
Gary John Dewyn (GJFX91 B @ Prodigy.com) writes:

<GJFX91 B@prodigy.com>
M.M(ssegal)
11/1Q/Q6 BA6pm
Chairman's Column Comments

From:
To:

O..te;

Subject:

OOCKE :.' f I' ,. ,' ..- , ,. ., .
, ....... '.; .. .' .

OOCK£

I will agree with you, Mr. Chairman, that the Nation's television broadcasters should take on some Childrens
programs. However, you should remember that commercial broadcasting entities are just that--commercial by
nature. If it doesn't make money even an act of Congress won't get them to change. I think that "specialized"
broadcast and cable outlets should be the way to go. More and more of the general interest media--newspapers,
magazines and television--are losing readers and viewers, while niche or special-interest media are gaining.

I propose that the FCC, when back in business, encourage the development of cable and broadcast outlets
specifically for the various age groups of children such as pre-school, elementary, jr. high, and high school. And,
yes the Internet as well.
Great Web site, by the way. Thank you, Gary J. Dewyn, ARS KA6CAA
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You ask for support in advocating that the FCC require "some percentage of the new programming will be devoted
to public interest purposes such as educational programming and NONPARTISAN DEBATE OF POLITICAL
ISSUES."

I wonder if nonpartisan debate is posible. Debate is by its nature partisan as are political issues. Trying to remove
issues from their context destroys not only their relevancy, but also a necessary focus on the pragmatics of policy.

I believe it is better to let the representatives argue their own perspectives. Is the "market place of ideas" (which
has been the buzz word since the 1980's) about leveling or about the dynamics of conflict?

Donald Jung, Assistant Professor
Department of Communication
University of Missouri-St. Louis
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Bill Moore (bmoore@engr.LaTech.edu) writes:

I favor clean, wholesome programming for children. In my opinion, obscene, pornographic, and excessively violent
programming should be against the law. Because the Constitution guarentees a free press, it is wrong to impose
requirements on the content of television programs other than to outlaw obscenity. The Constitution also phohibits
the federal government from assuming powers not given specifically by the Constition (10th amendment). For this
reason,
I oppose federal control and regulation of programming content, other than to outlaw pornography and obscenity.
Parents should be given the power to regulate what their children watch. If a
"V-chip" would allow parents to arbitrarily block out any program, then I favor this. However, the parents should
make that decision and not anyone else. Schools should not be required to have access to the Internet. That
decision belongs to parents and schools.
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Dear Sir,
I do not believe in any type of governmental censorship of media, whether it be television, radio, or the Internet.
When you implore the people of America not to sit on the sidelines, perhaps you should suggest they take
parenting classes or learn how to turn off electronic devices. Furthermore, I think the
Federal Communications Commission is a waste of my tax dollars: a babysitting service for an industry that is used
as a babysitter. How ironic. This country has much bigger challenges to face than those met by your agency.
Thank you for the opportunity to express my views, as if you care.
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I absolutely agree that television staions need oversight. The shifting of risque shows such as "Friends" to early time .
slots is sufficient evidence that these stations value sponsors' revenue over what proper values and ethics would
indicate. ("Friends" is a fine show, but not for children.)

My own experience with a local station gives me additional cause for alarm. I reported a case of children's safety
and welfare being compromised in the care of a major airline. The story was well-documented (by me) and verified
by the station. Yet they chose not to air it, because the airline is a major sponsor.
Does money buy the news? Who blows the whistle on the whistle blowers?????

TV stations have a public trust to support the values of the community and a responsibly report issues that relate to
the public's safety and well-being. However, we see stations routinely ignoring their responsibilities in favor of profit.

I'm interested in how I can support your efforts. I'd also be interested in your views on how I should proceed with
my story.

Thanx for listening,

Daryl Long
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I have been thinking for a long time or at least since my children were born, that in spite of the first amendment I feel''':.)">

there has to be some sort of limit to the violence and explicit sexual content seen on tv today. I personally would be "
willing to change the first amendment to limit this activity and also to hold newspapers liable for outright lies. I know
I'm one in millions but I wanted to let you know that I prefer a conservative approach rather than 'anything goes'
when it comes to what my children see and read. Thanks,
Gary Sawtelle
Westerlo, NY
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