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1 oppose any changes to the current FCC mdecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vi orously oppose ALL indecent content, even if bnef or “fleeting.”

5 Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce pohc:es prohtbltmg
.cent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
himng audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

e the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
ensed stations
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
. indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
@ listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

~ | urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
‘% nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

Trge Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
lgening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

Tmge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
dity on FCC-licensed stations.
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| 1 oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
i éigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”
F. he Supreme Court has affirmed

the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
(Indecent broadcast content during

: hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
Fptening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

ﬁ:rge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
8|dity on chzlicens!ed st?gions. >
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Public Comment: ‘FCC‘Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
cent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or

liggening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

o
1 wrge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
ity on FCC-licensed stations. ,
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even i brief of “flegting *

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce~ policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

I urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
el

Name:
Address:

City: = !,tz i !Z&,SQ A State: k Z Zip Code: 05733

£CC Mail Roor b=

e
. 8
- B
.
K

=

g




ment:

| oppose any changes 10 the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
ALL indecent content, even if brief or sfleeting.”
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comment: FCC Procec

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency sténdards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or #fleeting.” .

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
iAtlecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
li%ening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

1 ‘&ge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and

ngdity on FCC-licensed stotinne

N&me: Jay B Claster
519 Cricklewood Drive

A%iress: o State College, PA 16803 L e
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Public Comment: FCC Proceeding 13-86

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

:The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
Jistening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

-

urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
a‘nludity on FCC-licensed stations.
T
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Address: i PO Box 313
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