
September 18, 2002

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Commnnications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge yon to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cuthacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the mtemet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Joan M Harley
421 Willow Rd
Walnutport, PA 18088-9654
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
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Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, o~ershiprestrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we fmd the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Burtscher
102 Eliza Ct
Foster City, CA 94404-1800



September 18, 2002 ,.-

SFP 2 7 2002

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we fmd the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Chris Sauer
POBox 8441
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158-1441
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining ruIes that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership reguIations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Donna Dimino
768 Howard Ave
Staten Island, NY 10301-4457



R1r I:::C .;\ ,. ~
, ~ 1:'" '."'" '\ ,

September 18, 2002

SEP 27 2002

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Sand Key Massage Center
1201 Gulf Blvd
Clearwater, FL 33767-2746



September 18, 2002

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to streugthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit fmancially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Norman Fortin
610 Tower Hill Rd
North Kingstown, RI 02852-5627
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September 18, 2002

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

SEP 27 2002

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range ofpolitical views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media aVenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

William Wolmutt
2065 N 15TH St
Grand Junction, CO 81501-8507
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the drunbing-down ofpohtical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Adeline Notarino
10 I Saint Marks PI Apt 9
New York, NY 10009-5146
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
teleconununications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Barbara F Levy
33 Chattanooga 8t
San Francisco, CA 94114-3024
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The cnrrent domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the Donn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gntting the FCC's media ownership regnlations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Smcerely,

Nancy Ceravolo
3771 Lincoln Rd
Bloomfield Township, MI 48301-3960
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am 'Writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range ofpolitical views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dommating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Nancy J Napier
295 Central Park W
New York, NY 10024-3008
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

SEP 2 7 2002

i'~:">,~~ .... :--~'i." ;;~, :," ;";,t.';: , ';:-':':~~';_~'_'J/
r:::;."'~~:~-I' .,,~¥-_"'-- ",; -:"0",'

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Doreen Diaz
9056 Camino Lago Vis
Spring Valley, CA 91977-6427
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentratIOn of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nOrm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same bandful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
teleconununications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, ralher
than to the well-paid lobbyists oflhose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

To Your Health Inc
869 Beaconsfield Ave
Grosse Pointe Park, MI 48230-1769
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ChaIrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views liave become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, tlie dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information tlie vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. Tlie massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownersliip
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to tlie well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to liearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Joyce Romano
151 28TH St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94131-2446
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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1am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what infonnation the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Joan Rich
3777 Pukalani PI
Honolulu, HI 96816-3813
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from o\\ming more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the Donn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Erich Pessl
522 W Olive St
Bozeman, MT 59715-4550
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nOrm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-daY comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

John Thayer
411 Sapello St
Las Vegas, NM 87701-3309
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

[ look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Arlo Peterson
541 Main St
POBox 772
Limon, CO 80828-0772
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches of a few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio statious in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers nnderstood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock fonndation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it IS the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand np for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Susan L Barrett
551 Capistrano Way
San Mateo, CA 94402-2008
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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1am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down of political
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the httemet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Weinstock
2237 Noriega St
San Francisco, CA 94122-4237
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strenglhen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over lhe past decade, ownership restrictions lhat, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we fmd the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal of ownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in lhe strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit fmancially from changing lhe FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Jeff Gammon
1501 Madison St Apt 412
Oakland, CA 94612-4551
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am v.rriting to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations, The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range ofpolitical views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the Donn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we fmd the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet It is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

MaryFmk
3533 SE Madison 8t
Portland, OR 97214-4254
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration of ownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists ofthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

Karen Cappa
581 Santa Alicia Dr
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-5002
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Conununications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,
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I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful of companieS is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range ofpolitical views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpolitical
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet. Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Sincerely,

DaVid L Bohn
PO Box 17965
Honolulu, HI 96817-0965
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Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC Chairman Michael Powell,

I am writing to urge you to strengthen, not repeal, the few remaining rules that prevent near total
concentration ofownership in the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination ofthe radio,
broadcast and newspaper industries by a handful ofcompanies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatically loosened over the past decade, ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
network from owning stations that broadcast to more than 35 percent ofthe nation's homes or a single company
from owning more than eight radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nation from the very real dangers ofmedia monopolies.

As America's Founding Fathers understood, a free, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for a functioning democracy. In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broad range of political views have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radio and television stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down of political
coverage, and even dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Those private interests who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations point to new media avenues
like cable television and the Internet Here, too, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dominating what information the vast majority ofAmericans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telecommunications lobby defends repeal ofownership regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
yet it is the FCC's responsibility to defend the rights ofconsumers not corporations.

As part ofyour 90-day comment period, I am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by a free, diverse and independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownership
consolidation.

I also want to urge you in the strongest way to reach out to ordinary citizens to hear their views, rather
than to the well-paid lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I look forward to hearing where you stand on this important issue.

Smcerely,

Patricia Opatz
POBox 142
Healdsburg, CA 95448-0142
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hn4deasl 31ld nc\;\.'spaper mdustries by a handful of companies IS already damagmg our democracy, Already
dramatlCJlh' k·\):-;ened over the past decade, o\.vnershLp restrictions that, for example, keep a SIngle television
net'.vork r"rorn J\"111ng st<lhons that hroadcast to more th<ln 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
1]-(1111 \ ·\\;mng tnl'n:' th;ln eight rad io stations In the same market, arc crucially Important ifwe are to protect
nUl nalHiO :01 n Ibv Vi.:'ry real dangers of media Jnonopohes.

As\.menCdS i·oundmg Fathers understood. i:l free. diverse and VIgorous press is a necessary bedrock foundatIon
for;1 fun ctJ "m I1lg dl'mocracv, In recent decades, however. responsIble news coverage and the presentatIOn ofa
oru:id r<JTlgl' 01 political views have become lnLTcaslngly threatened, Corporate ChalIl..~ now control nearly all
radiO <-Ind kle\ 1:''101' staLlons. M<lssive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-do\\m ofpohtical
(0', ':ragt' (Hid n eli Jangcrous demagoguery have become the norm in Amenca's mamstream medIa.

lhuse pnv:.dc ,merests \vho support guttmg the FCC's media o\\-TIcrship regulations point to new media avenues
Ilk\' C;JOlc h:le'-lsioll and the internet. Here. too, however. \\.:e find the same handful of familiar names
durnmatmf', \\ha! Hll"omlallon the \'3St Illa.l0rity of Anleflcans receive on a daily baSIS, The massive
lell cornmul: ICJlIOIl'''; lohb\ defends repe<:ll of o\\·ncrship regulations as a source of new bUSIness "efficiencies."
vel It IS the ( ·'s lC'sponsllHlity to defend the rights of conswncrs not corpordtions,

·\s part (.1" \. lUI" iJ(LJa y comment period, I am askmg y/ou to stand up for the tree marketplace of Ideas supported
hy,l fret: dl\-c'·S(' and lTIdependent press by supportmg and strengthenmg current limIts on media ownership
~on~...ollda h l·ll.

J <:lbo H:ant 10 Mgt" ;',:OU m the strongest way to reach out to ordmary citizens to hear theLr views, rather
thali t" the '"d-p""i lohb\lsts orthose who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I InJk fon\ ~,rJ II Ilcarlllg where you stand on thiS nnportant Jssue.
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1 dnl \\TllI11,,' 1(, Ilrgtv...HJ to strengthen, not repeal, the few remalOing rules that prevent near total
COil 'cntr(ltl' ',n (, I' d\\nership In the clutches of a few corporations. The current dommatlon of the radio,
oro;ldcClsr ;I!rd !ll.'\vspaper mdustnes by a handful of comp<lnies is alre<ldy d<lmaging our democracy. Already
dramallcalh k'oscncd over the past decade, o\.\lTlcrshlp restnchons that, for example. keep a sIngle televislon
nel \\'ork froln ,,\\ nlllg st<ltions that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company
frc'llJ O\\iTun(', more lhan clght rddio stations m the same market, are crucially Important ifwe are to protect
our ,lallOn 1'-:1111 the- \erv real dangers of !TIedla monopolies.

A~ \nli._'rll:d ~ 1 \)'JndlIlg I:athers unders.tood. a frce, diverse and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
I(H I functlvHLflg dclw"cr,H.... y. [n recent decades, hmvever, resJX>nsible news coverage and the presentatlon ofa
of()~ld nmgt.' !,)f P()lIuc<lJ VLC\VS ha\"e become jncrcaslngl~i threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radl\) <Jnd tt'le\'ISIOn statIons. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-doVvTI ofpohtlcal
CO\"_'fage and .'\":'Il dangerous demagoguery have become the norm]n America's m310stream media.

Th, .". pf( val.' ;nkrv sts who support gutting the FCC's media O\HlershLp regulatIOns point to new media avenues
iJkt' cablte [I"e\ ISLC']] and the Internet Here. too. however. we r,nd the same handful of familiar names
donlmatmg -.vhal HJ!()rrnation the vast majority of Americans receive on a dally baSiS. The massive
tcJcL;OJnTTlUlllc~tI011Slobby· defends repeal of ownershLp regulatIons as a source of new business "efficiencies,"
yet ItlS the! ,r '. ,.... res.ponsibility to defend the nght..... of consumers not co:rporations.

\s 11<ir1 col ~'(IUi (jO.i1a~ comment penod. I am JskLng }'OU to stand up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
b... ; ft-...·e dl'er Sl JIiJ mdependent press by supportmg and strengthenmg current lunits on media ownership
COI).;o]lJalJl "I.

I ::11\0 \\anll urge \.. uu 11l the strongest way' 10 reach out to ordinary citizens to hear theIr views, rather
th,Hi t() the ',' ell"vald lobby'lsts of those who stand to benefit financ13l1y from changmg the FCC's rules.

1 1o. ,k 1()r\\';lrd Ie l-WdTlOg ",,:here :you stand on thiS unporl.<::lnt issue.
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I ;1111 \\nI In~'. ttl Uf;},' you to strengthen. not repe<lL the few remalning rules that prevent near total
UII'~('lItrltl.ill" 1\\VnCrShlp In the clutches of a few corJX>ratlons. The current dOffilnatlOD of the radio,
hr( ',>ldC;JSI ,mJ llC'\\<·'papcT mdustnes by (1 handful of companies IS already damaging our democracy. Already
dn.lmallc,-dh Ii losened uvcr the past decade. ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
oet \vork rr\ ,in ,)\vTIIOg statIons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from U\\-Hlng Inore Lh:.m eight radio statIons In the saIne market, are crucially important if we are to protect
OUI niJlIOI1 r'olll the' very real dangers 0[medl3 rnonopolles.

ch \mcrlc", ;·"undmg fathers understood, a lTee, dlversc and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
for a fllnctli lTI l:lg democracy. In recent decades, however. responsible news coverage and the pTesentahon of a

bH'dd range 01 p\.lIlIIGd \'leWS have become mCTcasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly' all
radiO and kle'. ISlon statIOns. YlasSlve budget cutbacks j(lr ncws departments, the dumbmg-down ofpolillcal
CO\ er:lge. <Hid ':""\ en dang'.:[ous demagoguery ha'vt' become the nonn In Amenca's Tnalnstream media.

Th"sc pnvale InleH:sts who suppon guttmg the FCC's media o\.\-TIership regulations point to new medIa avenues
Ilk, cahll' 1,~·le·'I~IOI\ and the internet. lIere. too. however. we. find the same handful offamihar names
dOlilln;ltlllg \\,!l:J1 IIll"OImation the vast maJority· of AmeTlcans receive On a daily basis. The maSSive
tell 'cnmmu I i IcHlon.;; lohby defends repeiJ I of ownership regulations as a source of new busmess "effiCIenCIes,"
vet It l~ the ~·(l·',:" rl'sponsibillty to defend the rights of consumers not corporatIons.

"\s pan ,.huur uO··da\ commenl period. I am askmg you to stand up for the lTee marketplace of ideas supported
hv :1 free_ dT V('~Sl' and Independent press by' supporting and strengthening current llmits on medIa ownership
d.lf\ .....olld<lu, '[I

I a 1.';;0 w;:mt '0 'lfgr ',ou In the strongest way to reach out to ordmar:r citIzens to hear thelT views, rather
thallI" the "'c'l-pald lobb)ilsts of those who stand to bend;t financIally from changing the FCCs rules,

I j(,,)k l()r\\'-;lrd 1(· Iwarlllg v\,here y'OU stand on thiS important issue.

RlIlh :'-:Hb"Jellllls
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I <:'Ila \\T1l1ni__ ~ 1\· urge ~...ou to strengthen. not repeal. the fe\'v remalmng ruJes that prevent near total

COriCenlL1U\'f1,r o\\llcrshlp Ln the clutches ofa few corponltions. The current dommation of the radiO,

bro:.dcasl and ilcv..-spapcr mdustries by a handfuJ of compames JS already damaging our democracy. Already

Jramallcd Ih h '()serh~d o\"er the past dec<Jde. OWTlCrshlP restnctions that, for example, keep a single teleVISion

l1cI"<'vork rn'HI )wnmg stati(Jns th<lt broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
frul1l (I\VIlITi/ 1l1(,rc (han eight radio stations in the same In<JrkeL arc crucially Important Ifwe arc to protect
0111 nall('n f! 0111 Lhe- "LT\-' rea I dangers of medIa monopolLes.

A'i \ITlCrlc;I"; )'()undmg raLhers understood. a free, dwcrsc and vigorous press IS a neceSS3f)'· bedrock foundation
/c)r I funclIdllng dcrnocrac~·. In recent decades, ho\\/c\·ec responsihJe news coverage and the presentatIon ofa

hro;.d r::lrIgc of PdlrllCJ 1\']e\VS h<ive become mcreasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly aU
radl'.) and tc)C\ ISlon statlons. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments. the dumbmg-down ofpolitIcaJ

co\_~ragc (Jr,J ~\en Jangerous delnagoguery ha\'e become the nonn III America's mainstream medIa.

Th('se pnv<-t1c Illen'sts who support guttmg tbe FCC's media o\\<nership regulations pOlnt to new media avenues
lIke CJbk kle\ 1S10r, and the Internet. Here, too, however. we find the s.me handful offamihar names
dOTlunJtlIlg.vhal IrlConnation the vast majority of Amen cans receive on a dally basIS. The massive
te!c\..·,orTUTlulJlc.1LHm:-. lobby defends repea1of o\'vllcrshlp regulatIons as a source of new bUSIness "efficiencies,"
y'el (t lS the]·r C";,: rcsponsibihty to defend the right~ of conSlUTIers not corporations.

As !)arl () r y, lur ~i()-d;)y' comment period. I am askmg you Lo stand up for the free marketpJace of ideas supported
by d free Jl' cr s( and Independent press by supporting <Iud strengthening current limIts on media ownershIp
con-;OlldaLI<';i1

I abo Wdlll I I I i,rge ',ou III the strongest \......a\ to reach out Lo ordinary citizens to hear theIr vie'ws. rather
th;J11 to lh(O,\ -:1 --p;Hd lobhylsl<;; of those \vho stand to henefit financially from changmg the FCC's rules.

I Illdk rorw;1 1 d hJ hearing \vhere you st<.ind on this lIllportant issue.

Sirhereh
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I :.111 \\ nlill;C: lc !.leg... · \(\u to strengthen, not repeaL the fe\v remaining rules that prevent near total
COIl' CIJ1T;II.H',:j (, I 1\\ ncrsillp lfi the clutches of a 1t-\v corpo[i:lllons, The current domination of the radio,
hrU:JJcISI ;ll'-cI Hl",V~par('r mdustrics by a handful of companies LS already damagmg our democracy. Already
dralTlallca II~ Iposenl;'J over the past decade. ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a single televiSIon
net\'.ork Ironl ('\\ IlIJ~g stations th<lt broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company

Irolll ()\\'llJn~.' IJ;nre than eLght radio stations In the saIne markel. are crucially· Important ifwe are to protect
(lIJf !latlOII f!UIlI Ull' \'elY real dangers ofmcdia monopohes.

A."'\\m\.:.Tlca-..; I o,wdmg Fathers understood. a free. djverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
tor.J fllnClioilJlig (kmocracy. ]n recent dec<ldes, ho\vever. responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
bro:ld r;mgelf P(>lJliGll \'IC\-V5 have becOInc mcreasingly threatened. Corporate chaIns now control nearly all
rJd,\) and tel~''\' sJOn st;1tlons. MaSSIve budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down ofpohtical
cO'c'c·ragc J.nd (,\.'[1 Jangcrous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Th, "e pn, at-. I ,Ikrv,ts who support guttrng the lTC's media ownership regulations pornt to new media avenues
hkt' '~·(lhlf 1('1r"" ls'or: ;md the Internet. Here, too, however \Vc find the same handful of familiar names
dOllilU<ltlltg,-,h,:I1 11llonnatloll the vast majoTlty of Amcflcans receive on a dally basis. The massive

telc,_ OJIUlllLliiCJ11,mS [(Joby defends repeal of o\\lllcrshlp regulatIons as a source of new business "effiCIencies,"
yet It l~ the) ( "., rt·sponslhllny to defend the rights (if conswners not corporations,

As !'<In 01".'111 ()q-LiJ\' comment period, [am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported

by,: frce. JI er;";l' Jnd Independent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownershIp
cOIl"olldatl('l]

I a[:"o \\ant hI urge you In the strongest \vay· to reach oullo ordinary citizens to hear then views, rather

than to the \\eli-pald lobbyists of those who stand to benefit financially from changmg the FCC's rules.
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I),',r I (', , h;,IPn'''1 .v1tcbaeJ Powell.

lain \\·nllll;C li urg~' ,vuu to strengthen. not repeal, the fe\,," reJnalnlng rules that prevent near total
con<..:enlTalJ\'ll lIo\'.'nt'fshJp III the clutches ora fc\\-" corporations. The currcnt dominatIOn of the radio,
brO;ldl.<lst JI,J 'It\\'Spapcr Industries by a handful of compames is already damagIng our democracy, Already
dLIJll81ICIlh Ii '():-i~ncd ovcr the past decade. O\HICrship restnctlons that, for example, keep a single televIsion
r1cl,',vork !T-ClJn 'WTllilg stahons that broadcast to more than 3) percent of the nation's homes or a single company
tl'Oll] (i\\Tlln~ [TI()n' than eJght rJdio stations In the same market, are crucIally lmportant ifwe are to protect
our nation ~r()nl1h~ \'cr).~ real dangers ofmediJ monopolies.

AS\11lerICl" hHmdmg ['alhers understood. a free, dIverse (.Ind vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundatIon
lOTi fllndlt.lllrlg uunncr<lCv. In recent dec<ldes, ho\'v'cver. responsible news coverage and the presentatIon ofa
hr\'~ld rangt ul Pd!JIIC;J] \'I('\\-,S hJve become mcreaslngly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
r3diu and tCil''\ IS! 011 statIOns. Masslve budget cutbacks for nc\VS departments, the dumbmg-do\\-1l ofpohhcaJ
CO\,T<lgC ar,d _'\Tn dangerous demagoguery have become the nonn in America's mainstream media.

Th(;se pnV;H<2 :nlcrv"ts who support guttmg the FC."'C's medJa o\"nership regulations pomt to new medIa avenues
lik( cahk k·h:,\ l:-i(fL dnd tht' Internet. Here. too. hO\Vt'ver. \Ve find the same handful offamihar names
dOIlIIn;-:Jl.lIlg .vhalmfonTIJtlOn the V£tst mi:l.l0rity· of Amencans receive on a daily basis. The massive

tck'_"OlTUnuIIIC:Jl"-)Jl:-: lobhy uefends repeal of o\\.-nershlp regulations as a source of new business "efficiencies,"
'\cL It I" llle I'C ".; n'sponslhl1lty to defend the righl~ of conswners not corporations.

As parl (01 y' ,w ')()da\ t.:omment penod, I am asklng \'011 to stand up for the free marketplace ofldeas supported

h\ fret' JI',TI Sl. ar~J mdcpcndent press hy supporting and strengthemng current l:imits on med13 ownership
con..;olld"lih '~i

I al:--() \vanl ' , lirgc '- ou III Ihe strongest "vay to reach out 10 ordinary citIzens to hear their VIews, rather

Lba" te Lh, "ell-I'ald lobb\lsLs of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I IO'lk I()r\\ :"d Ii' hl'Jrrng \\,here you ~tJnd on this important issue.

p;w: I~()d!}h:
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I Jnl \\rillil~, t\ urg'- you [0 strengthen. not repeal. the few remaInIng rules that prevent near total
cor I ,_:,t'l1lr:lll'. '[1 I I (l\\nersh]p 10 tbc clutches of J fcvv corporatIons. The current domination of the radio,
hrl,l;ldc;lSi <ll-J 'll'\\Spapcr Ifldustnes by;) h;JndfuJ of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dL11 nallCJ 11\ Ji '()"cll~d ()VlT the past decade. o\'-TIcrship restrictions that, for example. keep a smgle television
nCII·otk r-r(lill )\Irlllig statIons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
f-roln ()\vCIlID~: .I\!(XC :.han eight radio s1<:llLons In the same mJrket. arc crucially Important Ifwe are to protect
ClUJ natlCll f:OIIl lhl \Tr\' reJI dangers of media monopolies,

.-\s '\mCTICO!" I :(,\Iodlng Fathers understood. a free. diverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
t()!- I funcll,'ruIlg democracy. In recent decades, however. responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
bril~id nmgt' :JI p,)lllICal VLewS helve become mcreasmgIy threatened. Corporate chams now control nearly all
radII.') and LC!cV\SICHI statlons. Mass1\-'e budget cutbacks for news departments. the dumbing-do-wn of political
CO\ ,'T<lge, ar:J '\"~'ll dangerous dCJnagoguery ha\'e become the nonn]n America's maInstream med13.

TII\:--;C pr:',;I:(' nkn<.:.ts vvho support guttmg the ree's media o\\mership regulations point to new media avenues
III" ... C<:Ihk tc"~'\ ISt(,I, dnd Lhc wtemet. Ilcre. too, however- \ve find the same handful offamihar names
dOlllm;ltmg .vr;li Illl()mlatl(ln the vast majonty of Amencans rece1\'e on a daily basis, The maSSIve
tt-k ... ommUlIIC,lI, m'" lobb)' defends repeal or O\"llCrShLp rcgulatwns as a source of ne""" business "efficiencies,"
\'t~1 It I:" the! -C '..; l'i'sponsl!Jlhtv to defenJ the right.s of consumers not corporations.

/\~ [\cUl (:. r y. IUJ ljO·- .]a\.-' commenl pc-nod. [£1m ask mg you to stand up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
hv;, fr,'C' ui'cr Sl £H;d Independent press by supportlng and strengthening current limits on media ownership
con..;olldali(nL

1a 1."0 \vanL LI lJrgt' "OU In the strongest \Va:y to reach out In ordmary citizens to hear theIr views, rather
thm. to the '.\e1i-pald lohhy'lSl"i of those who stand to henetlt financially from changing the FCC's rules.

1 1o, ,k I(-,T\\·;] ;·d li:' hC;-lTmg \vherc you stand on thlS llnportant Issue.

Lillo/a ~ 'ail/I!

1~:-';\\'lIIPPl"l Ii
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I ;111} \\TllIn:, I., 1 Hrg,:, you tu strengthen, 1Iot rcpc;J 1. the fL'W relnaimng rules that prevent near total
COII(;t'ntLltt, In'·j o\'"nershlp In the clutches of a fe\.v corj:XJrations. The current dominatIOn of the radio,

br, ,~d("sl ,,' ,d n,'\\'paper mdustrIes by a handful of compallLes is already damagmg our democracy. Already
drJ!1H:ltlL<ll h I, )oscned over the past decade, o\vnership restnctions that, for example, keep a sIngle television
nellVork fro 'm "lwJtmg stJhons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the natIon's homes or a smgle company
{[()ITJ "\\.1111; g 1fI( ,re than eight radiu SlatlOns In the saJnC' Juarket, are cruCIally important If we are to protect
qlll n~i1I~'1\ 1,-'0111 th, V(T\ rcal J<lngcrs of medJa monopolies.

_'\:-. ·\mCIIC; S ·c,utldmg Fathers unJerstood. <:I free. dLV(;TSe and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock fOWldation

for I fUDcth~nJng JVlTIocrac:y, In recent decades, ho\vever. resp::msible news coverage and the presentation ofa
bf(,~-td r<lllgC 01 pollLJcal Vle\vs have become mcreasmgly threatened. Corporate chaIns now control nearly all

rad,o and kle' "'''iI statIOns. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments. the dumbmg-doWll ofpolillcal
CO'l.:ragt and c'.'cn d.mgerous delnagoguery' ha\'C become the nonn in America's mamstream media.

HI' .se prrv.oIe mter,'sts who support gUllmg the FCC's medIa ownershIp regulations point to new medIa avenues
Ilk< cable «le',S1"" and the Internet. Here, too, however. we find the same handful offamlhar names
d(llnlnatlrlg \Vh<ll mfonnation the vast Inajority of Americans receIve on a dally baSIS. The massive
lC!vGOITUlIUIHCIt.10n,,; ]()bb\ defends repeal of o\\,ncrship regulations as a source of new' business "effiCIencies,"
vel tt !s lht, ( ·'s r'~sponslhility to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As parl (,1'\ lUi IJO·day l"<.)fllment penod. Tam askmg you to stand up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
h\ "I free' JI "~('I S',' ;-1 lid I1ldepc.:lIdent press by supportmg and strengthening current lnnits on media ownership
corl ~()lld;l tl i.·11

I al\o "\'ant :(j,lrgt' "ou In the strongest wa\ to rl~dch out to ordinary citIzens to hear their VIews. rather
.ha,' 1" the.veil-pald lobb\'lsts of those who stand 10 benefIt fmanc.ally from changing the FCC's rules.

I h'uk fOIW;Hd 1(' IlCanng \',.-herc ~'ou stand on this Important Issue.

Slrli...en.:']"..
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I ,1m '.Hrlmg!o ugc',ou to strengthen, not repeaL the few rcmainmg rules that prevent near total
conc~ntrallon () (I\\TICrshlp m the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radIo,
broJdcaS111ld n,"\spapcr mdustries by' a handful of companies IS already damaging our democTacy. Already
dr<lmatlc;Jllv ,',H'Stnl,j O\'Cf the past decade, o\\·nership rcstnctions that, for example, keep a Single televiSIon
n("1\\ Irk frol1: <"\lim,:; st<Jtions that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company
frullI <)\\nlng 1fJ' ,r\' than eIght radio sLatlOns In the same market. are cruClally important ifwe are to protect
our I!.lllun '-r"ln rh':_' \(..'I\' real dangers of media monopolies.

As i\merh,d" 1'\Jundmg Fathers understood. a free, diverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
for J iu.nctIOlimi-~ dCIlJocracy. In recent decades. however. responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
broJd range, d" r-olltH'al vie\-vs have become JncTeasmgly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly a II
radl~' a[jd ll'h-\'I~lon sLatlons. Massive budget cutbacks for ne\~iS departments, the dumbing-do\-'ffi ofpolitical
covel age, :lnd ('\('11 dangerous demagoguery have hecome the norm In Arneflca's mainstream media.

Thos ....· pn\'ak IritcreS1S who support guttmg the FCC's medta o\'\t11ership regulations point to new media avenues
like 'ahle lekvl':)('n ,.od the Internet. Here, loo, however, we find the same handful of familiar names
dOllllnalmg \\',hallllf(innatLon the vast m::tJority of AInericans receIve on a daily baSIS. The massive
telt'c, 'ITIml.IIlJ'. dti OilS lobby defends repeal of o\-vIlcrship regulations as a source of new business "efficJenCleS,"
yet II LS the r('( ':-; rcsponsibi llty to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As p;l[t \,f ,--C·lil" ;jO -dav COJnment period. 1 am asking you to sLand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
by;) lret. dl\\'[s;· ;HHI mdependent press bv supportmg and strengthening current limits on media ownership
cons( ,hd;Jlll lri

I alsi \VJnl tc LU::!C )-'I'U In the strongest way to reach out to ordmary Citizens to hear their views, rather
than i 0 tlw "'Vi,' II-L);j Id 1ohbYlsL<.; of those who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

r look f()rw:ud Il' heJnng \-"'here you stand on thIS unp<')ftant Lssue.

Slncereh.',

l<une.; 1J (,;)11('\

51 I,. ,bin 11o. ,J !<c
8rcv;n"d_ ,'C' 8 1 ,~-q 7(~~



Chi InnJl1 \1 hhd('! Powell
r:v,jerdl; (~lllnIUW(dtl(,mS (ommlsslOn
44· I ~th S"c; I SV,

\\:, ...hln~:JCrl ! l( "'."\,""4

h:lllrTI;in .\/hchael Pov-:e11.

I ;lin \\TI~Jr]~~ 1; l lirg.,,' ~'()ll to strengthen, not repeaL the few remaInIng rules that prevent near total

l:(lliccntr:ltJ'lrl .,\ I ()\"ncfshjp lfl the clutches of a few corporations. The current domlnatlon of the radio,
hli",dc3,SI and Ih'\\spaper Industries b~: a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
JrJmal,ll'Jl!'- I- )o"cned over the past decOJde. o\\lllcrship restnctlons that, for example, keep a single television
nCI',vork rr,)m~'\\'llrng st<ltjons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
tTom o\vnuig. In"rc than eIght radio stations In the saine market. arc crucialJy important jfwe are to protect
iJIH n311un ]'om ~h(' \'cr~' real dangers ofmedia rnonopohcs.

\:-. \rnenci S '\.r11n,Jmg. Fathers understood, a free. dL\'crse and vlgorous press is a necessary' bedrock foundatIon
I()r ~l fun etll 'n Ing dcmocrac\', In recent Jec<ldcs. ho\vc\'cr. responsLble news coverage and the presentation of a
br( :Ld rJlIgl' (}I pdhtlcal \'i['\\/5 have become LnCTeasingly' threatened. Corporate chams now control nearly all
rd(lio <Jnt! tdel ISI.OL slJLJons, V!OJssive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-dov.rn ofpohtical
UJI ,-'rage, 3!JU ,.'\ (~n dangeruus demagoguery ha\'e be,:-ome the nonn III Arrtenca's mamstream media.

I'll< 'Sl' PI! ,:, j(' ; (11 crests who support guttmg the 1''(~C's media ovvnership regulatIons pomt to new media avenues
Ilkl' cabk kle\'ISlUli and the Internet. Here, too: however, vve find the same handful of familiar names
JOlllLJl;ltlJlg ,VII<l1 IldormatJon the vas1 mdJorily or Amencans receive on a dally basis. The maSSIve
(cll'cOI1UlllJl IC:ll.lon..; lohby detCnds repeal or ovvnershlp regulations as a source ofnew business "efficiencIes,"
'~'('I ,t !~ The :( Cs r::'spoIlsibtlity to defend the nghL.;; ·)f consruners not corporations.

·'\S ~)art (,1' ~ JU" \/0- Ja \ C01lIJnent perloJ. I am askmg you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported

b" free d, \T'·'" ""d mdependent press by supporting and strengthening current limits on rnedm ownership
consoJlddll<n

I ;otl"o \\<:Int 1',),U~l' \ ou In the strongest way 10 reach ,JUl to ordmary CitIzens to hear their views, rather
111"" t(, the' . e! 1-l'a Id lobby ISis of those who stand to bencfit fmancIally from changmg the FCC's rules,

i I\.l,,·k ti,)! \\ :IIJ l( h'.'anng ",here y'ou st<:lnd on thls unportanl issue,

Sf," (' \.\/I"cr

1)(; k,\.' (~::--

S<.In;d \.'brg;;nl:.l C ;\ IH4S3-0938



t 'h~tmTial' [\ll\,:f l<L'1 Fowell
l.'cd:"IGlJ ( ill'llllIH:h,~ltlons CC)mITIISSIOn
44' I:' ill "I, ('; '. \\
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1)CiJ' V<'( ( hiJlnn:11l MI(~hJcJ PO\vcLL

,.".,

I ell) \\ntill~:: U urg~ V('U to strengthen, not repeaL the few reTTIaining rules that prevent near total
con, entT;-lII. 'il i d" 'j\\' nershlp In the clutches of a few corporations. The current dominatlOn of the radio,
hT(l;ldu:lSl an,1 IIC',vspaper IJIdustnes by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dramatlctll~ kO"'Clh.:-d over the past decade. o\vncrshlp restrictions that. for example, keep a single televisjon
lll'I\\ork IrOil! <'\\ nlltg stations that broadcast to lliore than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company
(rPlil ()\\'l!ln~, !HOIl' lhJn eight radio stations In the same market, are crucially Important If we are to protect
(lUI 'lall!)11 Ii,)nl lilt" -.Try redl dangers of media monopolies_

1\:-. \m('rIC,a ,...; I ollnd mg J.'<lthers understood, a free. dlverse and vigorous press IS <I necessary bedrock foundation
101 \ functloillug dUTlocrac\', In recent decades, hO\vcvcr. responsible news coverage and the presentatJon ofa
bro:ld range of r~llll(Cal \'ic\\is have become Increasingly threatened. Corporate chaIns now control nearly all
ra(h) and televIsion statIons, Massive budget cutbacks [Of nev,,'s departments, the durnbmg-do'WTl ofpohtical

(Cw,'rage and '_'v'~n dangc.fuus demagoguery have becon1e the nonn in Amenca's mainstream media.

Thuse pnvat(' lnkJc'sts who support guuing the FCC's media o\Vflership regulations point to new media a\renues
like cahle tclc\ [Stun and the Internet. Here, too, however. we find the same handful offamJ1iar names
JOfllln{JtHlg '.vhatlJlf()nnahon the vast majority of AmCflcans receive on a dally baS1S. The massive
tdt'IOIl1HlUJlIC;Jtl,m,", lobh~v defends repeal of o\\mershlp n:gulatJons as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"
\'t,,1 It 1:-- till'!{ "" ["('sponslnlilty to defend the rights of <.:unswners not corporatlons.

:\:-. "arl eli \>0,1 l)Otlav comment penod. 1 am asklng you to stand up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
hy ;i freT, JI'CIS( and mdependent press by' supportlng and strengthenIng current limits on media ownership
con ."o[ Jd~i llC' ~'1.

I <lIsa \\-'<Jnl \'.' lJrgc \,'OU m the strongest \va~' to reach out to ordin<Jry CItizens to hear thelf views, rather
th:-ni tt' the \' eli-raid lobby'lst... of those \vho stand to henefLt financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I 1001k !(n\v~'fd Ie hl.'Jnng. where you stand on thlS lrnportant Lssue,

16' ISlO.. P,th
\\,'(''-,1. Shphj,i ... I 241J4-5022



Sepkmhe! ). '11, I.'

ChalfTIldn ~V1lch.Jcll»)\'l/ell
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Deal H ( f;;]I:lnan Michael Powell.

I am ..HI trn g '0 <lrge.au La strengthen. not repeal, the fe"\y remaming rules that prevent near total
conc~nlrallO(; (f' (L\\'ncrshlp Ln the clutches ofa few corporations. The current domination of the radIo,
bro,lLlc<:lst cmd IL~wspaper mJustries by a handful of companies IS already damagIng our democracy. Already
unIlTlatli.:aIJ.., -0, LscneJ ()\'er the past decade. o\vllershlp restrictions that, for example, keep a single televiSion
network fron: o_vlImg statJons lhat broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
from O\\'lling. rnUr(~ than eIght radio stations In the same market, are cruCIally important If we are to protect
our nation [[<,·m tbe \ ery real dangers oflnedla monopolies.

As-\rnLTrca'" 1-', lllndmg Fathers understoo<.L a ii-ee. diverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
for ~l function m;!' democracy. In recent decades, bo\vever. responsIble news coverage and the presentation of a
bnHd r~lngl' ,I' polltl,:al \'ie\vs have become Increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radl(' and IckvlsH.'n stations. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-dovm ofpohhcal
co\'uagc, ,In, t',cn ddngerous dCJuagoguery have becmne the norm in America's mainstream media.

Tho'-,c pn\rJh IntcrC:"lS who support gutting the FCC's media ownership regulations pomt to new media avenues
ILke \able lcll'\'hIOfl 'llld the Internet. Here, too. ho,"vever. \\le fmd the same handful of famihar names
dOlTImatm;; \\ hat lIlfonllation the \'asllnajorJty ofAmericans rCCClVe on a daily basIS. The maSSIve
telcc,lmnlUfil' 'allons lobby defends repeal of ovm.ershlp regulations as a source of new business "efficIencIes,"
yet 11 IS lhv He 's rcsponslbJhty to defend the rights ofconswners not corporations.

As p.ut \_-1' -".. (.ilr ':J(LJ<l'v· comlllent pcnod, '1 am asking you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
b\ <-l (ret'. i]I\,·r."(· ;HHI independent press by suppOrling and strengthening current hmlts on media ownership
cons,)ILda{li)l,

1 alsv v\-'anl t,. urge- ~',)u In the strongesl way to reach out to ordinary CItizens to hear their views, rather
tban '0 the ",II-paId 10hbyIsts of those wbo stand to benefit financlally from changmg the FCC's rules.

I look f()f\\,ar.l U heanng where you stand on this lrnportant issue.

CiJroiec S. h,) _'Clll;:inll

43 7 \pTlngto'''Tl R.J
:'\l'\\ 1)£1117. '\- :'h i -_~017
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I ,jill '\,>Tll111 g i '-'-l[;,?l '~au to strengthen, not repeal, the lev. relnainlng rules that prevent near total
CUnt"nlraljon ()~'(~\\T!ershlp In the clutches ofa fe\\! corporations. The current domination of the radIO,

bro<.ldcast ,In,: nc_'\\SpapCI Industries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
drallldlh:a II\.' ;(H M'IE-li o\'er the past decade, ownership restrictions that. for example. keep a single teleVision
nCl\\'-'Ik [lull, ("\liUl~; st<ltlons that broadcast to mort' than ~S percent of the natIon's homes or a single company

from O\Vnlllg inllTT lhall eight radio stations 10 the SaIne m<lrket. are crucially' important ifwe are to protect
our rr,itlun fr,m the ',eTy real dangers of media monopolIes.

As·\mcrhd·~ r:'Julldmg l-'tithers wtderstood, a free:. dlvcrSt' and vigorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation

for d fUIlClIO!i Jni': dcrnocri:lcy fn recent decades. however. responsIble news coverage and the presentation of a

hroad r~HI~'J' l'r·ohtl{<:.d \'ICvVS have become LnCTcasingly thrcatened. Corporate chams now control nearly all
r(jdl(' dnJ l,~·I, ",1'11'11 :'ldllons. Massive budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-do,\m. ofpohtlcal
C()\'I.'ragc. :10,: t' Til dangcrous demagoguery' have become the nonn in America's mamstream media.

I'hos,.- prl\ ilk Il\i~rt'sis who support gutting the FCC's mcdJa o\vnership regulations pOInt to new medIa avenues
ILkc, doli.' 1i..:I, \'!:'I(,n dnd the Internet. Here. too. however. \\le find the same handful offalnihar names
dOlTItnallfl;,: \\ ha:, In1~'nnallon the vast maJority' ofl\mcncans receive on a dally basis. The massive
Lc1eLUITIITIIJnl> ,llll)IJ~ Iuhby defends repeaJ of o\VnerShlp reguh-ltlons <IS <I source of new business "efficiencies,"
yet II IS the 1:((,\ n..""poIlSiOlllty to defend the righb of conswners not corporations.

As Pdft 'If \,'(:·IJ.f 'JO-J.l\, l.:()lTIITLent perioJ, I am askmg you to stand up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
by;j (ree. dJ\ ,TS ..' ;-wl..! mdependent press by supporting and strengthemng current limIts on media ownershIp
cons"hdJth)11

1 alse- wdul h llf~l y...u U1 the strongest way 10 reJch out to ord mary Citizens to hear their views, rJther

than ld lhe \\ii II-D<-Jld 1ooo:"ISL" of those \\iho stand to benefit financmlly from changing the FCC's rules.

r look f(,n\;·11,; 10 Ilc~,trmg where y'ou stand on thls IInportant Issue.

,,\Jal, , Ildn,-.; 'rj

121(, \/;Jleri(l \1, 'cl\

ArC;ld ra C' \ 1/, 'O()~\-tO()



Chalfman \1 idldt'l f';,,)\vell

Fedl'f"al ("'ll1iTlLinlOHlons COlumLsslon
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DCd< I'll (·hdl.'man ,V1lchacl PowelL

1 ;lIlJ ,-vTllIn g I. I II!";,.!.': '-.utI to strengthen, Dol repeaL the few rem,nning rules that prevent near total
COIl(:-,'ntral i\H••j! ,)\\-n~rShlp In Lhe clutches ofa few corpordtions. The current dominauon of the radIO,
bro<l,icClSl :lni: n< '\'\ spdpcr mdustries by a handful of cOlnpanies is already damagmg our democracy. Already
dralTldth~allv k)(lSCm-'d over the past decade. o\\,ncrship restrictions that, for example: keep a single television
nC[\\i,,·rk fl' '0' O'.\Ti Illg. stCillons that broadcClst to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company
from ,)\VnlJlg ;nore than cight radio statLons In the same market, are crucially Important If we are to protect
our Ildth ,n fr"lTI !JI~' I. '~T\' rcal dangers of media monopolies,

As r\'nC'fl\:i'''-' !'(lulldmg F<lthcrs Wlderstood. CI free. drvcrse <lnd vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundatlon
f(:n a t"undfdn i111:_ Jell :ocrac:",-'_ In recent decades, however, responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
hroCld nmg.c ":'pOllthcd VIC\'\IS have become increasingly threatened. Corporate chams now control nearly all

radlu Jnd h'1c'l~lon stations. Massive budget cutbacks Jor news departments, the dumbmg-do\'\TI ofpolitIcal
CO\'LI~-lgl', ;lll,l C"\.l~1I dlngerous demagoguery' have become the nonn in America's mamstreammedia.

rhos pi 1\-;1[( inJCW"lS \vho support guttmg the f'CC's meJ la ownership regulatIons point to new media avenues
lIke (,..nlc· ICk"'''li·nmd the Internet. lIere, too. ho,vcvcT, \ve fmd the same handful affaIDlliar names
dOJDlnatlng \\-11al LnI()mlalion the vast ma.l0nly of Americans receive on a dally basis. The massive
telec<'mmumc:ltl(mS lobby' defends repeal ofo\\,nershJp regulations as a source of new business "efficienCies,"
yet Il IS the F( 'C-s :'e:;,;ponslbility' to defend the right.<;; of consUlners not corpora lions.

As p",.t "[.0111 "II da, 'omment period. 1 am askmg you to stand up for the free marketplace ofideas supported
by,) 'rcc, J ....·;TS" and mdependcntpress by supporting and strengthening current limits on media ownershIp
cons( 01 iddtl. HI

I a IsC' ""~-1nl 10 Ilf'i~c- V. lU III the strongest way to reCich out to ordinary CItizens to hear their views, rather
than I" thi.'\vdl-p<-lld icohbyLSts of those who stand to benelit fmanclally from changIng the FCC's rules.

ll()o~ rorwcl[,j t< h.;:anng \\,here you stand on this nnportant Issue.

Carol K. ,rh

31 hr\ RUl'
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Chdlrrn;ln \,1 kha,,: PowelJ

F\der,-·d " 'lnIllUnl'.:<ltlOns CommissIon
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I), ar 1·( 'JldIrn,,,n Mlcbael Powell.

J din \VII fm~, l,.' ilTgC YOU to strengthen. not repe<l I, the fe\v remaining rules that prevent near total
COIlCl'ntratldn ".1 1

- o\\,nerstup tn the clutches ofa fe\v corporations. The current dominatIon of the radio,

br, 'adc;}sl and n,:wsp<lper mdustries by <I handful of compames IS already damaging our democracy. Already
dr~Hn<llllall'~' i:H'scned over the past decade, o\Vnership restnctions that, for example, keep a single television
nel work tr, 'Ill o\Vn Iflg. statH.ms that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nahan's homes or a smgle company
h(lrTJ \'\\'fI]l'g iw>rt: than eIght radlO stations in the same Inarket. are crucially important ifwe are to protect
our nat II ~11 Iml n th(, \'t'r\ Tcal dangers of media Illonopohes.

\"i Amc; 1i. .. ·S h .undlllg Fathers understood, a free, dlvcrse and vlgorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
ror J runet!, In';ng democracy. In recent decades. ho\'~'C,,'Cr. responsible news coverage and the presentation of a
brO;ld rangl (/ politICal vicws have become Increasingly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
radIO and tilC'll"lUIi slalJons. MassJve budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbing-down of political
co'. erdg~ ,HHi ('I'en d;:mgeruus demagoguery ha\'e become the nonn in America's maInstream medla.

rhi ~Sc pli \',Ilt' IIllcr(~sts \vho support guttmg the FCC's media o\\nerShlp regulations point to new media Jvenues
] Ikl cabl,~ Il·le'.-' ISI(JJI and the Internet. Here, too. hov.:ever. \ve find the same handful of familiar names
domlDdtmg I.vllat IL1fonnatH.m the vast majonty of Amencans receive on a daily basis. The massive
telccomlllUIIICJtlons lobby' defends repeal of o\"nershjp regulatlons as a source ofnew business "efficiencies,"

vel ,t LS tbe n Cs responSIbIlity to defend thc ngbts of consumers not corporations.

As part ('1', '.>ur "O-day comment pcriod. 1 am asking vou to sland up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
bY' free d, '·c,-s,· and Independent press by supportmg and strengthening current lumts on media ownership
\:onsohd;HJ' 'II

I <.lisa w£lnt IU 'lfgt' ,ou In the strongest way to reach out to ordmary citizens to hear their VIews, rather
lban I" the ',··eil-I'ald lobbyiSts of those wbo stand to benefit finanCIally from cbangmg the FCC's rules.

j k .. )k rOI\\:rrd l( h,'anng where you sland on this ilnportant Issue.

ncrnh;lrd Hd\".JCfi

65~ i B,:ITha'd \)r
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ChdUJnilll \.h,:haei Powell
/'l'der;cll C' ,mll1Unll.-atlons Commission
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I ;lln \\-Tltul,; L) arg:: YOU to strengthen, not repeal, the fe\,,. remaming rules that prevent near total
COllcentratl-m d!"o'.vnl'rship in the clutches ofa fe"\v corpomtlons. The current dommation of the radio,
bro.(J(ka"lJnJ IIL'\\' ::.;paper mdustries hy· a handful of companies is already damagmg our democracy. Already
dLI rnJ.lJvJ I i. LJCsclIeJ O\'lT the past decade, o\\'llcrshJp restrictions that, for example. keep a smgle television
n~", \v('r~ Ii.-,_ 'lTl \)'>,\,11 mg slatlons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
fri.,',rn uWllIng :nllH' than eight radio stations in the same Tnarket, are crucIally important If we are to protect
OUl' n;Jllon 1'ro'n th~ vcr: real dangers of media monopohcs.

i\S Amcrlcl's. j'uundmg Fathers understood. d free, diverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
f(lf a fundl"m'ng J,:,'mocracy. Tn recent decades. however. responsible news coverage and the presentation ofa
oriiad rang\ u- pollllca] "Jews h<lvC become mcrcdsmgly threatened. Corporate chains now control nearly all
r"d,o "nJ tc IC"NO" statlOns. M"sslve budget cutb"cks for news departments, the dumbmg-do\\m of politIcal
co'" eragc, ;lT1U C'·'t'Ii dangerous demagoguery ha"\'e becOlnc the nann III America's mainstream media.

rh"sc pn\';'lle IOttT~:StS who support gUlling the FCC's rnedw o\vnership regulations point to new media avenues

III- cabk tc Ie. "',," ""LI the Internet. Here. too. however. we find the same handful of fam,liar names
dOJnmatmg \vlUl JnfOrmatlon the \,'ast majoTlty of Amencans receive on a daily basis. The massive
le],'COJmnUfIICdlI01\s loohy defends repeill of o\\-nershJp regulatlons as a source of new business "effiCIencies,"
VC'1 It 1:;;' lhc !"'( (-'s rcsponsloJljty to defend the nghl<;;; of consumers not corporations.

'\<; pari .:,1"', Ul.ir qn--day comment period, I am askmg you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported

O~.I free- cJ i vcrs',' ;clild mdependcnt press by supporting and strengthening current limits on media o\vnership
Ll>li...;(,lld;ltl· n

I a 1:-'0 ~v;lnt "uJrgc -",au In the strongest wa)C to reach out to ordmary citizens to hear their VIews, rather
lhall k the weil-P" Id lobbYists oftbosc who stand to benefit financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I Jouk f()rw~~rd ll' hcanng \\'here you stand on thIS unportant issue.

SlIJ<.:erch _

(J-c. ,rgc J'err"-

eli 7 S\\ 'I £1 \ v,
Pc,nland OU C7'J!,i 1T~9
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I :I:n 'Xf! tlf' g 1',1 :nilL' _\ ou tel strengthen, not repeal. the few remainIng rules that prevent near total
CI'~ICt'nlJatl"m '-.If ')',\l1ershJp 1n the clutches ora few corporations. The current dommation of the radIo,
br; ,aJcast :HIU lh~\\:.:;paper mdustries by a handful of companies is already damaging our democracy. Already
dr;JffiJth.'dl!v L)(,sL'ncd over the past decade. ovmership restnctions that. for example, keep a single television
nl.'lwork rr(·m O'Nnlllg stJtl..:.ms that broadcast to more th<Jfi 35 percent of the nahan's homes or a smgle company
fTorn u\\nwg :l1i)rc thJn eight radio stltlons In the same market, are crucIally Important ifwe are to protect
OUi nJli'.m 'rOIll the \'cr~' real dangers of media monopol1es.

i-\:-, Amcrlc;'s ['OUI'IJll1g Fathers understood, a free. dn:erse and VIgorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation
!()I a IUTlctl; m mg J'~mocracy. In recent decades. however, responsIble news coverage and the presentation of a

br, ,ad nHlg~ V ['UlllLCJI \'Iews have become mcreasmgly threatened. Corpordte chaIns now control nearly all
r<:ldJo .1nJ I~ Ic'-I:-:Iorl 1'-ta1.lons. MaSSive budget cutbacksl()r news departments, the dumbing-do\VTI ofpohhcal
co' eT:lg~'. ;Jnd C'-(:,I< Jcmgcrous demagoguery' have become the nann ID Amenca's mamstreammedia.

I'h· 'Sl pr f'-':itC Inln','sts \\,ho support guttmg the FCC's media o'WTlership regulations point to new medIa avenues
ILk,' c:lbk' L"1L".T';I(,']1 and the Internet. Here, too. tlOwevcr. we find the s()me handful of famillar names
d01llJnallllf- "'-'hal lfJt()nnatlon the vasl majorily uf Arneflcans receive on a dally basis. The massive
LckcormnulHcdllons lobby defends rcpe<:ll of o\\'nership regulations as a source of new business "efficienCIes."
\"el it I" !he F( '("s (('sponSlhlhty to defend the rights of consumers not corporations.

As part t I r \ qUI" \lO--da\ comment pcnod, I am askIng you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported
h'\l fret dl\·('rs<..: and mdependent press by supportjng ()lld strengthemng current lunits on medIa ownership
(;OnSOlld;ltl' 'fl.

1<11 .. 0 \\/<:ml '-0 'Jfg~~-Oll In lhe strongesl way to reach out to ordmary citizens to hear their vJews~ rather
lh.]" t,· the ,cd-palu lobbyISts of those who stanu to bene/it financially from changing the FCC's rules.

I Ii ,qk 101'\\ ,I rJ h IIi'anng \\-here J"ou stand on lhjs unpoTtant Issue.

K""berh ~ !jJghcr..;
X6~· Li!"p\"- \ululnn Lll

'v1r11 V"lln ( \ '''1''41
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I an \\.T1tlllf. III lUg\. \(\l! to strength<.."'11, not repeal, the few rcmaInlOg rules that prevent near total

conI ~nlra~I('I: '- I o\\nerShlp Ln [be clutches ofa few corporaLLons. The current dommation of the radio,
bru;;nlcasl ~Jri.J ne'\'sp~pcr Industries b:y a handful of companies LS already damaging our democracy. Already
dr::llil<ltlc.aIJ) !<,. IS'..'lhd t)\'cr the past decade, o\-\TICrShlp rcstnctions that, for example, keep a smgle television
Del \\ or~ 1,-0]1 i ~ ·\\·n IIlg ''>l:.ltlons that broadcast to Inore than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle company
froll O\Vnini- rr:ur~' Ihan CLghl radlO stations III the smnc market. are crucially important ifwe are to protect
~IIH q,lll(il; tl \11', !l1(' cr\ rcal dangers of media monopolJL's.

As ·\rn,TIL:J I· )l.lOdmg VatheTs understood. a Irce. dl'v'ersc and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation

for ~I funclluIlrng J(,lllOcrac~. In recent decades, howc'\'cr. responsIble news coverage and the presentation ofa
bro;)d range, if nolltlC<:I1 \"IC\\S have become in<xcaslngl)' threatened. Corporate chams now control nearly all
nH.lI" and :c1\'\I"ldn ..;t",tions MassIve budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-do\Vn of political
courage. ~Hkl C\'nl dallgC'rous delnagogucry have hecome the nann m America's mainstream medIa.

Thu:-;e prJ\ah: lllU,:.-re:,-.ls \vho support gUtllng the FCC's media ovmership regulatIons point to new media avenues

hk" "able lei. '\:>'0" dod the Internet. Here. too. howeveL we find the same haodful of familiar names
dommotmg \'.'h;ll m1unnahon the vast ma.l0nty of AJncncans receIve on a daily basis. The maSSIve
telt.'( 0mrnlln iGI( I('n~ lohby defends repeal of ownership regulalions as a source of new business "efficiencies."
vet Ii I~ tll\' I .("~ rV'iponslhdlty to defend the right.,;; of consumers not corporations.

As f';ul (II v' our ()II-da y com ment penod, I am Jskmg you to stand up for the free marketplace of ideas supported

by ~l en":'. Jr', <T'-,(-' :md Independent press hy supporting and strengthenmg current hmIts on media ownershIp
CUn~)lllbIJc1[

I Jb,· Wdnl t, [JIg" \ '.iU I.Il the strongest \\;-JY to reach out 10 ordinary cjhzens to hear their Vlevvs, rather
than to lh~ \-\' II'p;lI(1 le,hbylst.o;; oflhosc \vho stand to benefil financIally from changing the FCC's rules.

I k\(·1.:. fqf\\,.ud 1 ' hC;HHlg \,,-:hcre you stand on thiS IrnporWnt lssue.

Elleli \"all.:(,1

9 E ,,21\1) ';1
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I),,, 1,(,' h'll"];'" Mlchdel h"'elL

I ::1m \\Trl.lTl~\': t,) dIge YOU to strengthen. 1I0t repc(.lJ. the fe\\- remainmg rules that prevent near total
C(Jlict'1I1ratldn i' r O"\\-'ncrship in the clutches of a fe\\' corporations. The current domInation of the radIo,
br( 'dd~_a",j ;-l.j(j rww"pJper industrIes by a handful of companIes is already damaging our democracy. Already
Jr;rJn<-llH_;"II'.,,' I, )('sclleJ over the past decade. ownership restrictions that, for example, keep a smgle televiSIon
rll'1'.,V( ,rk Ir, 'rn l'\\'ll !ng s1JtlOns that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a single company
1[("1l ','\\-IlJHg inur!.. than t'lghl radio stations Ln the s<Ilne rnC:lrkeL are cruCJally nnportant ifwe are to protect
(lIn niHII'1I 11'<')'11 thl: very' [(.oJ I dangers oflnedl3 monopolies.

As !\lTlellc.,s f·'(lunding Fathers understood, a free. dIverse and vigorous press IS a necessary bedrock foundation

fOI d fWlCtJIJntng JL'mocn:Jcy. In recent decades. however, responSIble news coverage and the presentation ofa
bn ,,)d l'<'Jrtg/ <.~\. polltlcaJ views have become Incredslngly threatened. Corpordte chaIns now control nearly all
Cdd,o dlld l,Ie'",oll slatJOns. MaSSive budget cutbdcks for news departments, the dumbIng-down ofpolillcal

CO" Cfdgv. <-I'H.I ,'\'cn dangerous demagoguery' have beCOTne the nonn in Ameflca's mainstream medIa.

I'hose pflV~-Ile mteresls. \vho support gutting the FCC's media ovmersbip regulatIons point to new media avenues
lib· ci;lbh~ h-,It"'I~lon and the lntemet. Here. too, hO\'\-'t'vcr. \Ve find the same handful of famIliar names

dOl!lwatll1f: \''v'hal. InfonnatJon the: vast maJonty' of Amencans receive on 3 dally baSIS. The massive
lekLolrunUlllCltl(_m~lobbv defends repe;Jl ofo\\'Jlcrsbip regulations as a source of new business "efficiencies,"
veL it IS the J.'( (-'s responsibility! to defend the nght.... of conswners not corporatIons.

.\" Dan (.1"\ )IJf' (;0- ,Ja\ conunenl period. I am asking you to stand up for the free rnarketplace of ideas supported
h:, ,I fret'. dive: -,,' and mJepcndent press by supportlng and strengthening current limIts on medIa ownership
cCillsolHblIi'l)

J <-11'''';0 ',V;JnL 0 ',Irgc.ou m the strongest way to reach out to ordmary citIzens to hear then views~ rather
thdn to thc ,.veil-pdld lobbYISt, of those who stand to benefit findnC13l1y from changing the FCC's rules.

[ lCiok for"\\;Hd le· hcanng where you stand on this important Issue.

Sln..::ereh-.

Hckn R\ ndsk,
--44': '.d,_bll

['eli ':..;. :'\~'I:-- .~' I ,(, ,,"\::-;
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I ell:l \\Tllm:c {t urgl' \,ou to strengthen. not rcpc<lL the fe\v rCffi<llfilng rules that prevent near total
(d!1,'cnlnlh'll ,j 0\' ncrshlp III the dutchcs of a few corporations. The current dommatlon of the radio,
hr();idc;Js~ <11 d I(\\,'ipaper mdustTJes by a handful of companies IS already damaging our democracy. Already
Llr;! :llJIICIII\ I( '( ):--erl~~d o\'cr the past decAde. o\\'ncrship restrictions that, for example, keep a single television
fl,'l ;ork !r('1lj 1\\-nPlg statIons that hroadcast to more than 35 percent of the nahon's homes or a smgle colnpany
Ji-('I\I (l\\"IIIn~: 11lOrl' Ihan eIght radio stations in the same market, are crucially important ifwe are to protect

OU! 'liJll(HI hOJ1l1he \'tT~' rCdl dangers of media monopolies.

/\:-. \IlICJ lC;'1 '..; I oundmg Fathers understood. a free. dl\'erse and vIgorous press IS a necessary bedrock fOlUldatlon
1(;[ ( ClJlHllo:;flJltg Junucrac\". rn recent decades. ho\,,'ever, rcsponslble news coverage and the presentation ofa

hrlnd range \)1 pdhucal vre'vs have become mLTcasmgly threatened. Corporate chaIns now control nearly all
,aJ,., Jnd 1~1,'\ ISlon stalJOns. MaSSIve budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-do'W1l ofpobtlcal
CO\ ''rage' Jlid ", '_~!1 <.Iangernus demJgogucry have become the norm in America's mainstream media.

Th(;:-;e pfI\3L.' inl-cn:..;t~ \\ho support guttmg the FCC's media O\WlCrShlp regulations point to new media avenues
likl" c<lhk lc;'~'\ !:';:_(lI~ JflLI thr..' Internet. Here, too, ho\vc\'cf. \\lC find the same handful of familIar names

JOlltln;HlIlg vklt m!(mn£ltion the V<lst majorlt)· of Arnencans receive on a dally basis. The maSSIve

tck,OllllllllflICill,m·- lohby' defends repe<:J1 of ownership regulations as a source ofne\v business "efficiencies,"

\('[ it I" Ule [,( . .; r,·sponSlhlhty to defend the nghL" of consumers not corporations.

:\:-i j'Jr! col \' 'til O;)-da~ comment penod. r Jm askIng you to sland up for the free marketplace of Ideas supported
tn;; frcC'. til' el"( and mdependent press hy supportlng and strengthemng current limits on media ownership
COJl~()1 Jda 11('"1

1 db~) \\:allt I" l'rgc '.ou In the strongest way to reach out to ordmary cLtizcns to hear their VIews. rather
lhaL tulhe \\ el'-paHllohhY'lsts of those \\iho stand to benefit financ1311y from changing the FCC's rules.

1 1(I\,k f()JWii d tc hcJnng \,·here you stand on thls Lrnportant LSSUC.

Man.: (Ioudl
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llpJ'1ll \1! -+'X?;.<, -!J()O:?



(' h;hmuI<\llCIlJ I~l I '",J\vLII

Fed,'rJI ('~.'Ll'rn'JnICJt]OnsComrnlSSlon

44' 111h "If " \\11
\\';I>hlllt!liJri 1)< !('''.''4
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I 3n: V..Tltrng tU1ugc yuu to strengthen, not repeal. the few rcmalnmg rules that prevent near total
con'entTi:.llwn (,f, )\\-nership m the clutches of (! fev... corporations. The current dommation of the radIo,
bf();JJCdSl ;lId r,,:''''spaper mdustries by' a handful of companies IS already damaging our democracy. Already
df;:lI11atIC~jII) IO;)Sc.:IH,d O\'cr the past decade. o\vllership restrictIons that, for example, keep a single teleVISion
nCl\\-ork frOlll ('\\.Olng statjons that broadcast to more than 35 percent of the nation's homes or a smgle COInpany
hem: o\\inln~ mOle than eight radio stabons In the same InarkeL are cruclally Important ifwe arc to protect
OUl IlatlOI"; fr, ,m tilt' erv rCed dangers ofmedj<l monol.Jolles.

/\s '-\[]lLTlI.;;J " J '.lund rng Fathers LUlderstood, a free, djverse and vIgorous press is a necessary bedrock foundation
for;1 flHlCllOJlmg democracy In recent decades. hCJ'vever, responsIble news coverage and the presentatIon ofa
or(JdJ r;m 0c ,j ;lphllcal \'Je\VS have become LllLTeaslngly threatened. Corporate chaIns now control nearly aU
radl' Jnd lel,'\hl,m -.;latlollS MaSSIve budget cutbacks for news departments, the dumbmg-dovm ofpolitlcal
G\l\.ragc an,ll\'('Jl d::Ulgcrolls demagoguery have become the nonn in Amenca's mainstream media.

Tlwse PIT-dh 1I11t,re,ls \vho ...upport gutting the FCC's medIa ownership regulations pomt to new media avenues
11k" ,~able tehlSlD" a"d the Internet. Hcre. too. however. we fllld the samc handful offamlhar names
dOlTllnillmg \\ h~ll mfonnation the vast majority of Amcncans receIve on a daily basis. The maSSIve
tclt"(i)mmilnH.:all(\n~ lobny defends repco:.l of o\vncrship regulatIons as a source ofoew business "effiCIencIes,"
)'e1 Ji IS the j-'_:( "" n:'~ponslbliityto defend the rjghts of conswners not corporations.

As pari OIV.HIT DO-day comment period. I am asking YOU to stand up for thc free marketplace of Ideas supported
by a [rcc, dl\ crsc a,,,-I JIldcpcndent press by supportlllg and strengthening current limlls on media ownershIp
consolldauor

I J 1:-;.) \\;-lnl t, lli"g'..' > )u m the strongest \vay lo reach out to ordmary citIzens to hear their views, rather
than to lhv w 'lI,p;Hd lobby'ISL<;; of those who st<lnd to benefit fmanclally from changing the FCC's rules.

I Ic·(,h; IO[\\'al:i L-' ht';ifHlg \vhere ~'OU stand on thIS unportant Issue.

Am\ Hum

191)- \il: i IIII St
Scallle. \\;,-\ liX ~~5-~, 114


