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SUPPLEMENT TO MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP EXHIBIT 
 

In the multiple ownership exhibit attached to this application, Clear Channel stated that it 
believed this application could be granted without divestiture.  In the event the Commission 
disagrees with this interpretation, Clear Channel requests a waiver of Section 73.3555 of the 
Commission’s Rules.  In order to grant a waiver, the Commission must determine that special 
circumstances warrant deviation from the general rule, and that such deviation will serve the 
public interest.1  As demonstrated herein, the circumstances associated with the instant 
application and the public interest benefits that will be lost if this application is dismissed, 
warrant deviation from the multiple ownership rule.  WPLA(FM) is already part of the 
Jacksonville Arbitron Metro and grant of this application will not increase the number of stations 
that Clear Channel owns in this Arbitron Metro.  In addition, Clear Channel is not proposing to 
modify the technical facilities of WPLA(FM).  Thus, except for a change of WPLA(FM)’s 
community of license, this application will maintain the status quo.  More importantly, however, 
grant of this application will ensure that the community of Green Cove Springs, Florida (2000 
U.S. Census pop. 5,378) retains its first local service.  The Commission considers first local 
service a public interest benefit under its Section 307(b) mandate and to deny this application 
because of a perceived violation of the multiple ownership rule would be contrary to the public 
interest.2 
 
A waiver is also warranted because it is not clear if Section § 73.3555, n. 4 is even applicable to 
minor change applications to change community of license and Clear Channel has requested 
clarification on this matter in a pending Application for Review.  More specifically, on April 21, 
2006, Clear Channel and a number of other parties filed an Application for Review of the 
Bureau’s decision in Galaxy.3  The parties also filed a Request for Stay of the effectiveness of the 
Bureau’s decision in Galaxy.  Both of these pleadings are pending and it would be inappropriate 
for the Bureau to dismiss the above captioned application based on Galaxy before the issues in 
Galaxy have been finally decided.  Thus, in order to ensure that the community of Green Cove 
Springs retains its first local service, the Bureau should waive application of Section § 73.3555, n. 
4 to the instant application. 

                                                 
1  Northeast Cellular Telephone Co. v. F.C.C., 897 F.2d 1164, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990) (citing WAIT 
Radio v. F.C.C., 418 F.2d 1153, 1157-59 (D.C. Cir. 1969)); see also 47 C.F.R. § 1.3. 
2  See Revision of FM Assignment Policies and Procedures, 90 FCC 2d 88 (1982). 
3  See Letter from Peter H. Doyle, Chief, Audio Division to Sally A. Buckman, Counsel to Galaxy 
Communications, L.P., DA 06-644 (March 23, 2006) (“Galaxy”).  The parties argue in their Application for 
Review that the Bureau’s decision in Galaxy was in error because (i) the Bureau acted on an issue that was 
(and still is) before the full Commission pursuant to two petitions for reconsideration making the Bureau’s 
decision beyond its delegated authority, and (ii) the Commission’s promulgation of Note 4 in the omnibus 
2004 ownership proceeding was arbitrary and capricious because it was issued without explanation in 
violation of the APA.  A copy of the parties’ Application for Review and Request for Stay are attached 
hereto as Attachment 1. 
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