EXHIBIT 12
(Page 1 of 2)

OVERLAP REQUIREMENTS
University of Massachusetts
Pittsfield, MA

Figure 12.0 is an allocation study showing the interfering contours for the pro-
posed facilities in relation to the protected contours for all FM broadcast, FM translator,
and Low Power FM stations which require protection consideration. As can be seen
from this figure, no overlap will occur between the protected contour for each of these
stations and the respective interfering contour for the proposed facilities. Based upon
this information, the proposed facilities will provide the required protection to all sta-
tions requiring consideration.

It should be noted that the proposed facilities will operate with an effective radi-
ated power of 10 watts. As a result, pursuant to Section 73.1204(g) of the FCC Rules,
it is not necessary to demonstrate compliance with the intermediate frequency separa-
tion requirements outlined in Section 73.207 of the FCC Rules.

The proposed transmitter site lies within 320 kilometers of the common border
between the United States and Canada. At its farthest point, the proposed 34 dBu con-
tour will extend 49.0 kilometers from the proposed site. Since this distance is less than
60 kilometers and the proposed facilities will operate at a power level that is less than
250 watts, the proposed facilities will fully comply with Section 4.3 of the Working Ar-

rangement for Allotment and Assignment of FM Broadcasting Channels 201-300 Under

the Canadian-U.S.A EM Broadcasting Agreement of 1947.

Carl E. Smith Consulting Engineers



BNPFT-20030317ALR |\ 3 -. > LNPER N
EH 22& .srrg | ; : Il :‘L.: 'I | { W .‘-‘Iél::.ré 1

9 PROPOSED
40 dBu

4 APROPOSED
NSELSITE AND
f{f];‘ 100 dBu

- AT B BENPFT- 2{]']3‘(]31?.”.9.
W : i fd?“ Uy i 60 dBu -
™ ! = T -\I '% i r-/ -“Il:aﬂﬂa

e | _F. ~ 3
*ProposEp I - S/ ot D

{pROPOSED | 2
48 dBu fiesd

=

'_Iahtv;l E?ﬁ"? ! \_‘\E}.‘r& '"m"‘
.'-':f'*“r'f :ﬁ'»

L%
Tstaflord L3
LY sprs

i et
!
VW Willingta

_ sl s |
i I.',‘.ulliEwilll lFE.irmi.‘f';;:
2glesi
"} ) N,
{ e % Coveniri—] e
= “1E Il.
- - ‘-.. P o
e | I CefuiTeni =
= r 1
J 4 L 8 3
i piy : ] N O e : I
= 3 B 5 ( o Bl 5 Lebanpis
2 g L ! 3 o Myiterough
o e A Wy = ?15; | )_/ ‘]\
. ) A \,ﬂ_ weeel] CH229B . e ) ;
Rashury WATERRE |_‘§1. ,\ ! - .;"- ) - i E f \.,-_—'&1 = -] i Colchizlar "
H.'-cuuuurﬁ & Ben, Jg o) 1 ¢ i J
4 v 8 1) ke ) 10 T,
i 1 i/ Dirog b 1
%'\' i 5 ': P i+ . | ,,,,L,,“C"-'Z;{%m 2 n-.:i: [
\ﬂh\‘\‘f‘dﬂ\k“'“ It Naugalui:&i_' ? s I : "T"_ ' : 3
N e, d s 15 dgm & L
n.’ti';c'::E;,’,,,, LT TS| o 1 £ 2 o % I'
Fiabede Milex - 10 | O T - EL) \(E
U y
: . R NG -y £
H = 7 JSeyment g — . & ﬂ\.
B CarL E. SMiTH CoNsULTING ENGINEERS = FIG. 12.0 r
! 2324 N CLEVE-MASS RO BOK 807 ALLOCATION STUDY
- BATH, CHID 44210-0807 ! i : E B
m:m e ," | s University of Massachusetts ’4
F"l tisfield, MA

. i z 3 [%] B ¥
) 5 ? u;lldens Br EE&E Jdec:-::i\ A Ftfoney . }




