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In evaluating the proposed facility change for W06AY, an evaluation of possible interference according 
to FCC rules was conducted.  
 
 
PROPOSED STATION EVALUATION TO POSSIBLE INTERFERENCE CRITERIA 
 
Proposed facility does not interfere with FCC Monitoring Stations 
 
Proposed facility does not interfere with West Virginia quite zone 
 
Proposed facility does not interfere with Table Mountain 
 
Proposed facility is beyond the Canadian coordination distance 
 
Proposed facility is beyond the Mexican coordination distance 
 
Proposed station is OK toward AM broadcast stations 

 
There are spacing and/or contour violations with full service, digital, Class A, and Low Power TV 
stations. 

 
An evaluation according to OET-69 is presented to support this proposed facility change. In evaluating 
the proposed facility change for W06AY, an outgoing interference study was executed using the OET-
69 Longley Rice Methodology using a signal resolution of 1 km and a spacing increment of 1 km with 
an ERP of 300 W. The CDBS database of8/8/2007 was used for this analysis. The following stations 
were considered in the study:  
 
Call Sign  FCC File Number City  State Distance Bearing 
NEW-D.A (06)      BDCCDVL20061030AQR  Columbia        IN      210.4       12.5 
W06AJ (06N)       BLTT19820202JP   Franklin, Etc.      NC      304.8     151.0 
W06AP (06N)       BLTTV19791109IC   Maggie Valley, Etc.NC   296.1     140.2 
W06BD (06-)       BLTVL19901115IC  Princeton            IN      226.1     293.2 
W27CT-D.A (06)    BDISDVL20070122AKO   Columbia         IN      210.4       12.5 
WATETV (06Z)      BMLCT20041203AEH   Knoxville             TN      208.6     147.0 
WDDA-L (06Z)      BLTVL20070122AAY   Dalton                 GA      311.2     175.9 
WKRP-L (06-)      BLTVL20070322AAO  Alexandria          TN      172.1     201.7 
WKRP-L.A (06-)    BSTA20070329AAK  Carthage             TN      191.1     213.8 
WLWT (05-)        BLCT20021107AAZ   Cincinnati            OH      180.8       19.1 
WOOT-L (06+)      BLTVL19920501IJ   Chattanooga, Etc TN      288.3     181.5 
WOOT-L.C (06+)    BPTVA20020903AAL  Chattanooga        TN    264.1     181.5 
WPSDTV (06+)      BMLCT20040227ABE  Paducah               KY     337.3     263.7 
WRTV (06Z)        BMLCT20050414ABE  Indianapolis          IN      270.9     341.7 
WSYX (06+)        BLCT19931022KE  Columbus            OH   322.6       35.3 
WTVF (05Z)        BLCT19860702KI  Nashville              TN      203.3     224.4 
WVHF-C (05+)      BLTVL19930107IC  Jeffersonville, Etc IN      88.8     326.9 
WVVA.C (06-)     BPCT20010725ADN  Bluefield               WV 357.9       94.7 
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Of the considered stations, the following stations showed possible interference:  
 
Call Sign  FCC File Number  
WATETV (06Z)      BMLCT20041203AEH 
 
Each of the above stations was evaluated for incoming interference using the OET-69 Longley Rice 
methodology. In each case, there was zero percent (when rounded to the nearest percent) interference 
present. The following table identifies the actual percentage interference from the incoming interference 
analyses.  

 
Call Sign  FCC File Number Percentage Interference 
WATETV (06Z)      BMLCT20041203AEH  0.1 % 
 
 

 

Should you have any questions concerning this analysis, please contact me and I will be happy to help. 

 
Sincerely, 

 

Greg Best 
President 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


