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

phone 1-888-CALL-FCC (1-888-225-5322) / fax  1-866-418-0232 or 1-202-418-0188

general e-mail: fecinfo@fcc.gov
Chairman Michael K. Powell: mpowell@fcc.gov
Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abernathy:  kabernat@fcc.gov
Commissioner Michael J. Copps: mcopps@fcc.gov
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin: kimweb@fcc.gov

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: jadelste@fcc.gov

Subject: 2002 Biennial Review — Review of the Commission’s Broadcast Ownership Rules
(MB Docket Number 02-277)

| am not employed by any communications company in any medium. | am writing to you, individually and
as a body, as a concerned citizen. | urgently request that the FCC take no action and make no decision to
ease or erase the current rules limiting conglomerated ownership of the media until and unless fully
spelled-out proposed changes to these rules are first published far and wide, and the public is given a full,
free, fair, and open chance to see them and comment on them. If you are determined to act now, | urge
that you err on the side of the people — and retain or strengthen these rules to protect diversity in public

speech in this country.

| agree with the Office of Advocacy of the Small Business Administration that it is difficult to comment in
significant depth or detail, or even very closely to the point, on unwritten rules. If there are no explicit
terms set, that makes it hard to judge the impacts — though it is incumbent on FCC to do so, and to give
the public the chance to do so as well, as the Office of Advocacy pointed out in disputing the sufficiency
of a simple declaration that the rules would have no impact on small businesses.

| must oppose the adoption of any rules, or changes to rules, if they are not spelled out. Given that the
rules changes now under discussion are not concrete, and may nevertheless be voted on, any further
comments from me must take a rather philosophical approach.

We are all familiar with the simple Latin phrase E pluribus unum . . . “out of many, one.” It is a part of the
foundation of this country’s political philosophy — and of our recognition of the value of diversity.

In the study of biodiversity, it is known that having more varieties of organisms is healthier for long-term
survival — of a species, or of an overall ecosystem. The same is just as true — if not more so — for media
diversity and the survival of a democratic sociopolitical system.

But how do we get from many to one? Unity imposed from above cannot be relied upon to foster
democracy. Democracy must come from the ground up — and grow from the many into a more powerful,
more perfect union. Unity can give us power, but only once diversity gives us strength to temper that
power and make it flexibie, able to respond to all conditions and see all views.

(more)
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I know you are all too aware that the media are a big business — among the biggest, in fact. But they are
not just businesses. They compete — and trade — in the marketplace of ideas. That market must be kept
free and fair, we cannot afford to let it slip into a monopoly, or fall to a cartel . . . to forget the long-term
interest of the nation and its people while we look for a temporary advantage to a few. The good of the
nation demands that you focus on the future — and the people of, by, and for whom you work. This is true
of all media, and all media “markets”. It is particularly true for the broadcast media, where companies are
profiting directly from use of the people’s airwaves and have a concomitant responsibility to serve the
public interest. That responsibility, that duty, you share as well . . . and | urge you to remember it.

Let me offer you another comparison to consider. It has been postulated that religious freedom in a
cultural complex is inversely proportional to the strength of the strongest religion. This view can be
applied equally well to freedom of speech in the media. Just as A’s right to swing his arms freely must
stop somewhere short of B's nose, my freedom of speech means nothing if nobody can hear what | say
because it gets drowned out by the amplified volume of someone else’s speech - or of the top half-dozen
voices trying to outshout each other.

But perhaps | am already being drowned out. | am not a major contributor — though | do have some
candidates | support. | am not a media mogul, with a vested interest in lifting ownership caps that my
head has already outgrown. | am just an American citizen. But in fact you should not recognize any
higher rank, or admit the possibility that there is any party with a more powerful interest, than the rank and
the interest | share with millions of other Americans.

Those of you who attended the few, poorly-promoted public hearings held by the Commission on this
incomplete proposal saw that the overwhelming majority of public comments were against loosening the
controls on media monopoly. If you cannot wait to approve new media-ownership rules for the next two
years until after you have actually written them down and shown them to the American people, if you must
act now on what has been said so far, then | ask that you heed their voices and either retain the current
limits or strengthen them. That is the right direction to go if your aim is truly to strengthen American
democracy - to live up to the motto £ pluribus unum.

Sincerely,

John Anthony La Pietra

386 Boyer Court

Marshall, Ml 49068
Jjalp@interneti.net



mailto:ja$@nternetl.net

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGHNAL

FROM :MEREDITH HAYS SIGNS FAX NO. ’815228%———;;5\5' 5 =08 %Ngﬁlﬁt PERIOD
Ay 30, 2003
JUN 2 - 2003 : m;{ ’
Qs FCE Membora, | cc-MAILROOM J 2277

conad. , Sueleo@ hehna). com 3728 )
Conttde. WA AIAR




SUNSHINE PERIOD
RECEVED & INSPECTED
FROM :MEREDITH HAYS SIdNS FAx NO. l:Bl&22e5332 May. 38 2003 g4:280M P1
9 - 2003
JUN Mg 30, AOD3
D - LROOM Y’ J ) ,,Q / 7
T FM BTFLL L,



DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
02277

June 1, 2003 11:35 AM
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Red Philly
5806 2nd avenue , ¢ los angeles, (A 90043 SUNSHINE PERIOD
RECEIVED & INSPECTED |
FCC Federal Communications Commission
JUN 2 - 2603
Subject: Keep Radio Live FCC- MA"-ROOM

Dear FCC Communications Comimission:

1 am deeply concerned that you have set a June 2 deadline for submitting new regulations on
media ownership. Media consolidation is a threat to the free flow of information and ideas, and it
is wrong to issue new rules without giving the public an opportunity to review and discuss
specific proposed regulations. An issue this important needs more debate and discussion. Please

do not stifle debate on this issue.

Sincerely,

Red Philly




B&/81/2083 17:45 8165248946 GIBLER F&4GE Bl

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

GIBLER FAX TRANSMITTAL FORM
Sunday, June 1, 2003 /2'7 7 7

To: From:
Federal Communications Commission Denny Gibler
445 12" St. SW 824 NE Emily Lane
Washington, DC 20534 Lee’s Summit, MO
Fax: 202-418-0188 Phone-816/524-894]
Fax- 816/524-8946
JANZIL@ aol.com

This fax contains __1 page(s), including this page.

I wish to express my concern about the proposed changing of the FCC rules regarding ownership of media
outlets, I am hopeful you will see fit to postpone this vote until after further study and consideration of the
importance of this decision.

Thank you.
Denny Gibler

RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JUN 2 - 2003
FCC - MAILROOM
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Suzanne Henley
2204 W, 49" Terrace FCC - MAILROOM

Westwood Hills, KS 66205
913-432-7364

May 31, 2003

To FCC Commission:

I am calling with great concern regarding the vote on Monday, June 2. I have
never gone to this length to contact anyone regarding a government vote. |
am very disturbed by the potential monopoly of information given to the
American public should this vote pass, The basis of our country is to let an
informed people govern themselves. We must put forth our greatest effort to
keep the information given the people diversified and objective. Please do
not allow these changes to occur.

Sincerely,

. .\ | e o | R

Suzanne Henley

.02
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JUN 2 - 2003
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission FCC - MAILROOM
9300 E. Hampton Drive

Capitol Heights, MDD 20743
RE: Docket No. 02-277
Dear Ms. Dortch:

I understand that on Jume 2, 2003, the FCC intends to lift restrictions on media
ownership, Iam strongly opposed. to this media deregulation. Thomas Jefferson said he
would rather have a free press and no government than a government and no free press. |
do not believe that this deregulation is consistent with the presentation of diverse opinion
in the media- While the precise effect of the proposed legislation is impossible to predict,
it is inconceivable that it would Iead to a broadening of perspectives in the public
discourse. This is a non-partisan issne, and clearly deregulation is not in the best interest
of the American people and our democracy. I would respectfully implore the FCC to
stop this derepulation and work to make the media diverse, competitive, balanced and
fair.

Finally, I would like to say that few U.S. citizens are even aware of this intended change
and were not gives a chance to veice their opposition. This is a very important issue and
the fact that it has escaped attention in the media (without the proposed deregulation)
proves what a dangerous idea it is to have fewer and fewer media participants. In the
limited public debate that has occurred, it has never been illustrated why this dercgulation
is necessary. What problem is being solved? How does this benefit the American
people? What possible purpose could the deregulation serve other than the consolidation
and expansion of revenue streams of the existing media conglomerates?

Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully, Z :
Greg Dillon, D

(814) 234-0543
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Mr. R. Bonald Miller
no3 Cove Pointe Rd.
LaFoliatie, Tennessee
ITIEG

rhone: 423-566-5508
FAX: 423-566-6522

The Honorabie Michaclt J. Copps
Connnissioner

Federal Communications Comimission
445 12", Street, SW

washington, DC 20554

FAX; 202-418-0188

June 1, 2003

Dear Comanissioner Copps,

On May 13", of this year 1 wrote you objecting to the proposex
change of the broadcast ownership rudes. Since that tme 1 have had
time fo reflect on this issue and 1 wanted to write to you again to let you
know that I now totally agree with Chairman Powell's proposal.

Please accept my apology for my first letter. [ was not fully
informed at that time as (o all of the pertinent issues concerning the
proposed changes. Even now [ don’t understand many of the changes
that are on the table, but 1 have come to trust the jJudgZment of Chairman
Powell on this maiter, I respectiully ask that you support Chairman
Powell it making these changes,

Thank you again for taking the time to read my letter.,

Sincercly yours,

£ Ot hlae

B. Donald Miller
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M1, R, Dongld Miller
1103 Cave Pointe Rd.
LaFoliette. Tennessees
37766

Phone: 423-0566-5508
FAX: 423-56G-6522

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein
Commissioner

Federal Communications Cormnmission
445 12", Street, SW

washington, DC 20554

FAX: 202-418-01853

June |, 2003

Dear Commissioner Adelstein,

DOCKET FILE COPYORIGINAL /79 77

RECEIVED & INSPECTED

JUN 2 - 2003

FCC - MAILROOM

On May 13", of this vear 1 wrote you objecting to the proposexd
change of the broadcast ownership rules. Since that time 1 have had
time to reflect on this issue and | wanted to wrlie to you again 1o et you
know that [ now fotally agree with Chairmnan Powell's proposal.

Please accept my apology for my first letter. | was not fully
informed at that time as to ail of the pertinent issues concerning the
proposed changes, Even now [ don't understand many of the changes
that are on the table, but 1 have come to trust the judgment of Chairman
Poweli on this matfer. I respectiully ask that you support Chairman

Powell in taking these changes.

Thank you again for taking the time 1o read my letter.

Sincerely yours,

%D&mm{ S~

R. Donald Miller
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Mr. R, bonald Mitler
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{ aFollette, Tennessee
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The Honorable Kathieen Q. Abernathy JUN 2 - 2003
Conmpnissioner

Federal Commuunications Commission FCC-M AILROOM

445 12", Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
FAX; 202-418-0188

June i. 2003
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

On May 12", of this year | wrote you obiecting to the proposed
change of the broadcast ownership ruies. Since that time | have had
time o reflect on this issue and I wanted to write to you again o let you
know that § now tofally agree with Chairman Powell's proposal.

Please accept my apology for my first Jetter. | was not fully
informed at that time as to all of the periinent issues concerning the
propased changes. Even now [ don't understand many of the changes
that are ou the table. but I have come to trust the Judgment of Chalrman
Powell on this matter. T respectfully ask that you support Chairman
rowell in making these changes.

Thank vou again for taking the time to read my letter.

Sincerely yours,

E e { 05

R. Donald Miller
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Mt. R. Bonald Miller ‘

1103 Cove Pointe Rd. &" }, 2 7 7
Larollette, Tennessee

37766

Phone: 423-566-5598

FAX: 423-566-6522

The Honorable Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission RECEVED & INSPECTED
445 12", Street, SW

washingion, DC 20554 JUN 2 - 2003
FAX: 202-418-01883

June 1. 2003 FCC - MAILROOM

Dear Commissioner Martin,

On May 3%, of this year 1 wrote you objecting to the proposed
change of the broadcast ownership rules. Since that time | have haad
time to reflect on this issue and 1 wanted to write to you again tc let you
know that [ now tofally adree with Chaivman Powell's proposal.

Fleaso accept my apology for my first lefter. | was not fully
informed at that tinne as to alt of the pertinent issues concerning the
proposed changes. BEven now [ don't understand many of the changes
that are on the table, but | have come to trust the judgment of Chairman
Powell on this matter. { respectiully ask that you support Chairman
Poweill in making these changes.

Thank you again for taking the time. to read my letter.

Sincerely yours,

E«:)nmm( MG

R. Donald Miller
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37766

Phone: 423-566-5398

EFaX: 423-566-6522

The Honorable Michael K. Powell RECEVED & INSPECTED
Chalriman
Federal Comsmmunications Commission JUN 2 - 2003

£45 127 Street, SW
wWashingion, DC 20554

FAX: R02418-0188 FCC- MAILROOM

June 1, 2003

Dear Chairman Powell,

on May 137, of this year 1 wrote you objecting o youy proposed
change of the broadcast ownaership nitles. Since that time: 1 have had
tirne to reflect on this issue and 1 wanted to write to you again to let vou
know that I now foially apgree with vour proposal.

Please accepi my apology for my first letter. [ was not fully
informed af that iime as to all of the pertinent issues concerning your
proposed changes. Even now [ domnr’'t understand much of the changes
that are on the table, but t have come to trust your judgment on this
malter,

Thank you again sir for taking the time to read rhy letier,

sincerely yours,

R. Donatd Miller
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Dear Mr. Martin;

| urge you gt to relax the broadeast ownership rules that protect

American citizens from media monopolies. RECENED & INSPECTED

These pruposed changes would pave the way for giant media
conglomerates to gain near-iotzl control of radio and wlevision aewalund
information in communities across our nution. And many of the corgorations
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax thess uwncrship rules alrcady have JUN 2 - 2003
known track. record in alsinpling to keep opposing viewpoints ofT e air.

The Amencan pouple dexcrve tO hear more then one point uf i
impottant issues. Therelinx, for the sake of our democracy and our
L urge you w continue the broadcust uwaership protections thal, for .

- MAILROOM

have helped to ensure a healthy political debete in our country.

“John € 1hak
San Dicgn, California 92116-1404

Dear Mr. Adelstein:

i urge you nat 10 relax the broadeast ownership rules that protect
American vitizens from media monopolies.

These proposcd changes would pave the way for giunt media
conglomerates to gain new-total conwol of radio and television asws and
information in communilies weross v nation. And many of the corporations
that are now lobbying the FCC 1o relux these ownership rules alrcady have o
known track record in auempting to keep upposing viewpaints off* the air.

‘the American people deserve to hear more thun one point of vicw on
important igsues. Therefure, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom,
I urge you to continue the broaduast ownership protections that, for decades,
have helped to ensurc 4 healthy political debate in gy country.

WA

Mr. John Cihak
San Dicgo, Cutifornia 921 16-1404
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