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

general e-mail: fccinfo@fcc.gov 
Chairman Michael K. Powell: mpowell@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: kabemat@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps: mcopps@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin: kjmweb@fcc.gov 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein: jadelste@fcc.gov 

Subject: 

phone 1 -888-CALL-FCC (1 -888-225-5322) / fax 1-866-41 8-0232 or 1-202-418-01 88 

2002 Biennial Review - Review of the Commission's Broadcast Ownership Rules 
(MB Docket Number 02-277) 

I am not employed by any communications company in any medium. I am writing to you, individually and 
as a body, as a concerned citizen. I 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, I 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. 

I 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. 

I 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 flexible, 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 ailwaves and have a concomitant responsibility to serve the 
public interest. That responsibility, that duty, you share as well . . . and I 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 I 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 I am already being drowned out. I am not a major contributor - though I do have some 
candidates I support. I am not a media mogul, with a vested interest in lifting ownership caps that my 
head has already outgrown. I 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 I 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 I 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 E pluribus unum. 

Sincerely, 

John Anthony La Pietra 
386 Boyer Court 
Marshall, MI 49068 

ja$@nternetl.net 
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Red Philly 

JUN 2 - 2003 
FCC Federal Communications CoInInission 

Subject: Keep Radio Live 

Dear FCC Communications Commission: 

I 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. 

1 

Sincerely, 

Red Philly 



PAGE 81 0 6 / 0 1 / 2 0 8 3  17: 45 8165248946 GIBLER 

To: 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12'" St. sw 
Washington, DC 20554 
Fax: 202-418-0188 

DOCKET FILE COPY ORtGlNAL 

From: 
Denny Gibler 
824 NE Emily Lane 
Lee's Summit, MO 
Phone-816'524-@41 
Fax- 816/524-8946 
JANZIL49 aol.com 

GIBLER FAX TRANSMITTAL FORM 
Sunday. June 1,2003 

This fax contains 1 pap&), including this page. 

I wish to express my concern about the proposed changing of the FCC rules regardin ownership of media 

importance o f t  s decision. 

Thank you. 

Denny Gibler 

outlets. I am hoEful you will see fit  to postpone this vote until after further study an c? consideration of the 
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Suzanne Henley 
2204 W. 49'h Terrace 
Westwood Hills, KS 66205 
913-432-7364 

I I JUN 2 - 2003 

May 3 I ,  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. I 
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, 

[--. . 
. , , I  ~... :. , e-- -._.- , " . . I  - \ i.: 

Suzanne Henley 
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JUN 2 - 2003 
Ms. Mnrlene H. Dortch, Seme4ary 
Federal Comnnrm -cations commission 
9300EHamptonDrive 
Capi to lHei~ ,MD 20743 

RE: Docket NO. 02-277 

Dear Ms. Dortch 

I nnderstand that on June 2 , W ,  the FCCintends to lift restrictions onmedia 
own6rahip. I a m s t m n g l y a o w ~ ~ ~  ' ThomasJdersonsaidhe 
would rather have a free press ami no government than a governmsnt and no free press. I 
do not believe that tbis demgutation is consistent with the pnsentation of diveme ~ p i a i ~  
in the media. While the precise &a% of the proposed legislprion is impossible to predi& 
it is inconceivable that it would Iead to a broadening ofpsmpedive~ in the public 
discoume. This is a noo-parrisan issue, and clearly dereguhtion is not in the beat intereat 
of the Americau people and ow dtnumaq. I would rcsp&Mly implore the FCC to 
s t q  this deregulation and work to make the media diverse, compctitivc, balanced and 
fair. 

Finally, I would like to say that few US. citizena are even aware of this intended change 
and were not given a chance to voice their oppositio~~ This is a very hportant issue and 
the fact that it has escaped attention in the media -the pmp0sed denguluion) 
proves what a daugmous idea it is to have fewer and fewer media participants. In the 
limited pnblii dew that has ocnared. it has never been illushated why this deregulation 
is necessary. What problem is Wing solved? How does thls bencfit t h ~  American 
people? What possible purpose could the da-egulatiw SEWC d e r  thau the comolidatim 
and expansion of revenue S~KNIIS of the existing media conglomeaes? 

Thank you for your c o w i d d o n .  

ResPecrtul'Y,/,(p J.& 
Greg Dillon, .,S;(,DY 
(814) 234-0543 
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Dear Comrnlss~oner Copps, 

On M a y  13’”. of this year 1 wrote yoti objecting to the propo.4 
diange of the broadcost ownership ruies. Sii1c-c lhar tinw 1 iiave 1m.I 
time to refled on this issue and 1 w a n t e d  to write  to you again t~ let you 
know that I now totally aLlrm with Ch&tnan PowelI‘s proposal. 

Please a m i H  m y  apology €or m y  First Iefkr. I was not fully 
informed at that time RS tu Ril of the pertinent issues concerning the, 
proposed dmnges. Evem now I don’t understand many of tbe chmgrs 
that are. on the teble, but 1 have; come: to trust the judgtnent of Clialrnw3 
Pow4 on this matter, 1 respecffully ash that you support Chainnan 
Powell in ~ m k i n g  these changes. 

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

Siricerely yours, 
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On May 13"'. af this year I wrote you objecting to The prolm& 
diange of the Ixoadcrrst ownership ru~e~. Since that time I have had 
tima to reflect on this issue and 1 wanted to wrlte to you agafn to let you 
know rhrtf [ now totalk mree with Chairman Powelt's proposal. 

please a c q x  tny apology for my first lethx. I was r l o f  frilly 
informa at that time as to &I of the peitinent iss~tes conccrnim the 
proposed ~Xianges. Even now I don't understand mmuly of the changm 
That are on tlie table, hut L Iiavc. come to trust  tlie jirfgnient of Chairman 
PoweIl on this matter. I respeectfully ask that you supporf Chnimian 
Powell in making these cfianges. 

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

R. Wnaid i41ller 
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Dear Cornmissloner hbernath y,  

On Mny 13*. of this year I wrote you objecting to the proposed 
diangc of the broadcast ownership rrrles. Since that Ctme t have had 
time to reflect on this issue: and 1 wanfed fa write to you again to fet you 
know that t now totallv as? ree  with Chairman Powell's proposaI. 

PIt-;lse nccept rny apology for m y  first W m r .  I was not fttlly 
informed at that time 6s to all of the pertinent issues concerning the 
proposp? dianges. Even now I don't ~mdexstuid many of the chmigw 
that are on the table. but I have corne to trrlst the. Judgn-te,nt of Gliatrnian 
Powell on this matter. I respectf~illy ask (hat you support cfiafnnan 
i 4 ~ ~ ~ e l l  in makirig these changes. 

Thank you again for taking the flme tu read m y  Ie-Rer. 

Sincerely yours, 
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Dear Conirnissioner Martin, 

On May 13'h. of this year I wrote you objecting io the proposed 
change of the broadcast ownership niles. Since that time 1 have had 
time to reflect on this issue and 1 wanted to write to you wain  to iet you 
know thaf 1 now tofallv a with Chalnnan Powell's proposal. 

Pkasc accept my apology for m y  first letter. I was not fully 
informed at that tlme as to all of the pertinent issues concerning the 
proposed changes. Even now I don't understand many of the changes 
that are- on the table, bur 1 bave come to trust the Judgmetit of Chairman 
Powell on this matrex. I respectfully ask that you support UiaSmian 
PoweI1 in making these changes. 

Thank yoti again for takirig the time to read m y  letter. 

'ours, 
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Sincerely yours, 
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Dear Mr. Marlin 

I urgc you a u) rcinx the broadcast ownership WICR that protect 
Amcr im citizens Born wcdm monopolies. 

Tlteae pruy3J"1 changG:* would pavc thc wuy for ginnl in 
eonglumeraLes to gain nw-luIaI oonuol of radio and tclsvision 
intbmlatioti in cornmunlties i l c l~ l l i  our nrliu~t. A184 many of tha 
that are now lobbying The PCC IO relax (h- uwwrrhip mlco ~II. 
knuwn track rcciird in allciiipliiig 10 k p  oppuaing viewpinla 01 

'The American people r lc~rrvt  10 hem niere than unu p i n t  
imponant issue%. 'llterelirr, fot the uks of UYI dcmoowy und 
I urge yoii to continue the brurlcrsl uwiwship pmtsstions Ihar, l'ur 
have hclpd 10 eksure a hcnllhy p>lilical rltlwlc in our cwudrj. 

t m p  .- om77 
... . . ... .. . . . . 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

I urge you tlpl IO relax the broadfast ownership rules that protect 
Amcril;an d u n s  h r n  medio monopaliea. 

These propasod changes would pwo ths way for uiml mediu 
coiiglomersrcv w gain ~wiu-~otal Fontml ofndio and solovision cwws urd 
informatiun in cornmunillea u w m s  v u  tiation. And many of the cnrpornlrons 
that tire tiow lobbying the PCC to rclax thew uwtrership mlca alrcady hrvo u 
knuwn mck record in ariempting lo keep uppvaHtg viewpink o l~ lhc  ak. 

' I  he American people descrvc to hear Inure tlirui otic point ad vicw on 
impnam iuuues. Thenfibre. ran Ikc: take of our dcmwmcy and our kedom, 
I UQG you to continue rhe browbast uwnenliip ymrcctiunr that, liK dcc:wlen, 
have helped to eusurc n healthy political debels U i  UUI cuuntry. 


