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In re: 9 kHz Spacing in the AM RadiQ Broadcasting Service 

I rather reluctantly concur in our majority vote for 
reducing the spacing in the AM broadcast service because of the 
inconclusive showing made on our current record. I have a 
nagging concern that we might be proposing a course of action 
~hich could be counterproductive in terms of overall service 
to the public. 

First, the tests and ffieasurements conducted by NTIA and 
three of our licensees demonstrate that theoretical projectiors 
and practical results quite often differ. The fact is that none 
of the three stations was able to operate within required 
parameters after shifting frequency. Despite speculation by the 
staff that, in one case, 1I ••• an engineering study to optirr.ize 
the par a met e r s \,1 0 u 1 d .12...!:..Q.~ a b]1 cor r e c t t his pro b 1 em. . . • II I w 0 U 1 d 
prefer greater assurance that we are proceeding with appropriate 
caution. 

Second, I don't believe that the potential impact upon 
AM stereo has been fully assessed. The task force generally 
has recognized that it might be necessary to restrict the 
bandwidth of emissions to 5 kHz " ... or some other suitable 
value .. ,11 to avoid unacceptable adjacent channel interference. 
\: h -t 1 e" 1 tis s till po s sib 1 e to h a v est e r eo un de r res t r f c ted 
bandwidth conditions, without adequate audio fidelity, I question 
its public appeal. With regard to the argument that AM is 
generally "receiver-limited ll in audio quality at the present 
time. I suspect that any such lim1tation is largely the result of 
the many small and inexpensive IIpocketll receivers now in use, AM 
stereo. of course, would be expected to find the bulk of its 
appeal among the mobile audience and automobile receivers are 
generally far superior in quality to many of the "pocket" variety. 
It must also be remembered that AM stereo will have to compete. 
at least to some extent. with FM stereo which is generally 
regarded as being of high quality. 

I am also very concerned that our proposal will raise 
unrealistic expectations among potent1al beneficiaries. In pre
senting three alternative plans for implementing a 9 kHz spacing 
plan, the task force acknowledges that their estimates of the 
number of new stations to be gained are subject to error, In 
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making its r ecomme nda t io ns to t he Commission. the task force 
no ted: "Th e a l te rnative pl a ns as sume the United States can 
a s sign f ullti me sta t i ons on a ll the channels created by reduced 
spacing. This a s sum pt ion may not be realistic." The fact that 
Ca nada. Mexico a nd Cu ba a re lik ely to insist upon sharing some 
of th ese new fre quen cies, a t l eas t in border areas. assures us 
t hat we will not be a bl e t o use a ll of the frequencies. Beyond 
th a t , s uch matter s as d em og r aphi cs and economics must be con· 
sid ered be fore a ny vi ab l e a s si gnments arc made. 

Finally, while reduction in spacing is being advanced as 
a boon to ~inority entrepreneurs. the comments--or lack thereof-
from minority individuals and organizations ~ould seem to indicate 
that they don't welcome this proposal with great enthusiasm. 

Despit e my mis givi ng s, however , I be lieve all possibilities 
should be fur the r cons tructively co ns i dered. It is pos s i ble these 
insufficiently addr es sed qu estio ns may ev ent ually be a ns we red 
favorably and th at the f acts may then l ead t o the conclusion 
that 9 kHz sp acing will produce some of the anticipated benefits. 
I support the Co mmission 's desire t o explore t he concept of 9 kHz 
spacing 1n an int ernational foru m wh e r e in the nations of Region 2 
will have th e opportunity of c ontributing t he ir views. 

Therefore. I concur. 
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