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From: sleestackm @ netscape.net
To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

lam writing to you today to comment on Docket No. §2-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our abilily
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, I'supportthe FCC's planto hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

o an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profoundas the freedom of our media are at stake. {

encourage the Commissioners to come ¢ut and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
Ihoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process
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Thank you,

Anthony Magni

po box 1371
carlise PA, 17013
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From: mcollins @ insightengineering.com
To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Malter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

i am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge. dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe thal the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission t0
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is importantthat the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Michael E. Collins
Voter. Tax Payer, and YOUR EMPLOYER!

7979 Glenview Drive
Indianapolis. IN, 46236
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From: heorot1996 @ yahoo.com

To: Michael Copps

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of lhe huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The righl lo conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, I support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is Important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Christina D. Short

9368 Benchmark Drive Apt. B
Indianapolis. IN. 46240
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From: jimheadijr@ hotmail.com

To: Michael Gopps

Date: 1/29/03 10:22AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcasl Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition. diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets lo merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC lo preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participationfrom the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profoundas the freedom of our media are at Stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
IS important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

JIM HEAD

2279 THOMAS
BERKLEY, MI, 48072
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From: lynborisof@rcn.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

¥ am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the
Biennial Review ot the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In it's
goals to promote competition, diversity and localism in today's media
market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the

current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of already huge
companies in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate the negative affects media deregulation and consolidation
have had on media diversity. While there may indeed be more sources
of media than ever before, the spectrum of views presented have
become more limited.

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of current
events is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our
forefathers believed that democracy was best served by a diverse
marketplace of ideas. If the FCC allows our media outlets to merge,
our ability to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety
of viewpoints will be compromised.

The public interest will best be served by preserving media ownership
rules in question in this proceeding.

In addition, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on

this matter in Richmond, VA in February 2003. | strongly encourage
the Commission to hold similar hearings in all parts of the country

and solicit the widest possible participation from the public. The
rarified, lawyerly atmosphere of an FCC rulemaking 1S not an
appropriate decision-making venue when questions as profound as the
freedom of our media are at stake. | encourage the Commissioners to
come out and meet some of the people who do not have a financial
interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our
democracy, it is important that the Commission take the time to
review these issues more thoroughly and allow the American people to
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have a meaningful say in the process.
Thank you.

Lyn Borisof
Lyn Borisof

4250 N. Marine Dr. #1515
Chicago
Chicago, IL, 60613
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From: anniebluepoet@aaol.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: I oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington. DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCCs broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCCs plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process,
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Thank you,
Ann C. Bracken

11243A Skilift Ct.
Columbia, MD, 21044
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From: drewbelll3130aol.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of lhe Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing lo you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that Ihe studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effectsthat
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, I supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some f the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Andrew Bell

7635 St. Andrews Rd
Rancho Santa Fe. CA. 92067
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From: rdhiranc @juno.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277. (rel. Sept. 23. 2002)

lam writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative ettects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The rightto conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. It the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Raymond Hirano

25 West 64th St Apt 5D
New York. NY. 10023



o . . . |
| Sharon Jenkins - | obbose media concentration! Paae 1

From: mcollins @ insightengineering.com
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our

media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Michael E. Collins
Voter, Tax Payer, and YOUR EMPLOYER!

7979 Glenview Drive
Indianapolis. IN, 46236
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From: mlahey22 @ yahoo.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

I am writing to you today 0 comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The rightto conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. If the
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. | strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
guestions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. !

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Sincerely,

Michael Lahey

4008 24th Ave S
Minneapolis. MN. 55406
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From: sleestackm @ netscape.net
To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23. 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | support the FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission t0
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at Stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Anthony Magni

po box 1371
carlise, PA, 17013
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From: heorot1996@ yahoo.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/0310:21AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Beforethe
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter ot 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket No. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23, 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

| do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further. our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

| urge the FCC to preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts 0f the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

of an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at stake. |

encourage the Commissioners to come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

Christina D. Short

9368 Benchmark Drive Apt. B
Indianapolis, IN, 46240
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From: jimheadjr@ hotmail.com

To: Mike Powell

Date: 1/29/03 10:22AM

Subject: | oppose media concentration!

Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of 2002 Biennial Regulatory Review -
Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules
and Other Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202

of the Telecommunications Act of 1996,

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,

MM Docket NO. 02-277, (rel. Sept. 23. 2002)

| am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, the Biennial
Review of the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In promoting its
supposed goals of fair competition, diversity and local voice in today's
media market, | strongly believe that the FCC should retain all of the
current media ownership rules now in question. These rules serve the
public interest by limiting the market power of the huge, dominant
companies and players in the broadcast industry.

I do not believe that the studies commissioned by the FCC accurately
demonstrate, or even attempt to demonstrate, the negative effects that
media deregulation and consolidation have had on the diversity of our
media. While there may indeed be more sources of media than ever before,
the spectrum of views presented has been severely limited.

The right to conduct an informed debate and discussion of current events
is part of the founding philosophy of our nation. Our forefathers believed
that democracy was renewed in the marketplace of diverse ideas. Ifthe
FCC allows our media outlets to merge and consolidate further, our ability
to have an open, informed discussion from a wide variety of viewpoints
will be compromised.

I urge the FCC lo preserve the public interest by keeping the media
ownership rules in question intact.

Also, | supportthe FCC's plan to hold a public hearing on this matter in
Richmond, VA in February of 2003. |strongly encourage the Commission to
hold similar hearings in all parts of the country and solicit the widest

possible participation from the public. The rarified, lawyerly atmosphere

ol an FCC rulemaking is not an appropriate decision-making venue when
questions as profound as the freedom of our media are at Stake. !

encourage the Commissioners lo come out and meet some of the people who do
not have a financial interest in this issue, but a social interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it
is important that the Commission take the time to review these issues more
thoroughly and allow the American people lo have a meaningful say in the
process.
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Thank you,

JIM HEAD

2279 THOMAS
BERKLEY, MI, 48072



