is desired to add stat'ons to the Class
I«A frecuencics they should be required to protect such sky ave service
of the existing Class I-A stations to at least a distance of 1250 miles
rather than provide a minimum spacing of 1250 miles as proposed in
the Third Notice.

By adding one unlimited time station to each of the existing
Class I-A stations as proposed in the Third Report the skywave cervice
of the existing Class I-A stations would not only be derraded through
additional interference tut pressures would he brought to vear for
rultiple assiggpnts on the channels resmlting in still further interference.
Such additional assigmdigets on the Class I-A fr guencies, cither single
or multiple, would effectively preclude improved service of the Clears
to the existing " hite areas" through hirher power due to the fact that
such higher power would cause added interference to the new unlimited
time stations on the I-A frequencies,

The clear channel I-A f: equencies of the United States represent
an exceedingly valuasle national-seet protected by International
Agreement, Under the terms of the North American Reglonal PBroadcasters
Apreement (to which the United Statcs, Canada, Cuda, balama Ic;lande,
Jamaica and the Dominican Republic are signatories) the Unite :
is recognized as having Class I=-A priorities on all of the fre.uencies
proposed to be duplicated by the Third Notice. This mears that the
other North American countries have agreed to pgive them a high degree

of ction {rom interference they might otherwise be caused by
stations in those countries to the United States Class I-A stations
an: to restrict the location and of any station they might

as-ign to the frequency. The agreemcnt between the United States of
America and the United Mexican States has similar provisions regardin
the Class I-A stations protecting them from interf-rence a-d i on
provides that Mexico will not assign any unlimited time stations in
Yexico on any of the frequencies proposed to be dupllicated by the
Third Notice with four specific exceptions of ~hich V'Y is not one.

If the United States ‘ere to add inlimited time stations on its

Class I-A frequencies, as proposed by the Third Wotice this would have
the effect of de:rading the frequency to the equivalent of a Class I-B
station frequency, % er of these Treaties has any limitations on
tre use of pover on I=A clear channels, Duplli-ation of these chan els
would in turn unquestionably cncourape other North American countries
to assign additional unlimited time stations to the United States
Class I-A frequencies in such a manner as to cause more interference
to the nited State's Class I-A stations than is now permissible
under the "ARPA and the Mexican Agreements,
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Chronology of this Proceeding

21, By Order dated February 20, 1945 the Commission designated
for hearing the following eleven issues:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(L)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

What recommendation concerning the matters covered by
this order the Commission should make to the Department
of State for changes in provisions of the North
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement.,

Whether the number of clear channels should be in-
creased or decreased snd what frequencies in the
standard broadcast band shall be.designated as

I-A channels and as I-B channels,

What minimum power and what meximum power should
be required or authorized for operation on clear
channels,

Whether and to what extent the authorization of
power for clear channel stations in excess of
50,000 watts would unfavorably affect the economic
ability of other stations to operate in the public
interest,

Whether the present geographical distribution of
clear channel stations and the areas they serve
represent an optimum distribution of radio service
on whether the fair, efficient, and equitable dis-
tribution of radio service among the several
states and communities specified in Section 307(b)
of the Communications Act requires a geographical
redistribution at this time,

Whether it is economically feasible to relocate
clear channel stations so as to serve those areas
which do not presently receive service,

What new raules or regulations, if any, should be
promulgated to govern the power or hours of
operation of Class II stations operating on clear
channels,

what changes the Commission should order with
respect to geographical location, frequency,
authorized power or hours of operation of any
presently licensed clear channel station,
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(9) Whether and to what extent the clear channel
stations render & program service particularly
suited to the needs of listeners in rural areas,

(10) The extent to which the service areas of clear
channel stations overlap and the extent to which
this involves a duplication of program service,

(11) what reocommendation, if any, the Commission
should make to the Congress for the enactment
of additional legislation on the matters
covered by this Order,
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RADIO  STATION

usme®

R INCORPORATED
650 KrLocucLes NASHVILLE3 TENNESSEE v o« CLEAR CHANNEL S—

December 28, 1961

Mr. G. William Lang
WGN, Incorporated

2501 West Bradley Place
Chicago, Illinois

Dear George:

Attached is the write-up which I have prepared
on covering the defense aspects of the clear channels,
I strongly urge that you add to this the fact that
Conelrad depends on clear channel stations very
strongly and that these stations are used to alert
smaller stations over a wide area. Also I think you
should mention BROPHECOM,

Best wishes,

Sincerely,

John H. DeWitt, Jr,

JHD:ab

Enclosure
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Clear Channels as a Ratural Resgurce

Although there are 107 channels in the brosdcast band, the United States
under the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement and the Treaty with
Mexico has the use of only 25 of these channels on an exclusive basis at
night. It has been demonstrated beyond any doubt that over 23 willion people
residing in 40% of the areas of the United States must depend on skywave
service from clear channels at night as their only source of AN radio service.
It has also been demonstrated that clear channels operating at a power of
SOKW as is now the case camnot provide service of good reliability over the
areas of the country in which skywaves are ossential, The people residing
in these areas are getting a second class service and there seems to
be no other way to provide reliable service except through the use of
high power on clear channels. While treaties forbid the operation of other
stations on these chanmels in certain other countries at the present time
it seems clear that if the United States placed other stations on the channels
within its border ther at the next treaty remewal conference the other
countries will ask for similar privileges., Experience has shown that once
stations are established on a channel it is virtually impossible to get
them off. Our 1-A clear channels are therefore a precious national rescurce
which must be guarded well otherwise this resource will be destroyed to the
detrimengygf radio listeners in the United States.

The United States is in a unique position with respect to countries to the
east and west of us because of the protection given by the vast ocean distances
and the differences in time. It is also a fact that radio transsission
across the North Atlantic is extremely poor because of the proximity of
transmission paths to the auroral zome. The interference to our channels
therefore comes from Latin American countries. At the present time inter-
foerence from stations in Northern South America and Central America igg ;
an all time high. We do not have agreements with these countries which protect
us from this interference and it is anticipated that as the economy of these
countries improves interference will become worse as times goes on, €uba has
been a source of interferemce to our broadcasting channels for many years aad
is notorious for its lack of respect for radio treaties even before the Castro
regime. It is obvicus that the best way to protect our sorely needed clear
channels from this foreign interference is to increase the power of the
stations which now operate on them in our country so as to make the operation
of stations on these channels in other countries to the south of us untenable.

Clear Channels in m sOf Emergency

The transaitters of the 25 clear chanmel stations are for the most part
located 10 to 20 miles outside of the cemter of the city which they serve
primarily. 1n case of a direct bomb hit on a city the probability of the
transmitter surviving seems quite good., Radio is the No, 1 sodium of
communications to the public in time of emergency. Over 96% of the homes
in the United States are radio smuipped and in addition there are the large
number of automobile and other battery operated receivers which are now in
daily use. Although in case of an attack a few of the clesr channel trans-
mitters may be knocked out it will be possible for the public to pick up
information from other clear channel stations many miles away provided
the channels are not cluttered up with other stations. In 1937 during the
great flood of the Chio and Tennessee, residents of the Louisville, Kentucky
area received directions over WSM, Nashville. Millionms of other people
listened to thdse broadcasts at distances up to 1,000 miles away. This.
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gives some indication of what might be done with clear channels in bringing
information to the general public in case of great disaster. These clear
channel transmitters.are or can be equipped with auxiliary power supply
equipment which can be put in operation in case of total power failure.

They can be operated remotely from underground fallout shelters with a
minimum of investment. Higl power clear channel stations which are free

of interference will afford the best basic communications system to the

public with less vulnerability to attack than any other means of accomplishing
the end desired.

Military Use of Clear Channels

Recently it has been found that the clear chagmel stations can be used
to transmit teletype signals by frequency modulation over their carrier
waves without interference to programs being carried simultaneously. A
system is under development in connection with the U.S. Air Force and the
FCC at the present time known as BRECOM (Broadcast Emergency Communications).
This system envisages the use of a number of clear channel stations to relay
teletype messages. Already it has been found that high reliability teletype
circuits can be set up in this manner between stations separated as much
as 300 miles. This service can be destroyed through the assignment of
daytime and nighttime stations on the clear channels. While these experi-
ments are still in the early stages it appears likely that the use of
clear channels for this purpose can be extended for use by other military
units over wide areas of the country.
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December 13, 1961
Dic, 12-12-61

Mr. Ward Quaal

WGN, Incorporated

2501 West Bradley Place
Chicago, Illinois

Dear Ward:

Your activities in behalf of the clear channel group,
and especially in connection with the meeting of November 29,
are greatly appreciated by all of us here at WSM. John
McDonald gave me a full rcport on the meeting and you know
how distressed I was at not being able to be present. I
feel sure that John conveyed this feeling to you.

1 had a letter from Roy Battles in which he suggested
that T get in touch with Messrs. Vinson and Russell, which
I will do through Leonard Reinsch at the earliest opportunity.
I have written Roy acknowledging his letter and asking whether
I should wait until after the new session of Congress begins
or whether I should undertake this mission while these gentlemen
are in Georgia,

George Reynolds is in Washington today at a meeting with
the Commission, the Air Force and the Westinghouse people.
He, along with Fritz Leydorf, is representing our group and
1 feel reasonably certain that Westinghouse and the Commission
will proceed forthwith with the Plan for teletype communi-
cations. I want you to know that your George Lang has done
a very fine job in this connection, I talked with him this
morning and found that he is now able to pick up WJR and WLW
on a regular basis., \We are all finding that there will be
difficulties during the transition period but we hope to
overcome this with the use of a multiplicity of skywave pickups.

My best wishes, Ward, to you and Dorothy for a wonderful
holiday season,

Sincerely yours,

John H, DeWitt, Jr.

JiD:ab




fe€f TI vedmoosd
[a-81-SI .oiq

[880) bisW .1M
bs3stoqroonl UOY

92819 y9lbatfd s20v [ULS
2iontlil ,o3saidd

sbxsi ysed

<quoty lanasds tselo 912 Yo Yisrded ni esiziviog 1uoY
S 1odmavold 1o yniresm 9d3 dziw noizoeanos ni yilsiseqzs bns
ndol, M2V 38 9xed au Yo Iis vd be3sioosrqqgs yI3ms1g 918
woad oy bns qmiysem 9 mo rrO0qdT [Iul 5 9m ovag blsmolal
1 .rns2e1q od o3 olds yaisd tom 38 28w I heeesvsxraib wod
-uyoy 03 gaifest 2ids bsyevaoo nadol 76ds eruz [a99}

besasggue o doidw ni 29i{338d yuA morY 19339f 5 berl I
doirdw  [Is2eul bas noeaiV .21220M (3iw douod ni 303 T 2Rd?
«X3inutroqqo tesilrss ods 38 ro2nisef bismosd idguords ob [liw I
19fi30dw gnilzs bas 193rel 2id gnigbelwomiss vofl ne¥sitw svsd I
zniged 2ze9Tgmo) o nmoiazee wen 9d3 15338 liznu tisw biuvode I
nomelinsag 22943 oslidw noiz2im 2id3s sds3rshau bivode I To9rdsedw To
.58i77109) ni 918

d3iw gaivsom & 38 yB8bo3 nosgnidesV Ai 2i 2bfomys!l og108d
.9lqosqg saunorgnizesd o3 bne 8oY0T 1iA 9y  riciz2immod ed?
hne quoTy Twe ynizaszerqor 2i Frobysd s3itd dAsiw gnols el
noieeimmo) 947 bns szuorgnizeeV 3ed3y aistre-s yIdsnmozest [ee} T
-inuemos sqyrals’ 10} aslq sd3 diiw diiwdiTol beessoxq [liw
anob 28d gasl ogroed Twoy 18d3 wond o3 voy 3nsw I .2moiss>
2ids mid dA3iw boidlss 1 .moiyseamos 2idl ni Jof sai? Y19V 3
AIW bns ALA qu Asiq o3 9lds wom 2i od 3sd3 bnuwol bns ynimrom
9d [liw oxerd3 3sdy gailbait IIs 918 9% .2l2sd teluygsr & Mo
03 sqod sw Jud boireq noitiznsxd sds gnmitud 20isiwdiYiib
«2¢uAsiq evewyde Yo yrisiiqisium & Yo o2u o3 A3iw 2idr smosr9vo

[uXrobnow & 101 viizor0d bag woy o3  bicw  zosfziw seed 4
.ftozes2 ysbilod

«2T00Y Ylo1902a12

<IL (I3ivie(l JH ol

dg: QL




December 13, 1961

Mr, Roy Battles

Clear Chammel Broadcasting Scrvice
532 Shoreham Building

Washington, D. C,

Dear Rov:

I think the idea of making contact with Mr, Vinson
and Senator Russcll of Georgia is an excellent one, I
do not know either one of these gentlemen, but will
arrangce to meet them throupgh Leonard Reinsch, 1 would
like to know whether you feel I should do this before
the new Congress convenes,

Best wishes for a very pleasant holiday season.

Sincerely,

John H, De¥itt, Jr.

JHD:ab
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EXecutive 3-0255

Clear Channel Broaa’casting Service

Shoreham Building
Washington 5, D. C.

December 1, 1961

Mr, John H. DeWitt, Jr,
President & Station Manager
WSM, Inc,

301 -~ 7th Avenue North
Nashville 3, Tennessee

ear Mr, DeWitt:

John McDonald and Ward Quaal have probably already
reported to you the details concerning our meeting in Chicago
1last Wednesday,

As usual, we ran out of time before covering adequately
some of the items on the agenda,

One such item has to do with the possible role of
Vinson of Georgia, Chairman of the House Armed Services
ittee, and Senator Richard B, Russell of Georgia, Chairman
e Senate Armed Services Committee.

These people, it would seem, should know of the vital

defenpe and national security resource., If you think it wise,
ght want to consider reaching these two gentlemen with an
accurdte portrayal of whatever portion of the national security -
defense story that can be told. It would seem to me that if the
interestsof our country are to be safeguarded in the area of
communications that Mr., Vinson and Mr. Russell should know of the
absolutie necessity of preventing the duplication of any of the
present| clear channel stations,

You will soon be hearing also from George Lang. It
was suggested at the Chicago meeting that Mr., Lang draw up the
first roygh draft for your consideration and the consideration of
others off a statement that CCBS members might be able to use

ﬁ Sponsorccl 1)y Indepcndently Owned

Clear Channel Radio Stations
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Mr. Jokn H. DeWitt, Jr. - Page 2 December 1, 1961

relsting to the defense issue - clear channels - which might be
used to go to members of Congress and various organizations,
including possibly the American Legion, I know George wanted to
clear this with you so you will be hearing from him very shortly.

Best wishes,

RB/bh

cc: Mr, Quaal
Mr. Eagan







December 8, 1961

Diec. 19-4-61

. Bdwin V. Craig, Chairman

Clear Channel Broadcasting Service

¢/o National Life & Accident Insurance Company
Hashville 3, Tennsssee

Poayr Bd:

8o that you are kept apprised of my activities im working with Roy

Battles, this is to advise that my eollmo- at WOX and I met with
Roy end Parm Directors of the CCBS "family” at cur WGN Mid-America

Broadcast Center on November 24 and with representatives of geaeral
management of the OCBS stations on November 32.

In the case of the former session, the history of CCBS and the
general Clesr Channel "movement” was traved and much was dons by

Boy and my WON assocliates in stimulating the group to more aggressive
activity in vorking with local, state, regional and mationel farm
groups and in making the Farm Directors more aware of the acute
prodlem facing us in the nation's capital.

At this particular meeting, only EFI was not represented, due to a
nisunderstanding on the part of the Parm Director, Jim Todd. Oertaeinly
there is no lack of interest on the part of EFI ownership and manage-
ment.

On the meseting on the 38th, we devoted most of our time to basic
sseigmments, station-wise, in contacting members of the House and
Senate in behalf of legislation now pending in the nation's capital.
Of gresat interest, Bd, is the fact that Wi, no longer in membership,
was represented by its counsel, Robert Marmet, KBL, Sslt Lake, was
represented by Ted Cagher, Farm Director, and WOCO, Minneapolis,
wvas represented by Larry laeg, Gensral Manager. 1In regard to
membership of these stations, ESL is considering same and I feel
almost certain that before 1948 is with us they will be in CCHS.

I feel heartened also by the comments of Mr. Marmet in behalf of
WYL and I know that aftor speaking with J. D. Bloom, Chief Engineer
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Mr. RBdwin W, Craig ~- 2 December 5, 1961

of the Loyola station, they will consider re-joining after the first
of the year. Larry Haeg wants WCCO in membership, but the negative
there stems from his Washington law firm, where a considerable amount
of work will have to be done.

While KFI, WBAP and WOAI were not represented at the November 29
meeting, this is no indication of lack of interest. Abe Herman
had planned to be there for Harold, but a aourt case precluded his
travelling to Chicago.

Eindest wishes, Ed.

, :ucoroly, /(
W/ )
’ é/'

" Ward L. Quaal
Exocutive Vioe President
General Manager

WGN, Inc.
W1Q/ck
co: John H. DewWwitt, Jr. —
Roy Battles
’ N F
\‘M \/
!" P) Y7
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LOUIS G. CALDWELL
{1891-1981)

HAMMOND E.CHAFFETZ
REED T. ROLLO
DONALD C. BEELAR
PERCY H. RUSSELL
KELLEY E. GRIFFITH
PERRY S. PATTERSON
R. RUSSELL EAGAN
CHARLES R.CUTLER
FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B. MG CABE

JOSEPH DUCOEUR
RAYMOND G. LARROCA
JOHN P. MANWELL

LAW OFFICES OF
KIRKLAND,ELLIS, HODSON,CHAFFETZ & MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING ~I6 AND K STREETS, N. W,
WASHINGTON 6,D. C.

PRUDENTIAL PLAZA
CHICAGO ),iLLINOIS

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

December 4, 1961

Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr.
WSM, Incorporated
National Building
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Jack:

As you will recall, we decided to employ
the services of Cooper-Trent, Inc., to locate in the
Commission's files the necessary nighttime interference-
free coverage maps of all of the nighttime changes or
additions which occurred between January 1, 1957, and
September 13, 1961, said research to be performed at
the rate of $5. 00 per hour. They would then make
photostat copies of the maps for which we would be billed
their regular photostat rates.

I have made numerous unsuccessful attempts
to contact Mr. Felton of Cooper-Trent, Inc., to ascertain
what progress he was making. Finally, early last week
I succeeded in reaching him, whereupon he explained that
two days after I had furnished him with the list of changes,
two of his employees had become ill; and, as a consequence,
he was having to do the work himself whenever he could
spare the time. He promised to let me have those maps
which he had already located not later than December 1.
Incidentally, I had succeeded in reaching him a week earlier
and although he gave me no explanation for his slowness at
that time, he promised to send me over as many maps as
possible by November 24. Late Friday, December 1, I
received a total of 13 maps, two of which were daytime

CHICAGO OFFICE
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November 29, 1961

Mr, L. E. McDonald
1102 East 14th Street
Lombard, Illinois

Dear Mr. McDonald:

1 am sorry to be slow in answering your inquiry -
regarding the CCBS job but the position has been uopen .
until just last month when it was filled by Mr. Roy
Battles. Mr. Battles was formerly Assistant to the
Master of the Grange and has many good contacts and
a working knowledge of the CCBS operation.

I am enclosing Mr. Quaal's letter to you which
you enclosed with your letter to Mr. Craig.

ke appreciate your interest in CCBS and shall
keep your application on file in the event that
anything opens up at a later date.

Sincerely,

John H. DeWitt, Jr.

JHD:ab
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NASHVILLE

from JACK DeWITT

10/2/61

Thanks for vour note concerning the

A

: s0r ¢ lems As a result eir
revious r ing, I cancelled all of
our advertisi em a ot a

loud squawk from Mr. Worman Goldfab.

woul ir sted to Ynow what
.

you are g in conrection withsyours
ETeA 'L ‘.-,4- 2 . ?_n. .

st regards.

Jack






~ FRGQM™M THE DESK OF

Ward C. Quaal o/21

Dear Jack:

You may not have seen this editorial in the
September 18 "Sponsor', so I am sending a
reprint to you.

The article followed a series of heated meet-
ings I had with Norman Glenn, Publisher, and
John McMillin, Editor of the magazine, when
I addressed myself to the errors made in
reporting on Clear Channel activity from the
nation's €apitol. Glenn and McMillin were
so shaken by my statements, some of which
have been called to the attention of members
of our Executive Committee, that they wrote
this editorial in conjunction with yours
truly. Unfortunately, some of '"my copy" was
edited for other call letters were mentioned
in my "draft“but were deleted in the final
process. At any rate, I think the piece is
helpful to us.

I directed our merchandising and promotion
people to see that every agency in the
country handling broadcast traffic receives
a reprint of the pilece.

Best,






September 27, 1961

. Sal Taishoff
Broadeasting Publications, Ime.
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Ny dear Sel:
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Harold Nough
John N. DeWitt, Jr.
Jaxes D. Shouse
Victor Sholis
Abe Nerman
Reed T. Rolle
R. Russell Ragan
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Big Radio

In our humble opinian, what this country doesn’t need is
more radio stations.  Aceording to last count we now have
about 3600 am outlets on the air. plus some 900 fmers, with
another 150 construction permits.

We strongly urge the FCC to concider seriously the pro-
posals which have heen made for a moratortum on new
licenses.

What the country does need is more good radio stations
—-stations that take pride in the faet that they're radio and
in their ability to render exceptional service.

Good radio stations come in all sizes, shapes. and deserip-
tions. But it’s interesting to note that some of the hest thirty
years ago are still the best today. And it is also interesting
to note that community radio hasn’t swept away the need for
the big area giant that sustained some sledgehammer hlows
in the early tv years and has now come back stronger than
ever,

Sponsors are discovering that hig radio delivers big.
Many of the hig stations perform a heartwarming service in
the small-town and rural areas while discovering how to
cope with the problems of building a metropolitan rating
system.

To name only a few, all radio is proud of the present
day record of such stations as WEN, WHO, WSM, WFAA,
WIR. WCCO, WSM. KsL, WsB, KDKA, KILZ, WLW,
KMOX, WOW, WNAX., WWL. WSPD., WHAS, WRBT,
WTTC—obviously we cannot list them all.

The point is that such stations, of which there are per-
haps 50 in the country, represent a different breed of radio.
The continuing growth of radio as a national advertising

force depends in large measare on their continuing growth.

A professional look at the press

Our hats are off to WCBSTV for their unusually well
done series “WCBS-TV Views the Press.”

The programs, with Charles Collingwomd as commentator,
do a thorough and penetrating joh of analyvzing and eriti-
cising both New York newspapers and national magazines.
Best of all they're thoroughly and professionally researched.
It is a great job of responsible station editorializing. \ 4
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10-SECOND SPOTS

Accidents will happen! [n report-
ing the celebration of RCA chairman
David Sarnoff’s 55 years in cornmuni-
cations, the New York Times took a
humor tack and attributed his career
to an “accident.” The venerable news-
paper places the date of the accident
in September, 1906, when an inum-
arant boyv, age 16, allegedly donned
his onlv good suit and set out for the
New York Herald oftice to seek a start
in the newspaper world.  According
to the Times, the young chap entered
an oflice buildinz on Herald Square,
stated his business to the first ofheial
he saw, and was hired as a five-dollar-
a-week messenger—all hefore he real-
1ized he was not in the Herald build-
ing at all, but rather that of the Com-
rmereial Cable Co. next door,

CWAFTPOBBAPAACPC: [larry
King, heard over WAME, Miami
mornings,  originated a character
known as Captain Wainright.  The
Captain is a crooked traflic patrolman
who reports an bookmaking activity
in Miami. One morning the “Captain”
offered to form a special seeret sotie-
ty called CWAFTPOBBAPAACPC,
LCaptain Wainright’s Association for
the Preservation of Bookmaking Bo-
hta and Payola, and Air Conditioned
Police Cars.” Members would have to
sign a pledee admitting that police-
men are people. After the first an-
nouncement, 300 Iii(’l'l‘h‘ of mail re-
portedly poured into the station and
the facetious club became a reality.
Now yuembers get pocket cards and
Lamper stickers for their cars that
read. “Oficer. Don’t stop me, 1 linow
Captain Wainrvigcht, WAME””

Is that an insult, Suh? At the Na-
tional Press Clul in Washington,
D. C, recently, a former mid-West-
erner now hving in Marvland con-
fessed to Bill Lawrcenee, ABC TV
newscaster, that he disciplined his
three youngsters by making them
watch the Lawrence news programs,
It seems that on a visit to his family
back in the mid-West, the gentleman,
his wife and the three Kids were
Kidded about their newly acquired
Southern drawls. As a vesult, he told
his family to tune in every night to
Lawrence—to learn how to talk prop-
erly again.

SPONSOR e 18 surrevBer 1961



Flexibility in selecting media patterns is needed, according to George Hen-
derson, general sales manager, WSOG-TV, Charlotte, N. C. “Buyers seem
to have developed a somewhat . . . unwavering fixation on (certain) spots . . .
that leaves them unreceptive to alternate availability.” He feels that when
buying tv, the major consideration should be the audience, not what the spot
is adjacent to. Also, with improved research information, it is easier to
select readily available non-prime time. Henderson contends that often
the so-called non-prime time is really prime for specific accounts.

Jrank talk to buyers of

air media facilities

The seller’s viewpoint

Creating and selling a station’s image

There seems to be a reluctance on the part of some ad-
vertisers—via their agents and timebuyers—not to settle
for anything other than their first choice when buying tv.
In other words, on occasion there seems to be a growing
tendency to skip television in a market entirely when the
buyer’s highly particularized order can’t be fulfilled.

Buyers seem to have developed somewhat of an un-
wavering fixation on the spots of their choice that leaves
them unreceptive to an alternate availability. For exam-
ple, when a buyer has his heart set on a Gunsmoke spot,
he probably won’t accept late night spots in its stead, and
that’s the pity!

In short, media patterns should be flexible, reviewed
and adapted market by market.

In buying, it’s worthwhile not to lose sight of the overall
objectives, or as the ancient saying goes, to lose sight of
the forest for the trees. You’re not buying an adjacency,
you’re buying audience, even though it may be a highly
specialized audience.

Say a buyer originally wanted to buy a double or triple
A spot for a cosmetic account. He finds the right prime
time spot is unavailable, so he turns to fringe time instead.
It might well be that he can buy two or three fringe spots
for the same or slightly more money, for which he reaches
considerably more women at a much greater cost efficien-
cy. Result: A better buy.

It is no peculiarity of media men to sometimes do things
in preconceived channels just because it has become cus-
tomary. All of us would do well to ccasionally take stock
of our operating techniques to determine whether an op-
erating mode which was efficient two years ago is still the

SPONSOR ® 18 SEPTEMBER 1961

most profitable. Or if the operating mode ever was efficient.

For example, some buyers immediately turn away from
a movie, such as the Tarzan package, because it immedi-
ately conjures up an image of “children.” In the instance
of our Sunday Matinee, which includes this package, this
is hardly the case. The timebuyers who fight their pre-
conceived notions and look up the audience composition
on this show find that it is divided into a classical one-
third each—approximately 33% men, 33% women and
33% children. So in other words this show, which delivers
66% adults, can be purchased at economical afternoon
rates. In fact, many fringe times reach more adults than
prime time announcements.

Moreover, improved research information available now
gives national salesmen an important new tool for selling
non-prime time. Now, Pulse has made available qualita-
tive information on specific shows that make known the
type of audience the program attracts. Income figures are
now available, for example, the number of viewing fami-
lies are in the various income categories. But more de-
tailed information is available, too. For example, it is now
possible to determine the number of viewing families who
spent $3000 or less for a new car, or more than $3000 for
a new car, or even expect to buy a new car this year. It’s
even possible now to know the number of viewing families
who used floor wax three or more times in the past week.

Armed with such detailed information, it may be possi-
ble to prove to a buyer that time formerly regarded as
fringe, may be extremely “prime” for his specific
account.
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CLEAR CHANNEL BROADCASTING SERVICE
SHOREHAM BUILDING
WASHINGTON 5, D. C.

November 20, 1961

Mr, Johnie S, Campbell
WSM Transmitter

Route S

Franklin, Tennessee

Lear Johnie:

Mr. Battles and I made a thorough search of all maps
in the cabinet and the closet, both on the high shelves and
in the barrels, and the only map we could find that I thought
was anywhere near what you want is being sent to Ann under
separate cover,

The lsbel on this map says it was prepared for the
Air Force, 1960, If it is not the right one perhaps it should
be returned to this office, Also, if it is not what you want
I am at a loss as to where it might be as we opened them all
up one by one and this is all we could find,.

i T O

If you have any other suggestions as to what the one
you want looke like, the size, etc,, please let us know,

Happy turkey-time to you both and Sydyes.

e

{

Bernice Hage
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) February 15, 1961

Mr. Edwin W, Craip
National Tife Ins. Co.
Hational Building
Nashville 2, Tennessee

Tear Lr. Craig:

Manv thanks Tor your kind and prompt reply
to my request for a position with Clear Channel.

As vou tave probably never heard of me, I
got to thinking thre enclosed letter Trom my former
boss, Ward Quaal, mirht be of so1e help. It is,
of course, a cheristed letter ci mine, and T
would uppreciate yvou srving it for me.

Thanks asain for your consideration, and T
shall tweit the Committee's decision with fervant
f.ope and prayer.

Sincerely yours,

TN Badd

L. ®. Mc Tonald
1102 ®. 14th,
Tombard, Illinois













Mr. L. E. McDonald
1102 E. l4th Street
Lombard, Illinois

Dear Mr. McDonald:

The reason you have not heard
from Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr. 1is
because the Executive Committee's
selection for a new director has
not been made.

There are pending applications
including your own which will
recelve what I hope will be the
early consideration ¢f the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Edwin W. Craig
Chairman of the Board

June 29, 1961
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April

Mr. Edwin W. Craig
Chairman of the Board
The Naticnal Life Ins.
National Building
Nashville 3,

Co.
Tennessee
Dear MNr.

Craig:

It is two menths now since I last heard

10, 1961

from you ir connection with obtalning employment

with the Clear Channel group.
ny letter from Mr. Quaal?

Perhars the Executive Committee hasn't as

yet had a chance to meet.
mny impatierce.

If so,

However, I suppose you can realize my
concern,

Hoping to hear from you soon.

Sincerely yours,

L. E. McDonald
1102 E. 14th
Lomard, Illinois

as I do so much want the opportunity.

Did you receive

please eXxcuse

P.S Is my friend John McDonald still operating
at the same stand? I heard him bdbroadcast
the other day on NBC HMoniltor.
— -~ (‘ P “/.’ ! t /' ’.7",
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February 15,

Mr., Edwin W. Craig
National Life Ins. Co.
National Building
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Mr., Cralg:

Many thanks for your kind and prompt reply
to my request for a position with Clear Channel.

As you have probably never heard of me, I
got to thinking the enclosed letter from my former
boss, Ward Quaal, might be of some help. It is
Q£mcourse1“§~g£3ri§ged letter of mine, and I

would appreciate you saving it for me.

Thanks agaln for your consideratior, and I
shall await the Committee's consideration with
fervent hope and prayer.

Sincerely yours,

L. E. McDonald
1102 E. 1b4th
Lombard, Illinois

1961






WGN Inc.

441 North Michigan Avenue - Chicago 11, Illinois

August 4, 1960

Mr., Larry McDonald
1102 E. 14th Street
Lombard, Illinois

Dear Larry:

It was good to hear from you and please be assured I will
do everything I can in the way of finding something for you
in the industry.

We have nothing available here and I know of nothing
elsewhere just at the moment, but that does not mean
that something will not develop.

Kindest wishes and thank you for taking the time to
wite and especially to Include the CCBS letter which
I recall so well writing to you. The commendation
was richly merited.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Ward Quaal

Vice President

General Manager
WSN, Inc.







Cc and letter t£to Jack DeWitt

February 9, 1961

Mr. L. E. McDonald
1102 E. 14th Street
Lombard, Illinois

Dear Mr. McDonald:

Let me thank you for your letter of
February 7 and for your interest in the
Clear Channel group.

In a 1ittle while now the Executive
Committee will meet to consider the
situation and I will see to 1t that
your letter is given the thoughtful
consideration of the Committee.

Sincerely yours,

Edwin W, Craig
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Ward L. Quaal Executive Vice President and General Manager

November 27, 1961

Miss Ann Burnett
WSM, Inc.
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Ann:
Thank you for your recent note regarding Larry McDonald.

Ann, I went through last year's files and only find Larry's original
letter to Mr. Quaal dated August 1, 1960, and a carbon of Mr. Quaal's
reply, dated August 4., I am very much of the opinion that the CCBS
letter was returned to Larry with Mr. Quaal's reply, inasmuch as
related correspondence would have been clipped together.

I would be happy to check through again, but I am afraid I will not
come up with the letter in question. What can I do?

Kindest wishes and let me hear from you.

Sincerely,
- 4

L 12/7/b/”’°“</

Ginny Rogers
Sec'y to Mr. Quaal

« WGN Syndication Sales « KDAL Rad/o/Te/evision serving Duluth-Superior






EXecutive 3-0255

Clear Channel Broadcasting Service

Shoreham Building
Wasl‘lington 5 D.C.

November 27, 1961

Mr, John H, DeWitt, Jr,
President & Station Manager
WSM, Inc.

301 ~ 7th Avenue North
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Mr, DeWitt:

At Mr, Battles' request I am enclosing 100
reprints of three editorials which Congressman Dingell
of Michigan had inserted into the Appendix of the
Congressional Record on Wednesday, September 27, 1961,

If you need additional copies of these reprints,
lease let us know,

Sincerely,
% :
SN et
o

Bernice Hase

ﬁ SPOHSOI'C(J. I)V II]JCPCHJCI]’[I)’ OV\’HC(,].

Clear Channel Radio Stations






(Not printed at Government expense)

United States
of America

1

Congressional Record

PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 87tb CONGRESS,, FIRST SESSION

Editorials Regarding Clear Channel .quadéastihg

Who'’s Boss?

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or .

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, September 27, 1961

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to permission granted, I insert into
the Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
orD an editorial entitled “Who’s Boss?”
from the September 25, 1961, issue of
Broadcasting:

Wio0's Boss?

The fact that the FCC voted finally to break
down 13 of the remaining two dozen clear
channels 1s not in itself too significant. The
choice before the Commission was not
whether any of the channels should be du-
plicated but whether all of them would be
thrown open to secondary operations in un-
deserved areas if any actually exist.

The really important action was that, by
majority vote, the FCC elected to defy the
House Commerce Committee which specifi-
cally had requested that it defer final deci-
sion until the committee and Congress had
the opportunity to consider pending legis-
lation which would prohibit the breakdowns.

This was bold action. It was mitigated
somewhat through the device of delaying
consideration of applications for duplicated
assignments so that no breakdowns possibly
could occur until well after the next session
of Congress convenes in January.

What does this action portend? Does it
mean that in the controversial areas of tele-
vision, Iinvolving deintermixture and sub-
standard dropins, that the FCC will ignore
congressional opinion? We doubt this. And
we doubt whether Congress would condone
it. President Kennedy’s Reorganization
Plan No. 2, involving the FCC, was over-
whelmingly defeated in the House, because it
would place too much power in the hands of
the FCC Chairman and because Congress is
Jealous of its prerogatives in relation to the
independent agencies vis-a-vis the executive
branch.

617282—81705

Congress has always resisted executive in-
terference with the independent agencies.
The licensing and legislative functions be-
long to Congress, its leadership, whether
Republican or Democratic, always has con-
tended. Because Congress is busy and does
not have the expertise, it has created such
agencies as the ICC, FCC, FT'C, and FAA to
perform specialized work. And It won't
easlly retreat from that position.

As to the merits of the clear channel
breakdown, we feel the FCC action is un-
timely, but for the unusual reason that it
waited too long. It was 16 years ago that
the clear channel case was opened. Condi-
tions have changed. There is no shortage
of AM stations anywhere except possibly in
isolated areas where it would be economic
suicide to build new class II, 10 kilowatt
stations. And these, in most instances, are
the very areas where the only service now
avallable i8 from the clear channels.

It will be a long time before there is a
showdown. We have the hunch that certain
FCC members voted for the partial break-
down with the hope that Congress would
take over and declde the lssue before any
real damage is done.

Clear Channels—16 Years Later

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, September 27, 1961
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to permission granted I insert into
the Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
orD an editorial entitled “Clear Chan-
nels—16 Years Later,” from the June 19,
1961, issue of Broadcasting:
CLEAR CHANNELS—16 YEARS LATER

What the Nation doesn’'t need most are
more radio stations. This Is not to say that
reception everywhere is optimum. There are
white areas but these are so isolated that

broadcasters would be hard’put to eke out a
living. ’ e a5

Yet the FCC:last week proposed to add new
stations by breaking down balf of the exist-
ing 24 clear channels to allow additional
class IT (power up to 50-kilowatts) stations
to be licensed under “controlled conditions.”
What those conditions may be won’t be
known until the FCC releases its formal
decision some weeks hence.

The FCC’s decision was based on hearings
held in 1945-46—16 years ago. Then there
were fewer than 1,000 AM radio stations in
operation. There were some 50 FM’s and a
half dozen largely experimental TV’s. Today
there are more than 5,000 broadcast stations,
of which nearly 4,000 are AM’s. Radio com-
petition is so rigorous that some operators,
llogically, forgetting about free enterprise,
want the Government to consider the eco-
nomic ability of a community to support
additional competition. FCC Commissioner
Robert E. Lee even has suggested a freeze on
new AM stations.

This FCC inherited the clear channel prob-
lem {from predecessor commissions. The
membership—except for one, Commissioner
Rosel H. Hyde—has turned over several times
since 19468. Conditions today do not re-
motely resemble those of 16 years ago. There
18 no shortage of service In any metropolitan
area.

Clear channels were created to serve rural
and remote listeners by providing high power
on channels protected from interference by
other stations.

Clear channels still provide rural and re-
mote service. But the extent of this service
hasn’t been audited since those 1945-46 hear-
ings. The FCC proposes, for example, to
duplicate all four of Chicago’s clear channel
stations In the heart of the Natlon’s bread-
basket. Does it know how many people in
the Middle West will lose out when the
nighttime coverage of these channels is cur-
tailed by the addition of other stations?
How would these rural folk be alerted in the
event of a national emergency?

We think the FCC walted too long. It
needs updating. We have suggested before
and we urge again that the FCC schedule
arguments or a short hearing to determine
whether the new breakdowns are necessary



o
e

or desirable. Spokesmen for the farmers
and the ranchers, as well as the lawyers and
engineers, should be heard. The stakes are
too big. Moreover, we fear that these dupli-
cated assignments, once the breakdown 1is
final, will gravitate to the more populous
metropolitan areas, already surfeited with
service. It happened before.

Big Radio

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, September 27, 1961
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to permission granted, I insert into
617282—817056

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

the Appendix of the CoNGRESSIONAL REC-
orp an editorial entitled “Big Radio”
from the September 18, 1961, issue of
Sponsor:

Bic Rapio

In our humble opinion, what this country
doesn’t need is more radlo stations. Accord-
ing to last count we now have about 3,600
AM outlets on the air, plus some 900 FMers,
with another 160 construction permits.

We strongly urge the FCC to consider se-
riously the proposals which have been made
for a moratorium on new licenses.

What the country does need i{s more good
radio stations—stations that take pride in
the fact that theyTre radio and in their
abllity to render exceptional service.

Good radlo stations come in all sizes,
shapes, and descriptions. But it's interest-
ing to note that some of the best 30 years
ago are still the best today. And it is also
interesting to note that community radio

hasn’t swept away the need for the big area
glant that sustained some sledgehammer
blows in the early TV years and has now
come back stronger than ever.

Sponsors are discovering that big radio
delivers big. Many of the big stations per-
form a heartwarming service in the small-
town and rural areas while discovering how
to cope with the problems of bullding a
metropolitan rating system.

To name only a few, all radio is proud of
the present-day record of such stations as
WGN, WHO, WSM, WFAA, WJR, WCCO,
WSM, KSL, WSB, KDKA, KLZ, WLW, KMOX,
WOW, WNAX, WWL, WSPD, WHAS, WBT,
WTIC—obviously we cannot list them all.

The point is that such stations, of which
there are perhaps 50 in the country, repre-
sent a different breed of radio. The continu-
ing growth of radlo as a national advertising
force depends in large measure on their con-
tinuing growth.

¥.5. WOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1961



PREPARATTON OF MAP SHOWING NTGHTTIME TYPE "B" s

RADIO SERVICE OF THE CONTINTITAL U.S.

Procedure:

I, A list was premared by *.D, Ring staff of all additions, changes, and de-
letions of standard broadcast station assignments from Jamuary 1, 1916,
to Jamaryv 1, 1957,

IT. Work maps:

a. The 1/2,500,000 scale USA bsse map was used and we traced thereon the
19)6 contours showing one service with a black line, and two or more
services with a red line,

b, A transparent overlay sheet was placed over this map and on this sheet
we indicated the location of a2ll stations that had been added, changed
their assignment, or deleted since January 1, 19L6. There was n_lﬂggd
to locate any of these stations that were well within the redjcontours
(which indicates two or more services as of January, 1916) except in-
such cases where, by inspection, we judged that their nighttime "B"
service contour would reach out beyond the 19)6 two-or-more-service
area,

c. As these stetions were located on the overlay sheet, en indentification mark
was placed beside the call letter< of each on the station list prepared ia
sten 1.

d., This list was taken to the FCC Broadcast Reference files, and the file
of each station checked on our list was searched to determine:

1. The stations' nighttime RSS limitation in millivolts per meter,
2. The men showing this nighttime interference-free contour.

2, In all cases, #n effort was made to obtain the measured contour,

We made a tracing of this contour as shown on the coverage map in

the stations' file, when available, otherwise we tabulated the in-
formation reanired in order to draw this contour., When measursd

data was not found we traced the calculated contour from the stations!
apolication for C.P,

We found, by means of a comnarative study, that the nighttime 1limited
ground wave contour as determined by FCC standards and that contour
defining nighttime tyre "B" ground weve service were, on an average
over the country, zbout the same for Class II and IIT stations, After
studying the data and considering the 1limited time in which to up-date
our night "B" service man, Andy Ring and I felt that we would be justi-
fied in using the night RSS limitations as found in the stations' files
at FCC,

This procedure was carried out on aprroximately £2F directional an-
tenna assignments, including one dozen Class I-B stations,

(The Class I-B strtions required special treatment in that

the determination of their nirshttime tyre "B" radio service
contours involved considerstion of the distortion zone, atmos-
pheric and rural man-made noise limits as defined in Fxhibit
109, FCC Nocket No, 67)1., Cslcrlations of the distortion zone
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required, it almost every case, the calculation of ad-
ditional vertical patterns.)

e, The stations on the six local channels, totalling about }20 in number,
are shown on the map by means of a cirecle havine a © mile radius,
This simplification was deemed necessary due ta the time element involved.

A study of Exhibit 266 of FCC Docket 67)1 will indicate
the magnitude of the job of calculating the nighttime
ground wave, Type YB" contours of all local stations.

At the time Exhibit 266 was written there were 12 locals
on the air at night. Since that time (through 1956)
there have been added some )12 local stations, operating
unlimited time, making a total of 926. The time neces-
sary to calculate service contours for some 00 local
stations, even by the short cut methods described in
Exhibit 266, would be prohibitive under the present
circumstances.

Out of the F12 contours calculated for the 1916 map,
only 20% of these contours had radii of over € miles,
We reasoned that the average limitation to the local
stations had been raised, to some extent, by the ad-
dition of these some !12 stations. This being the case,
the ner cent of contours having radii of over F miles
must conseouently b® reduced to an even lower figure,

Discussion of these factors with Andy Ring resulted in
our decision, namely, each local station's coverage to

be drawn with a circle of © mile radius. We realize that
by doing this we would be showing possibly more total
coverage than actually exists but the percentage would
be very small compared to the total white area involved,

f. A second transparent overlay was used unon which we transferred
the contours obtained from the FCC Broadcast station files described
in paragraph d, above., We then drew in the  mile radius circles
showing local station coverage. The contours of stations that had
been changed or deleted were identified and removed from the 1946
base map.

g. On a third transparent overlay, the new one and two-or-more service
contours were drawn. They were then transferred to a new base map
having black outlines of the areas receiving one service and two-or-
more services,

h, From this base map, we prepared two overlay sheets for the printers,
one sheet with opaaue areas depicting the areas receiving one service,
and the second overlay sheet with opagne areas denicting two-or-more
services. From this final base man, and the two opacued transparent
overlays, the rnrinter makes his black-white, red and blue plates.

1171, A population count of the white areas was made by a modification of the
shortcut method as nsed in the 19!'7 hearing, namely, "If half of a county
or more is white area, count all its rorulation as being in white area".
After discuvssing this with Andy Ring, we decided that we should modify
this method in the following resmect, due to the fact that there are so
many small local stations scattered throughout the white areas. Such







¢ being the case, we felt that if we did not consider the population of
these small towns we might be subject to criticism. We, therefore,
decided that even though, area-wise, more than half of a county is
in the white area, yet if a small town in the white area is served by a
radio station, we should subtract the pmo~ulation of this town from the
total normulation of the county.

The total population residing in the white area eaquals 28,631,259,
%370
Iv, Finally, we determined the total "white" arer to be 5XB% of the total
* land area of the continental U,S.A.¥

The people residing in the white area depend upon sky wave signals from
-Clear Channel station for nighttime service,

#Type "B" Nighttime,, ground wave, service is defined in ¥CC Docket 67)1, Exhibit 109,
as being that ground wave service as limited by the following factors:

Atmospheric noise level obtained on 07 of the nights of the year, according
to Map of USA (Fig. 1l.li of Exhibit 325 of FCC Docket 6711) used in conjunction
with a frequency correcting curve (Fig. L4-1 of Exhibit 109) .

Other station interference, on channel, when the ratio of the Desired Stations'
ground wave tg the Undeair?d Stat%gPs' 507 sky wave is 37/1liwnen GW <cntouks
were Qalculaicd, wwe Vsed e S Qond uehivity rap, F‘i-,' P-3 ot pres{n-\"i\um e
Distortion Zone, where the ratio of the stations' own ground wave to its own ~dards.
50% sky wave is 2/1.

[%

Rural man-made noise. The minimum signal required to overcome this factor
is 0.5 MV/M,

Prepared by CCBS
Johnie S, Campbell
April 17, 1957

e

Note: Preparation of this map and data required approximately 165 man days,
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Wg n J Y € o 250 west Bradiey Place - Chicago 18, lilinais - LAkeview 8-2311

November 22, 1961
Dic. 11-20-61

Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr., President
WSM, Inc.

National Building

Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Jack:

Confirming our telephone conversation, we will have a special meet-
ing of representatives of the CCBS ''family" at the WGN Mid-America
Broadcast Center on Wednesday, November 29.

The meeting will commence at 10:00 AM, with luncheon at approximately
12:30 in our Executive Dining Room. The meeting will continue throughout
the afternoon.

At this session, Roy Battles will brief us on his activity and will
"touch base' with each station in regard to its approaching assignment
in its coverage area as we prepare for hearings in Washington.

I am elated, Jack, that John McDonald will be with us and that you
personally will be on hand, barring something unforeseen. It is
wonderful of you to take this time from such a busy schedule and
each of us is grateful.

Best personal regards and much appreciation.

Sincerely,

f‘l/(,,zc e ,v

»/}Z ward L. Quaal
Executive Vice President
General Manager
WLQ/ck WGN, Inc.

cc: John McDonald
Roy Battles

« WGN Syndication Sales s KDAL Radio /Television serving Duluth-Superior
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ty S. PATTERSON
JSSELL EAGAN
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OHN P. MANWELL

Ce /3y
OFF s OF \

KIRKLAND, ELLIS, HODSON, CHAFFETZ & MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING - 181 AND K STREETS, N, W,

WASHINGTON 6,D. C. CHICAGO OFFICE
PRUDENTIAL PLAZA

CHICAGO |,ILLINOIS

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

October 19, 1961

Mr, Ward L. Quaal
Executive Vice President
WGN, Ine.

2501 Bradley Place
Chicago 18, Illinois

Dear Ward:

After talking to you yesterday, I talked with Jack DeWitt
concerning the possibility of sending a crew dowa to Nashville to
work with Johnie Campbell in bringing the nighttime groundwave
map up to date.

When I reached Jack, he was conferring with Johnie and
George Roynolds on the engineering work which must be done in
connection with the Air Force project. Jack said that this itself
was Quite an undertaking and that it would be impossible te do this
job and the job of bringing the nighttime groundwave map up to date.
In addition, the latter could oanly be done in Washington, as it is
necessary to get detailed information from the Commission's records,

Jack and Johnie suggested that the problem could perhaps
be solved by preparing an overlay wh ich would show the small
difference in white areas as reflected in the 1947 and 1957 maps.
This, together with a tadulation listing the details as to the increases
in the number of fulltime stations between 1947 and 1957 and between
1957 and 1961 should show that the 1961 white area will be substantially
the same as the 1957 white area.

The only other possibility would be to retain Andy Ring or
Frits Leydorf to bring the nighttime groundwave map up to date.
I will obtain estimates from each as to the amount of time and fees
which would be involved.
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With respect to Bernice sending a letter to all of the
farm directors urging that they take all necessary steps to obtain
resolutions sppporting the clear channel legislation from farm
groups and other interested organisations, I talked to Roy Battles
today, and he will arrange to send out such a letter under his
signature to each of the farm directors. In each case, copies of
the letters to the farm directors will be sent to the appropriate
management people.

Roy plans to call you today to firm up his meeting with
you in Chicago next Thursday. I regret that Reed and [ have
commitments to be out of town that day. Otherwise we weuld have
met with you and Roy either in Chicago or in Washington.

Cordially,

(e

RRE:bw R. Russell Eagan
cc: Messrs, DeWitt and Battles

P.S. Since dictating the above, Howard Head has called me
back and stated that according to his best estimate it would take
his office some two months to bring the nighttime ground wave
map up to date at a cost of some $2, 000. I have not yet been
able to contact Frits Leydorf to secure an estimate from him,
but I expect to talk to him tomorrow,

P.P.S. 1 just finished reading a speech delivered today by Fred
Ford in Lexiagton, Kentucky. Ford's main theme is that we have
too many radio stations. One of the things he states is "Even with
tripling the number of stations, coverage of the land area of the
United States has improved very little since 1946." (Footaste 8,
page 6, FCC P. M, 11312 released Octeber 19, 1961). This itself
shows that there has been no substaatial change in the white areas
from that shown in the 1957 map.



.s.

od3 Yo lia of 193%6! s galbaes e3laxed ol 30aqees i W
alsido of sqein y1seseden lis eidss ved) 3ad? gnigiu ev0358tid mresd
s} eotl soltsinige! lonsad> 1sel> st galtraqqya ssolivioses
seifisld voAl of bedlst I ,aasiisalasyic betseteinl vedio buas aquesy
sld 1ebav 10310l s dous Ivo bass 0l egmav1s likw od Das yabos
1o sslqed 0883 dose al .avesseild m1sl el Yo dose o) erutsagle
slslrqeiqqgs adi o) Ines od lliw svofastlh rm1s) ad? of snessel edd
.slqoeq Isemegsnsm

ftlw gattesm ald qu 1l of yabo? voy lis> o3 ensiq yoA
svad I bos hoes 1adt se1gex I .yabaxwdT ixen ogssidD nt moy
ovad bisow sw salwtediO .ysb ladt awo? Yo two od 07 simemiimoes
.sotgnldesW ni 10 0383idd nt 1e0dtle vof bos vey Miw 3om

ilstb10O
S
asgsd [Iseaus A wd: EAA

-

ealdtstd bog 33t Wsd .a1sseM :23

om ballsd asd bseH biswoH .eveds odi goitsistb sonie .2.9
sist bluow 3t etarbies 3sed eid o3 yuibyoosss $add baetsts bas dsed
svaw bavorg omiidyla est galsd ot adimers ow?d emas 92100 sid
ased 1oy jon oved I 000 S8 ecer0e X0 2809 & 82 52ab 03 qu gqam
il mo1} elsmiles ns sruses ot robyed 33117 1383205 0F sids
WOTIGMO3 makd o3 Hlist 0f 1egxe 1 saxd

5911 yd ysbhat beteviiab dosoqs s gaibhsas bedalasl saril 2.9.9
ovad ew 1sdt ai ecaxad? niam o'broT . yisuimeX .aotgalxe.d at bred
ditw aevd@"” si aetsrn o agnidl st 2o 500 .saalsste elbat ynawm ool
a4 Yo se3s basl ed? Yo egsteves .saclista Yo vedmua eds galigial

8 etontocd] " .3bQ] oonle ol2til yyev bavoiqort sad 2etase bssial
Youdl skdT (1901 I 16d0350 bonsslor SIEI] M. 9 IDT 3 egaq
ase1s sildw ods ul egasds lsltastadus on aeed ssd e30d? 3ads awads
gem Ve80! odd al nwods fad! moxt



86th Cong'ress}

1st Session COMMITTEE PRINT

NORTH AMERICAN REGIONAL
BROADCASTING AGREEMENT

BROADCASTING AGREEMENT
WITH MEXICO

INTERIM REPORT

PREPARED BY THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON
NORTH AMERICAN REGIONAL BROADCASTING
AGREEMENT AND THE BROADCASTING
AGREEMENT WITH MEXICO

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS
UNITED STATES SENATE

AUGUST 1959

Printed for the use of the Committee on Foreign Relations

UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
44250 WASHINGTON : 1959




COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

J. W, FULBRIGHT, Arkansas, Chairman
THEODORE FRANCIS GREEN,! Rhode Island ALEXANDER WILEY, Wisconsin

JOHN SPARKMAN, Alabama BOURKE B. HICKENLOOPER, Iowa
HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, Minnesota WILLIAM LANGER, North Dakota
MIKE MANSFIELD, Montana GEORGE D. AIKEN, Vermont |
WAYNE MORSE, Oregon HOMER E. CAPEHART, Indiana
RUSSELL B. LONG, Louisiana FRANK CARLSON, Kansas

JOHN F. KENNEDY, Massachusetts

ALBERT GORE, Tennessee

FRANK J. LAUSCHE, Ohio

FRANK CHURCH, Idaho A
CaARL MARCY, Chiefof Staff
DARRELL ST. CLAIRE, Clerk

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE NORTH AMERICAN REGIONAL BROADCASTING AGREEMENT
AND THE BRroapcasTING AGREEMENT WITH MEXICO
WAYNE MORSE, Oregon, Chairman

FRANK J. LAUSCHE, Ohio GEORGE D. AIKEN, Vermont
FRANK CHURCH, Idabo FRANK CARLSON, Kansas

MORELLA R. HANSEN, Staff Assistant

1 Ohairman emeritus.
o




CONTENTS

. Introduction. . _ e eecmemcccmececmcea—an
. Main purpose of the agreements_ _ _ __ - oo eameeeaaa-
. Background . _ .. . e cceccmcmemme———————
. Subcommittee action. _ - . . _ .l idCaeooa--
. Provisions of the agreements:

A. Allocation and definition of chanmnels_. .. ________________._
B. Other provisions_ _ - ... o cicmmaaanaa-
. Matters considered by the subcommittee:

A. Use of Mexican clear channels. - _ . _ oo oo_.--
B. Clear channel stations generally. __ ___ ______ o oooa..
C. The Canadian and Cuban reservations. __ .. ___ o --..

la)
3
2]
-]

=TT W DM






NORTH: AMERICAN REGIONAL BROADCASTING AGREEMENT
BROADCASTING AGREEMENT WITH MEXICO

AY
I. INTRODUCTIQN

_ The subcommittee, to which the North American Regional Broad-
casting Agreement (Ex. A, 82d Cong., 1st sess.) and the Broadcasting
Agreement with Mexico (Ex. G, 85th Cong., 1st sess.) was referred,
recommends that no action be taken on the pending agreements at
this session of the Congress.

The subcommittee submits this interim report to the full committee
for the purpose of making public and inviting the comments of the
broadcasting industry and the executive branch on several alternative
proposals that it had under its consideration at its executive meeting
on August 3, 1959. At that meeting, the subcommittee further
agreed to receive such comments as the industry and executive branch
might wish to make at hearings to be held within 3 weeks after the
convening of the 2d session of the 86th Congress. After these hear-
ings, it is the intention of the subcommittee to reach a final decision
on the disposal of the two broadcasting agreements.

II. MAIN PURPOSE OF THE AGREEMENTS

The North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement (NARBA)
is a regional agreement concerning use of radio frequencies in the stand-
ard broadcast band between 535 and 1605 kilocycles by the partici-
pating countries. It provides a basic pattern for this use by pre-
scribing engineering standards, procedures, classes of stations, radio
frequency priorities, and similar regulations. The participating coun-
tries are Canada, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, the United King-
dom (for Jamaica and the Bahamas), and the United States. Provi-
sion is made for the adherence of Haiti.

The agreement with Mexico is compatible with and complementary
to the NARBA in that it similarly provides for use of the standard
broadcasting band as between the United States and Mexico.

III. BACKGROUND

The need for these agreements arises from the basic fact that air-
waves do not stop at an international boundary. With the growth
of the broadcasting industry the need developed in the thirties for a
regional arrangement to assure the least amount of interference by
stations in one nation with stations in another nation.

_The first NARBA (North American Regional Broadcasting Agree-
ment), signed in 1937 and effective in 1941, provided a definite plan
in the North American region for the use of broadcasting channels,
so that each nation in the region could make the most effective use of

1




2 NORTH AMERICAN REGIONAL BROADCASTING AGREEMENT

each channel with the minimum of interference between broadcasting
stations. This agreement expired in 1946 and an interim agreement
(8 so-called modus vivendi) expired in 1949. There is still in effect
between the United States and Mexico an exchange of notes, dated
1941, the so-called gentlemen’s agreement, covering only, however,
the use of certain clear channels.

In 1947 negotiations began for a new regional agreement, which
was finally reached in December 1950.

Mexico, for reasons discussed in another section of this report, did
not sign the new NARBA, although it was a party to both the 1937
agreement and the 1946 modus vivendi, and participated in the
conferences leading up to the new NARBA, until it withdrew in
October 1950. In 1952 the United States began negotiations with
Mexico which 5 years later culminated in the bilateral agreement now
under consideration,

A detailed history of the negotiations of both agreements is con-
tained on page 52 of the hearings and a list of the members of the
U.S. delegations to the various conferences on page 53.

During all stages of these negotiations, according to officials of the
Department of State and the Federal Communications Commission
and to other testimony obtained by the subcommittee, representatives
of the broadcast industry were extensively consulted and given every
opportunity to participate as advisers to the official delegation.

IV. SuscoMMITTEE AcTION

The NARBA was transmitted to the Senate for advice and consent
to ratification on February 5, 1951. A subcommittee of which Senator
Tobey was chairman held hearings in 1953 (out of print) and reported
the treaty to the full committee without a recommendation. The lack
of 2 recommendation stemmed from the fact that while the adminis-
tration, the networks, and a large number of individual stations
favored the agreement, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service and
several large farm organizations opposed it. Their main arguments
at that time were that Mexico was not a party to the agreement and
that not enough protection was afforded clear channel (class I) sta-
tions and farm broadcasts would be impaired. The committee took
no further action on NARBA that year.

After the Mexican agreement was signed in 1957 hearings (not

rinted) were held again by a new subcommittee of which Senator

ulbright was chairman. The previous opposition to the NARBA
from the clear channel stations and farm groups was withdrawn,
contingent upon both agreements being ratified at the same time. The
Daytime Broadcasters Association (DBA), however, testified in
opposition to the Mexican agreement. The DBA had at that time a
petition pending before the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) for extended broadcast hours (5 a.m. to 7 p.m.). This petition
was denied by the FCC in September 1958 and a revised petition for
6 a.m. to 6 p.m. broadcast hours was denied on July 8, 1959.

On July 9, 1959, a subcommittee consisting of Senator Morse,
chairman, Senator Lausche, Senator Church, Senator Aiken, and
Senator Carlson, held another public hearing on the agreements.
Again the hearing demonstrated widespread industry support for the
agreements. The DBA continued to oppose the Mexican agreement.
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The reasons for the DBA opposition are discussed in detail in g
separate section of this report.

V. PROVISIONS OF THE AGREEMENTS
A. ALLOCATION AND DEFINITION OF CHANNELS

Both agreements divide the standard broadecast band into 107 chan-
nels spaced 10 kilocycles apart. The 107 channels are in turn divided
into three categories as follows: 60 clear channels, 41 regional chan-
nels, and 6 local channels.

Clear channels.—A clear channel is defined as a channel on which
& dominant station or stations are assigned for the purpose of render-
ing service protected against interferenco over extensive arcas by
means of skywave as well as groundwave. The clear channels in turn
are divided into class I-A, class I-B, and class IT channels, A country
having priority of use of a class I-A channel under the agreements
enjoys almost exclusive use of that channel and other nations are
severely restricted in the use that can be made of the class I-A channel.
The United States under the NARBA is conferred priority on 25 class
I-A channels, Canada 7, and the Bahamas 1. The Mexican agree-
ment confers on Mexico priority with respect to seven channels,
including one assigned to Canada, which in the opinion of the Federal
Communications Commission does not involve a _conflict. Of the 39
channels designated as class I-A clear channels, therefore, the United
States is accorded priority on 25 and concedes priority on 14,

The remaining 21 clear channels are designated as class I-B and
are utilized in varying degrees by all countries for wide area coverage
by means of skywave signals on a shared basis. Under this shared
usage of the 21 channels, both agreements recognize U.S. priorities
for 34 class I-B stations, and grant other nations such priorities or
14 class I-B stations.

The power of a class I-A station is set at 50 kilowatts or more and
that of a class I-B station at not less than 10 kilowatts nor more than
50 kilowatts.

The major difference between the two agreements concerns the use
of clear channels. In general, the NARBA permits secondary night-
time operations on class I-A channels by nations other than the nation
having the class I-A priority, provided that the nation having the
priority is protected at the border from interference. For example,
stations in the United States, operating nighttime on a Canadian
class I-A channel, must be located at least 650 miles from the border
and use a signal strength that cannot interfere with the Canadian
priority at the border.

The Mexican agreement, on the other hand reciprocally prohibits
with certain limited and specific exceptions any nighttime use of 6
Mexican class I-A channels by the United States and 25 United States
class I-A channels by Mexico. This continues the principles con-
tained in arrangement now prevailing under the gentlemen’s agree-
ment. The reason for this difference lies in Mexico’s insistence in
having its priorities protected not only in Mexico but also in the
United States so that its class I-A channels can be used to beam
broadcasts to the United States. Conversely, of course, the United
States has the right to use its class I-A channels to beam broadcasts
to Mexico.
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Reaional chanmnels.—A regional channel (class IIT) is defined as &
broadcasting channel to which several stations may be assigned and
so protected as to serve a considerable area by groundwave, but no
protection is accorded to service by skywave. Under the NARBA
these stations may operate generally with power between 500 watts
and 5 kilowatts. Under the Mexican agreement they may operate
with power of 25 kilowatts except within 62 miles of the border, where
the power may not exceed 5 kilowatts There are specified exceptions
to these power limitations in both agreements.

Local channels.—A local channel (class 1V stations) is defined as a
channel to which many stations may be assigned so as to serve a local
area by means of a groundwave and service by skywave is not pro-
tected. The NARBA sets the power of these stations at 250 watts.
The Mexican agreement permits 1 kilowatt daytime and 500 watts
nighttime for stations located 93 miles or more trom the border, and
1 kilowatt daytime and 250 watts nighttime for stations located
between 62 and 93 miles from the border.

B. OTHER PROVISIONS

Conferences.—The NARBA provides for two classes of conferences:
(1) plenipotentiary, to meet 4 years after entry into force, unless post-
poned by a majority of the signatories, with powers to revise the
agreement; and (2) administrative, to precede a plenipotentiary con-
forence. The Mexican agreement does not provide for conferences
but for consultations in the event that one party is deemed by the
other to be acting in a manner considered inconsistent with the
agreement.

Determination of objectionable interference.—Both agreements set
forth technical standards for the measurement of objectionable
interference.

Notification.—Both agreements recognize all existing station assign-
ments, unless otherwise specified, and provide for a system of notifica~
tion of future assignments and changes.

Ratification and entry into force—The NARBA will enter into force
when ratified by the United States, Canada, and Cuba. Since Canada
and Cuba have already ratified the agreement, the agreement can
enter into force 15 days after the United States deposits 1ts instrument
of ratification. The Mexican-United States agreement will enter
into force upon ratification by both countries. Mexico has not yet
acted upon the agreement but has indicated to the United States
Ambassador that it would take such action in the fall if the agreement
were ratified by the United States.

Term.—Both treaties run for a period of 5 years after entry into
force. The NARBA will continue in force unless and until a new
agreement is negotiated. The Mexican agreement can be terminated
priordto 5 years by denunciation or by a new agreement being nego-
tiated.

Denunciation.—Both agreements provide for denunciation to be
effective 1 year after made. The Mexican agreement further provides
that if consultations over violations are unsuccessful, the agreement
shall be terminated 90 days after denunciation.

A more detailed explanation of the agreements is contained in the
President’s message of transmittal of each, which is printed together
with the treaties.
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VI. MarrErs CONSIDERED BY THE SUBCOMMITTEE
A. USE OF MEXICAN CLEAR CHANNELS

With the opposition to the NARBA withdrawn, and the only
opposition remaining being to paragraph 8 of article II-B of the

exican treaty, the subcommittee devoted most of its discussion to
the questions raised by this provision.

The paragraph referred to provides in part as follows:

c. Daytime Class II assignments by either Contracting Party on clear channels
upon which the other Contracting Party has the Class I-A priority will be subject
to the following conditions:

(1) Permissible Hours of Operation: Sunrise to Sunset at the location of the
Class II station.

At the present time, by FCC rules, daytime stations are authorized
to operate during daytime only. The effect of the treaty is that,
should the FCC while the treaty is in force amend its rules to permit
extended operations by daytime stations, those daytime stations
operating on Mexican clear channels (about 150 stations) would be
precluded from reaping the benefits of extended hours. To this
possible future preclusion, the Daytime Broadcasters Association
addresses its objections.

The subcommittee examined the basis for these objections most
carefully snd earnestly. The subcommittee has neither the knowl-
edge of, nor the jurisdiction over, questions involving the merits of
the daytime stations’ request for extended hours. Such requests
have been rejected by the Federal Communications Commission
twice in less than 10 months. On September 19, 1958, the Com-
mission unanimously denied the DBA petition for extended hours,
from 5 a.m. or sunrise, whichever is earlier, until 7 p.m. or sunset,
whichever is later. It concluded that—

The population which would gain service during these hours is vastly exceeded
by the population which would lose the service of existing stations because of the
additional interference which would result on all but a few of the 107 standard
broadcast frequencies from the operation of daytime stations during the non-
daytime hours * * * contemplated by the proposal.

On July 8, 1959, the FCC denied a DBA request for an inquiry into
the advisability of authorizin daytime stations to operate from 6 a.m.
or sunrise, whichever is earlier, to 6 p.m. or sunset, whichever is
later. It again concluded—

Eat the losses of standard broadcast radio service, both groundwave and skywave
in the various areas affected, which would result from an extension of the hours of
operation of stations licensed for daytime operation must be determinative
herein * * * This conclusion is strongly reinforced by a comparison of the
1,761,622 persons in 357 communities, now receiving onl skywave service, who
would gain in lieu thereof a local groundwave service, with the 25,631,000 persons
in 1,727,000 square miles, now receiving skywave service, who would lose entirely
the standard broadeast radio service now available to them.

Much of the DBA testimony before the subcommittee was con-
‘cerned with whether the present FCC philosophy with respect to
allocations in the standard radio band met the public need. This the
subcommittee is in no position to judge. This is a matter for the
appropriate committees of Congress having jurisdiction over com-
munications. Nor, as already noted, is the subcommittee in a posi-
tion to judge the merits of the Daytime Broadcasters Association
demand for extended hours of operations.
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The subcommittee is aware that two bills have been introduced in
the House of Representatives and referred to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, dealing with the question of extended
hours of operations for daytime-only stations. The subcommittee
received statements from the sponsors of these bills, Congressman
George E. Shipley, of Illinois, and Congressman Morgan M. Moulder,
of Missouri. The DBA has asked either that no action be taken on
the agreement with Mexico until it has bad time to seck its goals

through judicial or congressional action or that the agreement be
ratified with a reservation.

At its meeting on August 3, the subcommittee considered four
alternative courses of action, as follows:

Alternative 1.—To recommend advice and consent to ratification
without any reservations or understandings.

Alternative 2.—To recommend advice and consent to ratification
subject to the following und erstanding:

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present and voting concurring therein), That
the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of Executive G, 85th Congress
first session, the agreement between the United States of America and theUnite
Mexican States concerning radio broadeasting in the standard broadcast band,
which was signed in the English and Spanish languages at Mexico City on Janu-
ary 29, 1957, with the understanding that if, al any time hereafter, the Federal
Commaunications Commission permils the extension of the hours of operation of a
Class 11 station ussigned to a clear channel, beyond the hours from sunrise to sunsel
at the location of the station, the President shall cause consultations to be entered
into with representatives of the United Mezican States for the purpose of negotiating
such modifications of such agrcement as may be necessary to give effect to such ex-
tézsion of hours to Class I1 stations in the United Staltes operating on Mezican Clear

annels.

Alternative 3.—To recommend advice and consent to ratification
subject to the following understanding:

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present and voting concurring therein), That
the Senate advise and consent to the ratifieation of Executive G, Eighty-fifth
Congress, first session, the agreement between the United States of America and
the United Mexican States concerning radio broadeasting in the standard broad-
cast band, which was signed in the English and Spanish languages at Mexico
City on January 29, 1959, with the understanding, which shall be made a part
of the agreement, that if at any time hereafter the permissible hours of operation
of any Class II station operating on a clear channel are authorized by governmental
authority of either contracting party lo be extended beyond the hours from sunrise to
sunset al the location of such station, paragraph 8 of Article II-B shall be of no
Surther force or effect.

Alternative 4 (submitted by the Daytime Broadcasters Association).—
To recommend advice and consent to ratification subject to the follow-
ing reservation:

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present and voting concurring therein), That
the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of Executive G, Eighty-fifth
Congress, first session, the agreement between the United States of America and
the United Mexican States concerning radio broadeasting in the standard broad-
cast band, which was signed in the English and Spanish languages at Mexico City
on January 29, 1957, with the reservation, which shall be made a part of the
agreement, that netwithstanding the provisions in Such agreement defining night- -
time operation and precluding operation during nighttime hours by the stations in
one country on the Class I-A channels of the other, the United States reserves the
right to authorize its stations on any of these channels to operate between the hours
of 6 a.m. (whenever it occurs earlier than local sunrise) to 6 p.m. (whenever it occurs
later than local sunsel), with reciprocal privileges to Mezxico in regard to Merican
stations operating on United States Class I-A channels.
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It is to these four alternative courses of action that the subcom-
mittee invites the attention of all interested persons.

The subcommittee appreciates the fact that daytime-only statinne
suffer from being required to go on and off the air at varying hours
throughout the year. It is an inconvenience, however, that every
daytime station accepted at the time its license was granted. The
Federal Communications Commission testified that there are waysin
which daytime-only stations can better their economic position other
than by extended hours. The subcommittee expresses its hope that
the Federal Communications Commission will extend to the daytime
stations every opportunity allowed by law to improve their service
and their economic position. In fact, the treaties themselves provide
such a way by allowing for an increase in power for daytime stations
enabling them, thereby, to increase their area coverage. Most of the
daytime stations are small businesses and deserve the sympathetic
consideration of the Government.

The subcommittee notes at this time that regardless of which of
the alternatives mentioned above may be adopted, it believes that
the hours of operation of the daytime stations should be based prin-
cipally upon domestic considerations. Thus, should the FCC decide
that the domestic situation were such as justify extended hours, the
committee would anticipate that the administration should make
every effort to obtain international agreement to such extension of
hours.

B. CLEAR CHANNEL STATIONS GENERALLY

It has already been noted that the Clear Channel Broadcasting
Service (CCBS) which originally opposed the NARBA, in part be-
cause of the absence of Mexico, has withdrawn its opposition, pro-
vided, however, that both agreements are ratified at the same time.
It has also been noted that the NARBA could become effective 15
days after the President’s deposit of the instrument while the Mexican
agreement could not become effective until Mexico’s ratification.
The subcommittee, therefore, has under consideration an understand-
ing to the resolution of ratification of the NARBA, to read as follows:

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senalors present and voting concurring therein), That
the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of Executive A, Eighty-second
Congress, first session, the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement
and Final Protocol Thereto, signed on November 15, 1950, with the understand-
ing that the instrument of ratification thereof by the United States shall not be
deposited as provided in Part III-H of such agreement until the agreement
between the United States of America and the United Mexican States Concern-
ing Radio Broadcasting in the Standard Broadcast Band, signed on January 29,
1957f(Executive G, Eighty-fifth Congress, first session), shall have entered
into force.

The subcommittee also calls the attention of the Senate and the ap-
propriate committees to the testimony of the CCBS. Mr. DeWitt,
the witness of the CCBS, stated:

It is strongly urged that in ratifying the two agreements, the U.S. Senate make
known its wishes that all possible steps be taken to improve the admittedly inade-
quate broadcast service rendered to rural and smalltown America, and that these
steps include the elimination of the provisions contained in the 1950 NARBA
which prohibit certain U.S. class I-A clear channel stations from increasing night~
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time power in the direction of certain foreign stations, thus preventing improv
ment of nighttime service in areas where it is badly needed. .
* "% * * * * *

CCBS defers, of course, to the judgment of the members of this committee as
to how best to obtain the needed relief. One possibility would be to eliminate
the restrictions on radiation through a formal exchange of diplomatic notes
with Cuba, Jamaica, and the Dominican Republic.

Again the subcommittee repeats its view that such matters as
increased power and radiation of class I-A stations do not lie within
its jurisdiction. It can only express its hope, in this case, also, that
the Federal Communications Commission give careful attention to
the improvement of nighttime service in the rural areas of America.

C. THE CANADIAN AND CUBAN RESERVATIONS

Both Canada and Cuba ratified the NARBA with reservations.
The Cuban reservation is to the 650-mile rule, and in effect states
that in view of the engineering standards provided in the agreement for
protection at the border of the country having the class I-A priority,
Cuba will permit secondary use of these channels, notwithstanding
the 650-mile rule. Inasmuch as the United States will be protected
from any degree of interference at the border higher than that per-
missible by the treaty, the administration has no objection to this
reservation. Nor did any of the industry representatives at the
recent hearing voice any objection.

The Canadian reservation concerns the maximum and minimum
power limits specified for regional and local channels. Canada reserves
the right to exceed these limits ‘“provided that in all cases the resultin
interference to other stations on the same and adjacent channels wiﬁ
not exceed the values specified in the agreement at or below the speci-
fied limits.” ' The Department of State and the Federal Communica-
tions Commission have no objection to the Canadian reservation.

The subcommittee concurs in the executive branch views on the
two reservations. As long as the radiation toward the United States
does not exceed that permitted by the NARBA, and our clear channels
remain as free from interference as they would be in the absence of
these reservations, it can see no reason to object.

O
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BROADCASTING AGREEMENTS '

Thursday, FEBRUARY 11, 1960.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. MogrsEg, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted
! the following

REPORT

[To accompany Ex. A, 82d Cong., 1st sess., and Ex. G, 85th Cong., 1st sess.]

The Committee on Foreign Relations, having had under considera-
tion the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement (Ex. A,
82d Cong., 1st sess.), signed at Washington on November 15, 1950,
and the Agreement between the United States of America and the
United Mexican States Concerning Radio Broadcasting in the
Standard Broadcast Band (Ex. G, 85th Cong., 1st sess.), signed at
Mexico City on January 29, 1957, without objection reports the
agreements to the Senate and recommends that its advice and consent
to ratification of both agreements be given at an early date.

II. MaIin PurroseE oF THE AGREEMENTS !

The North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement (NARBA)
is a regional agreement concerning use of radio frequencies in the stand-
ard broadcast band between 535 and 1605 kilocycles by the partici-
pating countries. It provides a basic pattern for this use by pre-
scribing engineering standards, procedures, classes of stations, radio
frequency priorities, and similar regulations. The participating coun-
tries are Canada, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, the United King-
dom (for Jamaica and the Bahamas), and the United States. Provi-
sion is made for the adherence of Haiti.

The agreement with Mexico is compatible with and complementary
to the NARBA in that it similarly provides for use of the standard
broadcasting band as between the United States and Mexico.

III. BACKGROUND
The need for these agreements arises from the basic fact that air-
waves do not stop at an international boundary. With the growth
1 Certain of the material contained in this report is adapted from that which appeared in an interim report

submitted in August 1959 to the full Foreign Relations Committee.
49119
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of the broadcasting industry the need developed in the thirties for a
regional arrangement to assure the least amount of interference by
stations in one nation with stations in another nation. 4

The first NARBA (North American Regional Broadcasting Agree-
ment), signed in 1937 and effective in 1941, provided a definite plan
in the North American region for the use of broadcasting channels,
so that each nation in the region could make the most effective use of
each channel with the minimum of interference between broadcasting
stations. This agreement expired in 1946 .and an. interim agreement
(a so-called modus vivendi) expired in 1949. There is still in effect
between the United States and Mexico an exchange of notes, dated
1941, the so-called gentlemen’s agreement, covering only, however,
the use of certain clear channels.

In 1947 negotiations began for a new regional agreement, which was
finally reached in December 1950.

Mexico, for reasons discussed in another section of this report, did
not sign the new NARBA, although it was a party to both the 1937
agreement and the 1946 modus vivendi, and participated in the con-
ferences leading up to the new NARBA, until it withdrew in October
1950. In 1952 the United States be%an negotiations with Mexico
which 5 years later culminated in the bilateral agreement now under
consideration.

A detailed history of the negotiations of both agreements is con-
tained on page 52 of the hearings, and a list of the members of the
U.S. delegations to the various conferences on page 53. '

_ During all stages of these negotiations, according to officials of the
Department of State and the Federal Communications Commission
and to other testimony obtained by the subcommittee, representatives
of the broadcast industry were extensively consulted and given every
opportunity to participate as advisers to the official delegation.

. IV. CoMMITTEE AcCTION ,

The NARBA was transmitted to the Senate for advice and consent
to ratification on February 5, 1951. A subcommittee, of which Senator
Tobey was chairman held hearings in 1953 (out of print) and reported
the treaty to the full committee without a recommendation. The lack
of a recommendation stemmed from the fact that while the adminis-
tration, the networks, and a large number of individual stations
favored the agreement, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service and
several large farm organizations opposed it. Their main arguments
at that time were that Mexico was not a party to the agreement and
that not enough protection was afforded clear channel (class 1) sta-
tions and farm broadcasts would be impaired. The committee took
no further action on NARBA that year.

After the Mexican agreement was signed in 1957, hearings (not
printed) were held again by a new subcommittee of which Senator
Fulbright was chairman. The previous opposition to the NARBA
from the clear channel stations and farm groups was withdrawn,
contingent upon both agreements being ratified at the same time.
The Daytime Broadcasters Association (DBA), however, testified in
opposition to the Mexican agreement. The DBA had at that time a
petition pending before the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) for extended broadcast hours (5 a.m. to 7 p.m.), This petition
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was denied by the FCC in September 1958 and a revised petition for
6 a.m. to 6 p.m. broadcast hours was denied on July 8, 1959. o

On July 9, 1959, a subcommittee consisting of Senator Morge,
chairman, Senator Lausche, Senator Church, Senator Aiken] and
Senator Carlson, held another public hearing on the agreements,
Again the hearing demonstrated widespread industry support for the
agreements. The DBA continued to oppose the Mexican agreement.

The subcommittee met again on August 3, 1959 in executive
session and agreed to take no action on the agreements at that time.
It further agreed to make public an interim report for the purpose
of inviting the comments of the broadcasting industry and the
executive %ranch on several alternative proposals that it had under
consideration at that meeting and to receive such comments at
hearings to be held within 3 weeks after the convening of the 2d
session of the 86th Congress.

These hearings were held on January 25, 1960, and the record was
held open until January 29. On February 1, in executive session,
the subcommittee voted unanimously to report the agreements
favorably to the Committee onr Foreign Relations. The committee,
at its executive session on February 2, concurred in the subcommittee
report and, without objection, voted to recommend that the Senate
advise and consent to the ratification of both broadcasting
agreements. '

V. PRroOVISIONS OF THE AGREEMENTS

A. ALLOCATION AND DEFINITION OF CHANNELS

Both agreements divide the standard broadcast band into 107 chan-
nels spaced 10 kilocycles apart. The 107 channels are in turn divided
into three categories as follows: 60 clear channels, 41 regional chan-
nels, and 6 local channels.

Clear channels.—A clear channel is defined as a channel on which
a dominant station or stations are assigned for the purpose of render-
ing service protected against interference over extensive-areas by
means of skywave as well as groundwave. 'The clear channels are in
turn divided into two classifications: those in which the principal
priority is assigned to a single country and usually for a single station
(Class I-A) and those in which the priority may be shared both be-
tween countries and by as many as three stations within a country
(Class I-B). Class II stations may be assigned ort clear channeld on
a secondary basis. A country having priority of use of a class I-A
channel under the agreements enjoys almost exclusive use of that
channel and other nations are severely restricted in the use that can
be made of the class I-A channel. The United States under the
NARBA is conferred priority on 25 class I-A channels, Canada 7,
and the Bahamas 1. The Mexican agreement confers: on Mexico
priority with respect to seven channels, including one assigned to
Canada, which in the opinion of the Federal Communications Com-
" mission does not involve a conflict. Of the 39 channels designated
as class I-A clear channels, therefore, the United States is accorded
priority on 25 and eoncedes priority on 14.

The rémaining 21 clear cga,nnels are designated as class I-B and
are utilized in varying degrees by all countries for wide area coverags
by means of skywave signals on a shared basis. Under this shared
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usage of the 21 channels, both agreements recognize U.S. priorities
for 34 class I-B stations, and grant other nations such priorities for
14 class I-B stations. !

The power of a class I-A station is set at 50 kilowatts or more and
that of a class I-B station at not less than 10 kilowatts nor more than
50 kilowatts.

The major difference between the two agreements concerns the use
of clear channels. In general, the NARBA permits secondary night-
time operations on class I-A channels by nations other than the nation
having the class I-A priority, provided that the nation having the
priority is protected at the border from interference. For example,
stations may be assigned in the United States for nighttime operation
on a Canadian class I-A channel if they are located at least 650
miles from the border and restrict the power radiated toward the
Canadian border to certain prescribed values.

The Mexican agreement, on the other hand reciprocally prohibits
with certain limited and specific exceptions any nighttime use of 6
of the Mexican class I-A channels by the United States and 25 United
States class I-A channels by Mexico. This continues the principles
now prevailing under the gentlemen’s agreement. The reason for
this difference lies in Mexico’s insistence in having the service of
its seven class I-A stations protected not only in Mexico but also to
some degree in the United States. Conversely, of course, the United
States class I-A stations have a limited degree of protection of their
service within Mexico.

Regional channels.—A regional channel (class III) is defined as a
broadcasting channel to which several stations may be assigned and
so protected as to serve a considerable area by groundwave, but no
protection is accorded to service by skywave. Under the NARBA
these stations may operate gencrally with power between 500 watts
and 5 kilowatts. Under the Mexican agreement they may operate
with power of 25 kilowatts except within 62 miles of the border, where
the power may not exceed 5 kilowatts. There are specified exceptions
to these power limitations in both agreements.

Local channels.—A local channel (class IV stations) is defined as a
channel to which many stations may be assigned so as to serve a local
area by means of a groundwave and service by skywave is not pro-
tected. The NARBA sets the power of these stations at 250 watts.
The Mexican agreement permits 1 kilowatt daytime and 500 watts
nighttime for stations located 93 miles or more from the border, and
1 kilowatt daytime and 250 watts nighttime for stations located
between 62 and 93 miles from the border.

t

B. OTHER PROVISIONS

Conferences—The NARBA provides for two classes of conferences:
(1) plenipotentiary, to meet 4 years after entry into force, unless post-
poned by a majority of the signatories, with powers to revise the
agreement; and (2) administrative, to precede a plenipotentiary con-
ference. The Mexican agreement does not provide for conferences
but for consultations in the event that one party is deemed by the
other to be acting in & manner considered inconsistent with the
agreement. . |

1 t 5
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Determination of objectionable interference—Both agreements set
forth technical standards for the measurement of objectionable
interference.

Notification.—Both agreements recognize all existing station assign-
ments, unless otherwise specified, and provide for a system of notifica-
tion of future assignments and changes.

Ratification and entry into force—The NARBA will enter into force
when ratified by the United States, Canada, and Cuba. Since Canada
and Cuba have already ratified the agreement, the agreement can
enter into force 15 dayvs after the United States deposits its instrument
of ratification. The Mexican-United States agreement will enter into
force upon ratification by both countries. Mexico has not yet acted
upon the agreement but has indicated to the U.S. Ambassador that it
\Svould take such action if the agrecment were ratified by the United

tates.

Term.—Both treaties run for a period of 5 years after entry into
force. The NARBA will continue in force unless and until a new
agreement is negotiated. The Mexican agreement can be terminated
priordto 5 years by denunciation or by a new agrcement being nego-
tiated. .

Denunciation.—Both agreements provide for denunciation to be
effective 1 year after made. The Mexican agreement further provides
that if consultations over violations are unsuccessful, the agreement
shall be terminated 90 days after denunciation.

A more detailed explanation of the agreements is contained in the
President’s message of transmittal of each, which is printed together
with the treaties.

VI. MarrErs ConNSIDERED BY THE COMMITTEE
A. USE OF MEXICAN CLEAR CHANNELS

With the opposition to the NARBA withdrawn, and the only
opposition remaining being to paragraph 8 of article II-B of the
Mexican treaty, the subcommittee devoted most of its discussion to
the questions raised by this provision.

The paragraph referred to provides in part as follows:

¢. Daytime Class II assignments by cither Contracting Party on clear channels
upon which the other Contracting Party has the Class I-A priority will be subject
to the following conditions:

(1) Permissible Hours of Operation: Sunrise to Sunset at the location of the
Class II station.

At the present time, by FCC rules, daytime stations are authorized
to operate during daytime only. The effect of the treaty is that,
should the FCC while the treaty is in force amend its rules to permit
extended operations by daytime stations, those daytime stations
operating on Mexican clear channels (about 250 stations) would be
precluded from extending their hours. To this possible future pre-
clusion, the Daytime Broadcasters Association (DBA) addresses its
objections.

The committee examined the basis for these objections most care-
fully and earnestly. The Committee on Foreign Relations has
neither the knowledge of, nor the jurisdiction over, questions involving
the merits of the daytime stations’ request for.extended hours. Such
requests have been rejected by the Federal Communications Com-
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mission twice in less than 10 months. On September 19, 1958, the
Commission unanimously denied the DBA petition for extended
hours, from 5 a.m. or sunrise, whichever is earlier, until 7 p.m. or
sunset whichever is later. It concluded that—

The population which would gain service during these hours is vastly exceeded
by the population which would lose the service of existing stations because of the
additional interference which would result on all but a few of the 107 standard
broadcast frequencies from the operation of daytime stations during the non-
daytime hours * * * contemplated by the proposal.

On July 8, 1959, the FCC, after an inquiry in which all interested
parties were afforded an opportunity to comment, denied a DBA
request for a rule change which would permit daytime stations to
operate from 6 a.m. or sunrise, whichever is carlier, to 6 p.m. or sunset,
whichever is later. It again concluded—

that the losses of standard broadcast radio service, both groundwave and skywave
in the various areas affected, which would result from an extension of the hours of
operation of stations licensed for daytime operation must be determinative
herein * * * This conclusion is strongly reinforced by a comparison of the
1,761,622 persons in 357 communities, now receiving only skywave service, who
would gain in lieu thereof a local groundwave service, with the 25,631,000 persons
in 1,727,000 square miles, now receiving skywave service, who would lose entirely
the standard broadcast radio service now available to them.

Much of the DBA testimony before the subcommittee was. con-
cerned with whether the present FCC philosophy with respect to
allocations in the standard radio band met the public need. This, the
committee is in no position to judge. This is a matter for the appro-
priate committees of Congress having jurisdiction over communica-
tions. i

The committee desires to stress that it has delayed action on these
treaties for 3 vears in order to give the daytime station operators the
fullest opportunity to develop their case before both the Federal Com-
munications Comimission and the Committee on Foreign Relations.
On the basis of the record, however, it is now the committee’s belief
that the national interest will be injured by any further delay on the
treaties. . ,

The committeec appreciates the fact that daytime-only stations
suffer from being required to go on and off the air at varving hours
throughout the year. It is an inconvenience, however, that every
daytime station accepted at the time its license was granted. The
Federal Communications Commission testified that there are ways in
which daytime-only stations can better their economic position other
than by extended hours. The committee expresses its hope that the
Federal Communications Comimission will extend to the daytime
stations every opportunity allowed by law to improve their service
and their economic position. In fact, the treaties themselves provide
such a way by allowing for an increase in power for daytime stations
enabling them, thereby, to increase their arca coverage. Most of the
daytime stations are small businesses and deserve the sympathetic
consideration of the Government.

B. THE CANADIAN AND CUBAN RESERVATIONS

Both Canada and Cuba ratified the NARBA with reservations.
The Cuban rescrvation is to the 650-mile rule, and in effect states
that in view of the engineering standards provided in the agreement
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for protection at the border of the country having the class I-A prior-
ity, Cuba will permit secondary use of these channels, notwithstandin
the 650-mile rule. Inasmuch as the United States will be protecte
from any degree of interference at the border higher than that per-
missible by the treaty, the administration has no objection to this
reservation. Nor did any of the industry representatives at the
recent hearing voice any objection.

The Canadian reservation concerns the maximum and minimum
power limits specified for regional and local channels. Canada reserves
the right to exceed these limits “provided that in all cases the resultin
interference to other stations on the same and adjacent channels wi
not exceed the values specified in the agreement at or below the speci-
fied limits.” The Department of State and the Federal Communica-
tions Commission have no objection to the Canadian reservation.

The committee concurs in the executive branch views on the two
reservations. As long as the radiation toward the United States does
not exceed that permitted by the NARBA, and our clear channels
remain as free from interference as they would be in the absence of
these reservations, it can see no reason to object.

CoNCLUSION

The committee recommends favorable action on both treaties, for
the following compelling reasons:

1. Industry support.—This report has given disproportionate em-
phasis to the questions raised by the Daytime Broadcasters Associa-
tion because it was the only group to testify in opposition to one of the
treaties. The overwhelming majority of the industry, including: all
the major networks, appeared or otherwise made known their support
of both treaties. The following testified in person in support of the
agreements: John H. DeWitt, Jr., and Gayle Gupton, Clear Channel
Broadcasting Service; Andrew G. Haley, representing various State
broadcasters associations, American Broadcasting System, and other
groups and individual stations; Elliott M. Sanger, Interstate Broad-
casting Co., subsidiary of the New York Times; Hollis M. Seavey,
Regional Broadcasters Association; Glen A. Wilkenson, KSL; Salt
Lake City, Utah; Payson Hall, Meredith Publishing Co.; Donald G.
MecGannon, Westinghouse Broadecasting Co., Inc.; and Howard Hayer,
WPIK, Alexandria, Va. Two statements by Senator John A. Carroll
were also read into the record. There follows a list of State broad-
casters associations that have gone on record for ratification of the

NARBA.

List of State broadcasters associations which passed resolutions favoring ratification of
North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement

The Florida Association of Broadeasters________ . ______.____ Dec. 2, 1950.
California State Broadcasters Association__.____ . __________ Feb. 16, 1951.
North Carolina Association of Broadcasters__ .. _________._. Mar. 8, 1951.
The Missouri Broadcasters Association_________________.__.__ Mar. 12, 1951,
The Colorado Broadcasters Association__._________.___._____ April 1951,
The Oregon State Broadcasters Association_ ____________.____ May 1951.
Washington State Association of Broadcasters_.__...__.______ May 11, 1951.
The Virginia Association of Broadcasters________________._. May 1951.
New Jersey Broadcasters Association___ ... _____._.. July 5, 1951,

Arkansas Broadcasters Association____ ... oo _a. August 1951.
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The committee also took note of the fact that the position of the
Daytime Broadcasters Association was determined in part by a poll
that it conducted of 225 daytime-only stations operating on Mexican
clear channels. Of the 120 replies to the questionnaire, 99 favored
continued opposition and 21 advised favoring the Mexican treaty.
These figures must be viewed against the fact that there are over
3,600 broadcasting stations in the United States.

9. Effect of failure to ratify.—Strong and convincing testimony was
offered on the serious effects which would result in continued failure
to ratify these treaties. According to the FCC witnesses, there have
already been a number of so-called derogations—uses of channels by
other nations which are not in accord with the proposed treaties.
These can be expected to multiply in the future if the United States
shows no disposition to ratify, and unless the treatics are ratified
there are no legal means by which such derogations can be corrected.

The committee inquired whether new and more advantageous agree-
ments could be ne otiated in lieu of the two now pending. Com-
missioner Cross of the FCC testified on this point as follows:

Each new international agreement in this complex and fast growing field is
more difficult to negotiate than its predecessor. Accordingly, in my opinion, the

United States and Mexican agreement and, more particularly the NARBA,
negotiated, as they were, several years ago, are more favorable from the U.8.
standpoint than it would be posgible to negotiate today.

The long negotiating histories of the two agreements would seem to
attest to this fact.

There is one other consideration that the committee urges the
Senate to note. The increased interference to U.S. stations which
may be expected from failure to ratify will be felt, due to unalterable
physical laws, not by the daytime stations but by the nighttime sta-
tions and the listening public. In fact, the daytime stations are the

-only ones which will not be hurt by the failure to ratify.

3. Treaties offer relief rather than restraint.—Most of the witnesses
before the committee testified that the present situation, without any
international agreement, is unsatisfactory, and pointed to the benefits
that would accrue through ratification. As Commissioner Cross
put it:

Until the treaty is ratified, the United States receives most of the limitations

imposed by the treaty but enjoys few, if any, of the considerable benefits which
would redound to it under the treaty.
By ratification, the so-called derogations, alrea(}iy referred to, would
be removed and nighttime service in the United States thereby im-
proved. More importantly, the United States would receive protec-
tion for the channels assigned to it. Legally there is nothing now
that would prevent any of the other signatories from assigning stations
to channels on which the United States has a priority, with resultant
chaos to our domestic industry—chaos which, as has already been
noted, would affect everyone but the daytime operator.

There are other means of relief offered by the treaties. There are
provisions for consultation and conferences in the case of conflicts or
disagreements between the signatorics. These may be the avenues
to help further to improve service in the United States.

The treaties offer a framework within which the tremendous groth
of the broadcasting industry can be directed toward the greatest public
good. With our international rights secured, our domestic expansion
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can progress in an orderly fashion so that the airwaves are used to
serve the greatest number of people to the best advantage.

After the treaties have been in force for 5 years, there will be, in
addition, an opportunity to review their operations. If unsatisfac-
tory, new treaties can be negotiated. Moreover, the present agree-
ment with Mexico—the so-called Gentlemen’s Agreement—contains
restrictions identical to those found in the treaty. It has been pointed
out already that the Gentlemen’s Agreement is of an indefinite dura-
tion—that is, effective until denounced by either party, which neither
party has indicated any disposition to do. The treaty with Mexico
brings about no change in the restriction against nighttime use of
Mexican and United States clear channels. In addition, the treaty
offers many more other benefits than the very limited terms of the
executive agreement.

4. Treaties are in accord with domestic policy.—Both treaties are in
complete accord with the present Government regulations of the
standard broadcast band. As the committee noted, 1t is not qualified
to inquire into the question raised as to whether these regulations
meet the present needs of the broadcasting industry and the listening
public. This is for the appropriate Senate and House committee to
do, if they deem it necessary.

One of the witnesses before the committee described the air as the
greatest natural resource owned by the American people—a natural
resource that has to be developed for the common good and not for
the advantage of any particular group.

The committee repeats that the interests of the daytime stations
must be protected. So, however, must be the rest of the broadcasting
industry, which numerically and in service area constitutes the pre-
ponderant majority. And the primary consideration, above all else,
must be the protection of the listening public. The committee
strongly believes that it is in the public interest—the broadcasting
industry, even the daytime stations, and the listener—that these
agreements be ratified promptly.

O
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CLEAR CHANNEL BROADCASTING SERVICE
e

February 24, 1960

MEMORANDUM

There are enclosed herewith for your information
copies of the following documents:

1. Report of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations recom-
mending ratification of the 1950 NARBA and the 1957 Bi-lateral
agreement with Mexico. These agreements were ratified
by the Senate late yesterday afternoon.

2. Commission Report in Docket 6741 in response to the CCBS
petition for clarification concerning the extent of protection

contemplated for I-A stations in the event of duplication.

Reed T. Rollo
R. Russell Eagan
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Before the FCC 60~155
FEDFRAL COMMUNICATIQNS COMMISSION .
Washington 25, DI.C. 83687
In the iiatter of )
)
Clear Channel Broadcasting ' ) Docket No. 6741
in the Standard Broadcast Band )

SECOND SUPPLEMENT TO THE THIRD NOTICE
OF FURTHER ™ ~OPOSEL RULE MAK ING

1. The Clear Channel Broadcasting Service has filed with the
Commission on LKovember 24, 1959, a Petition for Clarification of the Commis-
sion's Third Notice of Further Proposed Rule Making in the 1nstant proceeding,
adopted September 18, 1959, released September 22, 1959,

2, CCBS therein requests-clarification of the following matter:
(1) in the Third Notice comments have been invited on the plan of assigning
new unlimited time stations on the Class I-A channels; (2) as heretofore
there has been no nighttime duplication on Class I-A channels, the Commis-
sion's Rules do not include engineering standards of protection to be afforded
Class I-A stations from nighttime co-channel operations; (3) nor are such
standards explicitly stated in the Thirc Notice as an adjunct to the requested
formulation of comments., CCBS states its own opposition-to any nighttime
duplication on the Class I-A clear channels, but notes that CCBS and other
interested parties need a precise statement of the nighttime protection to be
afforded Class I-A stations under the proposed plan in order to formulate
their comments thereon, CCBS claims that this requirement is not satisfiec
by that portion of paragraph 13 of the Third Notice wherein it is stated that:
"Each new station licensed under the amended Rule would be required to install
a directional antenna, designed to control the direction of radiation of
energy in order to provide a satisfactory degree of protection from harmful
interference to the existing service in the United States on these channels."

3. The proposal to consider new unlimited-time assignments on clear
chamnels as set out in the Third Notice does not incorporate a formula,
routinely applicable in each case, to determine a fixed maximum limit of
radiation toward the dominamt (;ess I station on the frequency. oSuch a
formula would necessarily define one particular new concept of Class I-<A
operation, whereas, it was desired at this time, instead, to explore the
various possible modifications of the existing concept of the Class I-A
station. TPossible bases for nighttime standards of protection to Class I-A
stations exist in: (1) the 0.5 mv/m 50% skywave contour which presently pro-
vides the basis for nighttime protection for Class I-B stations under the
Commission!s Rules; (2) Type "E" or Type "F" service as defined in Exhibit 109
of this proceeding. There are also other possibilities which merit considera-
tion with respect to their consistency with the general objective of allowing
new unlimited time operations on clear channels while preserving, insofar as
possible, the Class I-A character anc usable service of the existing stations,
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It is, furthermore, noted that under the terms of the proposal set out in

the Third Notice, the indivicdual merits and deficiencies ol each application
for unlimited time assignment on a pgarticular channel in the designated

state or states would be studied, and due consideration given to, among other
factors, the nighttime interference  hich would result from each proposed
operation to the dominant station on the channel.

L. In view of the foregoing, interested parties are at libexrty
to include in their comments in response to the Third Notice considertion of:
(1) the yeneral interference situation vhich would result rom implementation
of the proposed plan; (2) the approximate pattern ol nizhttime utilization of
any particular channel under this plan; (3) proposed engineering standards
for the limitatior of nighttime co-channel interference to Class I-A stations
under this or any other »nlan involving nighttine duplication of the clear
channcls., o

FEDERAL COMMYUNICATIONS COMIMISSICH

llary Jane liorris
Secretary

Adopted: February 17, 1960

Released: February 19, 1960
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STATEMENT OF JOHN H, DEWITT, JR.

Before the

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE
SENATE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

I, Introductory

Mr., Chairman and members of tne Subcoimmmittee, my name
is Joan H, LeWitt, Jr., I am President of W3, Inc., the liceasee of staad-
ard broadcast station WSM and television station WSM~1TV, both of which are
located in Nasaville, Tennessee,

I appear before you touay in my capacity as Chairman of the
Engineering Con.mittee of the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, which is
usually referred to as CCBS. I have been a n ember of the CCBS Engineering
Con.n.ittee since its inception in November of 1934 and I have served as
Chairman since June of 1936,

I have prepared a written statement wiich I respectfully
request be made a part of the record. Iastead of reading this statement in
its entirety, I shall summarize it.

CCBS is an informal organization of the licensees of inde- Ao
pendently-owned (as distinguished from network-owned) Class I-A clear |
channel standard broadcast stations. The CCBS member stations are as

follows:



Call

KFI

W5M

W LW

WGN

WSB

WJIR

WBAP

WFAA

WHAS

WWL

WHO

WHAM

WOAIL

lLocation

Los Angeles, Calif.
Nashville, Tenn.,
Cincinnati, Ohio
Chicago, Illinois
Atlanta, Ga.

Detroit, Mich.

Fort Worth, Texas
Dallas, Texas
Louisville, Kentucky
New Orleans, La.
Des Moines, lowa

Rochester, N.Y.

San Antonio, Texas

Frequency
540 kc
650 kc
700 ke
720 kc
750 kc

760 ke

820 kc
820 kc
840 kc
870 kc
1040 kc

1180 kc

1200 kc

lLicensee

Earle C. Anthony, Inc.
WSM, Inc,

Crosley Corp.

WGN, Inc.

Atlanta Journal Co.

WJIR, The Goodwill
Station, Inc.

Carter Fublications, Inc.
A,H.Belo Corp.

WHAS, Inc.

Loyola U, of the South
Central Broadcasting Co.

Genesee Broadcasting
Corporation

Southland Industries, Inc,

It is a well known fact that large U.S. rural and small town

areas and populations do not receive adequate broadcast service . The

manner in which broadcast service can be improved has been the subject of a

series of rulemaking hearings before the Federal Commn.unications Commis -

sion commencing in 1936, 1938 and 1945.

are still pending before the Commission.

The 1945 hearings (Docket 6741)
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CCBS has participated as a party in the above-noted hearings
and has always urged tnat the only feasible means of improving broadcast
service is to authorize higher power for all Class I-A clear channel stations.

In order to clarify the nature of the CCB5 objectives and to
set the stage for discussing the two international broadcast agreements which
are the subject of this hearing, it might be helpful to make a brief reference
to the standard broadcast allocation plan.

Prior to the Radio Act of 1927 and the creation of the Federal
Radio Commission*, there was a period, known as the chaos of 1926, when
for all practical purposes, any citizen of this country could operate a radio
station on any frequency in the standard broadcast band with any power he
desired. The result was utter chaos and a total black-out of radio reception
in the vast rural and small town areas of the country. Soon after its
creation, and after consulting the leading engineers of that time, the Federal
Radio Commission promulgated its November 11, 1928 allocation plan which
set forth specific standards governing the use of standard broadcast fre-
quencies. The premises underlying the 1928 allocation were based on the
unchanging laws of physics and accordingly, the allocation plan in existence
today is sin.ilar to the 1928 allocation. Details concerning the present allo-
cation plan and the underlying facts and principles of radio con.munication

may be found in the testimony I gave in July of 1953 in connection with the

*The Radio Act of 1927 was replaced by the Communications Act of 1934 and
the Federal Radio Commission was succeeded by the Federal Communications
Commission on July 11, 1934,
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Ratification Hearings held respecting the 1950 NARBA (see pages 69ff of
the Printed Hearings). Although the November 11, 1928 allocation estab-
lished forty U.S. Class I-A Clear Channel frequencies (frequencies on which
only one station is permitted to operate during nighttime hours), there are
only twenty-four such frequencies remaining today.* However, one of the
24, is, in fact, not 'clear' (770 kc). One frequency which is classified as
a Class I-B (on which from 2 to 11 stations rﬁay operate at night) is in fact
"'clear" (1030 kc) and is classified as I-A under the 1950 NARBA and the
1957 Mexican Agreement. %%

The importance of Class I-A Clear Channel stations is that
they are capable of rendering interference-free service to rural and remote
areas. It is a fact that the assignment of additional fulltime stations on
Clear Channel frequencies will ultimately result in less nighttime service
to outlying areas. It is possible to assign some daytime stations on Clear
Channel frequencies but this must be dcne nn a very selective basis to

minimize the daytime interference effects.

* The 16 Class I-A Clear Channels which were broken down since 1928 are
now either Class I-B fregquencies of Class Iil {rezicnal) frequencies {on
which frem 13 to 25 stations operate fulitime at nignt).

**% There are 107 frequencies in the standard brondcast band: 24 U.S. Class
I-A, 7 Canacdian Class I-A, 7 Mexican Clasc I-A {one of which is a'so a
Canadian Ciass I-A), 1 Bahamas Class I-.4, 20 U. 8, Class JI-B (one of which
is classified as Class I- A under the 1950 NARBA), 2 fcreizn Class I-B, 40

regional or Classz lil and 6 local or Class IV (on each of which from 141 to 163

fulltime U. S. stations operate).
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The extent of the present inadequacy of broadcast service may
be summarized by referring to the fact that although, as of January 1, 1957,
there were 1, 875 falltime stations authorized to operate in the United States,
over 25 million people did not receive a single satisfactory nighttime ground-
wave service. These people reside in what we refer to as ''white areas'’
which as of January 1, 1957 constituted 57. 99% of the total land area of the
United States, These facts are substantially the same today even though
additional fulltime stations have been authorized since January 1, 1957.
For example, although the number of fulltime stations increased between
May 1, 1947 and January 1, 1957 from 1, 339 to 1, 875, there was only an
insignificant decrease in the amount of white area (60.59% to 57.99%) and
there was an increase in the white area population (from 23,2 million to
25.6 million).

The more than half of the United States land area which does
not receive a single adequate groundwave service and in which over 25
million people reside is shown on the map attached to mny statement, The
dark areas shown on the map receive only one satisfactory groundwave
service whereas the gray areas receive two or mwore. The oaly service pro-
vided to the more than 25 million people residing in the white areas, and the
only choice of services provided to the additional millione who receive only
one acceptable nignttime groundwave service, is the skywave service of

clear channel stations, which is not as dependable as groundwave service.
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The only possible way to improve service to the vast under-
served areas is thirough improving skywave service, CC3S is of the firm
opinion that the only feasible means of doing this is through maintaining all
U. S. Class I-A frequencies and authorizing higher power for Class I-A
stations, ¥ In addition, CCBS believes that the solution of the problem of
"white'' areas involves international as well as domestic allocations.

As I mentioned above, CCBS has always participated in
hearings before the Commission concerning standard broadcast allocations.
CCBS also has always had one or more representatives serve as Industry
advisors to the United States Delegations which have negotiated broadcast
agreements with our North American Neighbors, I served as an Industry
Advisor to the U, S, Delegations which negotiated the NARBAs signed in

1937 and in 1950, and I was in constant touch with the individuals who

* The Communications Act of 1934 and all existing and international agree-
ments, inciuding the two which are the subject of this hearing, do not set any
maximum power limitation for Class I-A Clear Channel stations. At present,
the Commission's rules provide that the minimum and maximum power for
Class I-A stations is 50 kw, CCBS recommends that the maximum power

be increased to 750 kw. The Commission is considering the question of what
changes should be made in the existing standard broadcast allocation plan in
pending Dockets 6741 (The Clear Channel Case) and 8333 (The Daytime Sky-
wave Hearing).




represented CCBS during the bi-lateral negotiations which led to the 1957

Mexican agreement,.

1I, Summary of the Negotiations Leading to the 1950 NARBA
and the 1957 Mexican Agreement

The first broadcasting agreement among the North
American countries was signed in 1937 and became effective in March of
1941 for a five year period, This agreement (usually referred to as the 1941
NARBA) was extended for a three year period by the so-called Interim
Agreement or Modus Vivendi of 1946.

In 1949, when the 1941 NARBA as extended by the 1946
Interim Agreement was scheduled to expire, U.S. Delegation meetings
were held to prepare for forthcoming negotiations of a new agreement,
CCBS urged in these preparatory meetings that the issues in the so-called
Clear Channel Case {Docket 6741, commenced in 1945) be resolved prior to
the commencement of negotiations. This position was taken because of the
following facts.

The central issue in the Clear Channel proceeding is whether,
as urged by CCBS, U.S. Class I-A Clear Channels should be maintained and
higher power authorized or, as urged by others, these frequencies should be

broken down" and a power ceiling of 50 kw maintained. This issue had been

*That is, the authorization of additional fulltime stations.




considered but never resolved in hearings held in 1936 and 1938,

The 1941 NARBA established a minimum power of 50 kw for
Class I-A stations and set no maximum power, In other words, each country
with Class I-A channels was free to authorize any power in excess of 50 kw
for its Class I-A stations, Canada and Maxico were each given six Class I-A
frequencies and the U, S., although it couid have designated more, provided
in its domestic allocation for 24. Under the 1341 NARBA, no other country
was authorized to operate a fulltime station on a U. S, Class I-A Clear
Channel unless the foreign station was located more than 650 miles from the
nearest United States border and provided a specified protection at the
United States border, ¥ However, at the 1941 Engineering Conference
(E.A.S, 227), Mexico was given the right to operate fulltime stations at
Mexico City (less than 650 miles from the U. S, border) on two U, S. Class
I-A Clear Channel frequencies (660 and 830), Also, the Interim Agreement

of 1946 gave Cuba the right, regardless of the 650-mile rule, to operate

* Because of the large time zone difference, a fulltime station in Newfound-
land was authorized to operate on 640 kc (KFI, Los Angeles), Mexico was
authorized to operate a fulltime station at Mexico City (less than 650 miles
from the U, S, border) on 1030 kc which is now proposed as a U.S. Class
I-A Clear Channel,




fulltime stations on four U.S. Class I-A Clear Channel frequencies (640,
670, 830 and 890 kc).

Because of these facts and the fact that Mexico had
authorized power in excess of 50 kw for its Class I-A stations, CCBS was
of the view in 1949 that in the then forthcoming negotiations, other countries
(principally Cuba and Mexico) would press for additional rights on U.S. Class
I-A clears and that the domestic and international interests of the United
States could be served best by resolving the issues in the Clear Channel
proceeding so as to authorize higher power on the 24 United States Class
I-A frequencies. However, no decision was reached in the Clear Channel
Case and negotiations commenced in Montreal in 1949.

The lack of action in the Clear Channel Case resulted
initially from directions to the Commission from the Senate Interstate and
Foreign Commerce Committee. On February 27 , 1948, the acting
Chairman of the Committee (Senator Tobey) sexnt a letter to the FCC Chair-
man ''requesting'' the Commission to take no action in the proceeding until

g
hearings on S, 2231 had been held. The hearings were completed in April of

*The U.S. Class I-A stations concerned were not required, as they are under
the 1950 NARBA, to restrict radiation toward the Cuban station. Cuba never
implemented its rights on 670 and 890.

**This bill, which died in Committee, provided for a power ceiling of 50
kw and the breakdown of all U.S5.Class I-A frequencies.
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1948 but in January of 1949, Senator Johnson, then Chairman of the
Comirittee, told FCC Chairman Coy not to render a Decision in Docket
6741 (see January 28, 1949 speech of Senator Johnson). On April 20, 1949,
Senator Johnson stated on the Senate floor that he hoped the rumor was wrong
that the Commission was about to decide the Clear Channel Case. The
tragic result of the lack of a decision in the Clear Channel Case was that _
the United States delegation was forced to negotiate a new NARBA agreement
dealing from weakness rather than strength.

At the 1949 Montreal conference and at a conference held
in Havana in February of 1950, the overall Cuban demands respecting
clear and regional frequencies were considered by CCBS and others to be
too excessive. Following a third session of negotiations which was held
in Washington in the Fall of 1950, the 1950 NARBA was signed by the United
States. The agreement was not signed by Mexico which participated in only
a part of the Washington session and not at all in the Montreal and Havana
sessions.

Eecause of the absence of Mexico as a signatory and because
it believed that “0o meny con:uessions had been made to other countries
(principally Cuba}, CC335 advised the Chairman of the U.S. Delegation
during the final stages of the Washington session that CCBS would oppose
ratification of the 1650 NARBA and urge that a new agreement be negotiated

which would include Mexico.
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No further conference of all the North American countries was
ever held but conferences between the U.,S., and iMexico were held in Mexico
City and Washington, These bi-lateral conferances led to the signing of

an agreement in 1957,

1II. The 1950 NARBA and the 1957 lviexican Agreement
Should be Ratified Together.

During the final stages of negotiation cof the 1950 NARBA,
CCBS representatives made known to the U.S. Delegation that CCBS would
oppose ratification because of the absence of Mexico and the concessions
granted other North American countries, principally Cuba. * The detailed
reasons for our opposition are set forth in the Hearings held in July of 1953
before this Committee.

One of the principal objections of CCBS to the 1950 NARBA
was the absence of Mexico as a signatory. This objection was removed
by the bi-lateral agreement signed with Mexico on January 29, 1957, On
April 8, 1957, CCBS at its annual meeting adopted a resolution withdrawing
its objection to the ratification of the 1950 NARBA and stating that no
objection would be interposed to the ratification of the agreement with
Mexico, A copy of this resolution is attached to my statement. In reaching

this position, CCBS did not minimize the remaining objections it had to the

*On December 4, 1950, the members of CCBS formally adopted a resolution
opposing ratification of the 1950 NARBA, which resolution was subsequently
affirmed on April 30, 1953, Copies of these resolutions are attached hereto.
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1950 NARBA. In essence, CCBS was and is of the opinion that the 1950

AN A
. . . . L-,M,ZLW
NARBA coantains unwarraated concessions. However, CCBS believes that
o~ |-Aa
the best interests of the United States presently require ratification of the-(’,—}b Y
M«»(& 'LL‘J»—- i
1950 NARBA and the 1957 Mexican Agreement in view of the apparent — ,;;
—_— T

impossibility of now renegotiating an entirely new treaty with all of the /~ 10 v uJ
(z[-cw»..,l...a
countries involved and in view of the fact that a satisfactory agreement has x 4w e

——

been reached with Mexico. However, it is strongly urged that in ratifying the

two agreements, the United States Senate make known its wishes that all

possible steps be taken to improve the adm.ittedly inadequate broadcast

service rendered to rural and small town America and that these steps in-

clude the eliniination of the provisions contained in the 1950 NARBA which 57 "/L/*'V“

ol bae L
't

nighttime power in the direction of certain foreign stations, thus preventing

prohibit certain U.S. Class I-A Clear Channel stations from increasing

improvement of nighttime service in areas where it is badly needed.

The provisions of the 1950 NARBA to which I refer are those
which state that where foreign fulltime stations are authorized to operate on
U.S.Class I-A channels, the U.S.Class I-A stations on these frequencies may
not increase radiation in the direction of the foreign stations (Annex 2, Appen-

dices A&B and Annex 3), Cuba is authorized to operate fulltime stations on

nfi WRCA  weAd  wHR W BBA
seven United States Class I-A frequencies (640, 660, 670, 760, 780,
wite v 52 e BS W HAM

530 and 1030), Jamaica on two (880 and 1180) and the Dominican
WFAA - W BAP
Republic on one (820). On the other hand, although the agreement
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with Mexico permits some Mexican stations to operate fulltime on U.S.
Class I-A Clear Channel frequencies at distances less than 650 miles,
the U.S, Class I-A stations concerned are not prevented from increasing
power in the direction of the Mexican stations.

As an example of the effect of the 1950 NARBA restrictions
upon improving service by increasing radiation in certain directions, I
direct your attention to the map attached to my statement showing the vast
white areas in the United States which do not presently receive a single
adequate nighttime groundwave service. In Southeastern California, there
are substantial white areas which are located South and East of Los Angeles.
Included in these white areas of California are rapidly growing centers of
agriculture, including the Imperial, Coachella, and Palo Verde Valleys.,
Higher power for Class I-A station KFI, Los Angeles, is sorely needed in
a southeasterly direction from Los Angeles in order to provide not only
entertainment to the farmers and ranchers in these areas but also to bring
them the latest news and weather information which is so vital to those grocw-
ing perishable agricultural commodities. The need for this service has been
eloquently expressed, both before Senate Comnuittees and the Federal Com-
munications Commission, in past years by members of farm organizations
representing farmers in these valleys. Because of the provisions of the 1950

NARBA, KFI, if it were to be authorized higher power as a resultof a
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decision in the Clear Channel Case, would be unable to improve service
in the areas described above as KFI would be required to limit its night-
time radiation over a 6 degree arc subtending the island of Cuba. Similar
examples could be cited for the other nine Class I-A frequencies which
are also affected by the terms oi this agreement.

CCBS defers, of course, to the judgment of the members of
this Committee as to how best to obtain the needed relief. One pos-
sibility would be to eliminate the restrictions on radiation through a
formal exchange of diplomatic notes with Cuba, Jamaica and the

Dominican Republic.
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IV. The Objections to Ratification of the 1957 U.S. - Mexican
Agreement are Invalid.

CCBS3, as was true of all segn:ents of the broadcast industry,
was represented on the U.S. Delegation which participated in the negotiations
with Mexico leading to the agreement signed on January 29, 1957. Although
CCBS opposed certain provisions of the agreement with Mexico (such as
the authorization of the operation of Mexican nighttimre stations on certain
of the U.5. I-A Clear Channels--660, 760,830 & 1030), CCBS5 realized that
all possible efforts to eliminate these provisions were made and that the
agreement, as signed, represented the best agreement which could be reachec
with Mexico. Accordingly, during the final stages of the negotiations
of the agreement, CCBS representatives made it known to the U.5.
Delegation that although CCBS had opposed ratification of the 1950 NARBA,
it would not oppose ratification of the Mexican Agreem.ent. Although it
was stated in U.3. Delegation meetings that any group intending to oppose
ratification should make known its views, no member of the delegation,
which included representatives of the daytime stations, stated any intention
to oppose ratification. In spite of this fact, the Daytime Broadcasters o~
Association opposed ratification of the 1957 Mexican Agreem.ent in hearings
held before this Comimittee in July of 1957. *

The Daytime Broadcasters Association, which represents only

*The Daytime Fetitioners, consisting of daytime stations on Mexican Class
I-A channels, was represented on the U.S. Delegation and has never

opposed ratification. ]
D BA

™ PA
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*«
a handful of U.S. daytime stations, opposed ratification because of restrict-

ions placed on U.S. nighttime use of Mexican Class I-A clear channels.
When the pertinent provisions of the agreement are analyzed, it becomes
obvious that the DBA objections are lacking in substance. Under the
agreement, the United States is authorized 25 clear channels, whereas
Mexico is authorized seven {one of which--54G--is also a Canadian clear
channel), Neither country has the right to operate nighttime stations on the
other country's Class I-A frequency except for specified exceptions.
Specified exceptions are given to the U.S. with respect to six of the seven
Mexican Class I-A Clear Channels” " whereas Mexico is given specific
exceptions with respect to four of the 25 U.S. Class I-A Clear Channels
(one fulltime station on each of the following U.S. Class I-A Clears--
660, 760, 830 and 1030), It is thus clear that the provisions of the U,S.-
Mexican Agreement with respect to the use of clear channels by the two
countries are fair to each country. It must also be realized that

these provisions represent the best that could be obtained and

*DBA has never submitted a list of its members. In the July, 1957 hearings,
DBA stated that it had 150 members. As of March, 1959 there were 1,528
daytimme stations of which 255 operate on the following Mexican clears--730,
800, 900, 1050, 1220 & 1570,

**Under the 1941 NARBA, as modified by the Gentleman's Agreement,

the U.S. had the right to operate fulltime stations (one each) on 1050 and
1220. Under the 1957 agreement the U.S. may continue to operate these sta-
tions and also operate one additional fulltime station on 1220. Annex 1 of the
agreement also gives the U,S, the right to operate fulltime stations on 540,
730, 800 and 900 kc.,
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that the advantages to the United States outweigh any disadvantages.
The small segment of the industry represented by DBA should not be
permitted to delay further the ratification of the 1950 NARBA and the
1957 Mexican Agreement. The interests of the overwhelming majority
of all radio stations would be adversely affected in the absence of
ratification of the agreements as the agreements constitute the only
effective means of avoiding broadcasting chaos in the North American
Region.

C. Conclusion

In concluding, I wish to make it clear that in the absence of
ratifying the agreement with Mexico, CCBS would have to maintain its
previous objection to the ratification of the 1950 NARBA. In other words,
we urge that unless the Senate ratifies both the 1950 NARBA and the 1957
Agreement with Mexico, neither agreement should be ratified. We be-
lieve that the best interests of the United States require that both agree-

ments be ratified.




RESOLUTION UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED BY CCBS AT MEETING HELD

DECEMBER 4, 1950

WHEREAS, the North American Regional Broadcasting
Agreement signed at Washington, D,C,, November 15, 1950, threatens
interference to important rural populations and areas in the United States and
blocks improvement of radio service to those areas, as well as threatens
deterioration of service elsewhere in this country, and

WHEREAS, due to urjustifiable and unreasonable concessions
made to other countries, the agreernent constitutes a deplorable surrender of
a vital national resource, namely, avenues of commuaaication to the general
public,

THEREFORE, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, in
business session at Chicago, Illinois, December 4, 1950, is hereby
vigorously opposed to this agreement and authorizes its representatives

to take all proper steps to bring about defeat of ratification thereof.




RESOLUTION UNANIMOUSIL.Y ADCPTED BY CCBES AT MEETING HELD

APRIL 30,1953

WHEREAS, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service in business
session at Chicago, Illinois, on December 4, 1950, by a unanimous vote of all
members present adopted the following resolution,

"WHEREAS, the North American Regional Broadcasting Agree-~
ment signed at Washington, D.C., November 15, 1950, threatens inter-
ference to important rural populations and areas in the United States
and blocks improvement of radio service to those areas,as well as
threatens deterioration of service elsewhere in this country, and

"WHEREAS, due to unjustifiable and unreasonable concessions
made to other countries, the agreement constitutes a deplorable sur-
render of a vital national resource, namely, avenues of communi-
cation to the general public,

“"THEREFORE, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, in
business session at Chicago, Illinois, December 4, 1950, is hereby
vigorously opposed to this agreement and.authorizes its represent-
atives to take all proper steps to bring about defeat of ratification
thereof, ' and

WHEREAS, it appears that hearings before a Subcommittee of
the U,S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee may be held in the near future,
and

WHEREAS, it is deemed advisable because of the lapse of time
to express by resolution the current views of the members of CCBS with re-
spect to NARBA, and

WHEREAS, there have been no developments in AM broadcast-
ing since the adoption of the above~quoted resolution of December 4, 1950, to
indicate that the interests of the United States would be served by ratification
of the agreement, and

WHEREAS, the development of television since the agreement
was signed gives substantial promise of negotiating a satisfactory agreement
concerning AM broadcasting among all nations of the North American region,

THEREFXORE, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, in
business session at Los Angeles, California, April 30, 1953, hereby reaffirms
the above~quoted resolution originally adopted on December 4, 1950.




RESOLUTION UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED BY CCB35 AT MEETING HELD

APRIL 8, 1957

"WHEREAS, the Clear Channel Broadcasting Service by
resolution adopted December 4, 1950, opposed ratification of the North
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement signed at Washington, D.C.,
November 15, 1950, on the ground, among others, that the United Mexican
States was not a signatory to the Agreement; and

"WHEREAS, the United States Delegation, under the able
Chairmanship of Commissioner Rosel H, Hyde, has concluded a satisfactory
agreement between the United States and the United Mexican States; and

"WEHEREAS, the members of the Clear Channel Broadcasting
Service in regular annual meeting assembled have re-examined all provisions
of the aforesaid 1950 North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement
in the light of the above Agreement with the United Mexican States and in
the light of present day conditions;

"NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Clear Channel
Broadcasting Service withdraw its objection to ratification of the 1950 North
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement, with the understanding that
every possible means will be used to obtain the elimination of the provisions
of the 1950 North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement restricting
radiation of United States Class I-A standard broadcast stations, and;

"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clear Channel
Broadcasting Service interpose no objection to the ratification of the agree-
ment between the United States of America and United Mexican States signed

on January 29, 1957."
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NOTES FOR DEWITT's TESTIMONY

I, Introductory

A. Read page 1.
B. Summarize pages 2 througn 7:
Refer to map--Describe what map n.eans and shows.
White areas represent about 55% area 25. 6 million people.
Only service in wiite areas is througn skywaves of I-B
and I-A stations--not as dependable as groundwave
service,
e !

CCBS uas always been of opinion that oﬁly way to in:prove

s

this service is through higher power on I-A channels.
i
Most engineers agree.
The solution of the white area problem involves international

as well as national problems. Skywaves are very

susceptible to interference.

II., Sunumarize Pages 7 through 11

1937 Conference--1941 NARBA Sy e LA
/é“~7( ’

1946 modus vivendi



194G iiontreal Conference

1950 Havana Conference & NAREA Treaty which is now
up for ratification.

Clear Channel proceeding started at FCC Y¥eb, 20, 1945.
CCBs posititon with respect to 1949 conference

Central issue in clear cihannel proceedinyg Docket ,741
before £CC is high power vs., breakdown &
raintenance of 50 kw liniit on [-As,

Eaca new treaty has wnittled away sowtetiing fron. U. 3.
largely because basic issue of clear channel case
:1as not been solvea,

was

Lack of action by FCChoe resultof Senator Tobey asking
it not to take action until nearings on a bill by
Senator Johnson could be neld,

after nearings were over, Senator Jonnson then told

Chairinan of FCC not to issue decision in tnis case.

I{I. Read Fages 11 Througnh 17
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LOUIS G. CALDWELL
(1a2-188i)

HAMMOND E.CHAFFETZ
REED 7. ROLLO
DONALD C. BEELAR
PERCY M, RUSSELL
KELLEY E.GRIFFITH
PERRY S, PATTERSON
R. RUSSELL EAGAN
CHARLES R. CUTLER

HERBERT J. MILLER, JR.

FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B. MCCABE

JOSEPH DuCOEUR
RAYMOND G. LARROCA
NORMAN M. HEISMAN
HOWARD P.WILLENS

LAW OFFICES OF
KIRKLAND,ELLIS, HODSON, CHAFFETZ & MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING - 162 AND K STREETS, N. W,

WASHINGTON 6, D. C. CHICAGO QOFFICE
- PRUDENTIAL PLAZA

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200 CHICAGO I,ILLINOIS

July 21, 1959

MEMGCRANDUM TO CCBS MANAGERS & CHIEF ENGINEERS

The Federal Communications Commission announced

today that it has directed its staff to prepare

na document looking toward further rule making in the AM
'clear channel' proceeding (Docket 6741) to consider the
feasibility of allocating on 24 clear channels a limited
number of unlimited-time Class II stations of not less than

10 kw power. Location of these stations would be determined
on the basis of need in areas without primary service and
under controlled conditions which would afford protection to
Class I-A stations on those channels. (A Further Notice of
Proposed Rule Making of April 15, 1958 proposed to reserve
12 of the 25 clear channels for additional Class II stations with
power of from 500 to 750 kw and to assign additional Class I
stations on five of those channels.)"

The Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making will be

issued in the near future at which time we shall forward you copies
and make plans for preparation of comments.

Reed T. Rollo
R. Russell Eagan




LOUIS G. CALDWELL
{isi-te81}
HAMMOND E£.CHAFFETZ
REED T. ROLLO
DONALD C, BEELAR
PERCY H. RUSSELL
KELLEY E. GRIFFITH
PERRY S. PATTERSON
R. RUSSELL EAGAN
CHARLES R.CUTLER

HERBERT J. MILLER, JUR.

FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B. MCCABE

JOSEPH DuCOEUR
RAYMOND G. LARROCA
NORMAN M. HEISMAN
HOWARD P, WILLENS

LAW OFFICES OF

KIRKLAND, ELLIS HODSON CHAFFETZ X MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING -16™ AND K STREETS, N. W,

WASHINGTON 6, D. C.

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

July 10, 1959

MEMORANDUM TO CCB3 MANAGERS & CHIEF ENGINEERS

CHICAGO OFFICE
PRUDENTIAL PLAZA
CHICAGO i,1LLINOIS

Ratification Hearings on 1950 NAREA and 1957 Mexican Agreement

Hearings before Senator Morse's Subcommittee were held

yesterday. The only opposition to ratification was that expressed by the Day-

time Broadcasters Association,

In our opinion, it appears unlikely, because

of the Daytimers' opposition, that the Committee will report either agreement

to the Senate.

The Committee might possibly take favorable action on the

Agreements if an overwhelming avalanche of support should develop for

ratification from broadcasters and other interested parties.

open until Thursday, July le.

Senator Morse announced that the hearing record would remain

Accordingly, if you have not as yet sent a

letter or a telegram to Senator Morse and to your own Senators urging ratifica-
tion of the two agreements, we suggest that you do so at once so that the com-
munications may be included in the record. Siniilar letters from. farm organ-

izations in your area would be helpful.

Reed T. Rollo
R. Russell Eagan
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HAMMOND E.CHAFFETZ
REED T. ROLLO
DONALD C. BEELAR
PERCY H. RUSSELL
KELLEY E.GRIFFITH
PERRY S. PATTERSON
R.RUSSELL EAGAN
CHARLES R.CUTLER

HERBERT J. MILLER, JR.

EDWARD oe GRAZIA
FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B. MGCCABE
JOSEPH DUCOEUR
RAYMOND G. LARROCA
NORMAN M HEISMAN

LAW OFFICES OF

KIRKLAND, ELLIS HODSON, CHAFFETZ % MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING - 6™ AND K STREETS. N. W.

WASHINGTON 6,D. C.

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

September 1, 1959

MEMO TO CCBS MANAGERS AND CHIEF ENGINEERS

Committee Interim Report re NARBA and Mexican Agreement

Enclosed for your information is a copy of an Interim

Report recently released by the Senator Morse Foreign Relations
Subcommittee which held ratification hearings concerning the 1950
NARBA and the 1957 Mexican Agreement in July of this year.

The Morse Subcommittee has scheduled further

hearings '"to be held within three weeks after the convening of the 2d
Session of the 86th Congress.! This probably means the latter part of
January,

The further hearings are to be held for the purpose of
receiving comments and reactions to the matters set forth in pages 6

through 8 of the attached Interim Report.

Reed T. Rollo
R. Russell Eagan

MAIN OFFICE
PRUDENT!AL PLAZA
CHICAGO IILLINOIS
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HAMMOND E.CHAFFETZ
REED T. ROLLO
DONALD C. BEELAR
PERCY H. RUSSELL
KELLEY E.GRIFFITH
PERRY S. PATTERSON
R. RUSSELL EAGAN
CHARLES R.CUTLER
FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B. McCABE

JOSEPH DuCOEUR
PAYMOND G. LARROCA
JOHN P. MANWELL

N ;
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7 /
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LAW OFFICES OF VAT-T- I -Ztuz oA

KIRKLAND, ELLIS, HODSON, CHAFFETZ X MASTERS
WORLD CENTER BUILDING - 18 AND K STREETS, N. W,

WASHINGTON 6,D.C.

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

September 18, 1961

MEMORANDUM

TO CCBS GENERAL MANAGERS AND CHIEF ENGINEERS:

At

CHICAGO OFFICE
PRUDENTIAL PLAZA
CHICAGO I, ILLINOIS

We are enclosing herewith copies of the following documents:

(1) Minutes of the Special Meeting of the Clear Channel Broadcasting
Service held in Nashville, Tennessee, on Thursday, September 14, 196l.

(2) Copy of letter dated September 7, 1961 fro.n Chairman
Cren Harris of the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cominerce
to Chairman Ainow of the Federal Communications Commission requesting
the Commission to postpone issuance of its final order concluding the
Clear Channel proceeding (Docket No. 6741l). This letter is attached to the
Minutes of the Special vMeeting and was also distributed to those of you who
attended the Special :Meeting in Nashville.

(3) The Commission's Report and Order in the Clear Channel
Case (Docket No. 674l) adopted by the Commeission on September 13, 1961
and released on September 14, 196l. We have not endeavored to prepare a
summary of this Report because we consider the entire Report of such
criti cal importance to the future of the concept of clear channel broadcasting
as to warrant a careful reading by each of you. We shall appreciate
receiving your comments, reactions and observations concerning the Report
as an aid to us in determining our future steps. At the present time, we
have the Report under intensive study to determine whether our next step
should be the filing of a Fetition for Reconsideration with the Commission
or to appeal directly to the United States Court of Appeals. A Petition for
Reconsideration must be filed within 30 days after the Commission's Report
is published in the Federal Register (which will probably be tomorrow) and a
Notice of Appeal must be filed within 60 days after September 13 if we decide
to go directly to the Court, or within 60 days after denial of a Petition for
Reconsideration by the Commaission if we decide on this course. Regardless
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of what we finally conclude is for the best interests of CCBS, undoubtedly
other parties will be filing petitions for reconsideration and still others
will be filing appeals to the Court. If petitions for reccnsideration are
filed, they will only serve to delay the Court's consideration of any appeals
that may be filed.

(4) CTopy of letter dated Septemper 13, 196l from Chairman Minow

(By Direction Of The Commission) to Chairman Harris in response to his
letter of September 7, 1961 mentioned above.

Reed T. Rollo
R. Russeil Eagan

Enclosures




C FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
0 Jashington 25, D. C,

Y September 13, 1961

Honorable Oren Harris

Chairman, House Interstate and Foreign
Cormerce Cormmittee

House of Represcntatives

Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Chairman Harris:

This is in reply to your letter of September 7, 1961, with
regard to the Clear Chamel proceeding (Docket No. 67L41).

As you know, tne Clear Channel proceeding has been pending before
the Commission for over 16 vears (since February 20, 1945)., In its earlier
stages, extensive hearings were held, which have been supplemented through-
out the entire period by voluminous written comments., This proceeding
involves matters of great technical complexity, including basic peolicy
questions as to tiie most effective use of the frequencies presently
allocated to standard radio broadcasting; this country's international
cormitments with respcct to these frequencies; and the marked changes in
radio broadcasting which have taken place in recznt years.

After long and careful deliberation, the Commission has reached
a result vhich a substantial majority of its members consider to be the
best possible solution to the very difficult problems here involved, taking
full account of all the evidence and arguments which have been presented
to it over the past sixteen years. Under the circumstances anc¢ particularly
in light of the fact that on June 12, 1961, prior to learning of the
concern of the Cormittee in this matter, we publicly announced the basic
features of the decision we had reached, the Commission regrets that it is
unable at this lste stage in the proceeding to delay final adoption of the
Report and Order in Docket o, 6741, The Commission has therefore adopted
its final Report and Order in this matter concurrently with its authorization
of the dispatch of this letter to you.

Implementation of the Commission's decision in Docket No, 6741
will require tine, and it is probable that petitions for reconsideration
will be filed by advocates of many of the positions heretofore urged upon
us. Additional time will be required to dispose of these, and, in our
judgment, there is no rossibility that applications for any of the proposed
Class II stations authorized to operate on existing clear channels can be




granted within the next six months -- and probably not for a substantial
period thereafter, As a consequence, it woula appear that ample time
will be available for the Committee to hold hearings on this problem early
in the next session if it concluded that such a course would be in the
public interest, This would provide an cpportunity lor Congressional
action if you and your colleagues should conclude that legislative action
is warrantad, DMeanwhile, however, the Commission fecels tiaat it must press
forward to a conclusion of this long-pending proceeding in the manner
which, in its best judgment, appears to be most in the public interest,
Having thus discharged its responsibilities, the Commission will welcome
study of its action by your Cormittee and will, of course, be most happy
to cooperatc in any way that it can,

I am enclosing herewith a copy of this letter ¢nd a copy of the
Report and Orcer for each member of the Committee,

BY DIRuCTION OF THE CGL ISSICH
/s/ Wewton i, Minow

Newton I, Minow
Chairman

Enclosures




IGHTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS

OREN HARRIS, ARK., CHAIRMAN

JOHN BELL WILLIAMS, MISS. JOHN B. BENNETT, MICH.
PETER F. MACK, JR,, ILL. WILLIAM L. SPRINGER, ILL.
KENNETH A. ROBERTS, ALA. PAUL. F. SCHENCK, OHIO
MORGAN M. MOULDER, MO. J. ARTHUR YOUNGER, CALIF.
HARLEY O. STAGGERS, W. VA. WILLIAM H. AVERY, KANS.
WALTER ROGERS, TEX. : HAROLD R. COLLIER, ILL.
SAMUEL N. FRIEDEL, MD. MILTON W. GLENN, N.J.
JOHN J. FLYNT, JR., GA. SAMUEL L. DEVINE, OHIO
TORBERT H. MACDONALD, MASS. ANCHER NELSEN, MINN.
GEORGE M. RHODES, PA. HASTINGS KEITH, MASS.
JOHN JARMAN, OKLA. WILLARD S. CURTIN, PA,
LEO W. O'BRIEN, N.Y. ABNER W. SIBAL, CONN.
JOHN E. MOSS, CALIF. VERNON W. THOMSON, WIS.

JOHN D. DINGELL, MICH.
JOE M. KILGORE, TEX.
PAUL G. ROGERS, FLA.
ROBERT W. HEMPHILL., §.C.
DAN ROSTENKOWSKI, ILL.
JAMES C. HEALEY, N.Y.

W. E. WILLIAMSON, CLERK

Congress of the W nited States
TBouse of Representatibes

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commeree
Room 1334, House Sffice Builving

Washington, B.C.
September 8, 1961

Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr.

Station WSt Ince.

Nashville, Tennessee

Dear iir. DeWitt:

I have your telegram of August 30, 1961 with

regard to the clear channel proceeding and I am

enclosing for your information copy of a letter which

1 addressed to the Commission requesting postponement

of action in this proceeding.

Enclosure
OH:mr

Sincerely yours,
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October 11, 1961

,\
J
Dear Carlton:

W@ want vu to know we aprreciate greatly all that
you “id in the recent session of Congress with rcspect
to ammending tre Comrunieations Act wiich would protect
the clear channel stztions. The members of our group
were informed of your action at a meeting here in
September and all expressed their aporcciation,

While it appears trat WSM is "home free" at the
present time, our advises from “‘as’ irston Indicate
t' 2+ the nrecent proposed dupllcation o thirteen
stations is only tre beginning., Ve vere deeply
shocked wren the F('C choze to proceed with its
proposed order in the face of tre letter from 'r.
Oren "ar-is asking them to vith!old action until
such time as the bille in gquestion could be considered.

I trust that you are *avin- a ~leasart respite
‘rom your Washington offices and I do hope that I
shall see you before you go “ack,

Beet wishes.

Sineccrely yours,

John H. De 1tt, Jr.

The Yonorable Carlton Loser
Federal Bu “ding
Nas' ville, "ennessee
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Ward L. Quaal Executive Vice President and General Manager

October 2, 1961
Dictated 9/27/61

Mr, Norman R, Glenn
Publisher

Sponsor
40 East

49th Street

New York 17, New York

Dear Norm:

It was grand to see you again and please be assured I am deeply
grateful for the splendid editorial on "big" stations. I am

seeing that wide distribution is given this excellent piece, I
can't begin to tell you how important it is to both you and me,

I was pleased to hear of the new and ambitious plans of Sponsor
and U, S, Radio. I think you have a 'ten strike' going for you,

Norn,

All the

WiQ/rmz

best and much appreciation,

. Sincerely,

{ L4

Ward L. Quaal

« WGN Syndication Sales « KDAL Radio /Television serving Duluth-Superior
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CITY & MONUMENT AVENUES, PHILADELPHIA 31, PA - GREENWOOD 7-8300

THOMAS J. SWAFFORD

Vice President October 4, 1961
and General Manager

Mr. Norman R. Glenn
Editor & Publisher
SPONSOR

555 5th Avenue

New York 17, New York

Dear Norm:

Your September 18th editorial on '"Big Radio' (Sponsor Speaks)
was a delight to read and I, of course, agree with you completely
that "community radio hasn't swept away the need for the big area
giant that sustained some sledgehammer blows in the early tv
years and has now come back stronger than ever."

The "Who's Who'' station list that follows is a most impressive
one. However, may I differ with you in one respect. WSM has
been mentioned twice!

Am I to think that WSM is twice as good as the other stations
named? I would like to believe that one of your proofreaders
slipped up and the WCAU Radio call letters were meant to occupy
some space in that paragraph.

Some of our credentials: the major station in the Philadelphia

market for 39 years (40 next May) ... the first CBS affiliate

back in 1927 ... CBS Owned since 1958 ... first in the ratings ...

fighting editorials ... two-hour listener- -participating ""Talk of

Phitadelphia' program daily ... a recent "Eggs '"Round the Clock"

promotion and free breakfast for listeners drew 5,200 people to

our grounds on a fine August day betwegn 7-10 AM.

adio! Sponsor

V‘g &\,\.: ’Cru A .‘t" 3 /
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Most emphatically, WCAU Radio is Big
proofreaders please note!

- LOS ANGELES: ATLANTA * ST. LOUIS



JAMES D. EASTLAND, MISS., CHAIRMAN

ESTES KEFAUVER, TENN.
OLIN D. JOHNSTON, S.C.
JOHN L. MCCLELLAN, ARK.
SAM J. ERVIN, JR., N.C,
JOHN A. CARROLL, COLO.
THOMAS J. DODD, CONN.
PHILIP A. HART, MICH.
EDWARD V. LONG, MO.

ALEXANDER WILEY, WIS.

EVERETT MCKINLEY DIRKSEN, ILL.
ROMAN L. HRUSKA, NEBR.
KENNETH B. KEATING, N.Y.

B T Wlnifed Hiafes Denafle

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

September 20, 1961

Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr.
President

WSM, Inc.

Rashville, Tennessee

Dear Mr. DeWitt:

Thank you very much for your telegram. I am sorry I am
late in replying.

I think probably the bill you have in mind 1s S, 2290
introduced by Senators Capehart and Talmadge which prohibits
the Federal Communications Commission from granting licenses
to more than one standard broadcast station operating before
locel sunrise or after local sunset on certain class I-A clear-
channel frequencies.

The bill is still pending in the Senate Commerce Committee.
I am informed hearings will be held next session on the bill.
I appreciate your advice on the measure and will certainly look
it and do what I can to help.

With kindest regards.

Sincerely,

Gt
s Kefauver, S




EXecutive 3-0255

Clear Channel Broaa]casting Service

Shoreham Builcling
Was}lington 5 D.C.

October L, 1961

Mr, John H, DeWitt, Jr,
President & Station Manager
WSM, Inc,.

301 - 7th Avenue North
ashville 3, Tennessee

ear Mr, DeWitt:

At Russ Eagan's request, I am sending to you under
séparate cover 100 reprints of the remarks made by Senator

ehart on July 20, 1961, in connection with his introduction,
on|\a co-sponsorship basis with Senator Talmadge, of S. 2290 which
woyld amend the Communications Act so as to prohibit any further
breakdown of any of the remaining Class I-A clear channel
freguencies,

At the meeting held in Nashville on September 1L, it was
suggested that each station be furnished copies of Senator Capehartts
rematks in the belief that they constitute a simple explanation of
the neasons why there should be no further duplication of Class

I-A equencies,

If you need additional copies of Senator Capehart's remarks,
pleasel let me know.

Sincerely,

:fi;y»z4é/¢41,»

Bernice Hase

/

Encl,

ﬁ Sponsored l)_v In(lcpcn(lently Owned

Clear Cllannel Raclio Stations




“eptember 25, 1961

4r, Reed Rollo

Kirkland, T1lis, Bodson, Chafietz & Hasters
vorld Center Building

16th and X Strects

Washington, Us e

Dear Needt

George Feynolds and I have ccnslidered your recuest for a
statement with resvect to the offect on the Air Force JRTCOM
nroject if the FCT Clear Chamnel decision is carried out., Two
months from now we would be in a far bett r position to assess
tre situation accurately but I thi:k there are some general
statements which we could make abcut it at the present time
which may e helpful to you.

This project in order to be successful mst rely on the use
of very weak ficlds in the ‘aytime and curing times when the sky-
vave ‘s not precent due to icnospheric difficulties. Normally in
+ narrov band system one could work with a poor signal to noise
ratio and I b lieve that this is true with respect to this pro-
ject when static and man-made interference are considered but

this statement does not hLcl! with co=channel interference because
the interference is still within the pass band of the narrow band

receiver.

If we toke an individual case, such as the duplication of
WSB in Alaska, I do not “elieve that trouble would ensue. it
we go now to *'CY being duplicated in “ontana, I suspect that
there will be trou le durinp the sunrise and sunset period
cven with one duplication. If the stations are duplicated
further so that creeping par lysis takeas place as in the case
of %OR, I believe tre pos:ivilities would largely be destroyed
of using these chmnnels for military communication purposcs as
contemplated,

Daytime stations added on the clesr channels can be just as
1roulesome as full time stations because of the fact that the
plan envisions the usc of very weak recelved signals which can
be dectroyed by davtime sroundave and transitien period skywave
interference. At the prosent 'ime ve do not know what ratio of
desired tc und sired sirnal sirengths can be tolerated with this
na-ticular type of +ransmisciem. “hen this ratio is cdctermined,
e will be in a better nosition to assess tre overall effect of
duplication,
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Mr, Reed Rolle 2w September 25, 1961

Gearge and I belleve that the statements set down above are accurate
so far as we can determine at the present time,

Begt wishes,

Sincerely yours,

Jehn B. W’.tt’ Jr.
JHDsab



Ceptember 25, 1961

Mr, Reed Rollo

Kirkland, F1lis, Rodson, Chaffetz & Masters
“'orld Center Building

16th and K Streets

Viashington, s C.

Dear Reed:

George Feynolds and I have considered your request for a
statemcnt with respect to the effect on the Alr Force 3BRTCOM
project if the FCT Clear Chmmnel decision is carried out. Two
months from now we would be in a far bett r position to assess
the situation accurately but I thi:k there are some general
statements which we could make abcut it at the present time
which may be helpful to you,.

This project in order to be successful must rely on the use
of very weak ficlds in the caytime and during times when the sky-
vave is not pre:zent die to ionospheric difficulties. Normally in
a narrou band system one could work vvith a poor signal to noise
ratio and I b lieve that tris is true with respect to this pro-
ject when static and man-made interference are considered but
this statement does not hol: with co-channel interference because
the interference is still within the pass band of the narrow band
receiver,

If we tuke an individual case, such as the duplication of
WSB in Alaska, I do not helieve that trouble would ensue, If
we go now to ''GN being duplicated in “ontana, I suspect that
there will be trou:le during the sunrise and sunset period
.~en vith one duplication, If the stations are duplicated
further so that creeving par lysis takes place as in the case
of YOR, I believe tre possibilities would largely be destroyed
of using these clggnels for military commnication purposes as
contemplated.

Daytime stations added on the clear chanrels can be just as
trouslesome as full time stations because of the fact that the
nlan envisions the use of very weak received signals which can
be destroyed by -lavtime ground-ave and transition period skywave
interference. At the present time e do not know what ratio of
desired to und sired signal sirengths can be tolerated with this
particular type of ‘ransmissiom, When this ratio is determined,
e will be in a better position to assess the overall effect of
duplication,



Mr. Reed Rolle Qe September 25, 1961
Gearge and I believe that the statements set down above are accurate
so far as we can determine at the present time.
Begt wishes,

Sincerely yours,

John H, Dev'itt, Jr.
JHDsadb
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ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF COF
CLEAR CHANNEL BROADCASTING SERVICE

DOCKET 6741

October 16, 1961

A. D. RING & ASSOCIATES WASHINGTON, D. C.




TELEPHONE
REPUBLIC 7-2347

A.D. RING & ASSOCIATES

CONSULTING RADIO ENGINEERS

1710 H STREET, N. W, CABLE ADDRESS.
RINGCO
WASHINGTON 8, D.C. WASHINGTONDC
A D.RING
STEPHEN W.KERSHNER
HOWARD T. HEAD
CHARLES S.WRIGHT
MARVIN BLUMBERG October 16, 1961
City of Washilngton
S8

District of Columbia

Howard T. Head, being first duly sworn, upon oath
deposes and says that he 1s a consulting radio engineer,

a partner in the firm of A. D. Ring & Assoclates, with
offices at 1710 H Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. He

1s a registered professional engineer (Reg. No. 2521)

in the District of Columbia. His qualifications as an
engineer are a matter of record with the Federal Communi-
cations Commission.

The firm of A. D. Ring & Associates has been retained
by Clear Channel Broadcasting Service to make engineering
studies of the Commission's Report and Order in Docket
6741, released September 14, 1961. The Commission's Order
includes provisions for new Class II-A unlimited time sta-
tions on eleven of the Class I-A clear channels, and the
reassignment of two stations now operating on other channels
to two additional Class I-A clear channels. The affected
channels are listed in the following table, which shows the

dominant Class I-A station on each channel, together with




- -
the state or states in which the Commission proposes to
assign a 10 kw unlimited time statilon (5 kw for KFMB, San
Diego on 760 kc) on ecach channel.
TABLE T

Class II-A Assignments
Proposed on Class I-A Clear Channels

Chan. State(s) in which Class II-A
(kc) Existing Class I-A Station Assignment may be applied for
670 WMAQ Chicago Idaho
720 WGN Chicago Nevada or Idaho
750 WSB Atlanta Anchorage, Alaska(KFQD)
760 WJIR Detroit San Diego, Cal. (KFMB)
780 WBBM Chicago Nevada
880 WCBS New York North Dakota
South Dakota or
Nebraska
890 WLS Chicago Utah
1020 KDKA Pittsburgh New Mexico
1030 WBz Boston Wyoming
1100 KYwW Cleveland Colorado
1120 KMOX St. Louis California or Oregon
1180 WHAM Rochester Montana
1210 WCAU Pnilladelphia Kansas, Nebraska or
Oklahoma

According to the Commission's Order, these Class II-A
asslgnments which are contemplated, with the exception of
KFQD on 750 ke and KFMB on 760 kc, are intended to render the
maximum possible amount of primary ground wave service to
"white areas" at night. Studies have been made to determine
the maximum amount of primary service to "white areas" which
could be rendered on each of these channels by assignments
located in the indicated states. This new primary nighttime
service to "white areas" has been compared with the additional

nighttime primary service to "white areas" which could be
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rendered by incrcasing the power of the domlnant statlons
from 50 kw to 750 kw on cach channel. These studlcs show
that the Commission's aim of providing maximum nighttime
primary service to existing "white arcas" could be far more
readlly realized by increasing power of the exlsting Class
I-A stations than by assignment of new Class II-A statlons to
the sparsely populated areas.

Studies were made of the population density in the

states listed in the table above, using the most recent popu-
lation distribution map prepared by the Census Bureau. Assumed

locations were chosen for each of the Class II-A stations where
1t appeared the maximum service to "white areas" would be pro-
vided by the new facility. At the same time, care was taken

to avoild concentration of Class II-A stations in the more
populous states where opportunities for multiple Class II-A
assignments would be provided under the new rules. Based

on these studles, Class II-A stations were assumed to be opera-
ting with 10 kw power at night, employing directional antennas
to protect the dominant stations, at the cities given in the
followlng table:

TABLE II

Agsumed Class II-A Assignments
On Clear Channels

Channel Location
670 kc Gooding, Idaho
720 Hawthorne, Nevada
80 Fallon, Nevada
80 Holdrege, Nebraska
890 Beaver, Utah
1020 Lovington, New Mexico
1030 Lusk, Wyoming
1100 Springfield, Colorado
1120 Oakrldge, Oregon
1180 Hamilton, Montana

1210 Pratt, Kansas




.

Figures 1 through 11 arc a scries of maps showlng the
Type B service contours (nighttime interference-free) for
the assumed operations listed in Table II. The areas and
populations of the "white areas" within the service contours
shown on thesc maps are listed in Table IV.

Figures 12 through 21 are a serles of maps showing the
Type B service contours (nighttime interference-free) for
the Class I-A stations now operating on the channels listed
in Table I for both 50 kw and 750 kw operation. These maps
show only those portions of the Type B contours of the Class
I-A stations where a power increase from 50 kw to 750 kw
would result in service to nighttime "white area". Type B
service contours of other stations serving these areas are
shown.

The following table lists the area and population which
would be provided with a first nighttime primary service (Type B)

by an increase in power of the indicated stations from 50 kw to

750 kw:
TABLE IIT
Area and Population Not Now Recelving
Primary Nighttime Service Which Would
Be Served by an Increase in Power
of Class I-A Stations to 750 kw
Channel Station Area Population
670 ke WMAQ /1 yas
720 WGN 3,990 70,909 /1
750 WSB 7,542 257,460
760 WJIR 9,550 234,868
780 WBBM 1 /1
880 WCBS 75 24,529
890 WLS /1 /1

/1 Essentially same as WGN for all Chicago stations.
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TABLE III (CONT'D)

Channel Station Area Population
1020 «c KDKA 2,169 110,180 /2
1030 WBZ 2,070 131,196 /2
1100 KYW 6,282 276,675
1120 KIMOX 27,697 609, 681
1180 WHAM 5,343 250,801
1210 WCAU 1,130 51,713

/2 The present Type B nighttime service of KDKA on 1020 kc
ard WBZ on 1030 kc is limited by mutual adjacent-channel
skywave interference; thus, a simultaneous power increase
weuld not increase the Type B service rendered, assuming
Type B service in this instance to be limited by adjacent-
channel skywave interference. The figures gilven here assume
tr.at one statlon or the other, but not both, lncreases power
to 750 kw.

The following table lists the area and population (all
within "white area") which would receive primary service at night
if 10 kw Class II-A Stations should be authorized as listed in
Table II above:

TABLE IV

Areas Receiving First Primary Nighttime Service
From Proposed Class II-A Assignments

Channel Location Area Population
670 kc Gooding, Idaho 4,121 sq.mi. 21,026
720 Hawthorne, Nevada 2,964 8,644
780 Fallon, Nevada 2,482 7,554
880 Holdrege, ‘Nebraska 10,060 89,063
890 Beaver, Utah 5,230 8,469

1020 Lovington, New Mexico 2,964 18,304
103C Iusk, Wyoming 3,832 9,775
110C Springfield, Colorado 2,169 4,064
112G OQakridge, Oregon 1,277 15,944
118C Hamilton, Montana 1,301 6,731
1210 Pratt, Kansas 5,182 45,001

It will be seen that power increases for the Class I-A

stations would be many fold more effective in accomplishing the
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Commission's stated purpose of serving "white" area at night
than the proposal to assign Class II-A stations to the areas
indicated.

The Class I-A Stations, all operating with 750 kw power,
would provide primary nighttime service to a total population
of 1,885,816 persons in 64,378 square milesZl who do not now
recelve primary service during nighttime hours. In contrast,
the eleven Class II-A stations would provide nighttime primary
service to only 234,575 persons in 41,582 square miles who
do not presently recelve primary service during nighttime
hours .

Not only would the power increases for the clear channel
stations result in substantial improvement in Type B service
rendered at night, but these increases would also provide
substantial improvement in all types of skywave service
(Types D, E and F) rendered at night by the clear channel sta-
tions. The potential improvement is illustrated by exhibits
previously submitted by Clear Channel Broadcasting Service
in this proceeding.

In preparing Figures 12 through 21, exhibits previously
submitted by Clear Channel Broadcasting Service have been
relied on to the greatest extent possible. These exhiblts
have been employed to determine the location of the Type B
service contours of the Class I-A stations for operating powers

of both 50 kw and 750 kw, and these exhibits have also been

/1 Total population and area figures for "White Area" gaining
Type B nighttime service from power increase of Class I-A
stations considers only one Chicago station gaining "white
area" and, considers KDKA gaining white area at 750 kw while
WBZ remains at 50 kw.
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used to establish the location of nighttime "white areas"
not now recelving primary service.

For Stations WCBS, WCAU and KMOX, the Type B contours
have been taken from exhibits prepared by this firm and sub-~
mitted by the Columbia Broadcasting System in thils docket.

KYW on 1100 k¢ operating with a power of 750 kw has been
assumed to be non=-directional, employing an antenna having an
electrical height of 220 degrees. This antenna has been
assumed to be sectionalized at the mid-point to improve the
anti-fading characteristics. Station WBZ on 1030 kc has been
assumed to employ a 200 degree conventional radiator for 750
kw operation, and Station WJR on 760 kc has been assumed to
employ 220 degree conventional radiator for 750 kw operation,
to improve anti-fading characteristics. Studies of the treaty
requirements of the North American Regional Broadcasting Agree-
ment indicate that on certain of the clear channels, the antenna
systems for the 750 kw operation of the Class I-A statlons must
be modified from those upon which the earlier exhibilts were
based. Time has not permitted the preparation of new antenna
designs as a basis for the studies in this affidavit, and the
earlier work has been relied on. General studles of the antenna
characteristics, however, indicate that by giving proper atten-
tion to the antenna design, especially anti-fading characteris-
tics, service galns closely approaching those reflected in
the earller exhiblts in this proceeding can be achileved while
meeting the NARBA requirements.

The Class II-A stations were assumed to protect the
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dominant Class I-A stations in accordance with the rcquirec-
ments of the Commission's Order. The nighttime limitatilons
of the Class II-A stations werc calculated using the propaga-
fion curves adopted for this purpose by the Commission.
Ground wave gservice contours for the Class II-A stations were
calculated in the usual manncr.

The population counts listed 1n the tables above are
based on the 1960 census and werc made by laying out the
pertinent contours on Minor Civil Divisions Maps. If 50%
or more of a minor civil division fell within the contour,
the entire division was included in the count, except for
population centers within the division; otherwise the entire
division was excluded. Citiecs and towns having a population
greater than 2500 were not counted where the field strength
was less than 2 mv/m. Areas wers measured from the original
maps, using a polar planimeter.

A study has also been made of the suppression of the
signal toward the dominant Class I-A clear channel stations
required by the Commission's Order for Class II-A stations
opcrating in the states listed in Table I. This suppression
has been compared with the maximum values of suppression con-
sidered feasible for a directional antenna operating with 10
kw power as gilven by the Commission's TRR Report No. 1.2.7,

by Harry Fine.
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TABLE V

Performance Requlred for Directional Antennas
Employed by Class II-A Stations

Distance Perm.Rad. Lowest Radiatlon
from Toward for 10 kw Dir.Ant.
Location Class I-A Dominant Recommended By
of Station Station TRR 1.2.7
Freq. Class I-A Class II-A (mi.) (mv/m) (mv/m
(ke) Station Station Min. Max. HMax. Min.
670 WMAQ Idaho 1180 1500 L0 17 54
720 WGN Nevada 1345 1700 66 24,5 54
780 WBBM Nevada 1345 1700 66 24,5 54
880 WCBS Nebraska 1140 1585 49 15 54
890 WLS Utah 1110 1445 33 14 54
1020 KDKA New Mexico 1270 1750 6U 17.5 54
1030 WBZ Wyoming 1680 2080 132 43 54
1100 KYW Colorado 1070 1500 33 11.5 54
1120 KMOX Oregon 1440 1830 96.5 32 54
1180 WHAM Montana 1325 1905 125 25 54
1210 WCAU Kansas 1050 1480 37 12 54

Affiant states that the calculations and exhibits in this
report were made by him personally or under his direction and
that all facts contained herein are true of his own knowledge
except where stated to be on information or belilef, and as

to those facts, he believes them to be true.

Q&Mwl 2. Leat

Affiant

Subscribed and sworn to before me this (éi“ day of Octo , 1961.

Notary Pub

My Commission expires: My, Commission Expires March 31, 1963
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January 16, 1962

Mr. Roy Battles
Clear Channel Brosdcasting Bervice
532 Shoreham Building

Washington, D. C.
Dear Roy:

Attached is a copy of material prepared by George
lLang and me in conmnection with the use of clear channels
by the military and in time of emergency. I have read
i1t again and believe it is accurate and can be used in
vhatever way you might like to use it in the presentation.
I plan to use some of it when ] make my visits in
Washington on January 22, 23 and 2hth.

Best regards.
Bincerely yours,

Jobn H. DeWitt, Jr.

JHD:am




Military Use of Clear Channels--Conelrad

Conelrad means control of electromagnetic radiation., In the United States,
there are 2.7 million transmitters in 65 different radio services licensed by
the FCC. The control of these transmitters and the notification of public
utilities, schools, factories, etc., in the case of an alert, is primarily via
broadcast stations,

It must be remembered that although there are about 3800 broadcast
stations on the air daytimes, only about 1800 are on the air between sunset
and sunrise., This is because of a phenomenon called sky wave transmission
prevalent mostly between sunset and sunrise which would produce a completely
untenable situation if all 3800 stations stayed on the air on the 107 channels
available to the standard broadcasters. E£Even with the number reduced to 1800,
the interference between stations is so great that all but the clear channel
services are reduced to comparatively small areas.

As stated in a foregoing paragraph, the sky waves from stations operating
on clear (unduplicated) channels can and do supply service to the 40% land
area and the 25 million people unable to get service from stations on duplicated
channels. It is significant that the FCC has selected and is dependent on
50KW stations operating 24 hours a day to insure the most complete control of
the aforementioned 2,7 million transmitters and to alert the greatest number
of people in all walks of life. This service could be considerably augmented
if these same stations would be allowed to use much greater power for proper
usage of an available facility hampered by an unreasonable and arbitrary
restriction of 50KW.

Military Use of Clear Channels=--BROFICON

Shortly after the conclusion of World War II, the FCC approached certain
clear channel broadcast stations to assist in setting up a fighter command
system which was, and probably still is, restricted and referred to as BROFICON.
After a couple of years of testing, the system was put in a "hold" position--
that is, the testing procedure was stopped, but the FCC wanted equipment left
in "ready' position. Here, again, the 50KW clear channel stations were the
essential ingredient for the successful operation of this defense system,



Clear Channel in Other Roles.

In this chapter, we wish to refer to many instances where clecar
channel stations have:

(a) been a reliable source of weather inforwmation,

(b) relayed programs when wire facilities were down,

(c) been a source of national programs (president's speeches)
for many smaller stations without network connections.




In a service previously mentioned - Conelrad - tests have been
made using the 1240 and 640 KC clusters in sequential and simultaneous
operation. In an area, defined as within a 40 or 50 mile radius,
sequential operation of several (probably four) 5KW stations, some of
which might be separated by at least 20 miles, produced a weird effect
in receivers. Simultaneous operation proved to be better with only
two stations in the cluster (with several in standby position).
However, co-channel operation in either case produced far from even
fair results. The FCC engineers agrced that more and better coverage
could be had with one single highpowered station., We know that one
clear channel station in Chicago with 50KW can cover the same area now
getting some service from a hundred or more other stations, It is
possible that a voice operated carrier 50KW clear can be the final
answer for perfect CD use during alerts, Using a 2KC or less offset
carrier arrangement, a group of stations across the country could use
bands of 630 to 650KC and 1230-1250KC which because of the several
hundred miles spacing could be of little help as a "homing' guide for
enemy missiles,
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January 9, 1962

Mr. John H., DeWitt, Jr.
WSM, Inc,
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Jack:

Carl and I have read with great interest your presentation on the clear
channels, We both agreed that it was the kind of material that we need
in this forthcoming battle.

I did take the liberty of putting together some material on Conelrad

and BROFICOM as you suggested. In addition, I have, at Carl's request,
referred to instances where clear channels have performed some service
that only clear channels can do--along the lines of the WSM achievement
back in, 1937. I have also outlined a new approach to the civil defense
aspects of Conelrad which results from observation of many previous

tests using sequential carrier operation and the more recent simultaneous
carrier operation--all co-channel of course. 1I'd appreciate your comments
on this latter idea I've drawn up.

All of this material was read at a meeting at WGN presided over by Roy
Battles yesterday, January 8, at which the WGN "task force' presented
their material and got further briefing from Roy. This engineering
presentation was well received and was enthusiastically endorsed by Roy.
As soon as you have gone over it and edited it, I suggest that you pass
it on directly to Roy with a carbon copy to us, if you please.

Have been doing a lot of listening and I wish some of the politicians
could be with me and see the difference between the clears and the
shared channels. However, as you know, there are more and more foreign
stations creeping in between our channels and sneaking up close to the
clears, resulting in beats of between one-half and 5KC--we must fight
hard for higher power in this country as you have pointed out.

That is all for now., Best wishes.

Sincerely,

GWL:DB

* WGN Syndication Sales « KDAL Radio/Te/evis/on serving Duluth-Superior



Clear Channels as a Natural Resource

Although there are 107 channels in the broadcast band, the United States
under the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement and the Treaty with
Mexico has the use of only 25 of these channels on an exclusive basis at
night. It has been demonstrated beyond any doubt that over 23 million people
residing in 40% of the areas of the United States must depend on skywave
service from clear channels at night as their only source of AM radio service.
It has also been demonstrated that clear channels operating at a power of
S50KW as is now the case cannot provide service of good reliability over the
areas of the country in which skywaves are essential. The people residing
in these areas are getting a second class service and there seems to
be no other way to provide reliable service except through the use of
high power on clear channels. While treaties forbid the operation of other
stations on these channels in certain other countries at the present time
it seems clear that if the United States placed other stations on the channels
within its border then at the next treaty renewal conference the other
countries will ask for similar privileges. Experience has shown that once
stations are established on a channel it is virtually impossible to get
them off. Our 1-A clear channels are therefore a precious national resource
which must be guarded well otherwise this resource will be destroyed to the
detriment of radio listeners in the United States.

The United States is in a unique position with respect to countries to the
east and west of us because of the protection given by the vast ocean distances
and the differences in time. It is also a fact that radio transmission
across the North Atlantic is extremely poor because of the proximity of
transmission paths to the auroral zone. The interference to our channels
therefore comes from Latin American countries. At the present time inter-
ference from stations in Northern South America and Central America is at
an all time high. We do not have agreements with these countries which protect
us from this interference and it is anticipated that as the economy of these
countries improves interference will become worse as times goes on. Cuba has
been a source of interference to our broadcasting channels for many years and
is notorious for its lack of respect for radio treaties even before the Castro
regime. It is obvious that the best way to protect our sorely needed clear
channels from this foreign interference is to increase the power of the
stations which now operate on them in our country so as to make the operation
of stations on these channels in other countries to the south of us untenable.

Clear Channels in Time of Emergency

The transmitters of the 25 clear channel stations are for the most part
located 10 to 20 miles outside of the center of the city which they serve
primarily. In case of a direct bomb hit on a city the probability of the
transmitter surviving seems quite good. Radio is the No. 1 medium of
communications to the public in time of emergency. Over 96% of the homes
in the United States are radio equipped and in addition there are the large
number of automobile and other battery operated receivers which are now in
daily use. Although in case of an attack a few of the clear channel trans-
mitters may be knocked out it will be possible for the public to pick up
information from other clear channel stations many miles away provided
the channels are not cluttered up with other stations. 1In 1937 during the
great flood of the Ohio and Tennessee, residents of the Louisville, Kentucky
area received directions over WSM, Nashville. Millions of other people
listened to thdse broadcasts at distances up to 1,000 miles away. This.
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gives some indication of what might be done with clear channels in bringing
information to the general public in case of great disaster. These clear
channel transmitters are or can be equipped with auxiliary power supply
equipment which can be put in operation in case of total power failure.

They can be operated remotely from underground fallout shelters with a
minimum of investment. MHigh power clear channel stations which are free

of interference will afford the best basic communications system to the

public with less vulnerability to attack than any other means of accomplishing
the end desired.

Military Use of Clear Channels--BRECOM

Recently it has been found that the clear channel stations can be used
to transmit teletype signals by frequency modulation over their carrier
waves without interference to programs being carried simultaneously. A
system is under development in connection with the U.S., Air Force and the
FCC at the present time known as BRECOM (Broadcast Emergency Communications).
This system envisages the use of a number of clear channel stations to relay
teletype messages. Already it has been found that high reliability teletype
circuits can be set up in this manner between stations separated as much
as 300 miles. This service can be destroyed through the assignment of
daytime and nighttime stations on the clear channels. While these experi-
ments are still in the early stages it appears likely that the use of
clear channels for this purpose can be extended for use by other military
units over wide areas of the country,
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KIRKLAND, ELLIS HODSON,CHAFFETZ & MASTERS

WORLD CENTER BUILDING - 18 AND K STREETS. N, W,

HAMMOND E. CHAFFETZ
REED T. ROLLO
DONALD C. BEELAR WASHINGTON 6,D. C.
PERCY H. RUSSELL
KELLEY E. GRIFFIiTH
PERRY S. PATTERSON

TELEPHONE STERLING 3-3200

R. RUSSELL EAGAN

CHARLES R.CUTLER January i 1, 1962

FREDERICK M. ROWE
ALOYSIUS B.MSCABE

JOSEPH DuCOEUR
RAYMOND G. LARRQOCA
JOHN P. MANWELL
RONALD J.WILSON

Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr.
WSM, Incorporated
National Building
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Jack:

I enclose herewith 13 nighttime interference-free maps from
the list dated January 3, 1962. This means that there are still 12
maps from the January 3 list yet to come. I am also enclosing 9
additional maps which were on the original list but which were not
included on the January 3 list. They were photostated before I was
able to get the January 3 list into the hands of the photostater.

Sincerely,

Reed T. Rollo

RTR:rvh
Enclosures

P.S. I am sorry to have to advise you that Marjorie Russell died
early this morning. Her funeral will be at 1 p.m. on Saturday,
January 13 at the Hines Funeral Home, 2901 14th Street, N. W,

CHICAGO OFFICE
PRUDENTIAL PLAZA
CHICAGO HILLINOIS
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December 21, 1961

Mr. Leonard Reinsch
Station WSB
Atlanta, Georgia

Dear Leonard:

Ward Quaaf. and Roy Battles have asked that I try
to arrange a wdWting with Congressman Vinson and Senator
Russell of Georgia to explain to them the defense aspects
of the clear channel problem. 1 told them that I did
not know either of these gentlemen and would ask you
your opinion as to how to approach the matter,

I shall appreciate it if you will read the attached
letter from Rc: 5.:tles and give me your opinion as to
the value of various approaches and what should be done,
I am a babe in the woods in these matters and you are
the master,

Best wishes for a fine holiday season.

Sincerely yours,

John H, DeWitt, Jr,
JHD:ab

Enclosure
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January 17, 1955

TO GENERAL MANAGERS AND CHIEF ENGINLERS:

FCC ANNUAL REPORT

The Federal Communications Commission recently issued its 20th

Annual Report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 195k.

Of special interest to CCBS are the following paragraphs ex=-

tracted from the Report:

"NORTH AvERICAN REGIONAL BROADCASTING AGREEMENT (NARBA)

"This treaty, intended to regulate the assignment of AM broadcasting
stations in the North American region, was signed by all countries in
that region, except Mexico and Haiti, on November 14, 1950. To become
effective it requires ratification by three of its major signatories;
namely, the United States, Canada, and Cuba. The latter country did
so in December 1951, In this country the document was submitted to
the Senate in February 1951, where it was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations. A subcommittee held hearings in July 1953,
but no further action has been taken.

"Since the expiration in 1949 of the Interim Agreement which, with
some modification, extended the provisions of the first NARBA (1937),
the Commission has pursued a policy, formalized in 1951, of refrain-
ing from making new assignments or modifying existing assignments
which might endanger the new agreement. The other signatory govern-
ments have, in general, followed a similar procedure.

"Recently, however, there have been indications that certain of




these governments may be departing from this procedure in the face of
the long delay in the effectuation of the agreement. If this trend
continues, there is the prospect that present undesirable foreign in-
terference to United States stations, which would have been substan-
tially reduced with the implementation of the new treaty, will in-
crease still further,

"Various exchanges of views have taken place between the United
States and Mexico since the signing of the NARBA looking toward a
settlement between the two countries on broadcast matters. This ac-
tivity culminated in a series of meetings, held in Washington,

March 29-April 2, 1954, for the purpose of negotiating an interim
agreement between the two countries. While this end was not achieved
at that time, a further conference was scheduled for October 28,
195k, at Mexico City.

"CLEAR CHANNELS

"In 1953 the Commission initiated steps looking toward a final
decision in the pending rulemaking proceeding relating to 'daytime
skywave! transmissions of AM broadcast stations (docket 8333). It
had instituted this proceeding in 1947 to determine whether rules
governing the allocation of AM stations should be modified to give
more consideration to the ionospheric effect during daytime hours,
The Commission later that year consolidated this proceeding with
the clear—channel proceeding (docket 67L1).

"Meanwhile, it was found necessary to defer action on applications
for new and increased daytime and limited-time facilities on those
clear channels on which the United States has priority for dominant
class I stations. Upon further review of this problem, the Commis-—
sion severed the daytime skywave proceeding from the clear—channel
proceeding and on March 11, 1954, adopted a proposed report and
order, and proposed further rulemaking in the daytime skywave pro-—
ceeding.

"In that document the Commission proposed certain changes in its
rules which would provide somewhat increased protection to class 1
stations against interference caused by the daytime skywave type of
transmission. (On July 15, 1954, thereafter, oral argument was
heard on the question whether these proposed rules should be adopted
for the consideration of future applications for AM construction per-
mits.) A period was also provided for interested parties to comment
on the question whether existing stations should be required to com-
ply with the proposed operating restrictions.




"Several other rulemaking matters affecting clear channels were
instituted during the year.

"The Commission adopted rules which permit unlimited-time stations
in United States territories to operate on frequencies upon which
Mexico has priority of class I-A station use, provided that such sta-
tions protect the Mexican border, The frequencies involved are set
forth in the 'Gentlemen's Agreement' with Mexico (19L1~Fxecutive
Agreement Series 227) in which the United States agreed to limit its
class II stations to daytime operations of l-kilowatl power or less.
Similarly, the Commission has proposed that the United States clear
channels be made available to unlimited-time station operations in
the territories, with similar requirements to protect Mexico.

"In another rulemaking proceeding, the Commission altered its rules
by reclassifying the frequency 1540 kilocycles, thereby permitting a
class I-B station to operate thereon at Waterloo, Iowa. This action

was taken to safeguard the United States interests under the provi-
sions of NARBA.

If you are interested in a copy of the Report, I should be

glad to procure one for you.

=i/ /7
Aol W

H.M.S.

(end)




Jamary 5, 1962

Thank you s0 much for writing me ia response to the letter
Mr. lLecnard Reimsch to Senmator Russell. I bave decided to
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national defenss purposes; this will be explained vhen I have
the opportunity to see Senator Russeell.



Mr. Esrl T. Leonard, Jr. -2 January 5, 1962

We greatly appreciate your kind consideration in this
matter and you can rest assured that I shall fit my schedule
to whatever schedule would suit you and the Senator.

Sincerely yours,

John H. DeWitt, Jr.

JHD:ab

bee: Mr. Edwin W. Craig
Mr. Ward Quaal




RICHARD B. RUSSELL

o EARL T. LEONARD, JR.
GEORZIA =

PRESS SECRETARY

Vlnifed Hlates Henate

WASHINGTON, D.C.

January 2, 1962

Mr. Jack DeWitt
Radio WSM
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Mr. DeWitt:

Senator Russell's schedule for this
week is such that he is unable to make a definite
appointment at this time.

However, if you will call this office
on Monday, January 8th, I feel sure we can arrange
an appointment for you during the first part of
the week if this is satisfactory to you.

With every good wish, I am

Sincerely,

e
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December 219 1961

Mr. G, William Lang
WCN, Incorporated

2501 West Bradley Place
Chicago, Illinois

Dear George:

Thanks a lot for letting me have the enclosed
booklets, These systems are most certainly designed to
take advantage of many of the developments in the field
of information theory. The phaselock system which we
are using takes advantage of the same basic techniques
and since at the present time we need only one channel,
I believe we are in pretty good shape.

Very best wishes for a happy holiday season,

Sincerely,

John H. DeWitt, Jr,

JHD:ab

Enclosure




January 5, 1962

The lonorable Oren tarris
liouse of kepresentatives
kashington, D, C,

Dear My, Harris:

Thank you so much for receiving my telephone call
of yesterday., 1 know that next week will be a8 very
hectic one for you with all of the activity in cone
nection with the convening of Congress, I have wade
plans to be in Washington on January 22, 23 and 24th
and if it is convenient with you I would like very
ruch to have the oppertunity of seeing you for a
short time during one of those days,

As I mentioned on the telephone, this is in
connection with certain bills which were introduced
in Congress last session seeking to stabilize the
clear channel situation,

Warmest regards.

Sincerely yours,

John i, Dekittr, Jr,
JHijsab

bece: Mr, Fdwin W, Craig
Mr, Ward Quaal



" CLEAR CHANNEL BROADCASTING SERVICE
SHOREHAM BUILDING
WASHINGTON 5, D. C.

NOTE TO: Messrs, Rollo, Zegan, Quasl and DeWitt:
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CLEAR CHANNEL BROADCASTING SERVICE
SHOREHAM BUILDING
WASHINGTON 5,D. C.

Janvary 4, 1962

FIRST RC'U.}H COPY PRGPOSED PUHGCNAL LETTER a
TC ALL COBS STATIO MAMAGYES !YCEPT QUAAL, >/0¢ ’5‘—'
ANl Daﬁ«'?f.{‘f SPFOIAL LETTEAS T THESE $wo /R4

Carbon copies of this letter going to Dewitd, <
Quaal, Rollo aad Esgan.

Ret Proposed Action Now to “in Congressicnal
Clear Channel Iight,

Dear 3
Ko

>V Congress hae the Clear Channel Lall. It was dumped there by the FCC,

P We are on the spo't-. It ie our move but we heve accepted this chellenge. Right

~
T
AVal

<

18 on our aidey mdaaling with a great natural resource,
Yet, the Commission thinks ite off the hook. A showdown is in the making.
It is quitely waiting for the "Hill" io declarve its Clear Channel inteat. No
Gongressionel acticn can be interpretod Ly I'CC as & go-ahead signél for universal
duplicetion, Adverse acticn spells & q.ick’snd to nighttime radio service to
remote rural reglons.
07 1s also walting for Congress GLhe resolve the higher power lssue.

This in general is the situation we face, and the Commiesion lobby and others

will be fighting us every step of the way, In short, _—

you will agree its now or never., And that's the purpose of this letter, It is
going tc all CCBS station managers,
Would it be possible for you to put the full ethical welght of your

organization intc the Clear Channel fight for the next few months — at least



to the greatest possible degres.

Actually, we faces & great opportunity. We can help the Congress %o
do the right thing. hmmmmummw
segment of radie pelisy. We can help our country fully messure wp to wist is
mmmm,mumm'mt»mam
gEee% resource.

Heore ars & few sugpestions:

1. matumm-mmumummuwmu
contact or recomtact every singls Congressmsn and Semator In your coverage ares
whers such a scatacts can be made oomfortably sad without antagonism.

rmmasnnmmumummumm

(a) Explanation of the issue,

(b) Asking eash Legislator contacted to intreduce & Bill freeming
memmmmmmmmm

clnﬂnrpm
(c)mmem—mmmuwammu

supperd the above,
(a)ummmmum%mmm«mi
Rmm"mmum,thomdwm,hmﬂ i
Wmummmmwawvumum Your
office cculd serve as & coordinating pednt. thmmwmmumm!g

b‘lldcifponibhm

to help oontast Congressional leaders outside of CCES station ¢
2. wnummramawumm

mmdmmmummnmummm
where possible tos
(s) Imediately contast their Congresmen and Senstors in
mammwmumw
sinilsr M1ls be introduced by each (ses list of Mlls
md semple B41) im mimeographed brochure used at the
November 29, 1961 Chigaes COBS morecers' meeting)e

-



(b) De ready to send supporting letters and telegrams to
the Chairman and cther members of the Senate and House Conmerce
Cormittees that will “e reesiving testimony en our Bills
ag the time of the hearinss,
The (overnor.
Local political leaders,
Farm and other rurel organigational leaders,
Paxm ommodity and Marketing groups.
iursl womem's Clubs,
Trer-the-road truckers, ete,, are possible

scurces of such support. (ve will need
a flood cf mail),

e "1ed} FEuPREH it To W16 THE CommTUTel EnEEIER FEAEEY:AY tine.
the hwr:‘_ngs?/ (cre about this g5 more uetsils about the hearings develop),
L. Lo youi hava one or mare local orzanizational or nther leaders who
would b make pood witngsses and be willing to testify? Some thourht should now
30
be given to thiaz 5o that adequate advauczd brisfing ecan bw accomplished end/that
the party would Lae ready i take the wiiniess stand in case it is sventually
determined tlat uls te tmon;{ would be holpful lo us, Here again a letter asking for
time should go to the Committee Chairman,
The point ig, its next te impossible to win a controversial Congressional
fight here in lLashington withoud strong support Iro the grass roots,
Incidentally, do you have any tapes on file that might serve to show
/picture
the interference problen in today's radio,/neidiwgxaXss plus any bapes showing
the mounting problem of man-made noised e are thinking tentatively of trving
te find such tapes to show the Uommittees at the time cf the hearings the need
for higher power, This would be one of cur arguments. If you have such tapes,
it would be helpiul if you could tall um abiut them.
Tou should know that your UUZS oifice is currently planning its formal
soon
testimony in cooperation with Messrs. I's-itt, :s0llo and tagan, +We need/any
current information you have relating in rpeneral tos

() Nighttime radic skywave listening to your station (including

AT s 5



ok-

(b) Mexicsn or Cuban stations that may be giving you
g«mwm"umvmecemm
1R nigh power,

(o) The matter of whether you know of sny regional or
1-B station pecple who would be willing to testify
in favor of freesming all clear channels with
suthority for higher power,

mmk.mw«m&mum
umu@mmlﬁmmmamm
Charmal 1ssue/H mexky the firet Malf of Vebruary, The hesring on the Semste
side, which will be before the Sub-commities cn Comsunicetions, will be held
after the House hearing is comoluded. dJust as soon as She Harris hearing is
definitely tied down we will netify you as v the dabe.,and details,

You will be glad to kmow, furthermore, that Mr, DeWith and kiu some
of his engineering colleagues are working hard on the dafense aspests of the
C(lear Channel issue,

I spologize for this long letter bubt it seemed the best wuy to MWring
to your attention some of the problems we face and the strategy we are
attempting %6 formulate,

I8 would be helpful if you could take time t0 give me your reaction
to the problems snd questions raised sbove, In this way, 1 ean budget ay
time in such & way as to bs of the most valus in terms of reaching the geals
we mutually seek,

Best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

IqlnmA



December 28, 1961

Mr. G, William Lang
WGN, Incorporated

2501 West Bradley Place
Chicago, Illinois

Dear George:

Attached is the write-up which I have prepared
covering the defense aspects of clear channels,
I strongly urge that you add to this the fact that
Conelrad depends on ¢lmag channel stations very
strongly and that these stations are used to alert
smaller stations over a wide area., Also I think you
should mention BROPHECON,

Best wishes,

Sincerely,

John H, DeWitt, Jr.
JHD:ab

Enclosure
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Ward L. Quaal Executive Vice President and General Manager

December 29, 1961
Dictated 12/28/61

Mr. John DeWitt, Jr.
President

WSM, Inc.

Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Jack:
George Lang has advised me of your trip to Atlanta.

As I have said so many times in the past, to you, personally,
Jack, and about you to Mr. Craig, there are no words adequate
to express the gratitude of all of us at WGN for what you are
doing and what you have done in behalf of the Clear Channel
group over the years.

Warmes wishes to you and Sykes and the youngsters for a New Year
of continued good health and much happiness.

Si%perelyiﬂA

,'i d :/-“ A ;

o
Ward L. Quaal

WLQ:ek

+* WGN Syndication Sales « KDAL Radio /Television serving Duluth-Superior



December 26, 1u6l
M.ctated 12/22/5)

Mr., Roy Battles, Director

Clear Channel Broadcasting service
S8horeham Building

Washington 5, D, C.

Dear Roy:

With reference to your letter of December 18 and, above all, the suggestion of
the use ot Henry Clay, I will contact him by telephone as a ''feeler" between
Christmas and New Year's.

I have xnown Hdenry for about fifteen years and he is a yood friend, Unfortu-
nately, he started at the '"top'" 1in broadcasting by marrying the daughter of the
owner of a group of stations and he has never taken the time to really make a
thorough analysis of anything in the business, !e is a wonderful person, how=-
ever, and a good friend, so I will do my pest to get his help. I do not feel,
however, that another contact of that nature is necessary with Mr, Harria in
view of the good work already done by Jack DeWitt, Congressman Loser and that
which can e accomplished by farm organizatious, At any rate, [ will talk with
Henry,

As to Brooks Hays, 1 feel that he would he helpful primarily in regard to the
military aspects of the subject at hand and also the fears of many of us that
unless we put our own clear channels to proper use, irresponsible governments
in the lLatin American area are apt to do so, Actually, it 1s incredible to me
that Mr, Castro has not done even more to narm U, &, radio transmission,

All the best to you, Roy, and nany thanks for your dedicated efforts.

Sincerely,

Y.
-y

[ &

oo U
ward L. Quaal

WiIQ/roz

'

cc: John H, Dewitt, Jr.J
R. Russell Eagan, Esq,

P, 8, The matter of Congressaman Harris was covered very well yesterday at a
fine luncheon we held at the WGN Mid-America Broadcast Center in honor of Con-
gressman Roman Pucinski, Democrat, 1llth District, Chicago. He and Harris have

reviewed this subject and let me assure you there is nothing that you can name
that Mr, Pucinski will not do in our behalf,
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Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr.
WSM, Incorporated
Nationa!l Building
Nashville 3, Tennessee

Dear Jack:

Enclosed are a few more maps showing night-
time interference-free contours. The photostaters are still
naving difficulties in locating the proper maps; and I am
wondering if we are forwarding them to you fast enough; and
if not, whether we shouldn't call on some station engineer
to come to Washington to pick out the appropriate maps from
the Commission files.

According to my notes, I have sent you only
38 maps to date including the enclosed; and we still have
approximately 77 maps to go.

Please let me have your views.
Best wishes for a happy new year.

Sincerely,
/.
— rd
AV o/ /f - “

Reed T. Rollo
RTR:kg
Enclosures
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December 28, 1961

Hon. Richard B. Russell 721,\ Qrolecan ex c@
United States Senator
Winder, Georgia

My dear Senator

As you probably know, there has been considerable discussion
about the status of clear channels. This discussion is of
the utmost importance to WSB,

There is one area of clear channel service that we have not
been able to publicize for obvious reasons. This is the
vital area of defense.

The man best informed about this phase of our service is
Jack Dewitt of WSEM, Nashville.

I have taken the liberty of asking Jack to get in touch with

you to arrange a meeting at your convenience. While I

realize your schedule will be unusually strenuous in the

next few weeks I would personally appreciate your arranging

to see Jack at your convenience. He can meet you either in
Winder or in Washington ~~ whichever best suits your schedule.

I want to take this occasion to extend to you best wishes
for a most happy and fruitful new year.

Sincerely

amb J. Leonard Reinsch

cc Hon. Richard B. Russell
United States Senate
Washington 25, D.C.

bcc\/lqr. John H. DeWitt Jr. - WSM

Nashville, Tenn. C)
oPY
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December 28, 1961

Hon. Carl Vinson
Representative in Congress
Milledgeville, Georgla

My dear Congressman \

As you probably know, there has been considerable discussion about
the status of clear channels. This discussion is of the utmost
importance tc WSB.

There is one area of clear channel service that we have not been
able to publicize for obvious reasons. This is the vital area
of defense,

The man best informed about this phase of our service is Jack
Dew itt of WSM, Nashville.

I have taken the liberty of asking Jack to get in touch with you to
arrange a meeting at your convenience. While I realize your
schedule will be unusually strenuous in the next few weeks I would
personally appreciate your arranging to see Jack at your convenience.
He can meet you either in Milladgeville or in Washington --
whichever best suits your schedule.

I want to take this occasicn to extend to you best wishes for a
most happy and fruitful new year.

Sincerely

amb J. Leonard Reinsch

cc Hon. Carl Vinson
House of Representatives
W ashington 25, D.C.

bcaMr. John H. DeWitt Jr. - WSM

Nashville,; Tenn.
CO/Q%
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COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

QOctober 13, 1961

CARL MARCY, CHIEF OF STAFF
DARRELL ST. CLAIRE, CLERK

Mr. Jack DeWitt
President, WSM-TV
Nashville, Tennessee

Dear Mr., DeWitt:

Your note enclosing a reprint of Senator Capehart's
speech has been received in the absence of Senator Gore
who is presently abroad on a Senate assignment.

While I imagine Senator Capehart's remarks
relative to S, 2290 had previously come to Senator Gore's
attention, he will nevertheless appreciate your letting him
know of your particular interest in the proposal to amend
the Communications Act. As you may know, the Senate
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee took no action
on S. 2290 prior to adjournment, but it will, of course, be
available for possible Committee consideration when the
Congress reconvenes in January. In view of the interest
you have expressed, Senator Gore, I am sure, will want to
give full attention and study to this or any related measure
whenever the Senate proceeds to consider it.

Sincerely yours,

Andrew J. LYnch
Legislative Assistant to
Senator Gore

AJL:jt



EXecutive 3-0255

Clear Channel Broaa’casting Service

Shoreham Building
Washington 5 D.C.

December 15, 1961

Mr. John H, DeWitt, Jr,
President & Station Manager
WSM, Inc,.

301 - 7th Avenue North
ashville 3, Tennessee

ear Mr., DeWitt:

There is only one advantage in seeing Messrs. Russell

nd Vinson, Chairmen of the Senate and House Armed Services Committees,
respectively, in their home state. That is that the pressures of
other duties would be less pronounced than here in Washington.

On the other hand, I think the advantages of meeting these
genttlemen in Washington, particularly if Leonard Reinsch could
arrange the meeting and possibly participate therein, outweigh the
disgdvantages.,

CCBS logic in approaching the top people on the Senate and
House Armed Services Committees would be, it seems to me, to make

sure \that these people who carry heavy responsibilities in terms of

our national security and defense should understand clearly the present
and pqtential importance of clear channels in this area.

If, therefore, our case is sound, and if Messrs. Russell
and Vigson agreed that duplication of clear channels would be against
our nafiional interest, possibly after checking with the Department

of Lefe se, we would hope that these gentlemen would go to Mr. Minow,
preferably through the White House, asking the Commission to withdraw
its proposed duplication for defense and security reasons.

This logic has the added value that the defense aspects
of the clear chammel problem might provide an excellent basis for the
itself to decide against the proposed duplication,

ﬁ Sponsore(l l)y ]ndcpcndcntly Qwned

Clear Channel Radio Stations



Mr, John H. DeWitt, Jr. - Page 2 December 15, 1961

The advantages of meeting Messrs. Russell and Vinson in
Washington very early in January include the following:

le Through Mr, Reinsch or some other effective channel
Mr, Russell might be persuaded to call together in his office, or
possibly at breakfast, or at some other convenient period two or three
of his Senate colleagues interested in defense, This might include
Senator Byrd of Virginia who is the second ranking majority member
of the Senate Armed Services Committee. It might include also key
comnittee staff person and perhaps the administrative assistant for
Mr. Russell an perhaps Mr. Byrd and others

It might also be worked out whereby Mr. Russell would
be glad to call Chairman Vinson of the House Armed Services Committee
and Representative Kilday who is the second ranking majority member of
the House Armed Services Committee on the House side, along with their
respective staff members.

Under some circumstances, Senator Hussell might even be
willing to call the ranking minority members of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, namely, Senator Leverett Saltonstall of Massachusetts, and
Senator Margaret Chase Smith of Maine, along with Congressmen Arends
of Illinois and Gavin of Pennsylvania. These being the top two people
of these two committees on the Republican side (on the other hand, we
might have to meet with the Republican members of the Armed Services
committees in a separate session explaining the entire operation to
them, and informing them, of course, that we had visited the majority
members of the committee leadership,

2, In Washington it might be possible for some high level
person in the Department of Defense to meet the members of Congress
on these two committees at the time you met with them., This would be
an extremely helpful thing if such an individual could endorse your
statements, particularly if he were a high ranking person. If he were
just some lower echelon "Joe" who had nothing to say and had no
authority, then no doubt having a Defense Department person with you
would be worse than nothing,.

Other advantages of coming to Washington for such a
meeting would be:

1. We could meet and discuss strategy with respect to the
proposed clear channel legislation with the authors and others of that
legislation,

2., You might be able to kill two birds with one stone by
making eertain Defense Department calls while you were here,



Mr. John H. DeWitt, Jr. - Page 3 December 15, 1961

3. There is, of course, other Congressional work to be
done, including work at the White House and at the Commission.

he We will have to be developing along about that time
our testimony for the forthcoming hearings and you could lend great
value to us in the way of advice and other contributions in getting
ready for the hearings,

5, Mr, Quello of WJR is quite anxious that you have an
opportunity to explain to Congressman Dingell who will be pushing for
passage of our Bill rather vigorously and explain to the Congressman
the defense aspects of the clear channel situation.

One interesting thing about some of the key members of the
Senate and the House mentioned above may be summed up as follows:

1. Senator Russell is the fifth ranking majority of the
Senate sub-committee on Independent Offices on Appropriations, He is
also fifth ranking majority member of the Senate Democratic Policy
Committee,

2, Senator Harry F., Byrd is rather influential in many
matters on the Hill,

3¢ Senator Leverett Saltoﬁstall is the top ranking minority
member of the Republic Policy Committee and the second ranking minority
member of the Senate sub-committee on Independent Offices on Appropriations,

Le Congressman Leslie C. Arends of Illinois, as you know, is
the Minority Whip.

In short, an education for these gentlemen on the clear
channel issue might be helpful in many ways.

Of course, we will have to be careful about using the
Appropriations Committee route to gain our CCBS goal but on the other
hand if the members of the sub-committee on Appropriations for Independent
Offices should speak rather sternly to Mr. Minow at the time he is wp
asking for money, it might not do us any harm.

This has been a long letter, Jack, but I hope it will be
helpful to us.

Best wishes,

.////// attles

RB/bh
cc: Mr, Quaal
Mr. Quello

Mr, Eagan



