









































*Highlighting shows which : ocations designated by the Third National adio
Jference are similar to what was adopted by the Fourth International Radiotelegraph
\ference. Comparison is difficult ecause the conferences use d:  erent categories.




























Susan Burgess

From: Susan Burgess

Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 1:46 PM

To: Clay T. Whitehead

Subject: Memos from Wendell

Attachments: Tom_comments_-_construction_permits.doc; Tom_comments_-_FRC_effects.doc;

Tom_comments_-_GO_40_+_Davis_amendment_effects_on_stations.doc;
Memo_Network_Building.doc

Tom_cornments_-_d‘om_comments_-_FTom_cm 1ents_-_Memao_Network_Buil
onstruction_pe... RC_effects.doc... 30_40_+_Davis_a... ding.doc (62 ...

Tom,

wendell updated his three memos to incorporate information that you asked for. They are
attached for your review.

wendell also wrote an additional memo titled "Networ Buil .ng" concerning a 1941 FCC
staff report that shows NBC and CBS's market dominance throughout the 20s and 30s and
factors that led to this. This is also attached for your review. Wendell wonders if this
memo may replace your need for a graphic analysis showing why so few national networks
were feasible. I told him that I suspect not because the memo doesn't show how
competitors were prevented from entering the market, but that I would it along for your
feedback.

Let me know if you have further follow up guestions, Susan










Order 40."* For example, in 1931, only 11 new stations were licensed and 20 were
terminated.'® In 1932, only 8 new stations were licensed and 12 were terminated.'®

location of the stations was varied, with no clear trend of new stations in the South and

terminated stations in the North."” The FRC did reassign some stations, but that was due

to interference issues, not an effort to equalize power and station numbers in regions. e

The FRC stopped applying the Davis Amendment’s dictates in 1932.1°

14 1930 Report, supra note 3, at 56; 1931 Fed. Radio Comm’n 5th Ann. Rep. 19, | reinafter “1931
REPORT”], available at http://www.fcc.gov/mb/audio/decdoc/annual_reports.html; 1932 Fed. Radio
Comm’n 6th Ann. Rep. 25, [hereinafter “1932 REPORT”), available at

http://www.fcc. gov/mb/audio/decdoc/annual_reports.html.

151931 Report, supra note 14, at 7.

16 1932 R ort, supra note 14, at 7-8.

17 See 1931 Report, supra note 14, at 13; /d.

'8 1930 Report, supra note 3, at 56.

1% Messere, supra note 5, at 58.










So, the FRC did make some initial changes by terminating stations, but scholars
seem to think this was simply legally enforcing the preexisting flow towards cor ni > |

broadcasting.
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epression to economic success by implementing night games.*' WLW aired Cincinnati
games while continuing to expand its programming to include country music and new
talk shows.*®> These and o er programs initially earned WLW the title “1 = Nation’s
Station” and later “Cra ¢ of the Stars.”
The government confiscated the station in 1942 to broadcast wartime
ropaganda.®® Post-war, however, WLW reclaimed its glory and continued to adapt to

market demands as FM radio was introduced.® Its adaptab ty has led it to remain in the

»p twenty “full service radio stations,” in the United States.*®

3! Supra, note 4 at 289-98.
2 1d. at 3¢ 04.

3 1d.

34 Supra, note 6 at 1540.
¥ 1d.

3 1d. at 1541.




