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I submit the fOliQWing corrut'l$fltain ~tothe-LocaJismNotice.of Proposed Rulemakirtg (the
"NPRM"), _sed Jan. 24, 2008, in MSPo<ket No. 0+233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or proc::edu.ras must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals di8eus8ed in the NPRM. ifen~, would do so ... and mustnotbeadopted.

(1 ) ThfFCc must-not force radiO $lations. especially religious broadcastert, to u.ke .dvict frompoop. whO do-not share their vaIUM.The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose:such
unconstiWtional mandates. Religiol,ls bl'O$dca$terswhO~advicefromttlQee who don't shareUleir
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even 10$8 of license tor choosing to follow their awn
con8dences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibitsgovemment, including the FCC. ·fromdiclatingwhatviewpoints.8broadoaster,
partiCularly a religious broadcaster. mustp~nL

(2) The FCCJJ;.l.L!!!UgUum _everyllldio.stationintoa.publiCfQrum wbe,.anyone-and~oll4!J has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requir.ments would do so -!tven if-a religious broadcaster
con~ntiOU$1y Ql;>jO!;l$ to tham_. The Fil$t Amendment tort>m imPQSilion of~a <talivel)'
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC muolll9l to""~ of~ llditorial _ion.maki"llinlonnation. Tha choioa
of pt()g~mming,e$.POCi'lly i'$:ligious programming. is not p~rty dictated by any g~tnmentagency ~ and
proposals to·torce ~POrting on suet'! thingslils who produced whet programs would intrude on
constitUtionally;>_ adilorial <110_.

(4) The FCC must not establish a tw.o-tiered renewal system inwtlich certain Ii.censees would be
eutomaticaUy barred· from rQutin~ renewal appJication pr0ce6Sing. Thepropoaed mandatory special renewaJ
,.v~ Qfeertain cl8$S8S of ii1pplicants by the Commissioners themselves WO!Jld amount tocoeroon of
reliQiC>u. broadeae.ters. Those whos.tay true to their consciences _and prgent only the m!t6$$QeJ _they
COfT'e$pOnd to their beliefs could face long,.expensive and potentially ruinous renewaiproceedinQ$.

(5) ManyChri$tian"b~tersope~ 'On tight bUdget$. ado many smaller market~lar
stations. Keeping the ellltClricity flowing is often a challlmge. Yet, the CommiS$ion propose$ to further
squeeze nieheand smaller marketbroadC8stel"$, by substantially raising costs in -two ways: (a) by requiring
staff preencewhenever a $tion i.e on the air and, (b) by furtherre$lricting main studio IQcation Choices.
~ CO. with these proposal$ woUld force SElNice culback~ ~ andeurtail~ service is contrary to the
public intereJt.

we urge the fCC not to adopt rules. procedures or Wlicit\s discussed above.
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