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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MAY 27 2008

MB Docket No. 04-233 :
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ui'émnMﬁei = Q{:}M

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB DocketNo.04-233. 7T, R

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for chogosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religicus broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cerfain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in iwo ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RE: Broadcast Localism (MB Docket (4-233)
May 21, 2008

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12™ Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Tam Chairman of the Overture Foundation. Our foundation has given the City of Madison, Wisconsin a
cultural arts facility located in downtown Madison. The facility provides venues for both performing and
visual arts groups. There are nine residence groups and provisions for touring groups.

Construction of Overture took eight years to complete. During that time we had superior support from
WISC-TV. They were of great help in informing the public of the opportunities they will have to enjoy
and participate in the new Center.

To date we have had many thousands of people enjoy the facility. Most of the major events have been
covered by WISC-TV and the station has supported 1t with senior management volunteering their time
and talent. Downtown Madison has changed, with new retail, restaurants, condos and commercial
buildings. I feel this is partially due to the partnership of WISC-TV with Overture.

[ am writing this for I feel that our community is very well served by local television. It is not necessary
tor them to provide additional reporting for they are very responsive to the needs and betterment of our
community.

Sincerely yours,
OVERTURE FOUNDATION
Zptosdi
944%{ 2t lZf
W. Jérome Frautschi ‘

Chairman




Kujichagulia — Madison Center for Self Determination, inc.
P.O. Box 259806
Madison, Wisconsin 53725
Contact: 608.358.2872 or 608.239.7707
Email: kujichaguliajunteenth@yahog.com website: www.communities.madison.com/kujichagulia

May 19, 2008

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms Dortch,

I am writing in on behalf of WISC-TV3, in Madison, Wisconsin, in response to information about Broadcast Localism (MB Docket
04-233). As a Board Member of Kujichagulia-Madison Center of Self-Determination, Inc. and Co-Chair of the Juneteenth Celebration
which is in it’s nineteenth year. We have over 15, 000 citizens attend our celebration each year. We have a very diverse attendance at
our celebrations and this is largely due to the information that reaches all segments of our community.

Juneteenth is the first program of Kujichagulia-MCSD and it is a historical and cultural celebration of freedom in the United States. It
commemorates the freeing of the last enslaved people on June 19, 1865, Although the Emancipation Proclamation was signed January
1. 1863, freedom was not enforced in Galveston, Texas until a Union General arrived with troops and issued the order freeing 250,000
African Americans. Juneteenth celebrations take place all over the United States especially in the Southern states and urban cities.

In 1990, a group of Madison’s Black community leaders, collaborated with the Madison Inner City Council on Substance Abuse to
implement the Juneteenth Celebration. From the beginning, Juneteenth Day has been a wholesome, drug- and alcohol-free event that
children and families could enjoy. The Celebration’s mission is to unite Madison’s black community in a positive way and improve its
quality of life through the positive reinforcement of its heritage, calture and accomplishments, as well as enhancing its ability to
become an effective part of the greater Madison community.

To name a few of the ways that WISC-TV3 has helped us for over 15 years; each year they produce 15 and 30 second Public Service
Announcements that air many times during prime time programming. QOver the years we have been on several of the news programs
including “For the Record” with Neil Heinen. Mr. Heinen has also done several editorial appeals for us to help raise awareness aboul
our organization and also has helped us money from corporate sponsors. The station has participated in Race & the Media Forums and
1 teel we have made great advancements in helping them understand the African American community and they have aired some very
interesting and positive stories.

Kujichagulia-MCSD has an effective working relationship with the station that helps us serve the public. Station personnel should not
have to provide additional proof to the FCC about the responsiveness of its local programming i.e. local news, emergency broadcasts,
PSAs and community sponsorships.

We feel that additional reporting isn’t necessary because the station is already responsive to the needs of my community.

m@, Aama (iroto

on Adams Winston, Co-Chair
Juneteenth Celebration, a program of
Kujichagulia-Madison Center for Self-Determination, Ine. Sl
P.O. Box 259806
Madison , WI 53725 e e T




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulema
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. SR

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpgints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects ta the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religicus programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
raligious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operaté on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC nat to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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April 25, 2008

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Recelved & Inspected
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554 MAY 2 7 2008
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau FCC Mai! Room

Re: Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - MB Docket No. 04-233

1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the “NPRM™),
released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of proposals
discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(n The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from people who do
not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such unconstitutional mandates.
Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their values could face increased harassment,
complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible
viewpoints to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from
dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has rights to air
time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster conscienticusly objects to the
message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice of
programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and proposals to
force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial
choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be automatically
barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal review of certain classes
of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay
true to their consciences and present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face fong, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular stations. Keeping
the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market
broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air
and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service
cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Received & inspected

THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION Y 7 1 'Znnﬂ
ATTENTION. MEDIA BUREAU MA :

445 12 ST.SW ‘
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 FCC Mail Room
GENTLEMEN:

We urgently request that you address the need to change the rules on Broadcast Localism.

We have satellite television on our farm and home in Evening Shade Arkansas. When the tornados hit Ash
Flat and Hardy Arkansas early this year, we were without any warning. Our satellite television does not
allow us to use local state broadcast stations.

There were three of us in the home two over the age of 65 and one 89 years of age. A neighbor had to rush
down and get us and put us in his basement during this storm. We had no knowledge a Tornado was
coming except to look outside and try to assess the weather.

It is absolutely ridicolous in this age and time and in this country that we cannot get our local stations and
get our news and warnings within our state. Having stations in Atlanta Georgia does not do us any good in
Evening Shade, Arkansas. This rule needs to be changed and allow the sateilite companies to give us our

state news. How can we get the local political news and adds for the people we want to vote for without
having local stations give us this news.

Now is the time to change and allow us to have our own state stations. Not stations from California,
Georgia or Michigan that do us absolutely no good at all other than to let us know what the weather is in
those states.

MB Docket No. 04-233 we believe is the report that concerns this problem. We need change and we need
it sooner rather than later.

Sincerely /
Py
@c, ¢ Glsd AL Ha L.
Gordon & Charlotte Hale
258 Bear creek Road

Evening Shade, Arkansas 72532
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MAY 9 7 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233

5

| submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed W%RQGM

“NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a breadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier markst secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response fo l.ocalism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

! submlt the following comments in response o the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaki
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No., 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial deciston-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above

W@ML 4[24 s¢

Date

SM§QMﬂ‘C% | /Qﬂ/bJY O/X Smww/ /y 73/0@7

Address

Nérﬁe | | | - 210635 6§52

_ Phone

Title (if an

Organization (if any)




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Joas
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MB Docket No. 04-233 G

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prgposed Rulem\kmg (thé fa

"NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ; - ROp ”
of A

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face incréased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, 4rom dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial chouces

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operaté ori tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

or policies discussed above.
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