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TV WHITE SPACESREGISTRATION DEPLOYED NATIONWIDE;
REMINDER TO RENEW REGISTRATIONS FOR PROTECTION OF
WIRELESS MICROPHONES

As of March 1, 2013, the Commission now authorizsonwide registration and
operation of unlicensed TV white spaces devicéxeviously, TV white spaces devices
were only authorized for limited operation in thesECoast region.

Registration is available for white spaces deviperators through two approved
database administrators: Spectrum Bridge and Taico A public testing period is
currently underway for two more database admirtistsa Key Bridge and Google. The
test interfaces for Key Bridge and Google are awdd at the following URLSs:
http://keybridgeglobal .com/whitespace/ and http://mwwww.google.or g/spectruny
whitespace/.

The Commission has emphasized that TV white spdegi&e operators must
contact a database administrator to obtain a fistvailable channels before deploying
wireless services. The databases are intendeatecp TV broadcast and other licensed
services operating in these bands from interferaraaesed by the devices. Protected
services include broadcast television stationd ffaer, Class A, low power TV, and
TV translator stations); fixed broadcast auxiliagyvice (BAS) links; and receive sites of
Class A, low power TV, and TV translator stations.

For most protected broadcast services, the dadedeby white spaces operators
to provide the necessary protection is automayicaktracted from the Commission’s
databases or provided expressly in the rules, attting further will need to be done to
obtain protection. However, wireless microphonersi@nd operators of temporary BAS
links must register their sites to receive protectirom TV white spaces devices.
Certain venues where unlicensed wireless microphare used must also request
approval for registration.

Registrations of wireless microphones are validaonaximum of one year and
must berenewed to ensure continued protection from interferen@&ations would be
well-advised to register their licensed wirelesnophone operations with Spectrum
Bridge or Telcordia immediately and to renew anystaxg registrations before they
expire. The registration information will be shduwgmong all approved database systems.
Thus, if Key Bridge and/or Google are approved,epasate registration will not be
necessary.

If your station has questions about registratiomemewal, please contact your
communications counsel.
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FCCWILL HOST MAY 3WORKSHOP FOR BROADCASTERS TO DISCUSS
THE SPECTRUM AUCTION BAND PLAN

The FCC has announced that it will host a full-earkshop for broadcasters on
May 3, 2013, to discuss the 600 MHz wireless balash phat would result from the
spectrum incentive auctions. The workshop willleate the 600 MHz plan proposed in
the proceeding as well as alternative band plapgzals.

The workshop will also address certain concerisedaby commenters so far in
the auction proceeding, including issues relatiogmobile antennas, harmonics, co-
channels, and other technical issues. AccordinthéoPublic Notice announcing the
event, the FCC may address other issues, suchaad pands or channel 37 issues, in
future workshops.

The workshop will be webcast live on May 3, 20b&ginning at 9:30 a.m.
Eastern, at the following URLhttp://www.fcc.gov/live.

The Commission continues to encourage broadcasievssit its informational
website for more information on the spectrum ins@ntauctions, available at the
following URL: http://mwww.fcc.gov/learn.
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M-EAS STANDARD APPROVED FOR MOBILE TV EMERGENCY ALERTS

A final standard has been approved by the Advantetkvision Systems
Committee for the delivery of emergency alert mgesaover mobile devices through the
Mobile Emergency Alert System (“M-EAS”).

M-EAS is available to consumers with a mobile DT¥ceiver for their
smartphone or tablet. The system can be tailareddeive geo-targeted messages based
on the location of the receiver. In the eventmfeaiergency alert, M-EAS will trigger a
banner on the device’s screen. The system wil atcommodate audio, text-to-speech,
weather radar images, and video messages. Thieeeemables consumers to receive
the broadcast signal, of course, even when Inteaveess or cellular service are
unavailable. It has been estimated that 120 besddtations are already transmitting M-
EAS through their digital signal.

The M-EAS standard is based on the existing opandsird for mobile DTV,
known as ATSC A/153. And, like traditional broadt EAS technology, the standard
uses the familiar Common Alert Protocol (“CAP”) femergency alert messages and is
compatible for adoption into the national IPAWS ralsystem once the service is
deployed nationwide.



The Advanced Television Systems Committee adogtedndustry standard just
in time for a demonstration of the service at tBNShow in April.
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FCC SEEKSCOMMENT ON INDECENCY ENFORCEMENT POLICY

The FCC recently announced in a Public Notice thhais dismissed more than
one million stale or unsupported indecency compdaiagainst broadcast stations,
equivalent to roughly 70% of the backlog of pendmeghplaints that were tallied last fall.

The Public Notice also invites comment on whethal aow the Commission
should make changes to its current broadcast imdgcgolicies in light of thd=CC v.
Fox case. Broadcasters will recall thatA@C v. Fox, in June 2012, the U.S. Supreme
Court ruled that the FCC could not impose finedbmadcasters who did not have notice
of the Commission’s indecency enforcement poli¢ie Supreme Court did not render a
decision on the substance of the policy itself.e Rublic Notice now initiates a new
proceeding seeking comment on what the FCC’s eafoent policy should be going
forward. Itis likely that a formallotice of Proposed Rulemaking will soon be issued, but
the new docket (13-86) is already open and intedebroadcasters should not wait to
submit comments.

At bottom, the Public Notice asks whether the F@Gutd revert to its “fleeting
expletives” enforcement policy from recent yearseaiurn to the long-standirigacifica
standard. Although comments are not requiredetdirbited to the following issues at
this stage, the Public Notice specifically ask@ Commission should:

* treat expletives in a manner consistent with kbieg-standingPacifica
case (looking for “deliberate and repetitive useairpatently offensive
manner”);

* treat isolated expletives as set forth in & den Globe case (prohibiting
even “fleeting expletives”); or

* treat isolated (non-sexual) nudity the same adifberently from isolated
expletives.

While the proceeding moves forward, the Public Btpromises that the FCC
will continue to review and investigate pending @iamts for enforcement in “egregious
cases.” However, the “egregious” standard has eenhldormally defined, which may
pose additional procedural problems in enforcenaetibns. Although the Public Notice
purports to ask for comment on adopting a poliayefgregious cases, it suggests that the
FCC isalready following such a policy in its investigation of pending cdanuts.

For interested commenters, the questions posedoimment will be extremely
important to developing the standard for enforcetnoana going-forward basis.



Comments in this proceeding are due May 20, anly m@pmments are due June
18.
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EMERGENCY INFORMATION VIDEO DESCRIPTION RULES ADOPTED

The Commission recently adopted rules implementeguirements for video
description of emergency alert messages as propatelhst year. The adoptifRgport
and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the ‘Order”) also seeks
comment on additional contours of the new rulesrtumately, the compliance deadline
is more than two years away.

The new rules require broadcasters who provide gemey information to
viewers through visual-only means during non-newsgaogramming (for example,
through an on-screen crawl) to video describe thferination concurrently on a
secondary audio stream. Under the new rules, thal dranslation of emergency
information must take priority over all other comteon the secondary audio stream.
Thus, the aural translation can and should supersgter content on the secondary audio
stream, including video description of programmimgreign language translation, or
duplication of the main audio stream.

Although the emergency alert messages are notreeto be translated verbatim,
the information presented aurally must accurataly effectively communicate the same
critical details about a current emergency and tmwespond to the emergency as those
that are provided visually.

Importantly, the Commission has declined to adopfttezhnical capability”
exception. In other words, all television stationast get the equipment necessary to
make a secondary audio stream available for deguoripf emergency alerts by the two-
year compliance deadline. This is an importarfedghce from the rules governing video
description of other programming, which includeechnical capability” exception.

The FCC has also declined to change the defingiofemergency information”
from its current conception, which covers “inforimat about a current emergency, that
is intended to further the protection of life, Hbakafety, and property, i.e, critical details
regarding the emergency and how to respond to thergency.” The Commission
proposed to expand the definition to include nevaneples of such circumstances.
Although the final rules do not contain any explchanges, according to tider, the
FCC interprets the current definition to includevese thunderstorms and other severe
weather events.

The Order also revises the rules to clarify that video pamgming providers and

distributors are subject to the rules accordinth®r roles in creating and distributing the
emergency information content. Specifically, trewnrules require that the entity that
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creates the visual emergency information contedtaatds it to the programming stream
is responsible for providing the aural translatadrthe information on a secondary audio
stream. Video programming distributors are respme for ensuring that the aural
translation of the emergency information, includiag accompanying aural tone, is
ultimately passed through to consumers.

According to theOrder, the new rulegxtend the current requirement that an aural
tone accompany the main program audio to alert dbneience that emergency
information is available and further require thataaral tone accompany the information
available on the secondary audio stream.

In connection with the new rules, the Commissimo @eeks further comment on
properly tagging secondary audio streams to erbatevisually impaired audiences can
locate the emergency information on a secondarjoaickam. According to th@erder,
the FCC expects local broadcasters to coordinate wianufacturers to ensure that
consumers can easily access video description mwedgency information provided on a
secondary audio stream.

The rules adopt a deadline for compliance beginhivay years from the date of
publication in the Federal Register. As of theedaitthis memorandum, publication has
not yet occurred.
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FCC RELEASESREPORT ON RESULTSOF NATIONWIDE EASTEST,
ENFORCEMENT LIKELY TO BEGIN SOON

The FCC has released a report summarizing the resssarned from the
nationwide EAS test conducted on November 9, 2@hdl, making recommendations for
improvement of the EAS system (the “Report”). Argoather things, the Report
suggests that the FCC may institute enforcemertdeaaings against stations who have
not filed reports on the results of the test. TReport also recommends another
nationwide test in the future, although the datéhefnext test has not been announced.

The Report promises that the Commission will ingigurther rulemaking
proceedings regarding EAS. The rulemaking wilklikreexamine state EAS plans, seek
to develop recommended “best practices” for EASatpen, and create a new electronic
filing system for test result data in advance @f tlext nationwide test.

The Report also signals that the Commission mag ¢aiforcement action against
stations who failed to report on the results ofrihdonwide test, as required. The Report
notes that a significant number of EAS Participamsluding some broadcasters, did not
file the required reports. According to the Repdine Public Safety and Homeland
Security Bureau plans to confirm cases of continned-filers and refer them to the
Enforcement Bureau for possible further action.caxdingly, any stations who have not
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filed reports regarding the results of the natiadfevEAS test should do so immediately.
(Although the FCC has disabled the electronic dilsystem, EAS participants may still
submit late-filed paper reports.)

Generally, the Report finds the nationwide EAS tgas widely successful but
revealed technical issues for many broadcasterie Report notes that 83% of
broadcasters reported successful receipt of thentagfication. The Report identifies
some technical troubles experienced by participanttuding inability to retransmit the
notification and deliver the alert to the publicpplems due to the short test length,
delays in rebroadcast, and other operational angramming difficulties.

As mentioned above, any stations who have not fidgarts regarding the results
of the nationwide EAS test should do so immediatéfyour station has questions about
the reports or EAS compliance, please consult withr EAS equipment manufacturer
and your communications counsel.
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If you should have any questions concerning tHermation discussed in this

memorandum, please contact your communicationssabam any of the undersigned.
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This Legal Review should in no way be construetkgal advice or a legal opinion on any specific afet
facts or circumstances. Therefore, you should wiongith legal counsel concerning any specific skt

facts or circumstances.
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