
May 4, 2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chalrman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

e you ~ n o t  to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
can citizens from media monopolies. 

oposed changps would pave the way for giant media 
ates to gain near-total control of radio and television 
information in communities across our nation. And many of 
rations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these 

r u l p s  already have a known track record in attempting to 
sing viewpoints o f f  the air. 

erican people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
ant issues. Therefore, €or the sake of our democracy and our 

om, I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections 
thdt, for decades, hdve helped to ensure a healthy political debate 
in our countrv. 

Sincerely, 

A-M 
Timothy Gould 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  



.lames E. Renson 
I12 Lawn Terrace 

Murnaroneck, NY 10543 

May 6, 2003 

The Honorable Michael K Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Commendations Commission 
445 12''' Street, SW 
Washington. DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell, 

It i s  my understanding that there is  a proposal before the FCC to  
adopt revised broadcast ownership rules 1 believe that adoption of 
the proposed rules would give too much power to the major con- 
glomerates and make i t  difficult, if not impossible, for small 
independent groups or communities to make their views heard in 
TV. Radio and the Print media 

1 vigorously oppose the proposal to relax the Broadcast Ownership 
Rules. 

Siacerely, 

, L - -  z 

James E+ Re son 
,' 

d . :L,- 'L-  







A N N  MARVIN 
7899 Tuckahoe Road 
Denfon. Maryland 21629 
(410) 479-3482 
Fax (4101 479-0484 I 





MORALITY IN MEDIA, INC. 
475 Riverside Drive, Suite 239, New York, NY 10115 (212) 870-3222 Fax: (212) 870-2765 

web site’ http:llwww.moraiityinmedla.org * e-mail: mim@moraiilyinrnedia.org 

March 24,2002 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 I 2‘h Street, sw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

Thank you for your invitation to pro-family groups to meet with you on March 26. I regret that I will be 
unable to attend the meeting, but I do want to express two primary concerns, summarized as follows: 

I .  

2 .  

While the I T C  sporadically enforces the broadcast indecency law against radio stations, the 
enforcement has been largely (perhaps, more accurately, totally) ineffective; and 
While the FCC has on rare occasion enforced the indecency law against TV stations, it has never 
fined a licensee for airing TV network (ABC, CBS, FOX, NBC, UPN, WB) programming. 

As a result, radio “shock jocks” routinely say things over the public airwaves that would shock an 
audience of consenting adults at a burlesque show and much of prime time network TV programming 
sounds and looks more and more like burlesque. One obvious problem is that a primary purpose o€ the 
broadcast indecency law is to protect children. and no morally responsible adult would argue that 
burlesque is suitable entertainment for children-whether the vulgarity and sex are on stage or on TV. 

Since the problems are long standing and Commissioners come and go, I suspect that a part of the 
problem lies in the FCC’s Edorcement Bureau. For whatever reasons, the Bureau is apparently 
unwilling to do what is necessary to cnforce the indecency law effectively or has an unduly restrictive 
notion of what “indecent” means-or both. Ultimately, however, it is the Commissioners who are 
responsible for enforcing the broadcast indecency law against both radio and TV licensees. 

1 would therefore suggest that the Commission conduct a hearing on the subject of broadcast indecency 
a1 wliich the Bureau would explain its sporadic enforcement policy against radio stations and its failure 
to enforce the law against network TV programming. Representatives €rom organizations concerned 
about the indecency problem and industry representatives would then be permitted to respond. 

I am enclosing a considerable amount of background material, including the attached copy of the 
January 2003 MIMNewslefter, a copy my letter of June 19,2002 to FCC Chairman Michael Powell, and 
a copy of a February 1998 MIMNews Release reporting the findings of a Wirthlin opinion poll. 

I would be happy to respond to any inquiries you may have in regard to broadcast indecency. 

’ Robert Peters 
President 

http:llwww.moraiityinmedla.org
mailto:mim@moraiilyinrnedia.org


-----Original Message----- 
From: Piccirilli, Linda [mailto:lpicciri@pd.state.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 12:08 PM 
To: Pat McGrath 
Subject: US Dept of State sponsored visitor from Senegal 
Importance: High 

January 30,2003 

Mr. Bob PETERS 
President 
Morality in Media 
475 Riverside Drive, Suite 239 (Enter on Claremont Ave in the Interchurch Center) 
New York, NY 10115 
Tel: 212-870-3222 // Fax: 212-870-2765 

3 - M I M  p r e s i d e n t  Robert Pe te rs  a n d  M I M  g e n e r a l  
coun5el P a u l  J. McGeady met w i t h  Ms. I d I A N G  2 on t h e  morning o f  February 13,  2003. 

Dear MI. Peters: 

The International Visitors Program of the United States Department of State is 
sponsoring Ms. Aminata Cisse NIANG, President of the High Council for Audiovisual 
Affarsfrorn Senegal on a 17,s. professional exchange program. Ms. Niang is the 

guarantee equal access for all political partics - particularly those of the opposition - to 
tiic country's state-r-un media. With the explnsioii of independent radios and newspapers 
i r  the late 1 WOs, I-ICA's responsibility now extends to ensuring equal government 
treatment of both puhlic and private media. This responsibility is particularly important 
during eiections, when "24 must enforce regulations requiring equal time for all 
political parties and ensure that no one candidate or party receives preferential treatment. 

hls. Niang is interested in meeting with peopleiorganirations that are worlcine towards 
protect in^ children being exposed lo  too much violence and nuditv on televisioQ. 
M'CJLII~ y o u  or an appropriate MIM representative be available to discuss MIM's work 
towards this end as well as offe,ring her an overview of MIM? Ms. Nian will be 
available for appointments in New York on either February 12, 13 or 14' . Please find 
attached some biographic information and objectives concerning Ms. Niang's visit. 
there are any questions, please feel free to contact me at (212) 399-5758. 

Sincerely, 

a 
If 

Linda Piccirilli 
Office of International Visitors 

Telephone: (212) 399-575815750 
Telefax: (212) 399-5783 
Email: Ipicciri@pd.state.gov 

mailto:lpicciri@pd.state.gov
mailto:Ipicciri@pd.state.gov


Dear Senator Boxer, 

I am writing to ask you to do what you can to direct the FCC to extend its 
June 2 aeaaiine and release any proposea ruie changes for public debate 
before acting on them. I went to the FCC hearing yesterday in San Francisco 
and heard many eloquent speakers. 

I am a member of AFT, Local 3267, third grade teacher in Daly City. I've 
always thought that the 1996 Telecommunications Act was disastrous. It 
robbed the public of our airwaves. More consolidation of the media will 
continue to rob us. There are fewer stories on fewer topics. Network news 
consists of sensational stories, cute poochie episodes and dumb jokes. 

There is no public discourse and dialogue. More voices are needed, not more 
canned programming. Fewer TV and radio statims even have state capitol 
bureaus - thus little (usually zero) coverage if issues, bills, news, etc. 
Local news has already shrunk and will shrink more with greater 
deregulation. 

Canned programming has replaced live news, live, local entertainment and the 
like. It came as no surprise yesterday t o  hear that of 1,200 stations owned 
by Clear Channel, tnere are oniy LWU ~iurnail beicg; explcyed! Further 
consolidation means even fewer working journalists, and less local coverage 
of all issues. We already suffer a lack of labor coverage. 

L 

The Walmartification of the airwaves ensures an uninformed, uneducated 
populace. We must have greater diversity. This is not about interest 
groups, this is about public life and democracy. Thank you for your kind 
consideratior? and attention. Please fight for more media diversity and stop 
the consolidation of media. 

Very truly yours, 



88 Waltham S t w i  

M a y  5.200; 

TIic I lonorablc klichael Powell. Chairman 
l . ' de i -a l  ('(iiiiiiiiiiiicatioiis Conimission 

Wahingion. LX' 20554 
415 12'1' SI. SU' 

Dc:w C'linirman I'ouell: 

I ani ur i t i ny  to you io voice my concern over your commission's upcoming vote on 
c k i n y e s  !:! [!>e i x d i a  o~.vx::!>ip :.u!e:; due 10 take placc on .lune 2. 2903. ! urge you tc 
pro\ idc tiill disclosurc o t  the changes helore the) are iiiade final. l l i e  changes ihn! y o u r  
coniniissioii may enact bil l  have a ni:i,jor ef'feci on how we as 3 couniry engage in  public 
debate. 

I (or onc ani \'ci.> conccrned about changcs [liar c(ii i ld resull in tlic coilsolidation o f  
o\rncrship that \ 4 l  cut doun on the airing ol'divcrse points ofvieu. I n  m y  opinion, this 
nil1 bc dctrimental to the public interest. 

I ilrongl) urge y u  10 considct- our nation's besi interests. and do not allow a vote that 
keeps i l ic  public out of the  ~ p ~ ~ c c s s .  

Sincet-cly. 







E A R L  J .  S O N N I E R .  M.D, 

M A R T H A  E. L E A .  M.D. 



I 

i , J I I X I - , ~  Po~ieli Ujs!r,,L;; ~, :I 

i2 dccisicit b; the FCC’, as presently contempiated., which i s  scheduleci TO coiiie diiv\;i 
sometime in Jline, bodes well 10 wreak a level ofcatastrophe tha: can scarcely bc imagined 
Much, if not all, of our  cherished First Amend rights are in dire jeopardy if you Rr. the other 
Commissioners supporting this travesty, laissez faire nin wild., accept the rationale of klul~doch. & 
a cabal of mega-media barons The inevitable effect will be the creation o f a  system of.infor- 
ination distribution calculated to cripple the electorate. Even though present levels of voter 
participation are the worst in the free world, what you would allow. as Murdoch & Co petition, 
IS a media expressing the political position on issues only of the FAR RIGHT You & two others 
are Republicans Among other things the history of your party shows its real attitude about who 
gets to vote ( the GOP fought to the bitter end against the Voting Rights Act-1 964) The same 
can be said for almost any legislation; the primary objective of which was to improbe the human 
condition, even before FDR During his tenure almost every New Deal proposal was fought, 
tooth & nail, esp’lly Social Security. Others against which the GOP railed were acts permittin+ 
workers to establish unions & to strike. I could go on & on 1 remember Borah fulminatiny 
against FDR Even today his name is anathema among the “good” people. I’m a lifelong reg’d 
Democrat, but I ’m not proud of Clinton One thing for which he deserves a heap of credit is that 
now Franklin is spared an awhl  lot of abuse 

You very likely regard me as some kind of a crank--& crazy, at that how, I’m goiny to tell 
you something more It’ll convinc,e you. Bush threw down a smoke screen about goin, cr to war to 
save us from WMD Once launched (the war) he played the “patriotic” theme to the hilt A N D  
we bought i t .  Once it became evident to Bush that the majority viewed the protests as hardly less 
than treason, it was his cue to begin dismantling many policies, some of which have been on the 
books for more than 30yrs I ’m sure you know about that He down-sized policies & statutes to 
favor a number of large corporations, which he owed, BIG TIME. certain environmental r e g  
viewed as too confining. CAFE requirements deemed coercive, allowed mtn. Roads fo~. timbering., 
& a variety others regarded by big corps. as inhibiting the growth oftheir bottom lines. 1’0 the 
GOP such actions are pretty much SOP because it accords with party philosophy & principles, i e 
the function ofgov’t is best realized proportionately to the degree the aggrandizement of the rich, 
the powerful & the privileged are secured 

warfare l t  is clear to me your contemplation of allowing OUR airwaves to become the exclusive 
possession of a few powerfill media titans is just a part of a scheme tn make sure what we read 
hews to the orthodoxy of the CORPORATOCRACY. How about that for CLASS warfare3 Oh. 
we have the barons figured out. but brains don’t amount to much against money 

1 could rant on for pages. To no avail, no doubt Dems are vilified in the name ofCI..ASS 

925 E Sunset Ur 
Casa Grande, AZ 85222-2715 

casagrandelewis@aol corn 



Evonne La Brie 
~ ~ 

I I773 llammack St. Culver City, California 90230 

April 29, 2003 IO:06 PM 

FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Subject: Protect Children's Television! 
1 ', . .. 

Dear FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell: 

The FCC must consider the unique needs of children in its upcoming rulemaking on broadcast 
ownership rules. 

Children consume almost five and a half hours of media per day. Research has shown lhat media, 
particularly television, play a unique and powerhl role in children's development. 

The FCC should consider how further relaxation of media ownership rules would impact 
children's programming. Deregulation may reduce competition, increase commercialism and 
result in less original programming for children. 

Before making any regulatory changes to existing media ownership rules, the FCC must consider 
how children will be affected. 1 have three children and this is a great concern for me and my 
family. Children's television must be protected and reviewed. We also need more appropriate 
educational programming for children. 

Sincerely, 

cc: 
Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara Boxer 
Representative Diane Watson 



973 361-1682 33 Columbia Street, Wharfon New Jersey 07885-2444 

May 3, 2003 

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

Dear Mr. Powell. 

A successful democracy depends upon its citizens' ability to obtain information, and 
discuss the pros and cons of any situation in order to make informed decisions regarding theii- 
government. The Constitution provided for freedom of speech and freedom of the press which 
were the only means of public discourse at the time. Later with radio and then television, tlir: 
airwaves were deemed to be owned by the public and the Federal Communications Commission 
was formed to protect the public's interest in how such communications media are used I n  
recent years, the FCC has been working in  the interests of the media and not the public 

1 The FCC gave away extended airwaves which will be used for new advances in 
television transmission to come without charge or expecting an'flhing in return. At the least, the 
FCC should have required the broadcasters to provid:. free broadcast time to candidztes for 
Federal office, which would eliminate a great portion of the money that candidates are requii-r:d to  
raise from big money and special interests. The public wants representatives free to make 
decisions for the good of the country and not just those they are financially beholden to This 
would also help make it possible for qualified people to mn who cannot afford to run  under the 
present situation. 

2 The FCC has permitted broadcasters 10 lower standards to the lowest possibile 
denominator in matters of morals, speech and decency in programs that enter the homes and are 
available to children and people of all ages. The broadcasters claim that this is the type of 
entertainment that the public watches or listens to, but that is because they do not provide enough 
alternate programming for those who are older and/or more intelligent 

3 .  The FCC is seen to be in favor of allowing radic broadcasters to send recorded 
programs to all their affilliates including both talk and music, against the need for local, live talent 
in local stations who represent the people in their particular areas. Network owners of both 
stations and record companies will determine which music will be heard, and control any editorial 
comment on these programs. This also adds to the growing amount of unemployment 



4. Now the FCC, without notifying the public of its forthcoming action, is changing iis 
rules to allow conglomerates to own more. or even all, of the radio and television stations and 
newspapers in any city or area. This puts the control of information and editorial content in the 
hands of a few influential people and negates the principle of providing the public with the broad 
spectrum of information that is its right to obtain. One of the persons who would benefit greiitly 
is an Australian and not a U.S. Citizen. Should foreigners as well as Americans have such 
absolute control? 

The FCC should disemminate to the public its proposed actions, in addition to those stated 
above, so that the rights and opinions of the public can be heard and influence your decisions 

Sincerely, 

Alvin Brandt 



Dear Mr. Copps, 

I t  will be a very sad day for our country when the FCC can no longer impose 
ownership rules which prevent media monopolies from restricting the information that 
the American public receives. 

Please help the FCC support democracy and freedom rather than bend to interest 
groups which cannot tolerate controversy in their agendas. 

Thank you for your concern, 

fl.d 0 / &  
Richard R Gartner, Jr 





! 



May 1, 2003.  
1004 St. James P l a c e  
Park  Ridge,  I l l i n o i s  60068 

Dear Mr. Mar t in .  
Enclosed  i s  a copy o f  a l e t t e r  s e n t  t o  by Rober t  P e t e r s  
M o r a l i t y  i n  Media. The l e t t e r  i s  a n  inc ment o f  your t o t a l  
i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s  i n  keepin7 f i l t h  o u t  o f  t e l e v i s i o n  and r a d i o ,  

f 

a1 . 
,, 

Are you aware t h x t  v j~ewing ,  pornography 3 s c o n s i d e r e d  a mor’ t a l  sj.11 
by t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church? You p robab ly  t h i n k  o n l y  a small f r a c t i o n  
o f  American C a t h o l i c s  b e l i e v e  t h a t .  You a r e  wrong. M i l l i o n s  o f  C a t h o l i c s  
no l o n g e r  watch commercial TV a t  a l l  because i t  i s  s a t u r a t e d  w i t h  
obscene m a t e r i a l ,  

Wise up ,  Mar t in ,  and do t h e  job  you’ re  b e i n g  p a i d  t o  do .  

S i n c e r e l y ,  
.64?dd”F&/ 
Rober t  H a l p i  f? 



Ronald & Betty Stewart 
2444 E. Hermosa Vista Drive 

Mesa, AZ. 85213-23022 
(480) 833-3490 

May 7,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mr.Powel1; 

Please stay alert in protecting our great country against all types of sneaky tactics. 
I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect our citizens from 
media monopolies. 

This attempt could allow giant media conglomerates to present one side of arguments 
and could hurt h ture  elections of government officials. The environmental groups 
already have influenced too many celebraties who voice their opinions to American 
citizens endangering our national forests with fires. It is discouraging to see so many 
young people change their opinions just because their idols view things differently. 

Those who are lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules have a track record ot 
attempting to keep opposing viewpoints o f f  the air. These proposed changes would 
pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and 
television news 

The American people need to hear more than one point of view on important 
issues. We deserve the right to make informed decisions. 

Sincerely, 

, ,  

Betty i-.'Stewart 


