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Exhibit A: Excerpt of Indiana Statute, IC 8-21-10-3, Regulation of Tall 
Structures 

IC 8-21-10-3 
    Sec. 3. (a) Unless a permit has been issued by the department, a person may not erect, 
alter, or add to the height of any structure which falls within any one (1) of the following 
categories: 
        (1) Any construction or alteration of more than two hundred (200) feet above ground 
level at its site. 
        (2) Any construction or alteration of greater height than an imaginary surface 
extending outward and upward at one (1) of the following slopes: 
            (A) One hundred (100) to one (1) for a horizontal distance of twenty 
thousand(20,000) feet from the nearest point of the nearest runway of any public-use 
airport with at least one (1) runway more than three thousand two hundred (3,200) feet in 
actual length, excluding heliports. 
            (B) Fifty (50) to one (1) for a horizontal distance of ten thousand (10,000) feet from 
the nearest point of the nearest runway of any public-use airport with its longest runway no 
more than three thousand two hundred (3,200) feet in actual length, excluding heliports. 
            (C) Twenty-five (25) to one (1) for a horizontal distance of five thousand (5,000) 
feet from the nearest point of the nearest landing and takeoff area of any public-use 
heliport. 
        (3) Any construction or alteration of traverse ways used, or to be used, for the passage 
of mobile objects if the standards set forth under subdivisions (1) and (2) would be 
exceeded, but only after the heights of these traverse ways are increased by: 
            (A) Seventeen (17) feet for an interstate highway where overcrossings are designed 
for a minimum of seventeen (17) feet vertical distance. 
            (B) Fifteen (15) feet for any other public roadway. 
            (C) Ten (10) feet or the height of the highest mobile object that would normally 
traverse the road, whichever is greater, for a private road. 
            (D) Twenty-three (23) feet for a railroad. 
            (E) For a waterway or any other traversed way not previously mentioned, an 
amount equal to the height of the highest mobile object that would normally traverse it. 
    (b) Unless a permit has been issued by the department, a person may not erect a 
residential building or other building designed for noise sensitive uses within an area lying 
one thousand five hundred (1,500) feet on either side of the extended centerline of a 
runway for a distance of one (1) nautical mile from the boundaries of any public-use 
airport. 
As added by P.L.117-1983, SEC.1. 
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Exhibit B: Excerpt of Federal Aviation Administration Circular AC 70/7460-
1K 
 
 
Chapter 2, Paragraph 20. STRUCTURES TO BE MARKED AND LIGHTED 
 
“Any temporary or permanent structure, including all appurtenances, that exceeds 
an overall height of 200 feet (61m) above ground level (AGL) or exceeds any 
obstruction standard contained in 14 CFR part 77, should normally be marked 
and/or lighted.”  
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Exhibit C: §97.15: Station antenna structures -- Federal Communications 
Commission Part 97, Amateur Radio Service, Regarding Permitted Antenna 
Heights 
 
§97.15 Station antenna structures. 
(a) Owners of certain antenna structures more than 60.96 meters (200 feet) above 
ground level at the site or located near or at a public use airport must notify the 
Federal Aviation Administration and register with the Commission as required by 
Part 17 of this chapter. 
 
(b) Except as otherwise provided herein, a station antenna structure may be erected 
at heights and dimensions sufficient to accommodate amateur service 
communications. [State and local regulation of a station antenna structure must not 
preclude amateur service communications. Rather, it must reasonably 
accommodate such communications and must constitute the minimum practicable 
regulation to accomplish the state or local authority's legitimate purpose. See PRB-
1, 101 FCC 2d 952 (1985) for details.] 
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Exhibit D, FCC Part 97.3(a) 
§97.3 Definitions. 

(a) The definitions of terms used in Part 97 are: 
(1) Amateur operator. A person holding a written authorization to be the 
control operator of an amateur station. 
(2) Amateur radio services. The amateur service, the amateur-satellite 
service and the radio amateur civil emergency service. 
(3) Amateur-satellite service. A radiocommunication service using 
stations on Earth satellites for the same purpose as those of the amateur 
service. 
(4) Amateur service. A radiocommunication service for the purpose of 
self-training, intercommunication and technical investigations carried out 
by amateurs, that is, duly authorized persons interested in radio technique 
solely with a personal aim and without pecuniary interest. 
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Exhibit E: Applicant’s Federal Communications Commission Amateur 
Radio License 
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Exhibit F: Public Law 103-408 -- Joint Resolution of Congress to Recognize 
the Achievements of Radio Amateurs as Public Policy 
 
PUBLIC LAW 103-408—OCT. 22, 1994 
Public Law 103-408 
103d Congress 
Joint Resolution 
 
To recognize the achievements of radio amateurs, and to establish support for such amateurs as 
national policy. 
Whereas Congress has expressed its determination in section 1 of the Communications Act of 
1934 (47 U.S.C. 151) to promote safety of life and property through the use of radio 
communication; 
 
Whereas Congress, in section 7 of the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 157), established 
a policy to encourage the provision of new technologies and services;  
 
Whereas Congress, in section 3 of the Communications Act of 1934, defined radio stations to 
include amateur stations operated by persons interested in radio technique without pecuniary 
interest; 
 
Whereas the Federal Communications Commission has created an effective regulatory 
framework through which the amateur radio service has been able to achieve the goals of the 
service; 
 
Whereas these regulations, set forth in Part 97 of title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
clarify and extend the purposes of the amateur radio service as a— 
 

(1) voluntary noncommercial communication service, particularly with respect to providing 
emergency communications; 
(2) contributing service to the advancement of the telecommunications infrastructure;  
(3) service which encourages improvement of an individual’s technical and operating 
skills; 
(4) service providing a national reservoir of trained operators, technicians and electronics 
experts; and 
(5) service enhancing international good will; 

 
Whereas Congress finds that members of the amateur radio service community has provided 
invaluable emergency communications services following such disasters as Hurricanes Hugo, 
Andrew, and Iniki, the Mt. St. Helens Eruption, the Loma Prieta earthquake, tornadoes, floods, 
wild fires, and industrial accidents in great number and variety across the Nation; and 
 
Whereas Congress finds that the amateur radio service has made a contribution to our Nation’s 
communications by its crafting, in 1961, of the first Earth satellite licensed by the Federal 
Communications Commission, by its proof-of-concept for search rescue satellites, by its 
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continued exploration of the low Earth orbit in particular pointing the way to commercial use 
thereof in the 1990s, by its pioneering of communications using reflections from meteor trails, a 
technique now used for certain government and commercial communications, and by its leading 
role in development of low-cost, practical data transmission by radio which increasingly is being 
put to extensive use in, for instance, the land mobile service: Now, therefore, be it Resolved by 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
 
SECTION 1. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS OF CONGRESS 
Congress finds and declares that— 
(1) radio amateurs are hereby commended for their contributions to technical progress in 
electronics, and for their emergency radio communications in times of disaster; 
(2) the Federal Communications Commission is urged to continue and enhance the development 
of the amateur radio service as a public benefit by adopting rules and regulations which 
encourage the use of new technologies within the amateur radio service; and 
(3) reasonable accommodation should be made for the effective operation of amateur radio from 
residences, private vehicles and public areas, and that regulation at all levels of government 
should facilitate and encourage amateur radio operation as a public benefit. 
Approved October 22, 1994. 
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Exhibit G: Executive Summary of White Paper, “Antenna Height and 
Communications Effectiveness,” Straw and Hall 
 

Antenna Height and Communications Effectiveness 
By R. Dean Straw, N6BV, and Gerald L. Hall, K1TD 
 
Senior Assistant Technical Editor and Retired Associate Technical Editor 

Executive Summary 
Amateur radio operators, or “hams” as they are called, communicate with stations located all 
over the world. Some contacts may be local in nature, while others may be literally halfway 
around the world. Hams use a variety of internationally allocated frequencies to accomplish their 
communications. 
 
Except for local contacts, which are primarily made on Very High and Ultra High Frequencies 
(VHF and UHF), communicating between any two points on the earth rely primarily on high-
frequency (HF) signals propagating through the ionosphere. The earth’s ionosphere acts much 
like a mirror at heights of about 150 miles. The vertical angle of radiation of a signal launched 
from an antenna is one of the key factors determining effective communication distances. The 
ability to communicate over long distances generally requires a low radiation angle, meaning that 
an antenna must be placed high above the ground in terms of the wavelength of the radio wave 
being transmitted. 
 
A beam type of antenna at a height of 70 feet or more will provide greatly superior performance 
over the same antenna at 35 feet, all other factors being equal. A height of 120 feet or even 
higher will provide even more advantages for long-distance communications. To a distant 
receiving station, a transmitting antenna at 120 feet will provide the effect of approximately 8 to 
10 times more transmitting power than the same antenna at 35 feet. 
 
Depending on the level of noise and interference, this performance disparity is often enough to 
mean the difference between making distant radio contact with fairly reliable signals, and being 
unable to make distant contact at all. Radio Amateurs have a well-deserved reputation for 
providing vital communications in emergency situations, such as in the aftermath of a severe 
icestorm, a hurricane or an earthquake. 
 
Short-range communications at VHF or UHF frequencies also require sufficient antenna heights 
above the local terrain to ensure that the antenna has a clear horizon. In terms of safety and 
aesthetic considerations, it might seem intuitively reasonable for a planning board to want to 
restrict antenna installations to low heights. However, such height restrictions often prove very 
counterproductive and frustrating to all parties involved. If an amateur is restricted to low 
antenna heights, say 35 feet, he will suffer from poor transmission of his own signals as well as 
poor reception of distant signals. In an attempt to compensate on the transmitting side (he can’t 
do anything about the poor reception problem), he might boost his transmitted power, say from  
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Exhibit G (Cont.): Executive Summary of White Paper, “Antenna Height and 
Communications Effectiveness,” Straw and Hall 
 
150 watts to 1,500 watts, the maximum legal limit. This ten-fold increase in power will very 
significantly increase the potential for interference to telephones, televisions, VCRs and audio 
equipment in his neighborhood.  
 
Instead, if the antenna can be moved farther away from neighboring electronic devices— putting 
it higher, in other words—this will greatly reduce the likelihood of interference, which decreases 
at the inverse square of the distance. For example, doubling the distance reduces the potential for 
interference by 75%. As a further benefit, a large antenna doesn’t look anywhere near as large at 
120 feet as it does close-up at 35 feet. 
 
As a not-so-inconsequential side benefit, moving an antenna higher will also greatly reduce the 
potential of exposure to electromagnetic fields for neighboring human and animals. Interference 
and RF exposure standards have been thoroughly covered in recently enacted Federal 
Regulations. 
 

October 24, 2002 -- Delaware-Muncie Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals  
Page A-10 



APPENDIX TO APPLICATION OF THOMAS D. COX FOR A VARIANCE FOR 
AN ACCESSORY USE AND STRUCTURE 

Exhibit H: Neighborhood Map with Proposed Tower Location; Shows 300 ft. 
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Exhibit I: Distances from Proposed Tower Location to Nearby 
Objects 

 
 

1) To West Easement: 61. 9 ft.; To Harper residence on Lot 68: 87.0 ft. 
2) To North Easement: 112.45 ft. 
3) To East property line: 71.0 ft. 
4) To Applicant’s residence: 28.6 ft. 
5) To older garage: 32.4 ft. 
6) To newer garage: 20.9 ft. 
7) To south property line: 82.9 ft. 
8) To Koop residence on Lot 47: 161.1 ft. 
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Exhibit J: Plat Map, SOUTH Section 

 
Plat Map from Abstract of Title for Applicant’s Property (Lots 65, 66 & 67) – SOUTH section. 
Approximate proposed tower location marked with triangle in Lot 66. 
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Exhibit K: Plat Map, NORTH Section 
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Exhibit L: Warranty Deed Copy for Applicant’s Property 
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Exhibit L (Cont.): Warranty Deed Copy for Applicant’s Property 
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Exhibit M: Covenants and Restrictions for Applicant’s Property 

(Page 1 of 3) 
Plat Book 8, Page 2 

No Name Park Extension, an 
Addition to the City of Muncie,             . 
Indiana 
 
    The undersigned hereby certifies that the annexed Plat is a true 
and correct plat of No Name Park Extension, an Addition to the City 
of Muncie) Indiana, and correctly represents the amount, location 
and dimensions of the Real Estate contained in said Addition and the 
lots therein designated. The Real Estate included in said Addition 
is described as follows: 
 

A part of the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter, Section 
36, Township/19, north, Range 9 east, more particularly described 
as follows, towit: Beginning at the southeast corner of the 
northeast quarter of the southeast quarter Section 36, Township 
19 north, Range 9 east) running thence West on the south line 
of the said northeast quarter of the southeast quarter four 
hundred ninety two and two tenths (492.2) feet; thence north and 
at right angles to the last described line forty (40) feet: 
thence east parallel with the said south line of the said north- 
east quarter southeast quarter twenty three and two tenths (23.2) 
feet; thence north parallel with the east line of the said north- 
east quarter of the southeast quarter six hundred thirty-five 
and ninety four hundredths (635.94) feet to the south line of No 
Name Park, an Addition to the City of Muncie, Indiana, as said 
Addition is laid out and platted and shown in Plat Book 7, Page 
33 of the Record of plats of Delaware County, Indiana; thence 
east on the said south line 0£ No Name Park four hundred sixty- 
nine {469) feet to the east line of the said northeast quarter 
of the said southeast quarter; thence south on the said east 
line of the said northeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
six hundred seventy nine and thirty-five hundredths (679.35)feet 
to the point of beginning, estimated to contain 7.135 acres, 
more or less. 

 
The lot dimensions and numbers are indicated on the Plat. 
 
The Streets are hereby dedicated to Public Use. 

 
RESTRICTIONS 

 
1. LAND USE AND BUILDING TYPE. No lot shall be used except for 
residential purposes. No building shall be erected, altered, placed, 
or permitted to remain on any lot other than one detached single 
family dwelling not to exceed one and one-half stories in height and 
a private garage for not more than two cars. 
2. DWELLING COST, QUALITY AND SIZE. No dwelling shall be permitted 
on any lot at a cost less than $5000.00. Based upon cost levels 
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Exhibit M: Covenants and Restrictions from Abstract of Title for Applicant’s 
Property (Page 2 of 3) 
prevailing on the date these covenants are recorded. It being the 
intention and purpose of this covenant to assure that all dwel1ings 
 
shall be of a quality of workmanship and materials substantially the 
same or better than that which can be produced on the date these 
covenants are recorded at the minimum cost stated herein for the 
minimum permitted dwelling size. The ground floor area of the main 
structure. Exclusive of one story open porches and garages, shall be 
not less than eight hundred sixty-four (864) square feet. 
3. BUILDING LOCATION. No building or structure shall be erected 
or located on any lot or part thereof so as to extend closer to the 
streets shown on the plat than the building line across such lot or 
part thereof indicated by a dashed line on said plat, or nearer to the 
 
(100) Continued 
side property line than six (6) feet, except where one person owns 
more than one lot, in which case the tract owned may be considered 
as one lot for the purposes of these restrictions. For the purpose 
of these restrictions eaves, steps and open porches shall not be 
considered us a part of the dwelling, provided, however, that this 
shall not be construed to permit any portion of the building to en- 
croach upon another lot. 
4. EASEMENTS. Easements for installment and maintenance of public 
utilities and drainage facilities are reserved in such location 
as shown on the Plat. 
5. NUISANCES. No noxious or offensive activity shall be carried 
on upon any lot nor shall anything be done thereon which is or may 
become an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood; nor shall in- 
toxicating liquors be manufactured or offered for sale on said lots 
or parts thereof. 
6. SIGNS. No billboard, outdoor advertising) display or other 
advertising devices of any kind shall be erected or used on any lot 
or part thereof. 
7. TEMPORARY STRUCTURES. No structure of a temporary character, 
trailer; basement, tent, shack) garage, barn or other outbuilding 
shall be used on any lot at any time as a residence either temporarily 
or permanently. 
8. MOVABLE STRUCTURES. No structure, dwelling, garage or accessory 
building shall be moved upon any lot for permanent use. All buildings 
must be new. 
9. FENCES. No fence shall be erected on any lot nearer lot line or 
nearer to the side street line than the minimum building set back line 
as shown on the recorded Plat. 
10. WATER SUPPLY. No individual water supply system shall be per- 
mitted on any lot unless such system is located, constructed and 
equipped in accordance with the standards and requirements issued by 
the Indiana State Board of Health. Approval of such system shall be 
obtained from the health authority having jurisdiction. 
11. SEWAGE DISPOSAL. No individual sewage disposal system shall be 
permitted on any lot unless such system is located, constructed and 
equipped in accordance with the standards and requirements issued 
by the Indiana State Board of Health) approval of such system shall
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Exhibit M: Covenants and Restrictions from Abstract of Title for Applicant’s 
Property (Page 3 of 3) 

 
be obtained from the health authority having jurisdiction. 
12. LIVESTOCK AND POULTRY. No livestock or poultry of any kind 
shall be raised, bred or kept on any lot except that dogs, cats or 
other household pets may be kept provided they are not kept, bred or 
maintained for any commercial purpose. 
13. TERM. These covenants are to run with the land and shall be 
binding-on all parties and all persons claiming under them for a 
period of twenty-five (25) years from the date these covenants are 
recorded. After which time said covenants shall be automatically 
extended for successive periods of ten (10) years unless an instru- 
ment signed by a majority of the then owners of the lots has been re- 
corded, agreeing to change said covenants in whole or in part. 
14 ENFORCEMENT. Enforcement shall be by proceeding at law or in 
equity against any person or persons violating or attempting to 
violate any of the restrictions herein, either to resist violation 
or recover damages. 
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Exhibit N: ARRL/CEMA Pamphlet: “What to Do if You Have and Electronic 
Interference Problem 
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Exhibit O: Rohn Corporation Engineering Drawings for the SSV Series 
Towers and Foundations 

Foundation Drawings 
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Assembly (begins with base Section 7N; ends with 2W top section 
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Exhibit P (Cont.): Excerpts of Pettit-Haller-MacNamara Letters on Preemption 
of RFI by the FCC 
Excerpts of Letters to individuals in response to RFI issues from the FCC’s General Counsel 
 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 
FEB 14 1990 

In reply to: 

Christopher D. Imlay, Esquire 
American Radio Relay League, Inc. 
Office of Legal Counsel 
1920 N. Street, N.W. 
Suite 150 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Re: Ordinance Regulating Radio Frequency Interference. 
Pierre, South Dakota 

Dear Mr. Imlay: 

This is in response to you letter of January 16, 1990, concerning an ordinance enacted in Pierre, South Dakota, 
empowering the City Inspector to investigate and prohibit emissions by radios and other electronic devices which 
cause or create interference to television or radio reception. You state that the City Inspector has enforced this 
ordinance against an amateur radio operator licensed by the Commission, and you seek an opinion concerning the 
validity of the ordinance. 

Congress has preempted any concurrent state or local regulation of radio interference pursuant to the provisions of the 
Communications Act. See 47 U.S.C. § 302(a). Section 302(a)(1) of the Act provides that the “Commission may, 
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity, make reasonable regulations (1) governing the 
interference potential of devices which in their operation are capable of emitting radio frequency energy by radiation, 
conduction, or other means in sufficient degree to cause harmful interference to radio communications…”  

47 U.S.C. § 302(a)(1). The legislative history of Section 302 (a) provides explicitly that the Commission has exclusive 
authority to regulate frequency interference (RFI). In its Conference Report No. 97-765, Congress declared: 

The Conference Substitute is further intended to clarify the reservation of exclusive jurisdiction to the Federal 
Communications Commission over matters involving RFI. Such matters shall not be regulated by local or 
state law, nor shall radio transmitting be subject to local or state regulation as part of any effort to resolve an 
RFI complaint. 

H.R. Report No. 765, 57th Cong., 2d Sess. 33 (1982), reprinted at 1982 U.S. Code Cong. & Ad News 2277. State laws 
that require amateurs to cease operations or incur penalties as a consequence of radio interference thus have been 
entirely preempted by Congress.  

Of course, any member of the public may seek the Commission’s assistance in resolving interference problems. The 
Commission’s Field Operations Bureau (FOB) frequently investigate radio interference complaints and has prepared 
the enclosed pamphlets describing the various remedies available to address radio interference matters. Members of 
the public in Pierre experiencing interference may also wish to contact Dennis P. Carlton, Engineer – in- Charge of 
FOB’s Denver Office at (303) 236-8026. I trust the foregoing in responsive to you inquiry.  
 
Sincerely yours, 
Robert L. Pettit 
General Counsel 
cc: City Inspector, Pierre, South Dakota 
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Exhibit P: Excerpts of Pettit-Haller-MacNamara Letters on Preemption of RFI 
by the FCC 

 
 
 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 
25 OCT 1994 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 
7240-F/1700C1 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Town of Hempstead 
1 Washington Street 
Hempstead, New York 11550-4923 

Dear Board Members: 

[…] 

Local governments must reasonably accommodate amateur operations in zoning decisions. See PRB-1, 101 FCC 2d 
952 (1985) and Section 97.15(e) of the Commission’s Rules, 47 C.F.R. § 97.15(e). Section 97.15(e) provides that an 
amateur station antenna structure may be erected at heights and dimensions sufficient to accommodate amateur service 
communications. Local authorities may adopt regulations pertaining to placement, screening, or height of antennas, if 
such regulations are based on health, safety, or aesthetic considerations and reasonably accommodate amateur 
communications. 

They may not, however, base their regulation on amateur service antenna structures on the causation of interference to 
home electronic equipment— an area regulated exclusively by the Commission. 

The Commission’s jurisdiction over interference matters is set forth in Section 302(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. §302(a). It is clear from the report of the Joint Committee of Conference, H.R. Report 
No. 765 97th Cong., 2nd Sess., that the congress intended that the Commission have exclusive jurisdiction over 
interference to home electronic equipment.  

I would also like to point out that there is no reasonable connection between requiring Mr. Nadel to reduce the height 
of his antenna and reducing the amount of interference to his neighbor’s home electronic equipment. On the contrary, 
antenna height is inversely related to the strength, in horizontal plane, of the radio signal that serves as a catalyst for 
interference in susceptible home electronic equipment. It is a matter of technical fact that the higher an amateur 
antenna, the less likely it is that radio frequency interference will appear in home electronic equipment. 

I hope the information in this letter is helpful. 

Sincerely, 
Ralph A. Haller 
Chief, Private Radio Bureau 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 

27 NOV 1991 

In Reply Refer To: 
7230-C 
Mr. Arthur R. Still 
6840 Camino de Fray Marcos 
Tucson, Arizona 85718 

Dear Mr. Still: 

  […] 

Section 302(a)(2) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. 302(a)(2), authorizes the Commission 
to regulate home electronic equipment and systems by establishing minimum performance standards for such 
equipment to reduce their susceptibility to interference from radio frequency energy. 

[…] 

The Report also indicates the Commission, in exercising this authority, is expected to balance the cost of improving 
the performance of a devise against the overall public benefit to be gained. See H. Rep. No. 756, 97th Congress, 2d 
Session (1982), at 32-33. Because most users of home electronic equipment do not receive such interference, we do 
not wish to impose the additional costs associated with reduced susceptibility on all users of the equipment, including 
millions of users who would not benefit. Likewise, it is not reasonable to place the burden for resolving all interference 
problems on amateur service licensees. Congress recognized the electronic equipment manufacturers also have a 
responsibility to design properly their equipment to prevent interference. We believe that the Commission’s Rules 
properly reflect Congressional desires. 

The issue of interference to home electronic equipment is being addressed by industry. A committee has been formed 
under the auspices of the American National Standards Institute to develop voluntary standards to reduce the 
susceptibility of this equipment to interference. The Commission’s longstanding policy, as well as that of the Federal 
Government in general, is to rely of private industry voluntary standards whenever possible. At our encouragement, 
the Electronics Industries Association (EIA) developed, in 1984 and 1987, two susceptibility standards for television 
receivers. These standards were developed using American National Standards Institute procedures. Recent figures 
provided by the EIA indicate that virtually all new color televisions and VCRs voluntarily comply with these 
standards. Additionally, the number of complaints we receive about interference to home electronic equipment has 
dropped significantly since 1982. 

[…] 

 

Pursuant to Section 1.401(e) of the Commission’s Rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.401(e),IT IS ORDERED that your request for 
rule making IS DENIED. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert H. McNamara 
Chief, Special Services Division 
cc: Joe Michaels 
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Screen print from DeLorme Xmap 3.5, of the path from the Applicant’s home to Winchester, 
Indiana. The long, rectangular graph at the bottom of this image is a representation of the cross-
section of the surface of the earth over the highlighted path on the map (the applicant’s home is at 
the left end of the graph, and Winchester is on the right.) The “Elev. Gain” figure of 167.99 feet at 
lower right is the net increase in elevation over the path. This elevation change does not take into 
account the additional height change resulting from the curvature of the earth over this path. 
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Screen print from DeLorme Xmap 3.5, of the path from the Applicant’s home to Richmond, 
Indiana. The long, rectangular graph at the bottom of this image is a representation of the cross-
section of the surface of the earth over the highlighted path on the map (the applicant’s home is at 
the left end of the graph, and Richmond is on the right.) The “Elev. Gain” figure of 270.20 feet at 
lower right is the difference between the elevation at Applicant’s property and the highest point on 
the path, which occurs in the Northwest corner of Wayne County. This figure does not take into 
account the additional height change resulting from the curvature of the earth over this path, which 
is significant at a distance of 36.48 miles. 
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Figure 1: Northeast Corner View – 50 ft. Tree 

 
Figure 2:Southwest Corner View - 55-ft. Tree 

 
Figure 2: Northwest Corner View – 55 ft. Tree 

 
Figure 3: Northwest Corner View 50 ft & 30-ft 
trees

 
Figure 4: Screening Effect of Trees on Objects Beyond Them 
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