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

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

We strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguardr that 
have served as an imoortant "check and balance" svstem to h e h  ensure diversitv of media 

Don't abandon media safeguards! 

< .. 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to - 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 

'access comoanv. There will be fewer owners of networks. stations. and newsDaDers nationwide. a ,  . .  
-This will very baaly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 

media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant- 
d e m s .  - 
Eliminating these !as! remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans. are used in a mvlner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modem force except the high cost of broadcast . 

'commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nation and our future. 

As Americans concerned about our democracy, we urge you to reject the current p r o p o s a  
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, *ivs strong!) urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctnne. 

- 

- 
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Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

1 jtiongiy urge ihai tlie FCC abandon its plan to end :ong-standing a id  critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our ninvaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a maniier which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitule a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and politics1 power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in  t!ie false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
revcrscd. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modern force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 

well-being of our nation and our future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge YOU to 
break up tlie media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

Don't abandon media safeguards! 

r"J'  ..cuia :o b A g  3s infciination that wil! allow us to xakc ;lis info;;ned choices necessary foi the 

I' ., 



The Ilonorable Michael K. Powell 
Coiiunissioiier 
Federal Communications Commission 
145 12' Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

RUNSHINE PERIOD 

I am appalled that the FCC would consider changing the rules that prohibit 
monopoly ownership of media sources. Without a kee and balanced rneda, 
democracy in America would not survive. 

We have already sacrificed enough of our freedoms in the name of fear. 
Let's not sacrifice more in the name of greed. 

Please retain the rules prohibiting monopoly ownership of the media! 

I note that all sides of the political universe are protesting this action. Even 
the National Rifle Association is opposed to these changes, fearing that the 
"liberal" media d1 take over media sources. 

Very truly yours, 

.(,' John M. Fogg 
501 Bolin Brook Farm Rd. 
Chapel Hill, NC 295 16 
Phone: 9 19-9 18-7673 



May I 1,2003 

Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communi cations Comm iss I on 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington DC 20554 

-;,nticm E d  

JUN 1 3 zoa 
Gacrwr 

Dear madam ,,,str@J~un 

You have asked for public comment on the “Broadcast Ownership Rules”, 
presently under debate. 

1 urge you not to relax these rules. 

It is essential that we have available a free press that offers a diverse 
presentation of the news. Putting the power of the press in a few concentrated 
media conglomerates’s control would seriously restrict the freedom of the press 
we guard so carefully. 

Thank you for your attention to my request 

Sincerely yours. 

Dale W. Hall 
1829 Oriole Drive 
Costa Mesa, California 92626 



SUNSHINE PERlOfl 
Julie Gosse 
210 Eastwood Ave. Apt. 1 
Ithaca, NY 14850-6239 

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

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

JUN 1 1 2 0 0 3  
Don't abandon media safeguards! 

FCC - MAILROOM 

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful ofprofit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modem force except the high cost of broadcast 
i o ~ ; i ~ ~ i . ~ i ~ l s  doring electiox. The zed;?. comnanies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being ofour nation and our future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 
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JUN 1 1 2 0 0 3  Dorothy Compinsky 
9221 49th Ave. N.E. 
Seattle, WA 981 15 1 FCC - MAILROOM 

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

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

Don't abandon media safeguards! 

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity ofmedia 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful ofprofit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modern force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
cru:isl ~xbi-sed info.T.ntic.n to the piiblic about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of ow nation and our future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, 1 urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

,-, 

I... I :  . . ' .  ,.: ,: . , ,~ i  ,. . 
Most sincerely, 

Dorothy Compinsky 



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

RE: Docket No. 02-277 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

Don't abandon media safeguards! 

Dean Bland 
Emilia Bland 
12819 LomaRica Dr. 
Grass Valley, CA 95945-9309 

We strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one companj.in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and"competiti0n. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public trust would constitute a complete 
abandonmen! of the FCC'S mission to ensure that our airwaves, which arc owned by all 
Americans, are used'in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political . -  power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-dnven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modem force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased information to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nation and our future. 

As Americans concerned about our democracy, we urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, we strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity oforganizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness hc t r ine .  
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Zelda Rose 
3336 Punta Aka Unit 1A 
Laguna Woods, CA 92653-2847 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 SUNSHINE PERIOD 
RE: Docket No. 02-277 Don't abandon media safeguards! 

Dear FCC Commissioners, 

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its plan to end long-standing and critical safeguards that 
have served as an important "check and balance" system to help ensure diversity of media 
ownership. Under the proposal you are considering, one company in a community will be able to 
own the newspaper, several TV and radio stations, the cable system, and the principal Internet 
access company. There will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. 
This will very badly damage true media diversity and competition. A competitive and diverse 
media is absolutely essential to ensure an informed citizenry and a healthy and vibrant 
democracy. 

Eliminating these last remaining protections of the public t m t  would constitute a complete 
abandonment of the FCC's mission to ensure that our airwaves, which are owned by all 
Americans, are used in a manner which ensures the diverse range of voices and opinions needed 
in a healthy democracy. Loss of these protections would constitute a huge and unacceptable 
giveaway of public resources and political power to a few large and powerful media companies. 

Further consolidation of the media in the false name of "deregulation" must be halted and in fact 
reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of profit-driven corporations has 
undermined our democracy more than any other modern force except the high cost of broadcast 
commercials during elections. The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide 
crucial unbiased infomiation to the public about most public issues. Americans depend upon the 
media to bring us information that will allow us to make the informed choices necessary for the 
well-being of our nation and our future. 

As an American concerned about our democracy, I urge you to reject the current proposal to 
abandon the last remaining controls on media consolidation. Instead, I strongly urge you to 
break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide diversity of organizations and 
independent journalists, and to reinstate the Fairness Doctrine. 

Most sincerely, 
- I  1 

Zklda Rose 
pclL, ,*- 



4710 Northeast 26th Avenue 
Vancouver. Washington 986692022 USA 

Home Phone (360) 695-6762 
E-mail rkluckhohn@aol corn 

I 

t\(.r,eC 'The I Ionourable Kevin J .  Martin 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street. S W 
Washington. DC 

1 Fc'c - f d A i L 6 w . l  
Commissioner C~>OP 

$$p I 3 m 3  
L , p \ l . Q g  

20554 Dist+++,.~~ ' 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

possession of a few people. 'l'hat is entirely counter to the hndamental principles of our Republic 
and needs 10 be addressed, just as the telephone monopoly was. 

I he free interplay of ideas is the very heart of a democratic republic. More owners are 
needed for our media. not fewer. The fewer the owners, the fewer the ideas. That is inevitable 
and cannot be prevented by well-meaning regulations which can- and will - be overlooked or 
waived.. 

I well remember a time when the media were expected and required to provide commu- 
nity and public service with equal time for all parties. That has been squelched. Are we to be the 
future prisoners of a few individuals or organizations who control what we read, see and hear? 
We just concluded a bloody but successful war to eliminate a foreign dictator of that sort. Must 
we have a civil war for the same goal at home, or will you do your duty? 

It  is very disturbing that so much of the printed and electronic media has fallen into the 

- 1  

Sincerely yours, 

Robert H. Kluckhohn. Jr. / 



May 10, 2003 

Francis M. Bushnell, Jr. 
4924 Cobbs Drive, Apt. 6B 

Waco, Texas 76710 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
l'edcral Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powcll, 

OPPOSITION TO RELAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES 

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that 
is so essential to our freedom: the communication of diverse ideas. Please do 
not relax the cxisting rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too 
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown 
their proclivity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. I attach an opinion 
piece from the October 5 ,  1989, Wall Street Journal that reflects that intentional 
control even years ago. 

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control. 
You have the ability to prevent it.  I ask you to please do so. 

Francis M. Hushnell. .Ir 

Attachment 
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~~~ ~~ Journalists and Others for Saving the Planet ~ 

By DAVID B ~ K S  
At a recent environmental conference, 

narles Alexander declared. "AS the scl. 
!nce editor at  Time I would freely admlt 
hat on thls Issue we have crossed the 
aundary from news reporting to advo 
:acy." After a round of amlause from the 

3enjamin Bradlee chhGd in. saylng "I 
Ion? thlnk there's any danger in doing 
what you suggest. There's a mlnor danger 
n sayfng it because as soon as you say, 
To hell with the news. I 'm no longer inter- 
!st& in news. I'm Interested In causes.' 
iou've got a whole kooky constltuency ;o 
'espond to. whlch you can waste a lot of 
. h e  on." 

Mr. Bradlee Is right. Probably a lot of 
'kooks" believe In objective journallsm. 
3ut why shouldn'l reporters lose their sei!- 
Iisclpllne when discusslng the environ- 
nent? Practically everybody else has. 

Somehow the Idea has gotten around 
hat the environment Isn't a normal polltl- 
:a1 Issue. but a quasi-rellgious CNSade. As 
1 result. publlc discussion of the environ- 
nent hasbeen about as rigorous as one ex. 
xcts from a jihad. 

The shortcomlnes of advocacv were 
Wry much in evide%e at the recent e n v i  
'omental Conference. sponsored by the 
imlthSOnlan Institutlon. Held In the ori* 
lal museum buildings that celebrate the 
ichlevements of the Industrial Revolution. 
he meetlng addressed the toptc. "Tile 
Iobal Ennronment: A r e  WP Overreact. 
ng?" Every Othrr time I have been to a 

conference organized around a question. 
there have been speakers on both sides. 
But not this t h e .  Through the entire con. 
ference. not a slngle disagreement de- 

tlons (Dow Jones wasn't Involved). Appar- 
ently none of these journallstic companies 
Insisted upon diverslty of oplnlon. 

were persuasive. For example. Susan Sole 
mon of the Natlonal Oceanic and Atmm 

Several of the alarmist presentations 

pherlc Admlnlstration spoke lntelllgently 
on owne depletion. Edward 0. Wilson w85 
comoelllne on "Bloloeical Diversitv: The 

fleeted the steadv breeze of alarmlsm. 
Perpetual ap&alyptlcs such as Lester 

Brown and Paul Ehrlich rattled off thelr 
anthems of doom (ius: as Rolline Stones 
rock through the tines they orlgliated 20 
years ago). Speakers 2nd panels moved 
briskly on and off the pxilurn: an acid raln 
crisis, a toxlcs crlsls. a famine crisis, a 
populatlon crisls. The ??sui: was a sniov 
gasbord of apocalypse. 

On the subject of global warming. a 
friskv environmental wllcv analyst named 
Stephen H Schneldi,~presb?:rd~lh~ gloom 
and doom side of the globaCwarmlng d e  
bate. A nuzhm of sclmisis are mire 
skeptical about global warming. surh as 
Hugh W. Ellsarsser of thQ Livrrmorp h'a- 
tlonal laboratory. Reid Bryson of the Unl- 
versitv of Wisconsin. Richard Llndzen of 
MIT. <V.~Ramathan of the Unlverslly of 
Chlcaao and Andrew Solow of the W w d s  
Hole institute of Oceanography. But they 
were not to be heard from. 

The same sort of stage-managing pre. 
valled among journallst speakers. Barbara 
Pyle. who is the head 01 Turner Broadcast- 
ing's International Documentary Unit, and 
who llsb herself In her bio as an "lnterna- 
tionally recognized environmental activ- 
1st." appeared on a panel. Many reporters 
do not see the ~ l e s  of objective journallsm 
as obstacles to soclal progress. But they 
were not to be heard from. 

The conference was cwhalred by the 
CEOs of ABC. NBC, CBS. Turner Broad- I castine. T h e  Warner and the Los Anaeles 
Tlmes.the director of the New York Times 
and sentor offlcrrs of OthQr medla InStltU- I 

Extinctic~Crlsls." Bit enlightenmint was 
beside the mint. The sclentlsts were Itm- 

to the 111110s that were idling outside the 
conference dlnner Frlday night. Other than 
that, the conference offered no construe- 
tlve prescriptions. Not tm many polltlclans 
are going to go before their constltuentS 

ited to I C  7iinutes. enough time to recite a 
few familiar facts and sum up with a gran 

and renounce economlc growth. '- 

A number of the people In attendance 
have In the past advocated politically real. 
istlc environmental proposals. But none of 
them rose to challenge the radicals. not 
even Sens. Timothy Wirth (D.. Col0.1 and 
John Helm (R.. Pa. 1. who sat as mardian 

diioquent p:sa for action (If  you can't stand 
purple prosf. don't go to an environmental 
conference 1. 

Thomas Lovejoy. a tropical biologist 
who organized thls conference, dellvered a 
summary In whlch he eloquently encour- 
aged the Idea that we are In a planetary 
crlsls. "The planet is about to break out 
with fever, and Indeed It may have al. 
ready." he said. "and we are the dlsease:' 
Mr. Lovelov's views are so chic he Is 
puffed in  l i e  current h u e  of GQ. 

What to do? George Woodwell. director 
of Woods Hole Research Center. argued 
that the world must phase out the use of 
fosdl fuels. Ruth Patrick of the Academy 
of Natural Sciences said that manklnd 
must do nothlng less than "rethink our 
way of life." Mr. Lovejoy suggested that 
"we should be at war with ourselves and 
with our life styles." The anti-growth con- 
tingent also made I t s  presence f,elt. Mr. 
Ehrltch declared. "We've already had too 
much economlc growth In the United 
States. . , , Economlc growth In rich coun- 
tries like ours Is  the dlsease, not the 
cure." 

These sorts of prescriptlons made me 
thlnk 1 should have done something violent 

Hollywood, You Slay Me 
who fall In l o w  Innocent folks are once kick. That's all. 

. _ I  _ . . L " _ _  .. 4. i" D,.. " -  . , ~ , ,  lnlC RV  RnRmT H. K Y K H T  . 

ilons at either end of the panels: 
Here and elsewhere In the environmen. 

tal debate. a form of Gresham's Law pre- 
valls. Apocalyptlc predictions crowd out 
skeptlcal appraisals. Rabblerousing el@ 
quence crowds out measured discussion. 
Polltically absurd cries for a Reformation 
of Human Soclety Intermingle with politi- 
cally realistic Ideas. 

The repcrt?!~ who become advocates 
5eem to Ihlnk they are doing the environ. 
menta favor, but It Is hard to see how. Be- 
cause there has been so little critical s c m  
tiny. the politlcally mainstream environ. 
mentalists don't feel compelled to separate 
themselves from the Greens who thlnk hu- 
man progress should have stopped in the 
18th century. 

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set 
some prioritles. and declare that X end. 
ronmental problem needs to be addressed 
before Y. Much of the political right feels 
apmked about environmental issues be- 
cause lt perceives all environmentallsm 10 
be corrupted by socialist command and 
controllers. 

Just when It seems someone 1s about 10 
get somewhere with intelllgent environ. 
mentalism. 10 other people mount @ l ~ S  
and declare humanity a dkease on the 
face of the earth. 

Mr. Brooks i s  a Journal edilm'al 
umler. 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission ;onf irmed 
445 12'~ Street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 JUN 1 3 2003 

Dear Mr. Powell; rxtribution Center 
CI INSHINE PERIOD 

I understand you as a member and the commission as a whole are being pressured to change 
or modify the broadcast media ownership rules so as to allow a veritable monopoly of radio and 
television news across the nation. Please be informed that I and, I believe, the majority of 
concerned Americans are solidly against any such action. We as citizens of this country 
deserve and should expect a broad range of views be allowed to be broadcast to the public. 
There are already too many newscasters that offer the opinions of their employers rather than 
simply the news. The public should be allowed to form their own conclusions instead of having 
their ideological and political views spoon fed to them. Diverse points of view are needed and 
large corporate owners don't let dissenting opinions air. 

Thank you very much for your time. I hope you will take this letter in the spirit in which it is 
offered, to let you know how the voting public feels about such an important issue. 

James D. Fisher 
501 S.E. 103'' Ave. 
Vancouver, WA 98664-4052 



?I INSHINE ERlOO 1 JUN 1 1 2 0 0 3  
Deai Memhei-a of the FC’C. 

Brvkeii down. the word  ‘deinocracy’ iiieans “DeoDle (demo) rule.” Across . .  
Ainerica people of a l l  polit ical backgrounds are united on  one front: opposit ion to 
increased inedia owiiersliip iii a sii igle communi ty .  Unfortunately, the people and thus 
tletriocr;icy was coinproinised wlieii Michael Powell and the two other support ing 
coii i i i i issioiiers pledged ;illegi;tiice to Corpoi-ate A inerica. 

Diversity iii thc media i s  one of inany aspects of Amer ican c i v i l  l i fe  that makes 
America the greatest i iat ioi i  ever to grace the Earth. I n  order to keep Amer ica great. i t s  
citizens intist have  more thaii nile news sources i n  their respective communities. Please 
re- instate the o ld  l aws  arid make st ire the two  dissenting commissioners keep their jobs. 
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Sincerely. 
Walker K .  Ristiiu 


