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1.  Before the Commission for consideration is the Notice of Proposed Rule Making (“Notice”), 14 FCC Rcd 15332 (1999), issued in response to a petition for rule making filed by Mountain West Broadcasting (“petitioner”) proposing the allotment of Channel 265C to Littlefield, Arizona, as that locality’s first local aural transmission service.  Petitioner filed supporting comments in response to the Notice.  REC Networks (“REC”) and Death Valley Broadcasters (“Death Valley”) each filed opposing comments.  Death Valley filed reply comments. No other comments were received.


2.  As Littlefield is not incorporated nor listed in the U.S. Census, the Notice requested the    petitioner to provide specific information such as any political, social, economic, commercial, cultural, or religious organizations and services that may be present in Littlefield to qualify it as a community for allotment purposes.  In response, petitioner states that Littlefield has a population of 100 persons according to a 1998 Rand McNally Commercial Atlas and Marketing Guide.  Further, petitioner comments that Littlefield has its own post office and zip code (86432), a fire department, community college, a school, and several retail businesses including the Hidden Valley Preserve and the Littlefield Golf Course.  Petitioner also provided a listing of eighteen persons, as extracted from a major white pages website, that list Littlefield as their residence.  


3.  REC reports that Littlefield is located along a short span of Interstate 15 in Arizona. Further, REC and Death Valley each report that while Littlefield is not listed in the U.S.Census Bureau’s “Gazeteer”, a search by the zip code attributed to Littlefield reflects its population as 87 persons.  Additionally, REC states that a  search on the Internet yielded only a few businesses in Littlefield, i.e., a wildlife preserve, a golf course and a fire department. Based upon the lack of commercial activity REC concludes that Littlefield appears to be dependent economically on nearby Mesquite, Nevada. REC comments that Littlefield is within the 60 dBu service contour of three St. George, Utah stations, as well a two stations in Mesquite, Nevada, and therefore is well served.  REC believes that based upon the small size of Littlefield, that locality may be better served by a low power FM station.   


4.  Death Valley comments that although petitioner mentions the existence of several businesses in Littlefield it has not specifically identified those entities or shown that they are intended to serve Littlefield as opposed to the desert area beyond that locality.  Absent specific details regarding the claimed businesses present in Littlefield, Death Valley asserts that the petitioner’s generalized assertions fail to demonstrate that locality is a community for allotment purposes.  Moreover, Death Valley states that the existence of a post office in Littlefield is insufficient by itself to demonstrate community status. Furthermore, Death Valley avers that petitioner has not demonstrated that Littlefield contains any local political, civic or social organizations.  With regard to a partial listing of Littlefield residents extracted from a web site, Death Valley remarks that the view and opinions of those people in connection to Littlefield were never established by the petitioner.  Death Valley concludes that petitioner has failed to demonstrate that Littlefield is a community for allotment purposes and therefore it proposal must be denied.


5.  Based upon the information submitted in this proceeding, as well as our independent research, we believe that Littlefield does not qualify as a community for allotment purposes.  Petitioner provided no official documentation to support the population it attributes to Littlefield. Nor did the petitioner identify the several retail businesses it attributes to Littlefield or provide street addresses to demonstrate their presence at that locality.   Additionally, we have no indication that Littlefield contains any political, social, economic, commercial, cultural or religious organizations and services that identify themselves with that locality, nor any testimony of local residents attesting to Littlefield’s community status.  Therefore, we find that it would not serve the public interest to allot a channel to Littlefield.  See, Amazonia, Missouri, 14 FCC Rcd 16060 (1999), Pleasant Dale, Nebraska, (DA 99-2246), released October 22, 1999; Broadview, Montana, 14 FCC Rcd 14101 (1999);  Kanarraville, Utah, 14 FCC Rcd 15962 (1999); Lupton, Michigan, 11 FCC Rcd 14428 (1996), and cases cited therein.


6.  In view of the above, IT IS ORDERED, That the petition of Mountain West Broadcasting proposing the allotment of Channel 265C to Littlefield, Arizona (RM-9710), IS DENIED.


7.  IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this proceeding IS TERMINATED.


8.  For further information concerning the above, contact Nancy Joyner, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 418-2180.  
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� Death Valley also comments that the proposed allotment of Channel 265C to Littlefield (at coordinates 36-52-59 NL; 114-33-13 WL), is considerably short-spaced to the authorization issued to Station KONY-FM, to operate on Channel 266C at Kanab, Utah (at coordinates 37-17-45 NL; 112-50-34 WL)(File No. BPH-990311IB), and therefore the proposal violates the  minimum distance separation requirements of Section 73.207(b) of the Commission’s Rules.  However, we note that the proposed allotment of Channel 265C to Littlefield was filed on March 3, 1999, prior to the filing of Station KONY-FM’s one-step application, but  did not appear in the Commission’s engineering data base prior to the grant of Station KONY-FM’s authorization.  Had the two proposals appeared simultaneously in the engineering data base,  Station KONY-FM’s one-step application would have been considered as a counterproposal in the context of this proceeding.  But, as Littlefield is neither incorporated nor listed in the Census, in consideration of its questionable status as a community for allotment purposes, it would have been an inefficient use of Commission resources and contrary to the public interest to cancel KONY-FM’s authorization pending resolution of this proceeding. 
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