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To Whom it may concern:
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I am a citizen concerned about TV Station WAGA's Censorship of
Candidate Dan Becker in last November's election here in Atlanta, Georgia.
I do not believe .any political candidate should be censored merely because
the station does not share his views.

Reference: MM Docket No 92-254

Sincerely,

~c,'1MQ~
Lyda Miller
111 Tamerlane
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269
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Bella Vista, Ar.
January 9, 1993

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: .

In reference to:

I would like to make my position known with reference to Pro Life Ads­
and the time they should be shown. I feel this matter is so important
in our nation at this time and that it deserves to make available for
viewing at a thime when the most people would be able to see it. These
ads are done in a tasteful and interesting manner and should not be a
source of embarrassment to anyone in a responsible position.

Thank you.

~'h~~~
Mrs. Jerry (Allene) Thomason
# 1 Leverton Lane
Bella Vista, Ar. 72714
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Dear Sir:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Nancy DiLembo
315 Locust Ave.
San Rafael, CA 94901

Janua~6QilVED
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(fACE (J THE SECRETMY

I am writing to ask that Pro-Life advertisements be allowed to continue to be aired
on television as they now are with no restrictions on them. I would also ask that local
stations have control over the running of these ads and not the Federal
government.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
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Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 2777

Peachtree City, GA 30269

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
tQlnlty rellowshlp

Office Telephonet:)E
(404) 487-LOvi' CEIVED

251-6770

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Worship and Educational
Facilities located at the

intersection of Highways 54 &
34 near the Fayette/Coweta

County lines.
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January 12, 1993

I would like to strongly urge the Federal Communications
Commission to insure that political candidates
are not censored merely because the station
does not share that candidate's views. As you
are aware, WAGA television in Atlanta recently
censored Mr. Dan Becker even though his ads
addressed current events. I would like to receive
a reply concerning the intentions of the FCC.

Office of The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
19l9M Street NW
Washington DC 20554

Reference, MM Docket*~
Gentlemen:

Sincerely,
~-1--_

Batry Ashe
Charles Bowen

Stew Davis
Bob Hartman

Ed Hinkle
Bill Hodges

James Payton
David Peterson
Gary Wallace

David and Cindy Epps
Senior Pastors

Jan Ashcraft
Associate Minister

Judy Roberts
Trinity Pre·School

Hatry C. Tysinger, Jr.
Stephen Ministries

Diane Grin:ard
Young Adult Ministries

Edwina Bond
Business Administrator and

Director of Choirs

Deacons:

Tim and Karen Newby
Youth and Children's Ministries:
Praise and Worship Ministries

Mark Johnson
Prime·Timer Ministry

Sunday Services:

Sunday School· 9:30 AM
Morning Worship. 10:45 AM
Evening Worship. 7:00 PM

Dr. David Epps
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Richard Singsaas
P. o. Box 26733
Kansas City, MO 64196
January 9, 1993

The Federal Communications Commission
The Office of the Secretary
1919 M. Street NW
washington, DC 20554

RE: Docket Number 9~:::'~>"/
Dear Sir/Madam:

By all means, the FCC should continue to require broadcasters
to air all paid political announcements in an unrestricted and
unedited manner. Only in such a way can all political views be
fairly brought before the voting public. No political advertising
should be censored, regardless of its unpopularity or controversial
nature. This is one area where the First Amendment right of free
speech must definitely be protected.

I have heard reports that some television stations have
refused to broadcast the political ads of certain pro-life
candidates because they show pictures of aborted babies. They claim
the ads are "obscene" and should not therefore be aired except at
late night hours. That claim is ludicrous! The trashy programs the
TV networks are airing now is what is obscene. I think you should
crack down on all the profanity, violence and gratuitous sex on
television nowadays. It is sheer hypocrisy for the TV stations to
claim that political ads showing real dead babies are somehow more
"obscene" than the violent rapes and killings they pass off as
entertainment all year long. Just count the number of cases of
murder, mugging, molesting, rape, and nUdity or near-nudity on TV
shows in an average evening sometime! It is enough to make you
sick. You see, they love obscenity when they can produce it!

Many true life TV documentaries show graphic scenes of
destruction, calamity, pain, death, starvation, and other forms of
human suffering and tragedy. So why aren't such shows censored?
Obviously, because they don't carry a political message. At least,
not an unpopular one. But just try to get a TV documentary showing
the truth about abortion on the air! Those are censored for the
same reason that the stations want pro-life political ads censored.
They aren't "politically correct", that is why. The stations want
to air only 100% politically correct propaganda, all the while
wanting the pUblic to think they are fair and unbiased. What a
sham!



If anyone dares to challenge the purveyors of filth on a real
and justified obscenity charge, they yell, "CENSORSHIP"! But they
themselves are the true censors. They will not allow the truth
about moral issues to be aired on their facilities. They are being
irresponsible, and they are abusing their freedom of speech,
turning it into a right to propagandize. Please stop them.

Yes, I have seen obscene commercials on TV before, but they
weren't political ads. Ad agencies use sex to sell just about
anything now. Some of the ads are downright obscene. Do you wonder
why the stations don't want a ban on them? It is because they
couldn't care less that many viewers are offended by them. (By the
way, I hope the FCC bans or restricts condom advertising. I heard
that condom advertising is the next onslaught we will have to
endure from the trash generators who call themselves "producers".)

It cannot be claimed that showing aborted babies gives pro­
life candidates an unfair advantage. I heard that all 20 of the
candidates who used such commercials in their campaigns lost in the
recent election.

If unborn babies are not human beings, but merely globs of
tissue as the "pro-choicers" want us to believe, then an abortion
is certainly no more obscene than an appendectomy or a
tonsillectomy.

I remember seeing TV documentaries in recent years on human
reproduction and on sexual diseases and on other medical topics
that explicitly showed both male and female genitalia. I suppose
that because the shows were factual, presented in a scientific or
medical setting, and not intended to appeal to prurient interests,
they were not deemed pornographic or obscene. The same is true of
the political ads that some pro-life candidates chose to use. They
just present hard medical facts -- facts that the pUblic needs to
know but don't because any and all portrayals of these facts have
been banned due to the political bias of so many station managers.

So you see, the real reason some stations want to refuse to
air pro-life political advertising is that they don't agree with
the message. They are pro-abortion (or "pro-choice", as they say),
and they don't want the truth about abortion to be seen or heard.
They are only using the "obscenity" charge as a smoke-screen to
hide their political bias. Please do not allow them to get away
with it. Please continue to force broadcasters to air political ads
without qualifications or restrictions.

Thank you.
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