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RE: Docket No. 02-277 Don’t abandon media safeguards! ECG - M AlLROOM J

Dear FCC Commissioners,

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 company in 2 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 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 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 Fairmess Doctrine.

Most sincerely,

Suzan Dexter and Ted Burik 4
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Dear Mr, Powell;

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from
media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our
nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these
ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing
viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues.
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy
political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

el (i
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Heonorable Commissioners,

A large hue and cry is being raised about relaxing the current "broadcast’ rules. Please do
not do it. For an example of the eventual consequences look a smali town's newspapers.
Without editorial AND financial competition the news is not very meaningful.

| five in the Melboume Florida area and the local paper is " Florida Today", a Gannett
publication. it is presented in the same manner as '"USA Today", Gannett's flagship publication. |
have subscribed for many years but recently added a subscription to the "Qrlando Sentinel", part
of the "Chicago Tribune" syndicate.

To compare the national news presented on any given day it would appear that the papers
come from different worlds, not cities 60 miles apart. Of course "Big Events" such as the recent
conflict have similarities. In general the papers do not share much more than some of the comic
strips. As a further distraction, "Florida Today" relies heavily on the Associated Press news wire.
This results in stories with misspelling copied verbatim from the "wire' without local oversite.
Think of the news situation in your prior city of residence.

if the ‘networks' are allowed to further accrue the resuit will be a very NARROW view of
the news and who knows how bad the alleged "entertainment’ can get.

Theodore F. Glaser

582 Sanderling Drive
indialantic, FL 32903-4754
321.777.4591

Printed for tedjokes@earthlink.net | 1
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Mandy Siegel
847 South Los Robies Avenue
Pasadena, California 91106-3716
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Re: Keeping Diversity in American Media
Mr. Poweil:

1 am writing in regards to the upcoming June 2™ FCC vote concerning the diversity of media
ownership. One thing that is critical in a democracy is the ability for the people to hear many
different voices deliver them not only their news, but their entertainment as well. If the current plans
of the majority of the FCC commissioners do not change, 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. Wot only will this be detrimental to democracy, but also to a competitive capitalist
economy, as there will be fewer owners of networks, stations, and newspapers nationwide. Worst of
" all, a minority of the American public has been notified that the future of media as we know it in the
United States is not in the hands of the many, but the hands of the few.

Not only do 1 urge you to call on the FCC comumissioners to consider what they are doing to diversity

" in American media, but also to help ensure action is taken to create public hearings for proposals such
as these. Much like the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the June 2™ FCC vote will alter the face of
information and entertainment distribution as we know it. American citizens deserve to take part in
that change.
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Anthony Nittle

847 South Los Robles Aven %))
Pasadena, CA 911062 mé?(—_@

May 8, 2003

The Honorable Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Chairman Powell:

I'write regarding the upcoming June 2nd FCC decision, specifically the state of media diversity in these
United States. Media is a public resource managed on citizens’ behalf by the federal government. The
government appoints businesses slices of the media spectrum as trustees, in order to serve the public
good, assuming that competition protects diversity. According to the Supreme Court in a 1944 case
discussing the protection of democracy in media discourse, “the widest possible dissemination of
information from diverse and antagonistic sources is ¢ssential to the welfare of the public” (Associated
Press v. United States, Decided June 18, 1945). The key is diversity—wide diversity from a multitude of
voices. However, since the 1996 Telecommunications Act deregulated much of this country’s media
ownership, diversity is quickly becoming endangered.

The 1996 Act has allowed companies the right to unprecedented ownership consolidation. For example,
in radio, two parent companies in particular—Clear Channel and Viacom—together now control 42
percent of listeners and 45 percent of industry revenues. Since passage of the Act, Clear Channel has
grown from forty stations to 1,240 stations—thirty times more than Congressional regulation previously
allowed. A study by the Future Music Coalition suggests that consofidation has led to the
homogenization of music, damaging radio as a public resource.

Currently, the FCC limits a single corporation from dominating a single TV market; from merging a
community’s TV stations and newspapers into one voice; from merging two major TV networks; and
from controlling more than 35 percent of TV households in the nation. Next month’s vote has the power
to relax such FCC limits on media diversity.

These limits are crucial to democracy. Democracy exists within the divergent opinions, within the
beautiful political mess. If the voices are denied a voice in the conversation, the whole dialogue will
suffer. As FCC commissioner Jonathon Adelstein said in a recent forum, “ownership clearly affects what
gets covered...it’s not what you hear, it’s what you don’t hear.” Consider news coverage in Los Angeles,
the Tribune company currently owns the Los Angeles Times newspaper and the KTLA TV station, a
inter-media right at stake in this very vote. And although news sources pledge unbiased coverage, the
Times cannot even report this story without a stake in the outcome.

Most distressing is the FCC’s lack of public discourse regarding these issues. For such a pressing item to
shide by the American public behind closed doors hurts the democratic process. In the coming weeks, I
urge you to bring these matters to the national dialogue. The June 2nd FCC vote will alter our media
landscape. Please consider the fate of our democracy and make this vote a national matter.

Most sincerely,
 SInee

Anthony Nittle
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Michael K. Powell, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission €002 26 AV
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554 (3L934SNI B 03 A3 Conﬁ meg
Re: June vote on revision of reguiations JUN 03 200 3
Dear Mr. Powell: Disﬂ'fbution Center

I am writing to urge you 1) to postpone the upcoming hearing on proposed new regulations, and
2) to foster public discussion of the proposed regulations by releasing them widely.

Regarding the process of the review, when this country has just spent lives, materiel, and money
and may continue to do so in order to foster democracy in iraq, it is fitting, at a minimum, that
public discussion of the management of the public airwaves be extensive and unhurried.

Regarding the substance of the regulations, as Donald Rumsfeld said recently, democracy is not
tidy. Itis not always efficient either, but it is so precious that we tolerate the untidiness and
inefficiency. Therefore, corporate arguments about efficiency should take a back seat to fostering
options for widespread and diverse voices in our media.

Yous truly, —
dy Turiey
cc: Sen. Barbara Boxer

Sen. Dianne Feinstein
Rep. Barbara Lee
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Telephone 85!884-8708

E-mail: JGaia@citcom.net

Virginia and James Gailey

o

51 Robin Hood Road

Brevard, NC 28712
May 15, 2003
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MAY 9 2 2003

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554
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Dear Commissioner:

We have recently learned that the FCC is considering a proposal that would allow broadcast conglomerates
to own unlimited numbers of television stations, in effect eliminating competition in many areas. The result

would be a further narrowing of the information -- political, economic and religious -- availabie to the
citizens of our country.

Decision making at the polls is already weighted in favor of those who have the most wealth to pour into
political campaigns. What we need is free air time to every candidate, especially those who challenge an
incumbent in national and state elections, to balance the advantage incumbents have. Media conglomerates

are interested in profits -- not in serving the public.

And legislative issues that should be given an open public debate will be settled by representatives in
committee meetings or by Supreme Court justices who managed to keep their views from being heard
before taking office, if the media can be bought and sold.

We hope that when the FCC meets, there will be voices for greater decentralization and local responsibility
for program production. We know that everyone, including corporations, has the constitutional right of
freedom to speak, but it would be helpful, particularly in political campaigning, if an immediate response to
every advertisment would be mandated as a condition for holding a license to broadcast. The idea needs to
be explored by the Commission, even if seems impractical on first hearing. We are, after all, supposed to
be intelligent enough to manage our lives in the light of the best information available.

We realize that media managementi cannot be expected to edit content for truth and accuracy, but if this
proposal could be adopted, a certain amount of self-comrecting should emerge in the process of presenting a
politician's or a business's "product.” Currently, the President is making public statements favoring a
budget with large tax cuts that he says will provide "more jobs." A rebuttal might ask for evidence or
examine how compamnies would respond in a similar situation, or whether balanced budgeting wouid be

adversely affected.
Thank you for considering these views and for communicating whatever you believe to be constructive to
the Commission.
Sincerely, '
&@W’l ‘L LF/L’""“{ } "M—\ff,f g(\,ﬂ.’ é.r.u’;j/
James & Virginia Gailey ‘



Michael Kemper c Onﬂ‘med

1388 Callifornia St. 404A
San Francisco, CA 94109

May 16, 2003 JN 0 3 2003

FCC Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy O s“"buﬁon C@M
Federal Communications Commission ; :
445 12th St,, SW RECEIVED & INSPECTED :

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Preserve Diversity and Media Ownership Limits - DO NOT Remove Remaining M AY 2 2 2003

Reguiatory Limits on Corporate Media Giants

Dear FCC Commissioner Abernathy:

The FCC must NOT further weaken the rufes that help preserve competition and

L
i
i

FCC - MAILROOM |

diversity among the owners of American media.

{ am writing to you today to comment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial Review of
the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. In its goals to promote competition,
diversity and jocalism 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 {imiting the market power of aiready huge companies in the
broadcast industry.

The FCCis currently considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership rules,
Repeal of or further modification to these rules will likety open the door to more
mergers that will continue to reduce competition and diversity in the media. If the
rules are weakened further, one company in a city could contral the most popufar
newspaper, TV station and possibly the cable system, giving it dominant influence
over the content and siant of news and information. Such a move would reduce the
diversity of culturat and political discussion in this country. Media ownership would be
concentrated by corporate monopolies even further, and the public?s ability to have
open, informed discussion with diverse viewpoints would be compromised.

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

The right to carry on informed debate and discussion of currént events is part of the
founding philosophy of our nation. Qur 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 open, informed discussion with 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.

{ think it Is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those with
a financial interest in this issue, but also those with a social or civic interest,

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, itis
incumbent on the Commission to take the time to review these issues more thoroughly
and aliow the American people to have a meaningful say in the process.

Sigeerely,

ML O

Michael Kemper

Yhe Crofre
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May 16, 2003

FCC Commissioner Kevin Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th 5t., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Preserve Diversity and Media Ownership Limits - DO NOT Remove Remaining
Regulatory Limits on Corporate Media Giants

Dear FCC Commissioner Martin:

The FCC must NOT further weaken the rules that help preserve competition and
diversity among the owners of American media.

I am writing to you today to cemment on Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial Review of
the FCC's broadcast media ownership rules. in its goals to promote competition,
diversity and localism in 1oday'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.

The FCC is currently considering sweeping changes to broadcast ownership rules.
Repeal of or further modification to these rules will likely open the door to more
mergers that will continue to reduce competition and diversity in the media. If the
rules are weakened further, one company in a city could contro! the most popular
newspaper, TV station and possibly the cable system, giving it dominant influence
over the content and siant of news and information. Such a move would reduce the
diversity of cultural and political discussion in this country. Media ownership would be
concentrated by corporate monopolies even further, and the public?s ability to have
open, infermed discussion with diverse viewpoints would be compromised.

1 do nat 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 be 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 demacracy was best
served by a diverse marketplace of ideas. If the FCC aliows our media outlets to
merge, our ability to have open, informed discussion with a wide variety of viewpoints
wilf be compromised.

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

I think it is important for the FCC to not only consider the points of view of those with
a financial interest in this issue, but afso those with a social or civic interest.

With the serious impact these rule changes will have on our democracy, it is
incumbent on the Commission to take the time 1o review these issues more thoroughly
and allow the American people to have a meaningful say in the process.

Sincerely,

M Qe O .

Michael Kemper
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May 13, 2003 Confirmed

' T BQB
Mr. Michael K. Powell JUN C 52
Federal Communications Commission . Conter
445 12th Street SW Distribution
Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Powell:

I am very extremely concerned about the proposed relaxation of the present FCC rules and regulations
which would remove the remaining barriers against concentration of media. That relaxation/change
means that one company can own all the radio stations, television stations, newspapers, and cable
systems in any given area, which would mean that one company would control all the information a
specific area might receive.

Why haven't there been public forums and open discussion of these changes and what 1s the big rush to
make such changes?

In 1996 the FCC eliminated its rules on radio ownership. As a result, congiomerates now own hundreds
of stations around the country. For instance, Clear Channel owns more than 1,200 stations. There are
30% fewer station owners now than before 1996, Fewer station owners means less diversity, less local
news, and less local programming.

I concur with the "Fairness Doctrine” which was upheld by the Supreme Court in a 1969 decision which
says that the airwaves are a "public trust" and fairness requires the public trust to accurately reflect
Opposing views.

Ownership regulations were put into place in the 1940's after the United States had seen how some
governments used domination of the media to control and pressure their citizens.

Joint ownership of newspaper and broadcast outlets fails to meet the constitutional requirement set out
by the U.S. Supreme Court in 1945 which says that the "widest possible dissemination of information
from diverse and antagonistic sources is essential to the welfare of the people.”

I earnestly implore you not to erode the freedoms and rights of the people of the United States to receive
news and information from diverse sources and ownership - Do Not Relax the Current FCC
Regulations!

Sincerely, Py
: el
Dee Simmons

1615 Stimel Drive
Concord, CA 94518

cc: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner Michael J. Copps,
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsfem )
\__‘\—.



Ken Aman
9415 N. Oakland Ct.
Newman Lake, WA 98025

May 13, 2003
Chairman Michael K. Powell GO“\'\““

3
Federal Communication Commission S oeﬂﬂ‘
445 12" Street, SW aio®
Washington, DC 20554 g\s“'x’

Dear Sir;

| just finished watching C-Span's coverage of the Senate Commerce Committee’'s meeting on
Media Ownership Rules. It was alarming, to say the least. Living in Spokane, | have seen what
happens when the media has its' own agenda. Fewer voices cannot be good. We may have hundreds
of TV channels to choose from, but you know, they look more alike ever day. And how reliable is
information on the internet? Please DO NOT change these rules!

Sincerely,

AL e

Ken Aman
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Topic: Keeping Free Speech Alive And Flourishing On The Air Waves

Dear 7%/ ¢ 1«44/

I have been informed that multinational media conglomerates are again pressing hard to
blitz the rules dealing with broadcast ownership to their advantage. I understand this will
give them more control over censorship in saying who and what can be broadcasted on
the air waves and through cable.

It is highly disturbing to see how much control all the multinational conglomerates are
gaining in their specific realms of influence. Their level of manipulation and control that
are now in place are enough to turn one’s stomach. The American fiber is being dissolved
by their overpowering tactics and monetary influence to control the area of their
particular interests.

As far as the media conglomerates are concerned, you already see the same headlines and
stories reported on every source of news media that is available to the citizens of this
great nation. It does not matter if it is in a newspaper, magazine, on the internet,
television or radio.

There are over 6 billion people in this world and every one of them has a story. All we
get are & very minimal number of stories. If that isn’t insulting enough, they run many of
the same stories day after day after day. The current news media has turned their format
into a soap opera type telecast. There is so much going on around the world and I have no
way of finding out most of it.

It seems all they are interested in what will bring in the largest audience: Crime,
corruption, violence, war, famine, suffering and disaster. Certainly these stories have
their place. But we only get their version of it. It is usually slanted to make their
interpretation of it spectacular and eye gripping rather than accurate, well documented
and viewed from various perspectives and angles. It is money that generates the headlines
and stories, and not well rounded, unbiased reporting. There is so much good going on
around the world. It is a pitiful shame we don’t see more of it reported.

The manipulation and control of the news media monopolies are abhorrent. No way can
they be given anymore leeway to further their particular agenda in an attempt to form the
broadcast ownership rules to favor them more than what they have already taken over.

We are a free people, but it does not feel like it as much as it used to. I can speak for
many people when I say that the viewpoints of news broadcasting are very narrow. It is
not well rounded reporting. It is often biased and slanted. Often it does not reflect the
voice and sentiments of the people.



These conglomerates can not be given anymore opportunity to narrow their focus,
interest and viewpoints in an attempt to lead this free people down a path of their
choosing and will. The rules they are attempting to manipulate you into accepting will
further such an agenda. This agenda does not reflect freedom of speech or what made
America great. It does not promote freedom of the people. It does not encourage free
expression or individuality.

On the contrary, stricter rules must be implemented for more independent expression.
(This does not refer to vulgar, immoral or crude activity.) Guidelines must be executed
that will encourage our citizens to get more involved and active in their rights and
freedom.

This country is, or at least was a republic form of democracy. Government officials are
allowing ‘we the people’ to lose hold of this incredible form of government which made
us as great a nation as we have become.

Our rights as a nation and as individuals must be protected and highly guarded at all cost.
Recently more troops died for the sake of freedom, You are not in a life or death
situation, but if you allow any legislation of any kind through to lessen the right of
freedom of speech in this country, you are destroying interwoven threads that have been a
bond in keeping this nation alive, strong and free. Anything that hinders or takes away
from rights and freedoms will help destroy what we Americans value the most.

You must do your part in protecting the right to freedom of speech. You have been given
a grave responsibility to perform duties to assure the freedom of speech to all Americans.
You can not and must not sell us out to a handful of people that form these ‘big bully
type’ conglomerate agendas.

Each American citizen has a voice and has the right to be heard. That is why we have a
republic form of democracy. You have a voice. You need to make sure your children and
grand children’s voices will be heard when they have something that needs to be said.

Don’t let us down, don’t let your self down, don’t let upcoming generations down and
don’t let down this great nation of freedom. It is your duty, not only as a public servant in
our government, but more importantly as an American of this great united States we call
America to do all you can to preserve the rights and freedom of ‘we the people’. Favoring
and/or catering to conglomerates, corporations or multinational companies over the best
interests of the people do not reflect the spirit of the freedom of America and Americans.
You know what you must do as an American citizen and as an employee of the people.

Respectfully,
Joe Hessel

PO Box 1511
Manitowoc W1 54221

/ﬂb
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Dear A 2 Hh/¢1hr

I have been informed that multinational media conglomerates are again pressing hard to
blitz the rules dealing with broadcast ownership to their advantage. I understand this will
give them more control over censorship in saying who and what can be broadcasted on
the air waves and through cable.

It is highly disturbing to see how much control all the multinational conglomerates are
gaining in their specific realms of influence. Their level of manipulation and contro] that
are now in place are enough to turn one’s stomach. The American fiber is being dissolved
by their overpowering tactics and monetary influence to control the area of their
particular interests.

As far as the media conglomerates are concerned, you already see the same headlines and
stories reported on every source of news media that is available to the citizens of this
great nation. It does not matter if it is in a newspaper, magazine, on the internet,
television or radio.

There are over 6 billion people in this world and every one of them has a story. All we
get are a very minimal number of stories. If that isn’t insulting enough, they run many of
the same stories day after day after day. The current news media has turned their format
into a soap opera type telecast. There is so much going on around the world and I have no
way of finding out most of it.

It seems all they are interested in what will bring in the largest audience: Crime,
corruption, violence, war, famine, suffering and disaster. Certainly these stories have
their place, but we only get their version of it. It is usually slanted to make their
interpretation of it spectacular and eye gripping rather than accurate, well documented
and viewed from various perspectives and angles. It is money that generates the headlines
and stories, and not well rounded, unbiased reporting. There is so much good going on
around the world. It is a pitiful shame we don’t see more of it reported.

The manipulation and control of the news media monopolies are abhorrent. No way can
they be given anymore leeway to further their particular agenda in an attempt to form the
broadcast ownership rules to favor them more than what they have already taken over.

We are a free people, but it does not feel like it as much as it used to. I can speak for
many people when I say that the viewpoints of news broadcasting are very narrow. It is
not well rounded reporting. It is often biased and slanted. Often it does not reflect the
voice and sentiments of the people.



These conglomerates can not be given anymore opportunity to narrow their focus,
interest and viewpoints in an attempt to lead this free people down a path of their
choosing and will. The rules they are attempting to manipulate you into accepting will
further such an agenda. This agenda does not reflect freedom of speech or what made
America great. It does not promote freedom of the people. It does not encourage free
expression or individuality.

On the contrary, stricter rules must be implemented for more independent expression,
{This does not refer to vulgar, immoral or crude activity.} Guidelines must be executed
that will encourage our citizens to get more involved and active in their rights and
freedom.

This country is, or at least was a republic form of democracy. Government officials are
allowing ‘we the people’ to lose hold of this incredible form of government which made
us as great a nation as we have become.

Our rights as a nation and as individuals must be protected and highly guarded at all cost.
Recently more troops died for the sake of freedom. You are not in a life or death
situation, but if you allow any legislation of any kind through to lessen the right of
freedom of speech in this country, you are destroying interwoven threads that have been a
bond in keeping this nation alive, strong and free. Anything that hinders or takes away
from rights and freedoms will help destroy what we Americans value the most.

You must do your part in protecting the right to freedom of speech. You have been given
a grave responsibility to perform duties to assure the freedom of speech to all Americans.
You can not and must not sell us out to a handful of people that form these ‘big bully
type’ conglomerate agendas.

Each American citizen has a voice and has the right to be heard. That is why we have a
republic form of democracy. You have a voice. You need to make sure your children and
grand children’s voices will be heard when they have something that needs to be said.

Don’t let us down, don’t let your self down, don’t let upcoming generations down and
don’t let down this great nation of freedom. It is your duty, not only as a public servant in
our government, but more importantly as an American of this great united States we call
America to do all you can to preserve the rights and freedom of ‘we the people’. Favoring
and/or catering to conglomerates, corporations or multinational companies over the best
interests of the people do not reflect the spirit of the freedom of America and Americans.
You know what you must do as an American citizen and as an employee of the people.

Respectfully,
Joe Hessel

PO Box 1511
Manitowoc WI 54221
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Dear  ox9 e

I have been informed that multinational media conglomerates are again pressing hard to
blitz the rules dealing with broadcast ownership to their advantage. I understand this will
give them more control over censorship in saying who and what can be broadcasted on
the air waves and through cable.

It is highly disturbing to see how much control all the multinational conglomerates are
gaining in their specific realms of influence. Their level of manipulation and control that
are now in place are enough to turn one’s stomach. The American fiber is being dissolved
by their overpowering tactics and monetary influence to control the area of their
particular interests.

As far as the media conglomerates are concerned, you already see the same headlines and
stories reported on every source of news media that is available to the citizens of this
great nation. It does not matter if it is in a newspaper, magazine, on the internet,
television or radio.

There are over 6 billion people in this world and every one of them has a story. All we
get are a very minimal number of stories. If that isn’t insulting enough, they run many of
the same stories day after day after day. The current news media has turned their format
into a soap opera type telecast. There is so much going on around the world and I have no
way of finding out most of it.

It seems all they are interested in what will bring in the largest audience: Crime,
corruption, violence, war, famine, suffering and disaster. Certainly these stories have
their place, but we only get their version of it. It is usually slanted to make their
interpretation of it spectacular and eye gripping rather than accurate, well documented
and viewed from various perspectives and angles. It is money that generates the headlines
and stories, and not well rounded, unbiased reporting. There is so much good going on
around the world. It is a pitiful shame we don’t see more of it reported.

The manipulation and control of the news media monopolies are abhorrent. No way can
they be given anymore leeway to further their particular agenda in an attempt to form the
broadcast ownership rules to favor them more than what they have already taken over.

We are a free people, but it does not feel like it as much as it used to. I can speak for
many people when I say that the viewpoints of news broadcasting are very narrow. It is
not well rounded reporting. It is often biased and slanted. Often it does not reflect the
voice and sentiments of the people.



These conglomerates can not be given anymore opportunity to narrow their focus,
interest and viewpoints in an attempt to lead this free people down a path of their
choosing and will. The rules they are attempting to manipulate you into accepting will
further such an agenda. This agenda does not reflect freedom of speech or what made
America great. It does not promote freedom of the people. It does not encourage free
expression or individuality.

On the contrary, stricter rules must be implemented for more independent expression,
(This does not refer to vulgar, immoral or crude activity.) Guidelines must be executed
that will encourage our citizens to get more involved and active in their rights and
freedom.

This country is, or at least was a republic form of democracy. Government officials are
allowing ‘we the people’ to lose hold of this incredible form of government which made
us as great a nation as we have become.

Our rights as a nation and as individuals must be protected and highly guarded at all cost.
Recently more troops died for the sake of freedom. You are not in a life or death
situation, but if you allow any legislation of any kind through to lessen the right of
freedom of speech in this country, you are destroying interwoven threads that have been a
bond in keeping this nation alive, strong and free. Anything that hinders or takes away
from rights and freedoms will help destroy what we Americans value the most.

You must do your part in protecting the right to freedom of speech. You have been given
a grave responsibility to perform duties to assure the freedom of speech to all Americans.
You can not and must not sell us out to a handful of people that form these ‘big bully
type’ conglomerate agendas.

Each American citizen has a voice and has the right to be heard. That is why we have a
republic form of democracy. You have a voice. You need to make sure your children and
grand children’s voices will be heard when they have something that needs to be said.

Don’t let us down, don’t let your self down, don’t let upcoming generations down and
don’t let down this great nation of freedom. It is your duty, not only as a public servant in
our government, but more importantly as an American of this great united States we call
America to do all you can to preserve the rights and freedom of ‘we the people’. Favoring
and/or catering to conglomerates, corporations or multinational companies over the best
interests of the people do not reflect the spirit of the freedom of America and Americans.
You know what you must do as an American citizen and as an employee of the people.

Respectfully,
Joe Hessel

PO Box 1511
Manitowoc WI 54221
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T have been informed that multinational media conglomerates are again pressing hhed to

MAY 2 2 2003

FCC - MAILROOM

blitz the rules dealing with broadcast ownership to their advantage. I understand this will
give them more control over censorship in saying who and what can be broadcasted on
the air waves and through cable.

It is highly disturbing to see how much control all the multinational conglomerates are
gaining in their specific realms of influence. Their level of manipulation and contro} that
are now in place are enough to turn one’s stomach. The American fiber is being dissolved
by their overpowering tactics and monetary influence to control the area of their
particular interests.

As far as the media conglomerates are concerned, you already see the same headlines and
stories reported on every source of news media that is available to the citizens of this
great nation. It does not matter if it is in a newspaper, magazine, on the internet,
television or radio.

There are over 6 billion people in this world and every one of them has a story. All we
get are a very minimal number of stories. If that isn’t insulting enough, they run many of
the same stories day after day after day. The current news media has turned their format
into a spap opera type telecast. There is so much going on around the world and [ have no
way of finding out most of it.

It seems all they are interested in what will bring in the largest audience: Crime,
corruption, violence, war, famine, suffering and disaster. Certainly these stories have
their place, but we only get their version of it. It is usually slanted to make their
interpretation of it spectacular and eye gripping rather than accurate, well documented
and viewed from various perspectives and angles. It is money that generates the headlines
and stories, and not well rounded, unbiased reporting. There is so much good going on
around the world. It is a pitiful shame we don’t see more of it reported,

The manipulation and control of the news media monopolies are abhorrent. No way can
they be given anymore leeway to further their particular agenda in an attempt to form the
broadcast ownership rules to favor them more than what they have already taken over.

We are a free people, but it does not feel like it as much as it used to. I can speak for
many people when { say that the viewpoints of news broadcasting are very narrow. It is
not well rounded reporting. It is often biased and slanted. Often it does not reflect the
voice and sentiments of the people.




These conglomerates can not be given anymore opportunity to narrow their focus,
interest and viewpoints in an attempt to lead this free people down a path of their
choosing and will. The rules they are attempting to manipulate you into accepting will
further such an agenda. This agenda does not reflect freedom of speech or what made
America great. It does not promote freedom of the people. It does not encourage free
expression or individuality.

On the contrary, stricter rules must be implemented for more independent expression.
(This does not refer to vulgar, immoral or crude activity.) Guidelines must be executed
that will encourage our cifizens to get more involved and active in their rights and
freedom.

This country is, or at least was a republic form of democracy. Government officials are
allowing ‘we the people’ to lose hold of this incredible form of government which made
us as great a nation as we have become,

Our rights as a nation and as individuals must be protected and highly guarded at all cost.
Recently more troops died for the sake of freedom. You are not in a life or death
situation, but if you allow any legislation of any kind through to lessen the right of
freedom of speech in this country, you are destroying interwoven threads that have been a
bond in keeping this nation alive, strong and free. Anything that hinders or takes away
from rights and freedoms will help destroy what we Americans value the most.

You must do your part in protecting the right to freedom of speech. You have been given
a grave responsibility to perform duties to assure the freedom of speech to all Americans.
You can not and must not sell us out to a handful of people that form these “big bully
type’ conglomerate agendas.

Each American citizen has a voice and has the right to be heard. That is why we have a
republic form of democracy. You have a voice. You need to make sure your children and
grand children’s voices will be heard when they have something that needs to be said.

Don’t let us down, don’t let your self down, don’t let upcoming generations down and
don’t let down this great nation of freedom. It is your duty, not only as a public servant in
our government, but more importantly as an American of this great united States we call
America to do all you can to preserve the rights and freedom of ‘we the people’. Favoring
and/or catering to conglomerates, corporations or multinational companies over the best
interests of the people do not reflect the spirit of the freedom of America and Americans.
You know what you must do as an American citizen and as an employee of the people.

Respectfully,
Joe Hessel

PO Box 1511
Manitowoc WI 54221
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Donald W. Parrish MAY 9 2 2003
35222 Beech Avenue
Yucaipa, CA 92399 FCC - MAILROOM
(909) 797-7698
17 May 03

Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy I
Commissioner ~Onfi, meq
Federal Communications Commission JUN ¢ g 20
445 12" Street SW 03

Washington DC 20554

Dear Ms. Abernathy,

I have been given to understand that there is soon to be a decision made on
FCC rules on broadcast ownership rules. There is obviously already too
much concentration of ownership (and power) in the hands of the media
conglomerates. I respectfully urge you to vote with the little man on this
one.

Sincerely,

%’%/ 2 P e
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Donald W. Parrish
35222 Beech Avenue FCC - MAILROOM

Yucaipa, CA 92399
(909) 797-7698

17 May 03
Conf\fmed
Honorable Micheal J. Copps 200
Commissioner JUN 0 3
Federal Communications Commission gtion Cemel
445 12" Street SW Distrio

Washington DC 20554

Dear Mr. Copp,

I have been given to understand that there is soon to be a decision made on
FCC rules on broadcast ownership rules. There is obviously already too
much concentration of ownership (and power) in the hands of the media
conglomerates. I respectfully urge you to vote with the little man on this
one.

Sincerely,



Donald W. Parrish
35222 Beech Avenue
Yucaipa, CA 92399
(909) 797-7698

' 17 May 03
Confirmed
Honorable Johnathan S. Adelstein JUN 0 3 2003
Commissioner e .
Federal Communications Commaission Distribution Center

445 12" Street SW
Washington DC 20554

Dear Mr. Adelstein,

I have been given to understand that there is soon to be a decision made on
FCC rules on broadcast ownership rules. There is obviously already too
much concentration of ownership (and power) in the hands of the media
conglomerates. I respectfully urge you to vote with the little man on this
one.

Sincerely,

Pt . £
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Wenyong Hutchison e wa Al EIEE |
7 Wychwood Drive _MFE_E:M‘ b
Littleton, Ma 01460

The Honorable Kevin Martin
Commissioner

FederaImCQmmunications Commission Conﬂ\'med

445 127 Street, SW 3

Washington, DC 20554 JUN 03 700
Distribution Centef

Dear Mr Adelstein:

1 urge you not to remove restrictions on broadcast ownership that would allow
formation of larger media monopolies.

I feel that we already have too few independent voices. Qur news and radio and
televisions information sources are already used to shape our political views to suit the
ideals of a realtive few individuals.

sincerely,

Wenyong Hutchison



15-May-2003

Wenyong Hutchison
7 Wychwood Drive
Littleton, Ma 01460

The Honorable Michael Powell
Commissioner “\'\
Federal Communications Commission 00
445 12" Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr Adelstein:

1 urge you not to remove restrictions on broadcast ownership that would allow formation
of larger media monopolies.

I feel that we already have too few independent voices. Qur news and radio and
televisions information sources are already used to shape our political views to suit the ideals of a
realtive few individuals.

sincerely,

Wenyong Hutchison
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Wenyong Hutchison

7 Wychwood Drive

Littleton, Ma 01668 nﬂ‘-ma
The Honorable Michael Copps 03 ?_003
Commissioner JUN B
Federal Communications Commission : “oen'to"

445 12® Street, SW Distribut®
Washington, DC 20554
Dear Mr Adelstein;

1 urge you not to remove restrictions on broadcast ownership that would allow formation
of larger media monopolies.

I feel that we already have too few independent voices. Our news and radio and
televisions information sources are already used to shape our political views to suit the ideals of a
realtive few individuals.

sincerely,

Wenyong Hutchison
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Federal Communications Commission 3 1 MAY 2 2 7003 |
445 12th Street, SW g et |
Washington, DC 20554 o FOG - MAILFOON, |

RE: Docket No. 02-277 Don’t abandorn media safeguar&}
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 cltlzenry and a healthy and vibrant
democracy. e

Eliminating these last remaining protecticns 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 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
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 dlverSIty of organizations and
independent journalists, and to remstate the Falmess Doctrlne

[

et 0 Mcjst’smcerely,"‘zé \
Blaine Ellis %
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John R. Dickerson
11065 Woodfield Parkway
Grand Blanc, Michigan 48439-9451
810-694-54038

May15, 2003
The Honorable Michael K. Powell 96
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission ‘\\'\(\“
445 121" Street, SW co 0 A
Washington, D. C. 20554 5\5\\\ OQM

{\00
Dear Mr. Powell: M\’

| urge you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect
American Citizens from media monopolies.

Those proposed changes would pave the way for giant media
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations that
are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known
track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on
important issues that effect this nation. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy
and our freedom, | urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections
that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country.
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The Reverend Mr. Randy Martin Gibson, BA, M.Div.

5550 Lincoln Avenue
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The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy .‘0&\0“

Commissioner o\é\“

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

Dear Commussioner Abemathy,

I urge you mot to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from
media monopohes.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total
control of radio and television news and mformation in communities across our nation. And
many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already
have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The Amencan people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues.
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political
debate in our country.

Sincerely,
Gﬁaﬂ? 77/ é oy
Ran: 7 Gibson

F-mail: randygibson@earthfing.net + Phone: (909) 927-9736 ¥ Cell Phione & Messages: (909) 544-7135
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The Honorable Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Martin:

[ urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from
media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gatn near-
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our
nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these
ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing
viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues.
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy
political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

ot At
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Washington, DC 20554
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RE: Docket No. 02-277 Don’t abandon media safeguards! e

Dear FCC Commissioners,

I strongly urge that the FCC abandon its pian 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 haited 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 unbjased 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 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 Faimess Doctrine.




