FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION,

‘Washington 25, D.C, o ' May 25, 1943,
. £2426

The chcr"I Communi cations Commission today re¢leased copics  of two

letters which interprct the Statement of Policy issued on January 1€, loh,,
with respect to new construction of standerd trozdeast stationg, where on
epplication is méade for the frequency assigned to an existing station or
a frequency mzde available by the Commissjuq s refugsl o renew 2 liconse,

The letters follow:

“Mr.Andrew G, Haley
Earle Building
Washington 4, D,C,

Dear Mr, Haley:

This will reply to your letter of May 12, 1545 requesting i -
metion regarding the procedure which the Fonmide*Oﬁ proposes to lallﬁv in*
the consideration of applications for the opernting assignment mnée avail-
able by the Cormission's refusal to renew the license of Station WOXO,

Albany, N.Y,

The Statement of Policy issued on January 16, 1945, restrictin
the construction of new standard Troaicast Aanjl‘t;ud does not precliude the
consideration on the merits of an 2pplication for = freguency mode available
by the refusal of the Commission tc renew the license <f an exieting station,
Such an application will not be placed in the pending file but will be given
current consideration on all.uspects >f the proposal,
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You are also advissd that in such 2 case the poli
ability of equ? pﬂe“,.
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struction does not require specificaticn as to avail: i
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"Missionary Society of St, Paul the Apostle
415 West 59th Street
New York 19, N.Y

Gentlemen:
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An examination hae been m?de ef the application whick yon hav
mitted for a standard broadcast station to oper~te on 1130 k¢ with 1
unlimited time in New York City, It is noted that thie applicction %fq ueste
the operating assignment now used by the Grezter New York Broadcasting Cor-
poration, licensee of Station WIEW,
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Since you have requested the facilities of an existing station, a

determination of your application will nccessarily involve a comparison of
the service which you propos¢ to render with that now being furniehed by
that licensee, An essential part of this comparison will necessarily be-
engineering considerations, such as the area and population to be scrved,
the interference that may result to stations on the same or adj-ccnt
channels, and the general conformance of your proposal to the Standarde of--
Good Engineering Practice and the engineering phascs of the Cormiasion's
Rules and Regulations, :

A revicw of your application revezls that no enginecring é2io have
been furnished which would enable the Commission to mokc the foregoing come
parative examination, No specification has been made of the tranemittcy
site or the directional =zntcnna pattern, if any to be employed, and as o -
result it will not be possible to compute the proposcé coverage, the intcr-
ference effects, 'blanketing' arcas 2nd mony similar mntters, Since these
omissioneg are of material conscguence your applicotion cnnnot be regorded
as complete within the meaning of Section 1,72 of the Rules and Reguvloticons
and therefore cannot be nccepted for filing at this time,

With respect to the quistion a5 to whether or not the applicont
must have necessary materials on hand you are advised that the pol
nounced on January 16, 19&5, docs not requirc spcecification ag to avail-
nbility of equipment wherc the rcquest is for the frequency of an cxisting
station, Such an application would not e placcd in the pending filc dut
would be given current congideraotion on zll aspccts of the propos-l,

Due to the omiseions previeously mentioncd, the application is
being returned herewith as incormplete, : : :

By dircction of the Commission

T.J. Slowie
Secretary.”



