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I INTRODUCTION

1. In this Seventh Report and Order, the Commission adopts a new Table of
Allotments for digital television (“DTV”) providing all eligible stations with channels for DTV
operations after the DTV transition on February 17, 2009. The new DTV Table accommodates
all eligible broadcasters, reflects to the extent possible the channel elections made by
broadcasters, and is consistent with efficient spectrum use. The new DTV Table finalizes the
channels and facilities necessary to complete the digital transition and ultimately will replace the
existing DTV Table' at the end of the DTV transition. The existing DTV Table continues to
govern stations’ DTV operations until the end of the DTV transition.

2. The new DTV Table is the result of informed decisions made by eligible licensees
and permittees during the Commission’s channel election process. As the Commission stated in
the Seventh Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making in this proceeding,” in developing these
final DTV allotments the Commission has attempted to accommodate broadcasters’ channel
preferences as well as their replication and maximization service area certifications (made via
FCC Form 381). The DTV Table adopted herein reflects consideration of the comments filed in
response to the Seventh Further Notice as well as our efforts to promote overall spectrum
efficiency and ensure that broadcasters provide the best possible service to the public.

3. In early 2006, Congress established February 17, 2009 as a new hard deadline for
the end of the DTV transition and the end of analog transmissions by full power television
broadcasters.’ In view of the short period of time remaining before this deadline, our goal has
been to finalize DTV channels and facilities as expeditiously as possible to provide stations with
the certainty they need to complete their digital build out, consistent with the interference and
other standards set forth in the Seventh Further Notice.

4. In addition, we are adopting a Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making (“Eighth
Further Notice™), to announce tentative channel designations (“TCDs”) for three new permittees
that have recently attained permittee status. The Eighth Further Notice identifies these
permittees together with the channel we propose to assign the permittee and the specific
technical facilities at which we propose to allow these stations to operate after the DTV
transition. If adopted, this information would revise the DTV Table and Appendix B adopted in
this Seventh Report and Order. We invite public comment on these proposed new TCDs and
associated technical facilities.

5. In addition, the Eighth Further Notice identifies a number of proposals for
revisions to the proposed DTV Table and/or Appendix B that were advanced by commenters in

" The post-transition DTV Table will be codified at 47 C.F.R. § 73.622(i). See Appendix A. The current DTV
Table, which is contained in 47 C.F.R. § 73.622(b), will become obsolete at the end of all authorized pre-transition
DTV operations. The current NTSC Table, which is contained in 47 C.F.R. § 73.606(b), will become obsolete at the
end of the transition, when all full-power analog operations must cease. We will address any rule amendments
necessitated by the end of analog service in a later proceeding.

? Seventh Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making, In the Matter of Advanced Television Systems and Their Impact
Upon the Existing Television Broadcast Service, 21 FCC Rcd 12100 (2006) (“Seventh Further Notice™).

3 See Digital Television and Public Safety Act of 2005 (“DTV Act”), which is Title III of the Deficit Reduction Act
0f 2005, Pub. L. No. 109-171, 120 Stat. 4 (2006) (“DRA”) (codified at 47 U.S.C. §§ 309(j)(14) and 337(e)).
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either reply comments or late-filed comments in response to the Seventh Further Notice.* As
these comments propose changes to the DTV Table and/or Appendix B that could affect other
stations that may not have had adequate notice of these proposals, we identify these proposals to
give affected stations an opportunity to comment.

1I. BACKGROUND
A. The DTV Transition

6. The Commission established the existing DTV Table in the 1997 Sixth Report and
Order as part of its DTV transition plan.’ In creating the existing DTV Table, the Commission
sought to accommodate all eligible, full-service broadcasters with a second 6 MHz channel to
provide DTV service in addition to their existing analog service.® In addition, the Commission
initiated a process by which the amount of spectrum devoted to the television broadcast service
will eventually be reduced to a “core spectrum” ( i.e., channels 2-51) after the end of the
transition, enabling the recovery of a total of 108 MHz of spectrum ( i.e., channels 52-69).” This
“out of core” spectrum has been made available for public safety and wireless communications
services.*

4 Appendix B reflects the revisions adopted in this Order. The additions and modifications proposed in the Eighth
Further Notice are not included in Appendix B, but are separately listed in Appendix G. Stations that would be
affected by the proposed changes are shown with their current facilities, which would duly change if the proposed
modifications are adopted in the future Eighth Report and Order.

> Sixth Report and Order, Advanced Television Systems and Their Impact Upon the Existing Television Broadcast
Service, MM Docket No. 87-268, 12 FCC Red 14588 (1997) (“Sixth Report and Order™), on recon., Memorandum
Opinion and Order on Reconsideration of the Sixth Report and Order, 13 FCC Rcd 7418 (1998) (“Sixth MO&O”),
on further recon., Second Memorandum Opinion and Order on Reconsideration of the Fifth and Sixth Report and
Orders, 14 FCC Rced 1348 (1998) (“Second MO&O on Reconsideration™). See also 47 C.F.R. § 73.622(b). The
details of each station’s channel assignment under the existing DTV Table, including technical facilities and
predicted service and interference information, were set forth in the initial Appendix B of the Sixth Report and
Order (“initial Appendix B”). See Sixth Report and Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 14693, app. B. The initial Appendix B
was amended in 1998. See Sixth MO&O, 13 FCC Red 7418 (1998) and Second MO&O on Reconsideration, 14
FCC Rcd 1348 (1998). Simultaneously with the adoption of the Sixth Report and Order, the Commission
announced DTV channel assignments for eligible licensees in the Fifth Report and Order in the same docket. See
Fifth Report and Order, MM Docket No. 87-268, 12 FCC Rcd 12809, 12892, App. E (1997) (“Fifth Report and
Order”™).

6 Eligibility to receive a second channel for DTV operations was limited to existing broadcasters. See 47 U.S.C. §
336(a)(1). See also Fifth Report and Order, 12 FCC Rcd at 12838, 9 69.

7 See Sixth MO&O, 13 FCC Red at 7431, 9 41 (determining that the core TV spectrum after the transition would
encompass television channels 2 through 51).

¥ Channels 60-69 were reallocated for public safety and wireless communications services in 1998. See Report and
Order, Reallocation of Television Channels 60-69, the 746-806 MHz Band, ET Docket No. 97-157, 12 FCC Red
22953 (1998). Channels 52-59 were reallocated for new wireless services in 2001. See Report and Order,
Reallocation and Service Rules for the 698-746 MHz Spectrum Band (Television Channels 52-59), GN Docket No.
01-74, 17 FCC Rcd 1022 (2002). See also Service Rules for the 698-746, 747-762 and 777-792 MHz Bands, WT
Docket No. 06-150, Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC 07-72 (rel. Apr. 27,2007)
(addressing rules governing wireless licenses in the 700 MHz Band); Service Rules for the 698-746, 747-762 and
777-792 MHz Bands, WT Docket No. 06-150, Second Report and Order, adopted July 31, 2007.

4
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B. The Channel Election Process and Proposed New DTV Table of Allotments

7. Broadcast licensees selected their ultimate (i.e. post-transition) DTV channel
inside the core spectrum through a channel election process established by the Commission in
the Report and Order in the Second DTV Periodic proceeding.” Under this process, licensees
elected their preferred post-transition channel during one of three rounds. Channel elections that
could be approved, as well as “best available” channels where appropriate, were locked in as
tentative channel designations (“TCDs”) and protected against new interference from subsequent
channel elections with a strong presumption that a station’s TCD would be its channel
assignment proposed in the new DTV Table." In order to facilitate the channel election process
and the development of a final, post-transition DTV Table, the Media Bureau announced a freeze
on the filing of certain NTSC and DTV requests for allotment or service area changes. "'

8. The first step of the channel election process addressed preliminary matters and
required all licensees to file a certification (via FCC Form 381) in order to define their post-
transition facility."> In these certifications, licensees had to decide whether they would (1)
replicate their allotted DTV facilities, (2) maximize to their currently authorized DTV facilities,
or (3) reduce to a currently authorized smaller DTV facility.

9. The second step of the channel election process was the first round of channel
elections, in which only in-core licensees — those with at least one in-core channel — could
participate. In-core licensees that participated in round one filed their channel elections (via
FCC Form 382) by February 10, 2005. First-round electors were not permitted to elect a channel

K Report and Order, In the Matter of Second Periodic Review of the Commission’s Rules and Policies Affecting the
Conversion to Digital Television, MB Docket 03-15, 19 FCC Rcd 18279 (2004) (“Second DTV Periodic Report and
Order”)(recons. pending).

' 1d. at 18298, 9 46 1.96.

' See Public Notice, “Freeze on the Filing of Certain TV and DTV Requests for Allotment or Service Area
Changes,” 19 FCC Rcd 14810, 14810-11 (MB 2004) (“August 2004 Filing Freeze PN”). The freeze was imposed
on August 3, 2004, prior to the commencement of the channel election process, in order to provide a stable database
for developing the post-transition DTV Table. The freeze precludes parties from filing the following items: (i)
petitions for rulemaking to change DTV channels within the current DTV Table, (ii) petitions for rulemaking to
establish a new DTV channel allotment, (iii) petitions for rulemaking to swap in-core DTV and NTSC channels; (iv)
applications to change DTV channel allotments among two or more licensees; (v) petitions for rulemaking by
licensees/permittees to change NTSC channels or communities of license; (vi) applications to maximize DTV or
analog TV facilities; and (vii) certain Class A television station applications. The freeze does not prevent the
processing of pending applications. See id. See also 47 C.F.R. §§ 73.1690, 73.3533, 73.3538. In the Second DTV
Periodic Report and Order, the Commission noted that it would continue to process rulemakings in which a Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking (“NPRM”) had been issued prior to the adoption of the Second DTV Periodic Report and
Order, but ordered the dismissal of all pending petitions to change the NTSC Table of Allotments (“NTSC Table”)
in which a NPRM had not yet been issued. Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, 19 FCC Red at 18308, 9] 68.

2 Licensees were required to file their certifications (via FCC Form 381) by November 5, 2004. See Public Notice,
“DTV Channel Election Information and Deadlines,” 19 FCC Rcd 19569 (MB 2004) (“Certification Deadline PN”).
Stations that did not submit certification forms by the deadline were evaluated based on replication facilities. See
Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, 19 FCC Red at 18296, 4 41.

B Many stations have applied for and been granted authorization to operate at facilities that are different from the
facilities that were specified for their operation in the initial DTV Table and Appendix B, as amended in 1998. In
most cases, the facilities allowed under these new authorizations allow stations to “maximize” their service coverage
to reach a larger population than the facilities specified in the initial DTV Table and Appendix B.
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that was not assigned to them unless rights to that channel were obtained through a negotiated
channel agreement (“NCA”) with another licensee. At the close of the first round elections, the
Commission announced 1,554 TCDs,"* which included channels elected through 25 NCAs."

10. In the third step, the Commission analyzed the interference conflicts arising out of
the first round and offered licensees an opportunity to resolve them (via FCC Form 383). After
reviewing the first round conflicts, the Commission announced an additional 159 TCDs, bringing
the total number of TCDs to 1,713.'¢

11. The fourth step of the channel election process was the second round of elections,
in which the remaining licensees made their elections. Licensees that participated in this round
filed their channel elections (via FCC Form 384) by October 31, 2005.

12.  In the fifth step, the Commission analyzed the interference conflicts arising out of
the second-round elections and announced 75 TCDs, which included channels elected through
two NCAs."” The Commission subsequently announced the consolidated total of first- and
second-round TCDs to be 1,789."

13. The sixth step of the channel election process was the third and final round of
elections, in which licensees without a TCD after rounds one and two, as well as certain other
eligible licensees," filed a final channel election preference.” Licensees that participated in the
third round filed their channel elections (via FCC Form 386) by May 26, 2006. At the close of
the third round, the Commission announced 20 TCDs for eligible licensees.?' The four eligible

' Public Notice, “DTV Tentative Channel Designations for 1,554 Stations Participating in the First Round of DTV
Channel Elections,” 20 FCC Rcd 10983 (MB 2005).

1 By Order released on June 8, 2005, the Media Bureau approved 25 NCAs for the first round and rejected 12
NCAs, sending those 12 licensees to their contingent round one election or, if necessary, to round two. Negotiated
Channel Election Arrangements, MM Docket No. 03-15, Report and Order, 20 FCC Red 10141, 10142 (MB 2005)
(“Round One NCA Order™).

' Public Notice, “Tentative Digital Channel Designations for Stations Participating in the First Round of DTV
Channel Elections and Second Round Election Filing Deadline,” 20 FCC Red 15735 (MB 2005) (“First Round TCD
PN”).

' Public Notice, “Tentative Digital Channel Designations for Stations Participating in the Second Round of DTV
Channel Elections and Third Round Election Filing Deadline,” DA 06-991 at 2-4 (MB rel. May 5, 2006) (“Second
Round TCD PN”). The Commission received two NCAs: one for Philadelphia, Pennsylvania and the other for San
Francisco, California. The Commission approved the Philadelphia NCA in full, and the San Francisco NCA in part.

'® Public Notice, “Tentative Digital Channel Designations for Stations Participating in the First and Second Rounds
of the DTV Channel Election Process,” DA 06-1082 (MB rel. May 23, 2006). One additional first round TCD was
announced in addition to the 75 second round TCDs.

" Licensees with a TCD were eligible to seek an alternative designation in the third round if they received a TCD
for a low-VHF channel (channels 2-6) or if their TCD was subject to international coordination issues which the
Commission has been unable to resolve with the Canadian and Mexican governments. Second DTV Periodic Report
and Order, 19 FCC Red at 183006, 9 63.

2 11 the third round, we received seven channel elections from stations that did not have a TCD, 14 from stations
that had a low-VHF TCD, and one from a station that had an international coordination issue.

*! Public Notice, “Third Round of the DTV Channel Election Process: Tentative Channel Designations,” 21 FCC
Red 9572 (MB 20006) (“Third Round TCD PN™).
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stations without a TCD after the third round were awarded a TCD in the Seventh Further
Notice.”

14.  In early 2006, while the channel election process was underway, Congress
enacted significant statutory changes relating to the DTV transition. Most importantly, the DTV
Act established February 17, 2009 as the new hard deadline for the end of the DTV transition
and the end of analog transmissions by full power stations.” The DTV Act does not provide for
waivers or extensions of this deadline for cessation of analog broadcasts.* The DTV Act also
requires full power broadcast licensees to cease operations outside the core spectrum after
February 17, 2009 in order to make that spectrum available for public safety and commercial
wireless users.” Full-power TV broadcast stations must be operating inside the core TV
spectrum and only in digital at the end of the transition on February 17, 2009.%

15. On April 25, 2007, the Commission initiated the Third DTV Periodic Review
proceeding.”” The Commission sought comment on a range of proposals intended to ensure that
broadcasters complete construction of their final, post-transition (digital) facilities by the
February 17, 2009 statutory deadline for completion of the digital transition. Among other
things, the Commission tentatively concluded that February 17, 2009 will be the construction
deadline for stations that are building digital facilities based on their new channel allotments
determined in this Report and Order.™® For these stations, whose pre-transition DTV channel is

?2 These four stations are: WABC-TV (New York, New York), WEDH-TV (Hartford, Connecticut), KTFK(TV)
(Stockton, California), and KVIE(TV) (Sacramento, California).

3 Section 3002(a) of the DTV Act amends Section 309(j)(14) of the Communications Act to establish February 17,
2009 as the hard deadline for the end of analog transmissions by full-power stations. 47 U.S.C. § 309()(14)(A).
DTV Act § 3002(b) directs the Commission to “take such actions as are necessary (1) to terminate all licenses for
full-power television stations in the analog television service, and to require the cessation of broadcasting by full-
power stations in the analog television service, by February 18, 2009; and (2) to require by February 18, 2009, ... all
broadcasting by full-power stations in the digital television service, occur only on channels between channels 2 and
36, inclusive, or 38 and 51, inclusive (between frequencies 54 and 698 megahertz, inclusive).” 47 U.S.C.A. § 309
Note.

24 Congress originally established a flexible deadline of December 31, 2006 for completing the digital transition,
which allowed for exceptions to the deadline. Specifically, prior to the DTV Act, the former 47 U.S.C. § 309()(14)
provided an exception to the earlier December 31, 2006 transition deadline if the Commission determined that less
than 85 percent of the television households in a licensee’s market were capable of receiving the signals of DTV
broadcast stations through various means (i.e., via over-the-air reception, cable or satellite, or digital-to-analog
conversion technology). 47 U.S.C. § 309(j)(14)(B)(iii) (2005). In the DTV Act, Congress eliminated the statutory
provisions authorizing market-specific extensions of the DTV transition, including the 85 percent benchmark for
DTV reception.

% See 47 U.S.C. § 337(e)(1).
* 1d,

*"Third Periodic Review of the Commission’s Rules and Policies Affecting the Conversion to Digital Television, MB
Docket No. 07-91, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, FCC 07-70 (rel. May 18, 2007) (“Third DTV Periodic Review
NPRM”). Comments are due by August 8, 2007, and replies by August 23, 2007. Public Notice, “Media Bureau
Announces Comment and Reply Comment Dates for the Third DTV Periodic Review NPRM,” MB Docket No. 07-
91, DA 07-3073 (2007).

*8 See Third DTV Periodic Review NPRM at 9 60. Stations whose pre-transition DTV channel is different from their
post-transition channel will be required to file an application for a construction permit for their post-transition
(continued....)

7
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different from their post-transition DTV channel, the Commission proposed not to require further
construction of the station’s pre-transition DTV channel.”” For stations with a post-transition
channel the same as their pre-transition DTV channel, the Commission proposed to require
construction be completed six months from the release date of the Construction Deadline
Extension Order and Use or Lose Order, or November 18, 2007.>° The Commission also made a
number of proposals regarding the procedures and standards applicants must follow in filing
applications for facilities specified in the final DTV Table and Appendix B.”'

C. Allotment Methodology and Evaluation of Interference Conflicts

16.  Inthe Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, the Commission stated that
channel elections would be evaluated after each channel election round in order to identify
potential interference conflicts. Interference conflicts were found to exist only where licensees
elected channels other than their current DTV channel (e.g., most often when stations elected
their NTSC channels).*

17. In developing the proposed DTV Table and Appendix B (which proposed channel
assignments, operating facilities, and service information for individual stations), engineering
evaluations were generated using computer analysis to determine station service coverage and
interference. These evaluations were based on the technical standards and methods set forth in
Sections 73.622(e) and 73.623(c) of the Commission’s rules, which (1) define the geographic
service area of DTV stations, and (2) provide interference technical criteria for modification of
DTV allotments included in the initial DTV Table.” Specifically, Section 73.622(¢e) defines a

(Continued from previous page)
channel following adoption of this Report and Order and once the standards and procedures for processing such
applications are finalized in the Report and Order in the Third DTV Periodic Review proceeding.

* Id. at 9 61. The Commission noted that this approach, if adopted, would change the Commission’s previous
policy regarding interference protection on the post-transition channel. /d. at § 62-63. In 2004, the Commission
established two deadlines by which stations were expected to either replicate or maximize DTV service on their
current (pre-transition) DTV channel or lose interference protection to the unserved areas on that channel. See
Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, 19 FCC Red at 18311-18319, 9 72-87. By July 1, 2005, top-four network
affiliates in the top 100 markets were required to fully replicate or maximize if they will remain on their DTV
channel after the transition. If these stations will move to another channel post-transition, they were required to
serve at least 100 percent of their replication service population by July 1, 2005. By July 1, 2006, all other stations
were required to fully replicate and maximize if they will remain on their current DTV channel after the transition.
If they will move to another channel post-transition, they were required to serve at least 80 percent of their
replication service population by July 1, 2006. Id. at 18314-18315, 9 78. The Commission stated that stations that
met the applicable “use-or-lose” deadline and that are going to move to a different channel after the transition would
be permitted to carry over their authorized maximized areas to their new channels. /d. at 18317-18318, 9 85-86.

30 See Order, In the Matter of DTV Build-Out, Applications Requesting Extension of the Digital Television
Construction Deadline, FCC 07-91, adopted May 17, 2007 (“Construction Deadline Extension Order”); Order, In
the Matter of DTV Build-Out, Requests for Waiver of July 1, 2005 and July 1, 2006 “Use or Lose” Deadlines,
Requests for Waiver of the August 4, 2005 “Checklist” Deadline, FCC 07-90, adopted May 17, 2007 (“Use or Lose
Order”). Stations with a pending construction permit that extends beyond this deadline have until the date specified
on their permit to complete construction.

3! See Third DTV Periodic Review NPRM at 9 92-96.

32 It was not necessary to determine the amount of interference caused by stations that elected their current DTV
channel because operation on those channels would not result in new interference.

33 See 47 C.F.R. §§ 73.622(e), 73.623(c).
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DTV station’s service area as the geographic area within the station’s noise-limited F(50,90)
contour where its signal is predicted to exceed the noise-limited service level.** A station’s
noise-limited contour is computed using its actual transmitter location, effective radiated power
(“ERP”), antenna height above average terrain (“antenna HAAT”), and antenna radiation pattern.
Section 73.623(c) sets forth the thresholds of desired-to-undesired (D/U) ratio at which
interference is considered to occur.

18. Calculations related to service coverage and interference were based on the
terrain-dependent Longley-Rice point-to-point propagation model for predicting the geographic
areas and populations served by stations. * Interference resulting from co-channel and first
adjacent channel relationships were examined in accordance with the interference criteria for
DTV allotments specified in Section 73.623(c).*

19. Channel election analysis relied upon a database composed of TV station
authorizations to which licensees certified as of November 5, 2004 (the “certification database™),
including both analog and digital stations.’” During the channel election process, the
Commission performed interference-conflict analyses in two circumstances: (1) where a station
elected a channel that was different from its current DTV channel, and (2) to identify a “best
available” channel.”® Values for the ERP and the directional antenna radiation pattern were
calculated to allow a station to match its coverage area based on its maximized or replication
facilities as certified.”” Here, new interference to post-transition DTV operations was considered
interference beyond that caused by existing analog and DTV operations (as set forth in the

*47CFR § 73.622(e). The F(50,90) designator indicates that a specified field strength necessary for the
provision of DTV service is expected to be available at 50 percent of the locations 90 percent of the time. /d.

3% See 47 C.F.R. §§ 73.622(c) and 73.623(c); See also OET Bulletin No. 69, “Longley-Rice Methodology for
Evaluating TV Coverage and Interference,” (Feb. 6, 2004) (“OET Bulletin No. 69”), available at
www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Engineering Technology/Documents/bulletins/oet69/0et69.pdf. Under the procedure in OET
Bulletin No. 69, the predicted geographic area and population served by a TV station are reduced by any interference
it receives from other stations.

3% The computer software used in this work is similar to that used in performing the service coverage and
interference evaluations for the initial DTV Table adopted in the Sixth Report and Order and that the Media Bureau
has used to evaluate requests for modification of DTV facilities and changes in channel allotments in the initial DTV
Table. This software provides analysis of service coverage and interference on both a cumulative and individual-
station basis.

37 The certification database was made available in tables attached to the Public Notice, “DTV Channel Election
Information and First Round Election Filing Deadline,” 19 FCC Red 24141 (MB 2004). This database was used to
determine and evaluate: existing DTV service populations; existing interference; and new interference. The
Commission stated that this data best reflect current service to viewers while preserving the service areas of
currently operational DTV stations. See Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, 19 FCC Red at 18294, 9 37.

3 See 9 22, infra, for a discussion of the process by which “best available” channels were determined.

3% Calculations of new ERP and antenna patterns for stations’ elected channels were performed in the same manner
as those performed by the Commission to match DTV facilities to analog facilities; see Sixth Report and Order, 12
FCC Rced at 14693, app. B. For the purpose of these calculations, an interference conflict was found when it was
predicted that more than 0.1 percent new interference would be caused to another station. That is, new interference
was considered to constitute a conflict when that new interference affected more than 0.1 percent of the population
predicted to be served by the station in the absence of that new interference. Population data from the year 2000
census was used. See Seventh Further Notice, 21 FCC Red at 12107, 9 21; see also, Second DTV Periodic Report
and Order, 19 FCC Red 18294, 18302-03, 99 37-38, 56.
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certification database information). Service coverage and interference conflicts were based only
on the populations determined to be receiving service and new interference. *°

20.  Inthe Second DTV Periodic Report and Order, the Commission recognized that a
special accommodation was necessary if a station with an out-of-core DTV channel elected to
operate its post-transition DTV station on its in-core analog channel.*’ The Commission stated
that the 0.1 percent additional interference limit could be exceeded on a limited basis in order to
afford these stations an improved opportunity to select their own NTSC channel. The
Commission indicated that such allowance is justified because these licensees have only one in-
core option available (i.e., their NTSC channel) and may need this additional accommodation to
be able to operate on their in-core channel after the end of the transition.** Stations that were
eligible to participate in the channel election process and that had either an out-of-core DTV
channel or no DTV channel (i.e., a singleton with only an in-core analog channel) were permitted
to select their in-core NTSC channel for post-transition DTV operation if it would cause no more
than 2.0 percent new interference to a protected DTV station.” Any such stations that certified
to their maximized facilities, however, would be permitted to use the 2.0 percent standard only to
the extent that the predicted new interference also would not exc