O/

Federal Comnmnications Commission
Washington, D.C, 20554

iy SEP 1Y P 350
Reference: CGB-CC-3034

Word of Life Church
11675 Pralt Ave.
El Paso, TX 79936

Re: Petition for exemption from the closed captioning rles under the *undue burden™
standard, 47 CF.R. § 79.1(1)

Dlear Sir/Madem,

As yon were previously notified, the Federel Communications Commission received the
petition you filed on behalf of Word of Life Church, El Paso, Texas on December 13, 2005
seeking an exemption from the closed capboning requirements get forth in section 79.1 of the
Commission’s mles.,! The exemption sought was hased on the undue burden standard set forth in
section 79.1(f). Your petition also was placed on Puhblic Notice. As explained below, after

careful cousideration we grant your petition for exemption from the elnsed caplioning
requirements for “The Bondage Breaker.”

Pursuant to seetion 79.1(f} of lhe Commission’s rules, an exemption from elosed-
caphioning requirements may be granted for a ehanne! of video progremming, a cetegory or type
of video programming, an individual video service, a specific video program or a video
programming providet upon a finding that the elosed captioning requirements will result in an
undue burden upon the petitioner. Furthermore, the statute and the Commission's rules define
the terrn “undne burden™ to mean “significant difficulty or expense.’ Applying Lhis standard,
the Consumer and Goverpunental Affaits Burean recently issued an Order granting exeruptions
from the closed captioning requiremenis under the undue burden standard to two entities that are

-~ similarly sifuated to (¢ pebiioner in the instapt ¢ase.” In that Order, the Bureau noted thatin
addressing undue burden petitions:

) 47 CFR. § 79.1, implementing section 711 of the Commimications Act of 193, as umended, 47 1S.C. § 613,
which was sdded o the Comrpunicatlons At by section 305 of the Telécommunicatians Act of 1548, Pub. L. No.
104-104, 110 Stal 56 (codified at 47 U.S.C. § 151 e teg.).

247U5.C. § 61Xe); 47 C.F.R. § 75.1{D(2).

Y In the Matter of Anghers for Christ Minismies, Inc Naw Beginning Minisiries, Video Programming Accessibiling
Petitions for Exemption from Cloged Capliching Requiremenis, Cuse Nos. CGB-CC 0005 and CGB-OCKK)7,
Memorandim COpinion and Order, DA 08- 1802, {0GB rel. Sept 11, 2004).




[W]e must “balance the need for closed caplioned programming agamst
(he polenlial Tor hindering the production and disfribufion o - T T
programming.” For these reasons, we note that, in the future, when
considering an exemption petition filed by 8 non-profit organization that
does not receive compensation frmn video programming distributors from
the airing of its programuning, and that, in the absence of en exemplion,
1nay terminate or snbstantielly curlail ils programming, or curtail other -
activilies itnporiant to its mission, we will be inclined favorably to grant
sucli a petilion because . . . this confluence of factors sirongly suggests

that inandated closed captioning would pose an undue burden on suclhi a
petitioner.*

After careful review of the circumstances set forth in your petition, and in light of the
relevani precedent discussed above, we conclude that spplication of the closed caplioning

requirements in this case would cause an undue burden. We therefore granl your petition
pursuanl to section 79.1(f).

Any inquiries regarding tis matter should be directed to he undersigned at (202) 418-
1475 (voice), (202) 418-0597 (TTY), or Thomas. Chandler@fce.gov. Plense refer to the case
idenlifier number noted ahove in any emeil correspondence or telephone conversations with
Commission staff.

Sincerely,

L,

Thomeas E. Chandler
Chief, Disability Rights Office
Consumer and Goverrpnenle!l Affairs Buresu

114, wl pare. | | {citation cmitted).




