| FLECOPY Opy G!W%%Eg
Qe s T~
\MM M Stret, Nw

waohz/%{m D.C. 20554
 _RECEIVED
re. MM Q@de WO ?Z\W AN 2298y

O Mr S -y
J om uwnit ardunts

gf Damicl Peckotiy poll

which

the casc
‘ the Aerwmaui um!yméa/ma
who Mkl&d

e L. it 5, %

Which uu.afédd

hag @W%Ma@daﬂm
Q0L a WM&DWW

tratriont o %%UM Up 0 a pont

W&W%ﬂ#w.w&)ﬁm%m

mmﬁm nageo broadaast w5\







ond ucone

 Madan oYy moducad
o me%éﬂm © sy
W domed amd Wb (ltaad vece vbfld,
#he Fot- Omomddment o wob#hdeds, and
the contoivad praducki of vash bawd o

* wll fe ouidonce
e
SM,Q%,
Onna Maree Py

“04) a42- 1870




= 1ty
RECEN ReceVED 1445

. \
Office of The Secretary JAN 22199 Jan. 20, 1993 2 2 1993
Federal Communication Commission s COAEABSION JAN
1919 M Street NW FEDERALCORMINCA L. oo
Washington D.C. 20554 OFFICE OF THE SEL FCC - MAIL ROOM

Thank you for offering the opportunity to provide some comment to you for proposed rule making. The issue for
this letter concerns a question before the FCC as follows, "Shoukd a broadcast licensee be aliowed to regulate or
fo not broadcast material it deems is harmful to children but is not considered indecent?” This is as | understand
the question from a phone call | made to the FCC on January 15. By the way, the staff | dealt with was very
helpful and courteous. I've jotted down my thoughts, | hope you can take input that is not a simple yes or no
answer.

From what | have been able to gather from other sources the question comes, at least in part, from a recent
political campaign ad in Virginia which a broadcast licensee either did not run or aired in off-hours. The
advertisement addressed the abortion question as a campaign issue and showed photos of aborted babies. As
far as being harmful, it might be considered harmful to the cash flow of the local abortion provider. But | fail to
see how it would serously be considered harmful to children. I'm sure some people and even some experts may
have that position, but realistically, it can't be any more harmful than seeing graphic TV murders or seeing dead
bodies on the 6 pm evening news, both of which are broadcast in abundance. The ad was political in nature, in a
campaign, on an issue where there is a lot of varying opinion. in this context | believe the ad should have been
run, particularly since it was a political advertisement concerning an issue of great importance to many voters. |
think there is great danger to freedoms in this country when opposing viewpoints cannot be expressed through
the broadcasting media. | see that the potential exists within the question before the FCC for the broadcast media
to essentially cut off access to opposing viewpoints should the media in an area be so inclined. This can easily
be done under the guise of an opposing idea being considered "harmful” to children. The issue, particularly in
regards to political speech material, reminds me of some individuals in Texas who decided to burn the American
flag. They were promptly jailed by the local authorities. Their case wound up before the United States Supreme
Court a couple of years ago. The court decided that the flag buming was political speech and was protected by
the constitution no mater how offensive or how harmful it may be to a lot of people. There can be a very blurred
but very important distinction between what is "harmful”, what is "offensive”, what is "unpleasant”, and "ideas | do
not agree with". | for one am not wise enough to codify these differences into a proposed rule.

| also question the level of discamfnent currently being exercised by broadcast license holders. | see an
abundance of material that even psychologists consider harmful to children being broadcast every day, at all
times, without question, in the ever increasing amount of violence, sex and some rather raunchy radio talk shows
being aired.

On the other side of the question, | do see situations arising where a broadcast licensee would be forced to air
material that is universally considered very harmful to chikdren or families if they do not have the ability to
exercise discernment in what is going to go across public airwaves. For instance, if a hypothetical group wanted
to get on the air, for whatever reason, with material promoting teen-age suicide, or to promote illegal drug use,
the material would have to be aired if the right of discretion were not given to the broadcast licensee.

As you can see | do have very serious concerns if the rule gives carte-blanch authority to broadcast licensees to
regulate what material is aired particularly where the material is political in nature, with true, factual information
intended to inform people in general of viewpoints. | also have a serious problem if broadcast licensees are not
given authority to use discretion in what is being aired at a given time. | really view the question as posed to be
much too broad in it's potential application and misapplication to the public airwaves.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the question before the FCC and thank you for taking the time to
carefully consider this input, | hope it is of help to you in your deliberations.

Best Regards,

/?a‘y;:{E;.Monson W %WJ

Janelle J. Monson
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WAGA TV/Gillett Communications of Atlanta, Inc.

1551 BRIARCLIFF ROAD, N.E.
P.O. BOX 4207

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30302
(404)875-5555

Jack Sander
President and General Manager

RE‘: 'é’j:?\f"‘"‘“
LTV )
JAN 2 2 1993
February 14, 1992 FCC MAIL RGOM
e ED
Lt. Col. James V. Kelso, III F%%imfi““"i
USAF (Ret) R
227 Columns Lane Ay 21

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

C epnERAL R
Dear Mr. Kelso: \'EDE&}\(;F‘.CEW

I am in receipt of your letter and appreciate you taking the time to share your
thoughts with us. I have passed your letter on to our news department for their
review and comment, and we are trying to be more careful about stories we carry
during prime time Olympic coverage that will be reported on later in our
newscast.

I am sorry you find some stories within the newscasts distasteful. I can assure
you there are many times we are frustrated about the types of stories we must
air and carry, but we do believe it is our responsibility to report news stories
of interest to most people and those that are reported in nearly all forms of
news and information sources. We do work hard to try to provide balance and
sensitivity, but our viewers input helps us in those discussions.

Thanks for writing.

ktjignge]y,

JS:bp

CBS Television in Atlanta
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Office of the Secretary JAN 2 2 1993

Mr. Milton Gross, _ _
Chief of Political Programming FCC - MAIL ROOM REC

Federal Communications Commission - , - E | VE D
1919 “M” Street NW '

Washington D.C. 20554 ‘, JAN 22 1993
RE: MM Docket #92254/#92486

Dear Mr Gross,

January 14, 1993

ERALCW AT
DOCKET FILE COPYORIGINAL “Hcswmssé%ww

My reason for writing is to express my concern in regards to the MM
Docket #92-254 that would limit political campaign advertisements to have the
freedom to be able to air material that would be considered ‘indecent’ from the
media’s viewpoint, such as, film clippings of aborted fetuses, at prime time, but
would force them to air on ‘safe harbor’ time, midnight - 6:00 am.

Mr. Gross, there is great concern this petition would create
discrimination based upon religious beliefs. For instance, Mike Bailey, a
former ‘92 candidate, was able to air his stance against abortion by showing
clippings of aborted fetuses. Should the MM Docket #92-254 take effect, this
would give an unfair advantage to opposing political rivals and create a bla.s in
an already tilted political arena. Christians that are running for office, would
be open to the mercy of the media on what is considered ‘decent’ or ‘indecent’.

A perfect example of being ....."at the mercy of the media’ is the refusal
of WAGA-TV, Atlanta, Georgia to air Mr. Daniel Becker’s (candidate for
Congress in the Ninth District of Georgia) 30 minute political program
“Abortion in America: the Real Story”. Mr. Becker was denied his ‘reasonable
access’ to broadcasting facilities that is in effect under Section 312(a) (7) of
the Communications Act. WAGA-TV also denied their obligation under Section
315(a) of the Act not to censor programming aired on behalf of political
candidates.....all in the name of ‘indecency’.

“Indecent” is used to describe a word or action that is grossly unseemly
or offensive to manners or morals. Indecency can then be used to depict
commercials with sexual connotations in perfume commericals, such as
“Calvin Klein”, or the “Seinfeld” show that aired a 30 minute program on
masterbation at 9:00 pm, or “L.A. Law” that repeatedly airs sex and violence, or
“Donahue” that performed a homosexual wedding between 2 men and allowed
them to kiss and discuss their sex life, and the list could go on to create quite a
volume of entries. These few were listed to reveal that “indecency” is not
the issue, but the struggle in the power for control in regulating
moral issues. Mr. Gross,
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COBB COUNTY CHAPTER Zam
Georgla Right to Life
moarwmz  RECEVED e o
JAN 2 2 1993

January 17, 1993

FCC MAIL ROOM RECEIVED

Office of the Secretary 'JAN 22 1993
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N. W. FEDERAL COMMUNGATIONS COMUSSION
Washington, D. C. 20554 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Re: Mr. Dan Becker’s " Abortion in America " MM Docket # 92-254
Dear Sir: '

I was outraged that WAGA-TV CHANEL 5 would not show Mr. Becker'’s
commerical. WAGA’s General Manager, MR. Sanders opinon of " indecent"
is very different from mine.

There is a definite difference between " indecent " and educational.
Indecent, to me is when Channel 5 takes their cameras in one of the
" Strip Clubs " and shows a naked women from her feet to her head
making all of her erotic movements on the six o’clock news or Mr.
Denny in California being beaten, kicked, and stoned with bricks

by his attackers.

It seems to me that the television media is influencing our children
greatly with sex and violence, instead of educating the public about
killing of 4400 babies daily by abortion.

I feel that if the public knew what an abortion really is, we would
see the number of abortions decrease greatly. Perhaps, the liberals
at Channel ( WAGA ) don’t want to see that happen. As far as I am
concerned, WAGA took away Mr. Becker’s first ammendment rights.

I can only wonder what will be taken away from us next.

I saw " excerpts " from WAGA while telling us that this commercial
would not be shown. They were not indecent in any way .

I don’t know how the truth about abortion can be harmful to children
or anyone else, unless you are one of the abortionist or clinics that
kill these babies for pay. To me, ABORTION, IS THE ULTIMATE CHILD
ABUSE.

/@e:i' Zuf%

Edwina—Bevidl;— Presid@mt
Cobb County nght to Life
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Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission JAN 2 2 1993
1919 M Street, N. W,
Washington, D. C. 20554 FCC MAIL ROOM

Re: Mr. Dan Becker’s " Abortion in America " MM Docket # 92-254
Dear Sir:

I was outraged that WAGA-TV CHANEL 5 would not show Mr. Becker’s
commerical. WAGA’s General Manager, MR. Sanders opinon of " indecent"
is very different from mine.

There is a definite difference between " indecent " and educational.
Indecent, to me is when Channel 5 takes their cameras in one of the
" Strip Clubs " and shows a naked women from her feet to her head
making all of her erotic movements on the six o’clock news or Mr.
Denny in California being beaten, kicked, and stoned with bricks

by his attackers.

It seems to me that the television media is influencing our children
greatly with sex and violence, instead of educating the public about
killing of 4400 babies daily by abortion. :

I feel that if the public knew what an abortion really is, we would
see the number of abortions decrease greatly. Perhaps, the liberals
at Channel ( WAGA ) don’t want to see that happen. As far as I am
concerned, WAGA took away Mr. Becker’s first ammendment rights.

I can only wonder what will be taken away from us next.

I saw " excerpts " from WAGA while telling us that this commercial
would not be shown. They were not indecent in any way .

I don’t know how the truth about abortion can be harmful to children
or anyone else, unless you are one of the abortionist or clinics that
kill these babies for pay. To me, ABORTION, IS THE ULTIMATE CHILD

ABUSE.
. No. of Copies rec'd { z 1 5
Sjincerely, .
B lontsnn B B

Edwina Bevill, President
Cobb County Right to Life
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Gary Hoffmann
PO Box 73
Surrey, North Dakota 58705

FCC - MAIL ROOM

Samuary 20, 1083 DOCKET Fii COPY ORIGINAL

Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. V.

Vashington, D> C> 20554

Dear Secretary,
Please accept my comments on all issues concerning the right or
obligation a broadcast licensee has to channel political

advertisements.

Enclosed are the required five copies.

Sinzerely,
%’\

Gary Hoffmann

No. of Copies rec'd %—
ListABCDE
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D. C. 20554 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

RECEIVED

FCC - MAIL ROOM

In the Matter of

All issues concerning the right

or obligation a broadcast

licensee has to channel political
advertisements that are reasonable
and in good faith believes are
decent or indecent

R " A R Y

COMMENTS OF Gary Hoffmann

Gary Hoffmann from Surrey, North Dakota and who is a Father of three
children, herewith submitse commente in opposition to the restricting
of political candidates on the topic of their campaign advertisements.
I submit the following:

I am writing you in response to the controversy over Mr. Larson's
political advertisements for U.S. Senate for North Dakota that was
aired during the 1992 campaign on many N. D. television stations
through out North Dakota. There has been a lot of debate over whether
thie type of graphic advertisement should be allowed on the air when
children may be watching.

Attached 1s a recent story of a shooting in Florida. Obviously this
nmurder is wrong. You can see the violence and almost hear the gun
shots as the smoks from the & mm handgun reveal discharged bullets
being fired into the body of the victim. A life wasted by someone who
is distraught and angry, confused and vengeful because this woman has
seen fit to cause his daughter to kill herself. 5o we are led to
believe from the script. We have just seen the snuffing out of a human
being and this is acceptable and righteous reporting!

On Darrel Larson's advertisements we saw still photos similar to the
enclosed atrocity. We say babies killed because of an unwanted
pregnancy (9%5% or more of abortions are done for the convenience of
the Mother and less than 1% is done for rape, incest, or life of the
Mother.) Mothers who haven't really been given opportunity to consider
what they are really doing to this baby in their womb. Mothers who are
distraught because they are in a predicament they never wanted. Angry
because their boyfriend doesn't want to be responsible for the life he
helped create or their parents are pushing them to abort. confused
because they aren't sure what to do and vengeful because they are
going to make someone suffer for the misery they have been put through
when and 1f they realize they have been dumped by the abortionist who
took theilr money and their baby and said if they had any complications
g0 see a doctor. They have been exploited by a boyfriend who dumped
them shortly after the abortion and now they face their decision all
by themselves. Vengeance 1s heaped upon themselves because they can't
forgive themselves for what they have done.



On Darrel Larson's advertisements, we saw still photos similar to the
enclosed atrocity. We call the photo on the shooting and the script
newsworthy, but the photos and script of aborted babies isn't
newsworthy?

What prevents us from calling both of these crimes the termination of
a human being and saying one is not suitable to be aired but the other
is?

The question of death and even violence is not in the balance here. It
really is the question of what is acceptable by the broadcasting
industry. And that is determined by what makes good news,~- that is
news that will draw people to the front page, screen, or radio. VWho
wants to admit there is good objective reporting either by a reporter
or by an advertisement when the industry is really afraid of loosing
their ratings.

I would suggest you be more objective about your approach to reporting
and determining what is good advertising and stop trying to be actors
and actresses striving to maintain high ratings. The truth is not
always pleasant, but than isn't that true with the Florida shooting,
and the Larson ads?

Sincerely,

Loy lfprnm

Gary Hoffmann
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Paul Hoffmann
PO Box 73
Surrey, North Dakota 58705

RECENED
Janﬁary 20, 1993 M 22 1993
£GG - MAILROOM

Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1918 M Street N. W.

Washington, D> C> 20554

Dear Secretary,

Please accept my comments on all issues concerning the right or
obligation a broadcast licensee has to channel political
advertisements.

Enclosed are the required five copies.

Sincerely,

2t s

Paul Hoffmann

%:ugr

No. of Copies rec'd | Z J gJ

ListABCDE
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Issues concerning the right or
obligation a broadcast licensee

has -to air political advertisements
that are reasonable and in good
faith believes are decent

N NS NS NS N N N

COMMENTS OF Paul Hoffmann

Comments of Paul Hoffmann, age 16 and a Senior High student at Surrey
High School, in Surrey, North Dakota. I submit the following:

I am writing you in response to the controversy over Mr. Larson's
political advertisements for U.S. Senate for North Dakota that had
picture's of aborted babies.

I do have a comment and it is just this. These people who object to
the commercials that displayed dead babies that were killed by
abortion are being hypocritical! I mean who do they think they are
fooling?

The people who are complaining obviously can't handle it, so why do
some allow their children to watch shows on television that consist of
even worse violence? They watch beheadings, massacre's, mutilation,
and of course "soft porn" and they don't mind their children seeing
all of this!

If these people can't handle the pictures of something that is
actually happening to other children, death by abortion, then maybe
someone is trying to tell them that it's not right to kill babies.

After all i1f something that looks that awful and morbid, you must ask
yourself, HOW CAN IT BE RIGHT TO ABORT CHILDREN and yet not be willing
to inform your own children by advertisements that that is exactly
what is going on in the United States.

Thank you

?2;04? Aéﬁ%:av¢r\\

Paul Hoffmann
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Surrey, North Dakota 58705
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FCC - MAIL ROOM
January 20, 1993

Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1918 M Street N. W,

Vashington, D> C> 20554

Dear Secretary,
Please accept my comments on all issues concerning the right or
obligation a broadcast licensee has to channel their political

advertisements.

Enclosed are the required five copies.

Sincerely
ol Ao

Linda Hoffmann

No. of Copies rec'd
LstABCDE
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In the Matter of

All issues concerning the right

or obligation a broadcast

licensee has to channel political
advertisements that are reasonable
and in good faith believes are
decent or indecent

S N NS NSNS N N

COMMENTS OF Linda Hoffmann

Linda Hoffmann from Surrey, North Dakota and who is a mother of three
children, herewith submits comments in opposition to the restricting
of political candidates on the topic of their campaign advertisements.
I submit the following:

I am writing you in response to the controversy over Mr. Larson's
political advertisements for U.S. Senate for North Dakota that was
aired during the 1992 campaign on many N. D. television stations
through out North Dakota. There has been a lot of debate over whether
this type of graphic advertisement should be allowed on the air when
children may be watching.

1 feel very strongly about truth in ads, ALL ads., 1 feel that as a
candidate he has a right to state his position on the issues and one
of the major issues in that race for senator was - pro/life vs.
pro-abortion. Mr. Larson was trying to show what the issue was
actually about, the killing of preborn children.

Mr. Larson was making a stand against abortion and to present that
position he needed to show the results of an abortion to prove the
fact that these truly are babiles with fingers and toes. Yes, it is
very gruesome and revolting to see. But so is the violent murder's
that I see on the nightly news, and the pictures of people starving in
foreign country's! This is only a small example of the terrible thing
we see every day on T, V. but that are actual events that we must be
made aware of.

All of the vioclent deaths, blood and gore that we associlate with
"News", is reality! Our children see this on the news, 1n comic
books, in video's, and in the movies. They are exposed to this with
out our approval may times and yet no one seems to get upset if it is
in these area's of entertalinment - but if someone who will possibly
represent us in VWashington shows us pictures of bables being killed by
the thousands every day, we get out raged! +to me this is hypocritical
and narrow minded. Politicians must be allowed to have freedom to
present their political views in their advertisements. Thank you.

Sincerely, c;“é)//

Linda Hoffmann
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FCC-MAILR FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMISSION
OOM OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

January 19, 1993

Office of Secretary
FCC

1919 M. N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Office of Secretary:

I am writing to request that you please stop the censorship planned on the Pro-Life
advertisements by restricting their air play to the 12 midnight to 6 A.M. time slot. It would
be an infringement on the "Freedom of Speech" that we all hold so dear. I could help you
find a lot of other garbage that is so freely aired on our television each day for the young
and old alike to see put in that time slot. I do not find the Pro-Life advertisements
offensive -- I think we all need to appreciate where we came from and our children a little
more. Murder, Rape, Sex, and Abuse are played without any limitations, but something
promoting a position upon which are Constitution was based is considered wrong and not
to be viewed by the majority of TV viewers. Does this make sense?

In closing, I would like to once again say how strongly I am opposed to censoring
these Pro-Life messages. I also plan to write my local TV stations that are currently airing
these advertisements to thank them for having them on during day and evening hours. I

ask you to seriously consider this decision and I thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
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Dear Office of Seéretary:

I am writing to request that you please stop the censorship planned on the Pro-Life
advertisements by restricting their air play to the 12 midnight to 6 A.M. time slot. It would
be an infringement on the "Freedom of Speech" that we all hold so dear. I could help you
find a Jot of other garbage that is so freely aired on our television each day for the young
and old alike to see put in that time slot. I do not find the Pro-Life advertisements
offensive -- I think we all need to appreciate where we came from and our children a little
more. Murder, Rape, Sex, and Abuse are played without any limitations,- but something
promoting a position upon which ‘are Constitution was based is considered wrong and not
to be viewed by the majority of TV viewers. Does this make sense?

In closing, I would like to once again say how strongly I am opposed to censoring
these Pro-Life messages. I also plan to write my local TV stations that are currently airing
these advertisements to thank them for having them on during day and evening hours. 1

ask you to seriously consider this decision and I thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
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Dear Office of Secretary:

I am writing to request that you please stop the censorship planned on the Pro-Life
advertisements by restricting their air play to the 12 midnight to 6 A.M. time slot. It would
be an infringement on the "Freedom of Speech" that we all hold so dear. I could help you
find a lot of other garbage that is so freely aired on our television each day for the young
and old alike to see put in that time slot. I do not find the Pro-Life advertisements
offensive -- I think we all need to appreciate where we came from and our children a little
more. Murder, Rape, Sex, and Abuse are played without any limitations, but something
promoting a position upon which are Constitution was based is considered wrong and not
to be viewed by the majority of TV viewers. Does this make sense?

In closing, I would like to once again say how strongly I am opposed to censoring
these Pro-Life messages. I also plan to write my local TV stations that are currently airing
these advertisements to thank them for having them on during day and evening hours. [

ask you to seriously consider this decision and I thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
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