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Station WLTZ-NBC 38 11M beell operating in our Collllnbus, GA connnunity for nlore than
30 yeatS. In that tune, the Station 11as devoted countless resources to serving our local conunuf'lity.
Our Station participates in our cOlrununlty~ and understmlds the needs of our community, not
because of goverrllnent nlandates b'ut because the Station cares about our conununity and serving
the public interest. I write today to o'bject to the burdensoI11e and U1ll1eCessary proposals contained
ill tIle Comnlissioll ~ s Broadcast Localisn1 proceedillg. Each of tlle proposals in the proceedillg are
addreSSed separately below.

Com,mulucatiol1S Between Licensees and "[heir ConlIn'unities

More than 25 years ago; tIle FCC abandoned Its misguided "'ascertaimnellf' requiremell1s,
when it correctly concluded t1tat market forces~ rather than govemmellt mandates, ntay be relied
UpOl1 to ensure that broadcasters air prograrrlluh1g that is responsive to 1he needs and iIlterests of
tlleir COn1ITIUnities. Nofuillg has changed in those 25 years that should make the FCC reach a
different conclusion now. If anything l broadcasters today face far more competition, fronl satellite
radio and TV, cable) the Internet) 8l1d iPods~ to such an extent that market forces virtllally ensure
that broadcasters air responsive progra1nnling. We know full well hovtJ importa11.t it is to address the
needs aIld i.nterests of the people in our C0111mUnities. lfwe don!lt address those needs and interests~

we know tha~ 111arket torces will drive listeners and viewers elsewhere. Gover111nent nlandates will
not change tllat equatioll, except to mal{e it far mOre difficult aIld expensive to 'be a good
broadcaster..

Accordh1g1y, this ,Statioll opposes any reinstatement of the fOffilal ascertainment prOcess or
the Inandatory creation of advisory boards. The quarterly iss'ues/progranls list requirem,ent, coupled
witll COllilllissioll teview as necessary and public input at rellewal tiIue, has worked adequately over
the past 25 years. The potential benefits, if any, of these unfullded Inandatory proposals are
severely outweighed by the costs involved~ Instead, broadcasters should be given the flexibility~ ill.

tlleir inlportant role as stewards of the broadcast ainvaves, to communicate with their corrul1LUlities
in a nlanner that best suits the station and the community.



Rerl1ot.e Station Operation

For many years, broadcasters 11ave been afforded the flexibility to operate without station
perSOllJlel presel1t at or near translnission facilities. This has been particularly inlportant in
enlergency situatio11S, where broadcaster resources may llOOd to be devoted elsewhere. This Station
opposes ally efforts to re01QVe the flexibility tllat the COlnnlissioll has wisely provided to
broadcasters. Many broadcasters simply cannot afford to staff their facility during all hours of
operation and may be forced to shut down? which would be an extrelue disservice to the pUblic.
Other broadcasters have invested thousands ofdollars ill technology to be s'ure we are
inllnediately notified of al"lY 011w.air problelus. We don ~t believe the Commission should nullify
those investments and require us to Inake even more expenditures for unneeded personnel

Main, StudioR~

SiI11ilarly, this Station opposes any restrictions to the main studio rule. For nlany years,
stations have been giveIl the choice as to where to locate t11eir Inain studio in the CO.llllTIUl1ities they
serve. D1Le to variatiorts in topography, and in order to address the needs of the various
commLulities they serve, broadcasters have been able to rely on the flexible approach tile FCC has
adopted. N'o changes to this flexible approacll are 11ecessary or warranted.

'Voice-Tracking aIld Natiol1aI Playlists

'"[his Station opposes any Conullission regulation that would restrict the practice of voice
tracl{ing. Voice-tracking Call be a useful rooi for smaller broadcasters to bring popular 11011-local
talent to the local airvvaves, as a bel1efit to their COnImU11ities. Any restrictiol1 on this ability wo'uld
be a disservice to tlle public; and any disclosure requirements potentially WO'Lud hlfrlnge tIle First
Atllendment rigl1tS ofbroadcasters. Similarly, station playlists are a lnatter of licel1sees'
discretion, and are tailored to serve ilie tastes of the communities they serve. The COIT1Illission is
prohibited by statute'froln regulating the content of broadcast material, a11d sho'uld not encroach on
tl1e editorial fi-eedonls broadcasters enjoy under tile First Anlendment.

Ljcel1se R~e11ewal Procedures

Finally~ tIle COlllll1issioll llas proposed the adoptioll of quotas for local progran1l11ing. Such
a proposal raises serio'us First Amendlnent concenlS for broadcasters. "'fherefore., tl1is Station
opposes any govemnlent mandates in the fOfIn of quotas or specific minll11lun hours of local
progrmnmil1g. Broadcasters who work and live in their local commullities, and who h1l1eretltly
blOW tIle l1eeds and interests tlleir communities, are in the best positiol1 to deterrnhle how best to
provide respol1sive prof,'T~UTllning, including local programnling, and to allocate their reso'urces
accordil1gIy. Broadcasters need the flexibility that is built into the current system. It is this
flexibility that allows 'us to provide progran11ning that best serves the public interest.

Respectfully,

8tk~
Ge!lerczl Manager~ W'LTZ NBC-38
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