
Novetnber 6, 1980 

,Cjeparat(> StalellH~ll[ uf 

FCC Cornnlissioner Jamc,; II. Quello 

In re: Proposal to Reassign CiL:lll!1el C) [roll, New York City tD a 

Nor ttl ern New J e l' s eye () tn In un i L Y . 

I have voted affirrnatively to adopt the No[ice of Proposed RL11clnaking 

looking toward reallocation o f Channel 9 from New' York C ity Lo a northern 
New Jer'sey cornmuni.ty. Thir3 is the initial step L() W~l nJ providing the State of 

New Jersey with its first con1lTlel'cial VH}, station, and I fully support the action 

proposed today. 

As the Notice has recognized, there have always been three Dlajor impedi­

ments to a reallocation of a New York City or Philadelphia VHF channel to 

New Jersey: (1) the singling (Jul of a p i.:rticular channel; (2.) the loss of existing 

service by relocation; and (3) inability of a single VJ{F stali.on to cover the whole 

state. During my term as Cornmlssioner I have developed an ever-increasing 

deterrnination to encourage and slipport provision of adequate lclevision service 

to the State of New Jersey by whatever rneans wilhin the Hmit of the law. In the 

recent past I voted for adding S}x new UHF stations to New Jersey, and I sup­

ported a rulemaking proposing to nnndat e nelwork affili.ation for . New Jersey UHF 
stations. I voted to require additional physical presence in New Jersey for nine 

New York and Philadelphia stations which would i.nelude offices, personnel, and 

news bureaus with direct landline or rnicrowavc connections to rnain studios. I 
was tflc only COl1nnissioner wbo voted [or placing t.he transmitter of a New Jersey 
station (Channel 58) on top of the \Vorld 'fl'ade Cenlcr in order to obtain substantial 

additional New .Tersey coverage, 

While I have voted in favor of th ;;:, propos~d rulelnaking today, I wish to make 
it clear that this does not alter Iny view::! wilh respect to the qualifications of 
HKO Genexal , Inc , La rernaln a l ie nse e of WOR-TV, Channel 9, New York City. 
Rl<O Gene r alL I nc . (WNAC-TV) 78 F -'C 2d 1 (1 ()80). While the Channel 9 situation 
n'\~ y involv' 'onIli eli ng i ntel'C 5tS , I 1 eli .' ve today' s Noh ce of Proposed R ule maki ng 
will con t ri b u te t () a n a f; I:i e $ :; t'll • n I () f (h e p ri o r j li C H 0 f sue h i n 1: e l' cst s a nel will i rn p 1 e -
111cnt an early and c xpcdiLioUH provisio n ( a cor1lll1ercial VHF channel allocation 

for the E;t a le of New J e rsoy-- a n allocat i()n long overdue and n1l1ch in clernancl. 
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