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~ongrtss of tbt ltntteb j)tatts 
~ouse of l\epresentatibes 

Rla!binutont 19ft 20515 
Ap1'i129, 2013 

The Honm-al)lE:Julius Gcnachowski 
Chairman of the Federal Communications Commission 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12'h Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Ch~1irman Gcnachowsld, 

We arc deeply troubled by the April 1, 2013 notice that the Federal Communication Commission 
(FCC) is considering relaxing cmrcnt broadcast decency stnndards that bun explicit profanity and 
non-sexual nudity. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has sanctioned the FCC's current policy in FCC v. Fox 
'I'c!CIIt:rioll Staliom; .lilc., policies which we feel are strong and function properly to protect our nation's 
cirizens. It is imperative that the FCC maintain current decency standards during hours when 
children nrc \mdoubtedly watching or listening to programming. It .is inappropriate to expose 
individuals to profanity and nudity, even if such exposure is limited or brief. It is incumbent on the 
FCC to mnintain policies that help to prevent such exposure; 

Your unilateral i.t1st1uction to the Enforcement Bureau to target its indecency enforcement efforts 
on egregious cases in mder to cech,lcc the backlog of complaints has effectively already implemented 
the changes you are proposing, skirting the proper process for implementing such a sweeping 
change. Furthermore, the fact that the FCC has not been able to keep pnce with the number of 
legitimate complaints is an insu fficicnt reason to dismiss those complaints on the grounds of 
staleness. They are stale because the FCC has left them Lmattendcd. 

Streamlining ·the complaint process to achieve efHciency, should not come at the expense of the 
most vulnerable and impressionable nmong us. It is unncccptablc to l'elax a constructive standard 
and expose individuals to profan.ity and nudity, no matter how fleeting, simply because the standard, 
generntes too many complaints. Standards nre in place to hold the line, and not to be used as an 
excuse to push the line back. As Ch.ief Justice Roberts noted .in his concmring opinion to the 
Supreme Court's dismissal of.FCC 11. CBS, with regard to "fleeting" images, "the brevity of an 
indecent broadcast-be it word or image-cannot immunize it from FCC Censure." 

We mgc you to tcjcct any and nil proposals that wo;1ld relax current policies to only target so called 
egregious offenses. Thank you I~1C your cons.idenltion, and we look fonvard to hearing from ym1 on 
this matter. 

Sinw-cly, ~ 

a~N'!ZFB 
Member of Congress 
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