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April 12, 1997

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Attn: Chairman Reed Hundt

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED
\fAY,.

F=CC MAIL ROOM

I am writing to oppose the V-chip rating system as presented by the TV Rating Implementation Group on
January 17, 1997. The Rating System on the TV screen is "no good", as it does not provide sufficient
content information so that I can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for my
children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what programming is appropriate for my children. I
waut 10 make the choices based on content information about the programs. Rating systems without
content description is useless.

As I understand, the FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies have met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following: that under no
circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system; that the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language); that the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that
would allow parents to receive more than one rating system; that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program; that the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include parents;
and that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

This issue is important to my children, my family and this great country.

Stop the industry rating system as it is proposed. Evaluate the importance of a content based rating
system. Listen to the people.

~su~ri~1lNf
Mason Britt~~
6666 South Sheridan, SUI e 210
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74133
V. (918) 488-0255 F. (918) 488-0257

cc: The Honorable Don Nickles
The Honorable Jim Inhofe
The Honorable Steve Largent
The Honorable Tom Coburn

o
----_.- ------------ ----



•CORNERSTONE
TELEVISION

April 29, 1997

Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

~..
~

As Vice President/Director of Programming, I am writing to express my opinions about the
voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. I think it was long overdue and
that it is a step in the right direction. However, there are some basic flaws and improvements
that need to be made:

1) The rating system needs to be more content specific - especially in regard to
sex, violence and profanity.

2) The producer should not be the one to rate it. Some standard needs to be
developed so that all programs are judged by the same criteria.

3) According to the FCC Children's TV Rule, we have to identify, by law, each
children's program that meets the core definition by way of an icon or an
announcement. Now, this will cause us to have to put a second identifier on each
children's program. It gets confusing having a non-FCC required icon (by the
MPAA) and one that is required by the FCC that is left up to each station to
decide what it is.

I urge the Commission to recognize the important first step that the industry has taken and move
to refine and make it better.

Sincerely,

~~J~~
David Skeba
Vice President/Director of Programming

DS/rmr , ,
i_'\i:i.

,,-------'---_ ..•_------ .- .-

Li(e -C/Illllg in g Tete \' is ion

CORNERSTONE TELEVISiON • WALL. PA 15148-1499 • PHONE: 412/824-3930 • FAX: 412/824-5442



Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. \Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i4'~S M Street. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

s fax

I join the National Black Chi!d Development Institute in urging the Fedel""~1 Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The propOC"~i 'a>f the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
joes not prated the parental choice and empowennent guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming '!ideo programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comprf fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
content sUfficiently. Parents need to know the degree af a program's sexual. violence, and language
clJntent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second. the rating icon appears teo
orit:fly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
ilot obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
ra!i: 19S information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for t;hildren
can l;e ail ed dUring.programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes children to
harmfui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Rnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

i~S a Farly (hilrbxxi Aihucat.e I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
taK8 rny concerns under advisement.

Sincerely,

~~....~~~~~'---,---
v

1045 State Street s East St. Louis. illinois 62205 s
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1~.'N4t ...""'& Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. \NHliam' F., ~i'tO.(l
Acting Secretary <,.0
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i.jiS \It Street. N.W.
Washington, D,C. :20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

I join the National Black Child Development institUie in urging the Feder"~ Communications
Commission to rule the TV P~renta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai b',! the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association af America
does not prot€~t the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Tetecommunicatians
Act of 1996,

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
theii children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comprf fun'! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual. violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears too
ori~ily (15 seconds) before the start af a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
r,ot obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for l;hildren
can be aired dUring programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exp\Jses children to
hamlfui piogramming. Flfth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Rnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,~s a Farly Orildlxxxl hna:ate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
(Ci:!':~ rny concerns under advisement.

Sincerely,

,,; .

.. '

...... ~.. -...

1045 State Street s East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 s s fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
FCC A/14.ft

Mr. ··Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i.,j-19 M Street. N.W.
VVashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

R~'1()1\1!

5 1997

I join the National Blac\< ChikJ Development Institute in urging the Fedel"'~l Communications
Commission to rule the TV PQrenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The propCY'~i 'r:1'f the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Assoc~tion. and the Motion Picture Association of America
does not proted the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly stites that parents should be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their childien. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comply full,! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, , have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
cor1tent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
content to make inforrrled decisions about What their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears too
orit;1'ly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
fiot obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reflable source of advance
rati: 19S information. Fourth, commercials advertising television program~ which are unadvisable for t;hildren
can be aii €:d during programs which are suitable for children. Th3t oversight potentially exposes children to
hamlfui piOgl'amming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Fmally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines an a regular basis entire4y consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

.~s a Farly OriJdInxi Ad1a:ate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
iaKF:: my concerns under advisement.

Sincer<aly f

~d0~~
1045 State Street s East St. Louis, illinois 62205 s s fax



Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. 'Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i4-iS \1\ Street. N.W.
VVashington., D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

FCC ,~/'~,A, i,i,
f R1)'f"'H\ 7H< ~HVI

I join the National Black Child Development Institute in urging the Fedef".il Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai 'af the National Association af
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
:ices not proted the parental choice and empowerment guarantees proyided by the Telecommunications
Ac~ of 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
nature of upcoming lJideo programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parernaj Guidelines do not compr{ fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
ccntent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
c~ntent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second. the rating icon appears teo
Ori=ily (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not abiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a rettable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for l,;hildren
can be airE:U during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially e.'q)ases children to
hamlfuJ piogramming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parenfs right to have reliabfe and timely ratings information. Ftnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines an a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,A.s a Early l;:Jrilrllood Atho::ate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
tc:K~ my concerns under advisement

Sincerely.

j
!
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1045 State Street s East St. Louis. Illinois 62205 s s fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

. "'

Mr. \Niiliam F. Caton
Acting S~retary

Federal Communications Commis-sion
Room 222
i~\S ~ Street, N.W.
VVashington" D.C. :20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

,. ,
i;"i ~.\ i

.. .

, join the National Black Child Development Institute in urging the Fedel"31 Communications
CommIssion to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposal 'rYi the National Assodation of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture Association of America
::ioes not proted the parental choice and empowerment guarantees pro"'ided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
theii children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not compt{ full,! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Sp~cifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
::c~tent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
~r.tent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears teo
ori~fly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
;jot obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a retlable source of advance
rari: 19S information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for \,;hildren
can be ali E::d during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes children to
hamlfui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a ::Jarent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Rnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,~s a Farly Qrildbood Atb-ocateI:are deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC wJ!J
ta!t:1=:: rny conc~rns under advif:-2ment.

Sincerely,

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, lllinois 62205 s s fax

-_......_._--
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. 'Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i.,:jH~ \II Street. N.W.
'v'Vashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

".,1

I join the National Black Child Develupment Institute in urging the Feder-dl Communications
CommIssion to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposa' b',! th~ National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion P;dUre Association af America
does not proted the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Ac~ of 1996,

The legislation dearly states that parents should be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature aT upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parentat Guidelines do not compl,! futly with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the S"fstem does not rate program
ccntent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second. the rating icon appears too
ori~jly (15 seconds) before the start af a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a resutt, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for l;hildren
can be ail E:d dUring programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes child.ren to
ham1fui piogramming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Ftnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines an a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,e..s a Early 0rUdb00d Adtocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
ta!t:8 rny concerns under advisement.

Sincerelv,

d;~w~

1045 State Street s East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 s s fax

--_._--
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. ~j\Jilliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal CommuniC3tions Commission
Room 222
14"\ 9 ~" Street. N.W ,
\Nashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

I ioin the National Black Child Development Institute in urging the Fedel""~l Communications
CommIssion to rule the TV Parenta! GUidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
does not prated the parental choiceandempowermentguaran1:ees pro~ided bY the Tet~ommunications
Act of 1996,

The iegislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their childiEm. The TV Parental Guidelines do not campi'! fuil,! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

~
',,'.,

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
ccr1tent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
content to make infomied decisions about What their children watch. Second, the rating icen appears too
Drt~ily (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. '''hird, television listings are
riot obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a rellable source of advance
ra!i: !gs information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for \,;hildren
~n be ailed during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes children to
nam,ful piogramming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Rnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines an a regular basis entirety consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,~s a Farly (lrildlxxxi Advocat::e I
tdKe !'ny c::mcems under advis~ment

::are deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will

Sincerelv,

1045 State Street s East St. Louis, illinois 62205 s s fax

~..,~ .." ~:
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.Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. \Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary .
Federal Communications Commission
Room222
i4'~9 M Street. N.W.
\"Jash ington, D.C. 20554

Dear ,VIr. Caton:

••..J 'n;\;t.~7, ,

I join the National Black Child Development institute in urging the Feder..1Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The prop<Y"~i 'rY'f the National Association af
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
joes not proted the parental choice and empowerment guaranteo-s provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly stites that parents should be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do nat compi'{ futl,! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I 'have six examples that validate my concern. Hrst, the s'fstem does not rate program
~cntent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
content to,....make inforned decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears teo
cricfly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
itot obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a re!lable source of advance
rati: !gs information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for (;hildren
can be all €:d during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially a'CPoses child.ren to
hamlfui piogramming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,A.s a Farly Qr.J.dbcxxl Amtx:ate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC wHl
ta!':F:: rny concerns under advisement

Sincerely,

,""

s fax o
----~--_._---



Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
I Mr. 'NHliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i.~·i9 ~ Street, N.W.
V';ashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

~

:) 1997

! join the National Black: Child Develupment institute in urging the Fedef"'.iJ Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai 'a'/ the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association af America
joes not prated the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Teiecommunications
Act of 1996,

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with ..timely information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV, ParentaJ Guidelines do not comprf full,! with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. ~irst, the S'fdem does not rate program
content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual. violence, and language
c(\ntent to make inform~d decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears too
oric;ily (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third. television listings are
not obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a retlabie source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for l;hildren
can be ailed during .programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially e.'Q:loses children to
hamlfui piogramming. Fifth. local stations can apt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have reilable and timely ratings information. Anally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

i6.S a Farly (hiJdhood Atb-ex:at:.e I care deeply about the rating SystCfn and hope that the FCC will
;.8KF:: rny concerns under advisement

Sincerely, .

.

!<)kjk .
'104ttreet S East St. Louis. lllinois 62205 S S fax

N'(,·'.'. ('.)1,. ,>7 ·'·.'d QJn -. ...-> ...... '.... ----'
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. 'Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
i::,~ 9 .'A Street, N.W.
\'Vashington, D.C. '-0554

J ,
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Dear ,vIr. Caton:

I join the National Black Chi!d Development Institute in urging the FederaJ Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental GUidelines 'Jnacceptable. The proposal by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
·joes not proter.t the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Tefecommunications
Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
nature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comply fuUy with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the S'{Stem does not rate program
content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, violence, and language
C1)ntent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icoo appears too
ort~fly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
riot obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a retlable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for e..;hildren
can be aired during.programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially exposes children to
hamlful programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a parent's right to have retlable and timely ratings information. Ftnally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

.d.s a Farly (hilcbxxi flilioc.a.t:e I :are deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
(c:!t:~ rny concerns under advisement.

Sincerely,

.\ ,<
,-.; v'\"
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2
Mr. \Niiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1::ri9.\A street. N.W.
'lJ'Vashington .. D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

I join the National Black Child Development Institute in urging the Federal Communications
CommIssion to rule the TV Parental Guidelines IJnacceptable. The proposa' by the National Association of
8roadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America
does not prated the parental choice and empowerment guarantees pro\'ided 't1y the Telecommunications
Act or 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the
rtature of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comply futly with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern. First, the S'~em does not rate program
content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexuaj, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second. the rating icon appears too
ori~fly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
;jot obiigated to pUblish the rating system. As a resutt, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
rati: 19S information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for <.;hildren
can be aired during programs which are suitable for children. Thm oversight potentially exposes chiloren to
hamlfui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which atso infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirety consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

,4.$ a Farly 0U,ldb00d~ I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
!~K,= my concerns under advisement

Sincerely,

' . ....-.> .........,..
, I

C'
1045 State Street s East St. Louis. lllinois 62205 s s fax
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