| am revisiting an important topic. | have previously written to the

FCC on this matter. | am writing to you today to comment on Docket
No. 06-121, the review of the FCC's media ownership rules. | am
voicing my opposition to any relaxation or elimination of the public
interest limits on media ownership.l have more than 25 years of radio
experience in both large and small markets. Thoughtful consideration
and reflection is imperative at this major juncture. Given the
significance of electronic communications, communities are losing
their voices with increased consolidation - which leads to lazy
broadcasting, canned programming, etc. PSAs are pretty much a joke -
and community service is typically part of sponsored remotes. It is
nearly impossible to buy a radio station in a local market, and if

you do - you are competing against mega corporations.

The last time the FCC tried to relax ownership rules, the American
public spoke out in opposition. And now, three years later, | am

once again speaking out to remind the FCC that we care deeply about
preserving and enhancing diversity of media ownership and available
viewpoints.

| advocate preserving the following rules: The Television-Radio
Cross-Ownership Rule, The Broadcast-Newspaper Cross Ownership Ban,
The National Television Ownership Rule, The Duopoly Rule for Radio,
The Local Television Ownership Rule, and The Dual Network Rule. |

also encourage the FCC to investigate new innovate ways to encourage
more diversity in ownership and more local, community controlled

media outlets.

| urge you to rule in the public interest on this matter. The public
interest will be served by preserving the FCCs Broadcast Media
ownership rules and innovative thinking on how to promote more
sustainable, community-based media outlets.

| thank you for your time and attention to this urgent matter.

Sincerely,

Phylis Johnson
707 California Street



Carterville, IL 62918



