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December 12, 2013 · 

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Perlesta Hollingsworth, Attorney 
Disability Rights Office, Room 3-C438 
Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
Office of the Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
9300 East Hampton Drive 
Capitol Heights, MD 20743 

Re: Case Identifier: CGB-CC-1265 
Docket No. 06-181 
Petition for Closed Captioning Exemption 
Request for Supplemental Information 

Dear Ms. Hollingsworth: 

lJEC I ~ ~t.J1 3 

FCC Mail Room 

As indicated in my prior correspondence to you, I represent Trinity Lutheran Church 
in Cape Girardeau, Missouri (the "Church") with respect to this matter. This letter 
responds to your correspondence on behalf of the Federal Communications 
Commission ("FCC") dated November 13, 2013. On behalf of the Church, I request 
that the FCC acknowledge the constitutional and other federal-law limitations on its 
authority to regulate the Church's broadcasting of its religious services. Furthermore, 
even if such authority existed, the closed-captioning mandate in Section 79.1 of the 
FCC's Rules has no application to the Church's televised services, and alternatively, 
exemptions to that mandate apply to the Church's worship services. 

I. Background. 

The Church and its school, which provides a pre-kindergarten through srh -grade 
education, were established in 1854. The Church has produced Living Hope, its 
television and Internet broadcast of the Church's religious services, for more than 30 
years. ' L'ving Hope serves the purpose of spreading the Church's ministry by allowing 
viewers to participate remotely in the worship experience of a Church service. 
Notably, hearing-impaired persons are welcome to participate in this virtual worship 

1 Of course, Livi11g Hopt did not originally broadcast over tbe Internet, but it has been available for 
Internet consumption for years. 
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experience; however, closed captioning is not provided for broadcasts of Living Hope. To be clear, the 
Church harbors no bias against the deaf. Instead, the decision not to offer closed captioning for Living 
Hope emanates from the Church's purely ecclesiastical analysis of how to best spread the Gospel with 
limited resources. 

As demonstrated by the enclosed ftnancial information, see Exhibit 1, the Church has operated at a 
deftcit for years. Accordingly, the Church has had to make tough choices regarding how to use 
limited resources in spreading its Christian ministry. The decisions the Church makes with respect to 
how it spends resources in pursuit of its ministry are purely ecclesiastical. Those choices include the 
selection of those who will deliver its ministry, the means by which the Gospel will be spread (e.g., 
literature, music, television, community outreach, hospital visits, etc.), and the audiences that the 
Church will target with its ministry. It is within this context that the Church has faced and made the 
decision that it cannot afford to provide closed captioning for its Living Hope broadcasts. The decision 
to avoid the cost of closed captioning amounts to a choice to prolong the period of time in which the 
Church will be able to continue broadcasting Living Hope and a choice to fund other aspects of the 
Church's ministry. Of course, the Church would welcome the opportunity to expand the audience for 
its Living Hope ministry to include all people, but the Church must operate within its resources. 

The Church respectfully submits that the FCC has no authority and should have no interest in 
dictating to the Church what audience of persons the Church should target in professing its faith. Yet, 
the FCC has sought to do precisely that by attempting to impose its dosed-captioning mandate on 
Living Hope-a regulatory maneuver that amounts to a demand that the Church preach to a particular 
audience of persons: the hearing impaired. Once again, the Church desires the opportunity to 
minister to the deaf community, but that aspiration is immaterial to the question of whether the FCC 
has any authority to invade the Church's apostolic mission. 

While the FCC has for many years treated the Church (and Living Hope) as being exempt from Section 
79.1 of the FCC's Rules, last year the FCC abruptly changed its position and threatened to impose the 
closed-captioning mandate on Living Hope if the Church failed to convince the FCC that closed 
captioning would be economically burdensome. In response to the Church's December 29, 2011 
petition for exemption from the dosed-captioning requirement, the FCC informed the Church by 
letter dated March 7, 2012, that the Church must submit information regarding the Church's finances 
(among other things) by April6, 2012, to support the Church's petition for exemption. See Exhibits 2 
(Dec. 29 Petition), 3 (March 71

h Ltr. from the FCC). The Church complied with this demand, sending 
a certified letter, dated April 2, 2012, with numerous enclosures to the FCC, which received the 
Church's submission on April 5, 2012. See Exhibits 4 (April 2nd Ltr.), 5 (Executed Certificate of 
Receipt, dated April 5th). 

Nevertheless, more than four months later and approximately eight months after the Church 
submitted its December 2011 petition for exemption, the FCC wrote the Church on August 24, 2012, 
asserting erroneously that the Church failed to comply with the FCC's directive to submit information 
on or before April 6, 2012. See Exhibit 6 (Aug. 24 Ltr.). Notably, the FCC not only ignored the 
Church's submission in April 2012, but it also violated federal law by failing to grant or deny the 
Church's December 2011 petition for exemption within six months of the petition's filing date. See 47 

4229396.2 



Perlesta Hollingsworth 
December 12, 2013 
Page 3 

Bryan Cave LLP 

U.S.C. § 163(d)(3) ("The Commission shall act to grant or deny any such petition, in whole or in part, 
within 6 months after the Commission receives such petition, unless the Commission fmds that an 
extension of the 6-month period is necessary to determine whether such requirements are 
economically burdensome.").2 Rather than acknowledge its mistake, the FCC took the position that 
the Church had filed a new petition for exemption from the closed captioning mandate when the 
Church responded on September 9, 2012, to the FCC's August 2012letter. See Exhibit 7 (Sept. 9 Ltr.). 
And, in continued disregard for the statutory requirement that the FCC decide a petition within six 
months of receiving it, the fCC offered no response whatsoever to the Church's September 2012 
correspondence for more than a year until November 13, 2013, when you wrote the Church once 
again seeking more information from the Church. In doing so, you set December 13, 2013, as the 
deadline for the Church to submit the information you have requested. 

I. Discussion. 

The Church urges the FCC to conclude that it lacks authority under the U.S. Constitution to apply 
Section 79.1 of the FCC's Rules to the living Hope ministry. Alternatively, and subject to its 
constitutional objections to the FCC's position, the Church asserts that the Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act precludes application of the dosed-caption requirement to living Hope. finally, and 
once again subject to its objections, the Church contends that the Living Hope ministry does not fit 
within the statutory definition of "video programming" and, even if it did, statutory and regulatory 
exemptions to the dosed-captioning rule apply to living Hope. 

A. The U.S. Constitution Prohibits the FCC from Applying the Closed-Captioning 
Mandate to Living Hope. 

The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution bars the FCC from applying Section 79.1 to the 
Church. The First Amendment's protections applicable here include the Free Exercise Clause, the 
Establishment Clause, the church-autonomy doctrine embodied within the Amendment, the Free 
Speech Clause, and the Amendment's implied freedom of association. Likewise, the Equal Protection 
Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution precludes imposition of the closed­
captioning requirement in this case. 

1. The First Amendment. 

The FCC's analysis of this matter should begin and end with a review of the First Amendment. 

2 The Church has not received any notice of the FCC issumg a decision that more rime was necessary to determine 
whether the closed-captioning requirements were economically burdensome for the Church. Furthermore, the FCC's 
denial that it ever received the Church's submission in April 2012 and its subsequent characterization of the Church's 
follow-up correspondence in September 2012 as a new petition for exemption belie any notion that the FCC made a 
decision that more time was necessary to consider the Church's December 2011 petition. 
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Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of 
speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 

U.S. CONST. Amend. I. 

In a unanimous decision last year, the U.S. Supreme Court rebuked the "remarkable view" of the 
FCC's sister agency, the EEOC, "that the Religion Clauses [of the First Amendment] have nothing to 
say about a religious organization's freedom to select its own ministers." Ho.ranna-Tabor Evangelical 
Lutheran Chun:h & Sch. v. EEOC, 132 S.Ct. 694, 706 (2012). The FCC's apparent position that the 
Religion Clauses have nothing to say about the Church's freedom to select the audience for its 
ministry is equally remarkable. In your November 13th letter, you took a very narrow view of Hosanna­
Tabor, asserting that it has no application to this matter because it arose in an employment-law context. 
However, the Supreme Court's broad pronouncements about the First Amendment in Hosanna-Tabor 
will not permit such a cavalier rejection of it as controlling authority. 

Indeed, HosaJ/na-Tabor, which incidentally involved the application of the First Amendment to the 
Lutheran Church, articulates the following critical mandates that the FCC-like all other government 
agencies-must honor: 

• " [T]he free Exercise Clause, which protects a religious group's right to shape its own faith and 
mission ... " id. at 706; 

• " [T)he Establishment Clause ... prohibits government involvement in ... ecclesiastical 
decisions ... " id.; 

• The "freedom of association-a right 'implicit' in the First Amendment'' applies to the 
Lutheran Church, id. (quoting Roberts v. United States Jqycees, 468 U.S. 609, 622, 104 S.Ct. 3244, 
82 L.Ed.2d 462 (1 ~84)); 

• "[T]he First Amendment ... gives special solicitude to the rights of religious organizations ... " 
id.; and 

• The U.S. Supreme Court's holding in Employment Div., Dept. of Human Resorm-es of Ore. v. Smith, 
494 U.S. 872, 110 S.Ct. 1595,. 108 L.Ed.2d 876 (1990), has no application in cases 
"concern[ing] government interference with an internal church decision that affects the faith 
and mission of the church itself." Id. at 707. 

These rules transcend the facts at play in Hosanna-Tabor, applying seamlessly to the circumstances 
presented in this matter. First, the Free Exercise Clause protects the Church's right to shape its 
mission, including the scope of its ministry and the audience to which it will seek to deliver its ministry 
given the limited resources of the Church. Furthermore, the Establishment Clause prohibits the 
FCC's involvement in the Church's entirely ecclesiastical decision about what audience it will target 
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with its ministry. In other words, the FCC has no authority to demand that the Church minister to 
the hearing-impaired population through its Living Hope ministry just as it would have no authority to 
demand that the Church minister to non-English-speaking audiences (e.g., Icelandic audiences, Russian 
audiences, etc.). 

Notably, the Establishment Clause also prohibits application of the closed-captioning requirement to 
living Hope because the FCC's exemptions to the requirement have the effect of elevating some faiths 
over others. This is the case because the FCC has categorically exempted from the requirement all 
programming broadcasted in a language o ther than English or Spanish. See 47 C.F.R. § 79.1(d)(11) . 
.Applied to the broadcast of religious services, this categorical exemption imposes greater burdens on 
some religions than others. For instance, the FCC would require the Church to bear the expense of 
providing closed captioning while presumably no such requirement would apply to Catholic Churches 
broadcasting their Latin Masses. And, by requiring that English and Spanish speaking churches 
minister to the hearing-impaired community, the FCC effectively endorses those religions to the 
hearing impaired. Meanwhile, the FCC's position effectively communicates that the Latin Mass does 
not merit the federal government's endorsement to the deaf population. The Establishment Clause 
does not permit the FCC to draw such distinctions. 

Similarly, the First Amendment's freedom of association prohibits the FCC from demanding the 
Church's association with the hearing-impaired population through its Living Hope ministry. Finally, it 
is difficult to imagine a clearer case of government interference with an internal church decision 
affecting the mission of the church than the FCC's attempt to regulate the audience to which the 
Church chooses to distribute its ministry. 

Moreover, and to the contrary of the FCC's cursory analysis, the focus in Hosanna-Tabor on the 
unfettered right of a religious organization to choose its own minister actually supports the Church's 
position in this matter. This is the case because the Church's choice of minister and the Church's 
choice of audience to receive its ministry are two sides of the same coin. 'The First Amendment's Free 
Exercise Clause and Establishment Clause unambiguously protect the Church against any interference 
from the FCC with respect to those ministry choices. And, as the Seventh Circuit Court of .Appeals 
has recendy explained, "[t]he church-autonomy doctrine respects the authority of churches to 'select 
their own leaders, define their own doctrines, resolve their own disputes, and run their own 
institutions' free from governmental interference." Korte v. Sebeli11s, 735 F.3d 654, 677 (7th Cir. 2013). 

Of course, this concept is not novel. Instead, the notion that our federal government has no business 
interfering with a chtl.rch's decision about the content of and audiences targeted by its ministry is well 
established in decades-old, binding precedent. "If there is any fixed star in our constitutional 
constellation, it is that no official, high or petty, can prescribe what shall be orthodox in politics, 
nationalism, religion, or other matters of opinion or force citizens to confess by work or act their faith 
therein." W. Va. State Bd. ofEduc. v. Barnette, 319 U.S. 624, 642 (1943). And, irnportandy, the Church 
does not challenge the FCC's authority to mandate closed captioning outside the context of religious 
ministry; however, as the Supreme Court explained in Hosa11na-Tabor, "the First Amendment ... gives 
special solicitude to the rights of religious organizations"; thus, authority may exist to regulate the 
secular where no such authority exists in the religious sphere. 
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Finally, the FCC misplaces reliance on Smith in an attempt to justify application of the closed­
captioning requirement to living Hope merely because the requirement is neutral. Hosanna-Tabor 
succinctly rejects that position as applied to circumstances involving government interference with 
ministry decisions. Notably, Smith enjoys no factual alignment whatsoever with this matter in that 
Smith involved a conflict between laws prohibiting peyote use and a religious endorsement of such 
drug use. Seizing upon this point, Hosanna-Tabor explains that "[i]t is true that the ADA's prohibition 
on retaliation, like Oregon's prohibition on peyote use, is a valid and neutral law of general 
applicability. But a church's selection of its ministers is unlike an individual's ingestion of peyote. 
Smith involved government regulation of only outward physical acts. The present case, in contrast, 
concerns government interference with an internal church decision that affects the faith and mission 
of the church itself." Hosanna-Tabor, 132 S.Ct. at 707. See also Kedro.ff v. Saint Nicholas Cathedral ojRtmia11 
Ortbodox Churcb i11 Nortb America, 344 U.S. 94, 116 (1952) (the First Amendment grants churches 
"independence from secular control or manipulation-in short, power to decide for themselves, free 
from state interference, matters of church government as well as those of faith and doctrine."). As 
emphasized above, this analysis applies directly to the Church's internal decision about how to pursue 
its mission through living Hope; thus, Smith has no application here. For these reasons, the FCC 
should conclude that it lacks authority to impose the closed-captioning mandate to Living Hope. 

2. The Fifth Amendment. 

The Fifth Amendment's Equal Protection Clause prohibits application of the dosed-captioning 
requirement to Living Hope, as well. As noted above, the FCC's dosed-captioning exemption for non­
English and non-Spanish broadcasts accords more favorable treatment under the law to certain 
religious traditions over the Church's practices. See 47 C.F.R. § 79.1(d)(11). No rational basis 
supports that distinction; thus, it denies the Church equal protection under the law. 

B. RFRA Prohibits the FCC from Applying the Closed-Captioning M andate to 
Living Hope. 

Additionally, the Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 1993 ("RFRA"), 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000bb et seq., 
which prohibits the federal government from placing substantial burdens on "a person's exercise of 
religion," id. § 2000bb-1 (a), unless it can demonstrate that applying the burden is the "least restrictive 
means of furthering ... (a] compelling governmental interest," id. § 2000bb-1(b), also precludes the FCC 
from applying Section 79.1 to the Church. Under RfRA, the phrase, "exercise of religion," means 
"any exercise of religion, wbetber or not t·ompelled by, or central to, a system of religious belief." 42 U.S.C. § 
2000cc-5(7)(A) (emphases added). Furthermore, "the substantial-burden inquiry does not invite the 
court to determine the centrality of the religious practice to the adherent's faith; RFRA is explicit 
about that." Korte v. Sebelius, 735 F.3d 654, 683 (7th Cir. 2013). "Put another way, the substantial­
burden inquiry evaluates the coercive effect of the governmental pressure on the adherent's religious 
practice and steers well clear of deciding religious questions." Id In light of this analytical framework, 
there can be no doubt that the FCC's application of Section 79.1 to the Church imposes a substantial 
burden on the Church's exercise of religion-namely its decision to deliver its ministry via Living Hope 
without allocating its limited resources to provide for closed captioning. While the Church regrets 
that Livi11g Hope does not reach a broader audience, including hearing-impaired persons, the Church's 
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decisions regarding the audience that it targets and to which it delivers its ministry is without question 
an ecclesiastical decision and exercise of religion. By seeking to regulate how the Church allocates its 
resources toward the delivery of its ministry and the audiences to which the Church chooses to 
minister, the FCC seeks to impose a substantial burden on the Church's exercise of religion without 
the support of any compelling interest. · 

To the Church's knowledge, the FCC has not attempted to establish a compelling interest to justify its 
intrusion into the Church's ministry, but no such showing can be made. "[I]n this highly sensitive 
constitutional area, only the gravest abuses, endangering paramount interests, give occasion for 
permissible limitation .... " 5 herbert v. Verner, 3 7 4 U.S. 398, 406 (1963) (internal quotation marks and 
alteration omitted), Indeed, "some substantial threat to public safety, peace[,] or order" must exist to 
satisfy the FCC's burden. Id. at 403, 83 S.Ct. 1790. While the FCC's interest in expanding access of 
hearing-impaired persons to television broadcasts is laudable, that interest fails to satisfy the stringent 
"compelling interest'' standard for it does not involve any substantial threat to public safety, peace, or 
order. !d. 

Moreover, even if a compelling government interest existed to support the FCC's position, the FCC 
could not establish that application of Section 79.1 to the Church amounts to the "least restrictive 
means" of furthering the interest pursued. "RFRA requires the government to shoulder the burden of 
demonstrating that [application of its regulatory mandate] 'is the least restrictive means of furthering 
[a] compelling governmental interest.'" Korte v. Sebelius, 735 F.3d at 685 (7th Cir. 2013) (quoting 42 
U.S.C. § 2000bb-1(b)). Just as in Korte, where the government had made numerous exceptions to the 
mandate that certain employers provide contraception coverage to employees, the FCC's numerous 
exceptions-many of which are categorical-to its closed-captioning mandate, see 47 C.F.R. § 79.1(d), 
preclude it from satisfying the "least restrictive means" test in this matter. 

C. Living H op e Is N ot Covered by the Closed-Cap tioning Requirement. 

Section 79.1 of the FCC's Rules do not apply to the Church's broadcasts of Living Hope because Living 
Hope does not fit within the definition of "video progranuning" under the Twenty-First Century 
Communications and Video Accessibility Act of 2010 ("the Act''). "The term 'video programming' 
means programming by, or generally considered comparable to programming provided by a television 
broadcast station, but not including consumer-generated media.'' 47 U.S.C. § 613(h)(2). See also 47 
C.F.R. § 79.1(a)(1) ("Programming provided by, or generally considered comparable to programming 
provided by, a television broadcast station that is distributed and exhibited for residential use. Video 
programming includes advertisements of more than five minutes in duration but does not include 
advertisements of five minutes' duration or less."). 

Living Hope is a broadcast of the Church's Sabbath services. In other words, the Church provides 
Living Hope as a form of purely religious speech and as part of its religious ministry. In light of its 
content and purpose, Living Hope is fundamentally different from any programming provided by a 
typical "television broadcast station." As such, Living Hope falls outside the statutory definition of 
"video programming" and thus outside the fCC's regulatory authority. Additionally, as the Church 
has previously explained to the FCC, Living Hope is created and made available to the public via the 

4229396.2 



Perlesta Hollingsworth 
December 12, 2013 
Page 8 

Bryan Cave llP 

Internet, which qualifies Living Hope as a type of "consumer-generated media," which the Act excludes 
from its definition of "video programming." See 47 U.S.C. § 613(h)(2); 47 U.S.C. § 153 ("The term 
'consumer generated media' means content created and made available by consumers to online 
websites and services on the Internet, including video, audio, and multimedia content."). For these 
reasons, the FCC should abandon its efforts to regulate Living Hope. 

D. Living Hope Fits within Multiple Exemptions to the Closed-Captioning 
Mandate. 

Exemptions to the dosed-captioning rule cover Living Hope. Namely, the Church's enclosures with 
this letter demonstrate that the Church has long operated at a deficit, see Exhibit 1; thus, any additional 
expense would clearly constitute an ''economically burdensome" expense. Nevertheless, the Church 
has made reasonable efforts to mitigate this harm, including efforts to negotiate down the cost of 
closed-captioning from the Church's video-services vendor. While those efforts have produced a 
lower cost for closed captioning (down from $250 per week to $225 per week), see Exhibit 8 (Nov. 25 
Cost Estimate), the expense remains too high in that it would add $11,700 per year to the Church's 
operating deficit. Likewise, the Church, which resides in a small city of fewer than 40,000 people and 
with limited access to dosed-captioning vendors, has searched without success for a vendor that 
would provide closed captioning services at a lower cost. See Exhibit 9 (Nov. 25 Email Exchange with 
Digital Media). Furthermore, the Church understands that Fox 23, KBSI, in Cape Girardeau, 
Missouri - the channel that carries Living Hope - is not in a position to provide dosed-captioning 
services to the Church. The Church seeks donations to continue Living Hope, see Exhibit 10 (Example 
of Newsletter Solicitation), but in the face of a difficult economy and escalating budget deficit, the 
prospect of additional donations attributed to the provision of closed captioning for Living Hope is 
gnm. 

Additionally, the FCC categorically exempts from its dosed-captioning requirement any video 
programming that would require a provider "to expend any money to caption any video programming 
[in excess ofj 2 percent of the gross revenues received from that channel during the previous calendar 
year." 47 C.P.R. § 79.1 (d)(11). The Church receives no gross revenues from Livi1tg Hope, and as noted 
above, the Church operates at a deficit; thus, the cost of closed captioning obviously exceeds the 2% 
threshold of this exemption. 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the Church respectfully asserts that the FCC has no authority to impose 
upon the Church or its Living Hope ministry a closed captioning requirement. Furthermore, even if 
such authority existed, Living Hope does not qualify as "video programming" as defined in the Act and, 
in any event, the programming should be granted an exemption for the reasons articulated in this 
letter. 
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U.S. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Recetv~d & lnsf'ected 

DEC 1 ::3 2013 

In the Matter of 
Trinity Lutheran Church 

Exemption 

) 
) 
) 

FCC Mail Room 
Case Identifier: CGB-CC-1265 
Docket No. 06-181 
Petition for Closed Captioning 

AFFIDAVIT OF RONALD LESSMANN 

Comes now RONALD LESSMANN, and for his Affidavit states and affirms as follows: 

1. I am over the age of twenty-one (21) years and competent to testify with 

respect to the statements in this Affidavit. 

2. I am the President of Trinity Lutheran Church in Cape Girardeau, 

Missouri. 

3. I have read the December 12, 2013 letter to which this Affidavit is 

attached in response to the Federal Communications Commission's request for 

supplemental information, dated November 13, 2013. Based on my review of relevant 

records and information recollected and thus far discovered, I affirm that the factual 

representations and assertions made in the December 12th letter to which this Affidavit 

is attached and that the exhibits enclosed with the December 12th letter are true and 

accurate to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. 

FURTHER, AFFIANT SAYETH NOT. 

ss 
STATE olb]-L-1--lJ..D=-----.J> 
COUNTY OF {!JJ;2t ) ) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this II ~ay of December 2013. 



•• 

My Commission Expires: 

Lf/ 2&- l?:z MICHELLE M. JONES 
Notaty Pubic - Notary Seal 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
Cape Ginlroeau Covntv 

~ Commission, 12413317 
~ My Commission Expires: April 26, 2016 
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107,320.07 104,951 .72 Bk of MO • Bldg Loan 0.00 0.00 .: 
218,3~.153 256.890.87 Bk of MO • 13 N Pacnlo 451878.37 45,878.37 ~ 12,499.33 9,926.01 

180.99 92.79 ~ 9,841.30 8,328.28 Tote! Notal Peyable $ 45,976:37 $ 45$76.37 

Due to other Fundi 90,000.00 50,000.00 
5;110.00 5,195.00 

SDI1II1 
11,487.30 11,048.84 Plyroll Wlthholdlngs $ 2,044.00 s 2.019.40 

184,898.27 184,686.45 
684.44 684.03 El!'ta~ll emllllli 

~ ... 23.803.8G ~23.m.as l:::;:- ctuch Clearing H01.8e 308.3~.~ ~.890.67 
'83,850.89 83,9S0.89 School Clelrtng H<Ue' 107,320.07 104,951.72 
31,856.81 31,955.81 School Bldg Fund 12.499.33 9.926.01 

0.00 0.00 Total Uabllltlea $ . _§681093.30 $ 519,864.37 
105,841.84 105,841.84 
87,000.00 87,000.00 N!IA!I!!t 
87,000.00 87,000'.00 
.. )000.00 4,000.00 Vnreatrloted . (117,26<>.67) (66,141.65) 

27,870.84 27,022.30 Reatrlcted (Oecflcated) $ 94311119.59 $ 973,1118.44 
98,048.86 93,125.44 
70,786.711 87,567.38 TOIII Net Aa .. te • 82!5,908.92 $ 887,018.89 
27,708.48 28,883.24 

138,2511.14 138,081.04 
8,1104.10 8.693.27 

o.oo 0.00 

95,0oo.OO 9111000.00 
i,392,ooU2 s 1.o~oe.ait2e 

Income and i!xl!!"'" 
Month YeertoDete 

li'icomeLe11 
'2t,i \ 2aJ.Z.-

Income Lees 
exl!!""' l!xpenetl Income ex;_n"ll EXI!!D"' 

3&,408.16 s (3,701 .34) - : - $ 106,827,10 $ 1 02t6.58 $ (389.48) 
83,588.72 (6.~1.41) 177,019.48 214,847.41 (37,827.95) 

M49.06 1,944.27 19,128.61 11 ,793.18 7,335.43 
17,093:09 (1n.71) 51,728.84 52,166.98 (427.14) 
5,791.87 (750.00) 16,1211.01 111,125.01 0.00 

214.87 o.oo 891.18 891.18 0.00 
127,83203:1 (8,216.19) 389,520.18 400,629.30 (31,109.12) 

0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 
8,987.08 141822.00 11211118.50 37,441.26 15.077.24 

136L61i.41_ _ _ M05,81. 422,038.88 438,070.56 1!_~031.68} 



______ \ {)A6t \ 
8/7/2013 Trinity lutheran ~hurch 
10:57a ~013 BALANCE SHEET 

Aug 1, 2012 through Jul 31, 2013 

Balance As Of Balance As Of Current Year Percent 

Account Aug 1, 2012 Jur31. 20J3.- Change Change 

Fund01 • CHURCH 

!Assets 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 10, CHECKING 

011-10:1~15, CHURCH CKG- BANK OF MO -7,150.92 -34,122.15 -26,971.23 377.17% 
011-10-10-25, SCHOOL CLRGHSE- BK OF MO 89,545.82 104,951.72 15,405.90 17.20% 
oH-16~-10.:36, cHURCH c'LR.GHSE- BK oF Mb 58,505.01 256,890.87 198,385.86 339.09% 
0~1_-29-:1.9:~5.! T!-~. ~'=l?q _F_~~q- ~!.<Of M<? 22,331.30 9,926.01 -12,405.29 -55.55% 
011-10-10-99, DUE FROM OTHER FUNDS 0.00 50,000.00 50,000.00 0.00% 

Minor 10, CHECKING 163,231.21 387,646.45 224,415.24 . ~37.48% 

Major 10, ACtOUNT RECAP 
Minor 20, MONEY MARKET 

oH-10-"20:65, i-ibUSING EQUITY- BUR.GELL 9,279.02 11,046.64 1,767.62 19.05% 

011-10-20-1"2, SCHOOL BUILDING FUND-LCEF . 54,019.31 184,665.45 130,646.14 241.85% 

o·H-1o-'2o:aa, rLt MURAL FUND-ALLIANCE 641.34 654.03 12.69 1·.98% 

Minor 20, MONEY MARKET 63,939.67 196,366.12 132,426.45 207.11%• 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor30, CO 

011-10-30:03~ TV MINISTRY- BANK OF MO 23,353.85 23,353.85 0.00 0.00% 

011-10-30-05, SCHOLARSHIP/CHUR-BK OF MO 63,205.62 63,950.89 745.27 1.18% 
011-10-3~23~ RADIO MINISTRY/BK OF MO 31,955.61 31 ,955.61 0.00 0.00% 
011-10-30-24, TV MINISTRY/1ST MO BANK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
o11-1o-3o:2·s-. E-B·E-RT Fb-Ei.K OF MO 102,026.89 105,541.64 3,514.75 3.44% 

011-~<?-?.b:~QJ ~J'!~f39H .EN_DOW-BK OF M_O 87,000.00 87,000.00 0.00 0.00% 
011-10-30-35, SCHOOL ENDOW-BK OF MO 87,000.00 87,000.00 0.00 0.00% 
011-10-30-60, YOUNG MUSICIAN/THRIVNT BK 4,000.00 4,000.00 0.00 0.00% 

Minor30, CO 398,541.97 402,801.99 4,260.02 1.07% 
Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 40, MUTUAL FD/STOCK 

011-10-40~69; SCHNARE FUND - THRIVENT 20,232.44 27,022.30 6,789.86 33.56% 
011-10-40-10, CHURCH MAINT- THRIVENT 73,975.40 93,125.44 19,150.04 25.89% 
oH.15-4o:f3~ PARSONAGE- THRIVENt 57,940.74 67,567.36 9,626.62 16.61% 
011 -10-40-14, PARSONAGE- THRIVENT 22,817.69 26,863.24 4,045.55 17.73% 

Minor 40, MUTUAL FD/STOCK 174,986.27 214,578.34 39,612.07 22.64% 
Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 50, LUTH EXT FUND 

011-10-50-11 INHERITANCE/SPECIAL GIFTS 125,676.74 . 138,081.04 12,404.30 9.87% 
•.. - - - - - •. I - - • - . . . . . .. . . . . . , • . - . .. . 

011-10-50-18, INHERITANCE-SCHRADER(LEF) 8,541 .61 8,593.27 51.66 0.60% 

Minor 50, LUTH EXT FUND 134,218.35 146,674.31 12,455.96 9.28% 
Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Min_~r 60. ANNUITY/BONDS 

011-10-60-15, INVESTMENTS- 13 N PACIFIC 95,000.00 95,000.00 0.00 0.00% 

Minor 60, ANNUITY/BONDS 95,000.00 95,000.00 0.00 0.00% 
Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 70, CAFETERIA FUND BAL'ANCE 

011 -10-70-05, DUE FROM CAFETERIA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 

Minor 70, CAFETERIA FUNO BALANCE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
Major 99, Ded. Receivable 
Minor 99, Ded. Receivable 

017 -xX-xx-xx~ Dedicated Funds Receivable 427.68 3,142.81 2,715.13 634.85% 
Dedicated Funds Receivable 427.68 3,142.81 2,715.13 634.85% 

Total Assets 1,030,325.15 1 .44§,2·1 0.02 415,884.87 40.36% 

I Liabilities 
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Trinity Lutheran Church 
JULY 2012 BALANCE SHEET 

Jan 1, 2012 through Jul 31, 2012 

Account 

MaJor 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 10, CHECKING 

011-10-10·15 CHURCH CKG ·BANK OF MO 
011-10-10-25 SCHOOL CLRGHSE • BK OF MO 
01 H0-10·30 CHURCH CLRGHSE • BK OF MO 
011-10--1 0-35 TLC BLDG FUND - BK OF MO 

Minor 10, CHECKING 

MaJor 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 20, MONEY MARKET 

011·10•20-05 HOUSING EQUITY· BURGELL 
011-10-20-12 SCHOOL BUILDING FUND-LCEF 
01 1·10-20·88 TLC MURAL FUND-ALLIANCE 

Minor 20, MONEY MARKET 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Mlnor30, CO 

011-10-30-03 TV l'v11NlSTRY- BANK OF MO 
01 H 0·30-05 SCHOLARSHIPlCHUH·BK OF MO 
011-10-30-23 RADIO MINISTRY/BK OF MO 
.011-10·30·24 TV MINISTRY/1ST MO BANK 
011-10·30-25 EB.ERT FD·BK OF MO 

· 011-1 0·30-30 CHURCH ENDOW -BK OF MO 
011-1 0·30·35 SCHOOL ENDOW -BK OF MO 
011-10-30-60 YOUNG MUSICIAN/THRIVNT BK 

Mlnor30, CO 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 40, MUTUAL FO/STOCK 

011·1 0-40-09 SCHNARE FUND · THRIVENT 
01'1·10-40-10 CHURCH MAINT- THRIVENT 
011-10-40-13 PARSONAGE· THRIVENT 
011-10-40-14 PARSONAGE- THRIVENT 

Minor 40, MU1lJAL FDISTOCK 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 50, LUTH EXT FUND 

011-10-50~11 INHERITANCE/SPECIAL GIFTS 
011-10-50-18 INt-:JERITANCE-SCHRADER(LEF) 

Minor 50, LIJTH EXT FUND 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 60, ANNUITY/BONDS 

011-10-60-15 INVESTMENTS- 13 N PACIFIC 

Minor 60, ANNUilY/BONDS 

Major 10, ACCOUNT RECAP 
Minor 70, CAFETERIA FUND BALANCE 

011-10-70.05 DUE FROM CAFETERIA 

Minor 70, CAFETERJA FUND BALANCE 

1 

Balance As Of 
Jan 1. 2012 

9!097.95 
62131 . .!J.L ... 
35,779.70 
131937.09 

121,125.90 

8,283.44 
351789.10 

636.71 
44,709.25 

23,353.85 
63,205.62 
311955.61 
18,484.48 

1021026.89 
87,000.00 
87,000.00 

4,000.00 
417,026.45 

19,011.79 
69~21.43 
55,709.45 
211382,18 

165,424.85 

125.565.03 
81498.26 

134,063.29 

95,000.00 

95,000.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Balance As Of 
J!1131_, 2012 

·7-,150.92 
89,545.82 
58,505.01 
221331.30 

163,231.21 

9,279.02 
541019.31 

641.34 
63,939.67 

231353.85 
63,205.62 
311955.61 

0.00 
102,026.89 
67 000.00 . 
87.000.00 
4,000.00 

398,541.97 

20.232.44. 
731975.40 
57,940.74 
22.817:69 

174,966.27 

l25,676.74 
81541.61 

134,218.35 

95.000.00 

95,000.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Current Year 
Change 

·16,248.87 
27,234.66 
22,725.31 

8 394.21 

42,105.31 

995.58 
18,230.21 

4.63 
19,230.42 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

·18,484.48 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

-18,484.48 

1,220.65 
41653.97 
2~31.29 
1435.51 
9,541.42 

111.71 
43.35 

155.06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

Percer 
Chang 

-178.60'} 
43.71'} 
63.51'} 
60.23'} 

34.7~ 

12.02'} 
50.94~ 
0.73~ 

43.01' 

O.OOo/. 
O.OOo/. 
O,OOo/. 

·100.00o/. 
0.00°.1. 
O.OOo/. 
0.00% 
0.00% 

-4.<J30/. 

6.42% 
6.71% 
4.01% 
6.71% 

s.no1e 

0.09% 
0.5.1% 
0.1~.k 

0.00% 

0.000/e 

0.00% 

0.000/e 



Trinity l..uther;~n Church 
Income and expen~s (Cash basis) 

For the period ended: · ·· 

PAGE 1 Income 
Envelope - General OHEHings 
Thanksgiving Offerings 
s; .• i1ciay· School orr,~rings 
Memorials 
Interest lncorrie · 
Dial- A - Prayer/ Sr. A id ---· 
VBS Donations 
Office Receipts 
Portals of Prayer 
Misc. i 
Thriven! Matching Gifts 
Re-nt 13N Pacif1c 
Total Church lncom·e -· 

School Income 
Trinity Tuition 
Sl Andrew Tuition 
Good Shepherc Tuiticn 
Ra.ilo.er·r·u!i:Or.·-· ·--- · -------

Non-Member Tuition 
Transfer from Trinity Foundation 
School Endowment Interest · 
Schoollnterest -
Registration Fees 

"12 inonths 
12.31.11 . 

- · -ACTUAL 

489,068 
8,162 

695 
5,935 

"' ( 380 
400 
860 
250 
205 

4 ,154 
---- ··- 0 -

-·- 8,650 
519,'~_69 .. 

236,158 
169,847 ·­

-~- · ·e·:ss2 
39,000 

7 months 
7.31.12 

ACTUAL. 

301 .239 
0 

392 
6,374 

0 
2oo 
254 
450 
124 

2,561 
757 

4~950 
317,301 

118,076 
95,865 
4 ,740 

17.889 

~~.6q~ - .. -· 47.137 

1,38_q 

__ .. - -_ 28.oso 
2.426 

, ___ 1,~51~26 

0 
- 0 

0 
21,210 

1,775 
.~ _-- --8-3,581 

155 

12months 
7.31.13 

ACTUAL 

"531,294 
9,862 

604 
8,224 
1,568 

41 
. ··~240 

35 
80 

16.042'' 
0 

6,850 
s~;~o 

202,584 
170,816 

10,112 
29,417 
97,368 

..... - "f7;125 

0 ... 1",568 .. 

12 months 
7.31 .14 
Budget 

510,000 
9,000 

6ocl" -
i;6oo 
2.0oo· -

450 
450-· 

0 
250 7,ooa-- · 

"4,000 
8,656 

644,4oo· 

236,000 
170,000 
·:;a,ooo 
38,000 
93,000 

0 
0 

2,500 
. -

. - · 28,000 -
-- 0 

120,000 
Rent - School Property 
School Parents Tuition 
Memorial Gifts 
GiftsfDonations 

.. - 1,520 
- -·-· -0 -· . 

i8,895 
2,215 

_.112,774 
6,018 

521 
6 

1,000 
600 

2,500- .. 
TLC School E-nvelOpe Olferings 
Thrivent).1atching Gilts · · · · 
AU1Iet1c Adm1ss1on~ · · 
Omner .1l1Ci lon lor.baml/choir 
Misc. 
Total School Income 

Cafeteria Income 
Childrim Receipts 
Adult Receipts 
state Reimbursements 
Total Cafeteria Income 

i 
Trinity Pre~hcoo'l · 
Trinily preschool recpts 

L --· 
Total preschool Income 

I. 

-

-

554 
5,623 . . 
3,982 

- --· -·· . 

--

0 
1,688 

718,944 . 

.... - - "52,667 
1,845 

13,622 
. --- .... - '68J 34' . -

214,524 

---- ..... . ..--·~ ·~ 214,624 

0 
1.431 
1,176 

0 
1,267 

394_.302 .. 

24,664 
932 

10,193 
36,~~~ 

121,001 

121,001 

I ---- - --
Synod & District Income 

EnVelope Offerings ~. 
Special Envelope Offerings 
Total synoi(& o;5~ri~i" Jn.come·-···- · 

i 
Campus Ministry Income-

Regular Envelope Offerings -

Designated Offerings -·-·" 
Tolnl C;~mpus Minis~ry 

Principal payment 
Love s1fferi.ngs -

-

Borrowings \ __ _ _ 
.. 

Total Rec~ipts_ __ --
I 

56,000 
4500 

80,500 

. - 32;676 
2,625 

35,295 

2.~04 ~-. -... ·· (eao 
2,904 .. . 1,680 

-····---
0 - . ····-· 

-i936s -· 19,095 · -. 
1,6~,13~ 924,463 
1,584,765 905,368 

-
-

'2;588 
-2:062 

1,444 
685,607 

.. 45;842 
1,201 

13,639 
60,682 

201 ,781 

2o1.1a1 

56,000 
4-;-soo 

.. -~-- 2,000 
2,500 
2,000 

708!100 ... 

47,000 
925 

0 
.67,925 

222,000 

...... __ 56,ooo 
4,500 

60,5_0<!_ .. 60,600 ·-

2,938 

.. 2,938 

··- 16,755 
1,597.(103 
1,580,248 

- . -

2,800 

2,800 

·-

0 
1,585,726 .. 
1.585,725 



Postaue 
Music/Band 
TeCJcher ClilSSroom Supplies 
Test Scoring · · -· 
Professional Admin. Dues 
Music/Choir Handbells 
Science supplies 
Nat'L ·Lutheran School Aecr 
Pest Control 
Office Equip Repair 
Fac1h!y Maintenance 
Office EQUIP Rental 
Jamtorfai Supplies 
School Credit Card fees 
Mileage _. __ . 
Conference· 
Coniirluing Education 
Advertising i 
Mise _ i 
Utilities ! 
Sewer/Trash 
Teiephnne 1 
Insurance ! __ 
A L11Ielic Events - Officials 
Pre-K Snack 
Concordia Retirement Plan 
(::"on cordia Chsability Pian - · - · · · 
con.cordia Health Plan 
Deductible Reimbursement 

_ .. - -

12 months 7 months 
12.31.11 7.31.12 
ACiiJAL-- . ·-- ACTUAL --·· 

12.31.11 7.31.12 

416 337 
92 0 

1,076 2,029 
1,766 1,864 . . 
1,036 - 583 

304 0 
0 0 

1,308 75 
- 1.550 650 

0 (320) 
1e.1o9 ----· ·-9.o39 
2,2-34 - 1,317 
4,528 4,221 

-80 so· 
1,605 274 

-· 522 ··- - 436 
.. ·· - :f,ooo 101 

1,250 0 
-157 610 

12 months 
7.31.13 

ACTUAL 
7.31.13 

604 
78 

____ 2,242 
1,139 

985 
15 

485 
350 
950 

- --- 16,953 

2,113 
~- ~4.370 

980 
3,130 

"9f3'. 
1 .~~ 

26,172 17.051 29,543 
4,319 3,289 4,995 
2,486 1,608 . 2.392 

18,019 4,689 43,279 
2, too · · ...... ·· 1 ,oso 1.3so 

675 275 883 
36,338 21 ,854 37,884 
8,359 .. ... 4,673 8,158 

125:soo 76,518 132,193 
1,003 2,661 ... 1:053 

(A6~ i_ 
12 months 

7.31 .f4 ... . 

Budget 
7.31.14 

700 
300 

2,'250 
f,600 
1,100 

250 
1,000 

600 
1,100 

200 
16.000 
4:·foo 
4-:-soo 

0 
1,500 
4,000 
1,0oo 
1.250 

- ~·-~-~0 ... 
30,300 
·-4,400 

2,800 
i 1:1oo 
2,500 

675 
38,861 
8,91f 

135,463 
-··- .. -· 4,3oo 

, ....... --· .. ---··-- - 48,996 29,279 _ .. --.. ~-- . 51 ;267 52,231 
23,962 

- 3-92.600 . 

Salary - Principal 
Salary - secietar}t -
Salary- Teachers .. 
Sub - Teachers 
Salary - Aids 
Salary·- Custodian+contract 
Sal.:~ry . School siip.::ricts- · .. _ ·- - · -
Social Security - · · · 

Tota l Scho~l Expenses 

Cafeteria Exp~rys_~~-
Food 
Salaries 
Concordia Retirement Plan 
Concordia Disability Plan 
Concordia Health Plan 
Deductible Reimbursement 
Sociaf Security-· 
Purchased SeN ices 
Equipment Purchases·- ·­
Supplies 1 

-- -

Total Cafeteria ·expenses 

· -·22,834 -- -·-13,535 . 23,673 
- --- 363,014 214.266 382,897 

1,925 2:853 · · ---1.856- · 
2,639 .. --4,68o' 0 

54,459 31,599 50,294 
2,250 ' 750 . . . 500 

17,074 9,667 17,493 

_801_,843 863,s6o 

2,000 -s.44o .. 
56,216 

3,100 _ 
19,on 

26,681 
18,414 

- - -=-·-.--- ---(916 ... 

12.2~ . 24,898 -- 21,000 
10,823 - .. 18,3aa· 18,268 

435 
13,751 

- _1,332 

785 
1,170 

64,464 

-· -.. - ·at4' -- ..... . 812 991 
226 210 - - "2 56 -

~!985 --~·= -- 0 - - . ·-·- . -· . 0 
200 

1,397 .781 
138 

0 
625 

31658 

1,412 
7 

---- 643 - ---· 
---46362 

0 
·sao 

1,560 
44112 



f~6&5 
8/7/2013 Trinity Lutheran Church 
10:57a 2013 BALANCE SHEET 

Aug 1, 2012 through Jul31, 2013 

Balance As Of Balance As Of Current Year Percent 

Account Aug 1, 2012 Jul31,2013 Change Change 

Major 00, Group 00 
Minor 30, LOAN 

012-00-30-15, CHURCH LOAN- BK OF MO 0.00 0.00 . 0.00 0.00% 
01i-b0.:-3-e>=26, ·sLOG LOAN- BK OF MO 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-30-30, NIP 13 N. PACIFIC 62,630.87 45,876.37 -16,754.50 -26.75% 
012-bCJ:jo-:.99, DUE to OTHER FUNDS 0.00 50,000.00 50,000.00 0.00% 

Minor 30, LOAN 62,630.87 95,876.37 33,245.50 53.08% 
Major 00, Group 00 
Minor 40, PAYROLL W/H 

012-0b-40~1•q=e?eral Payroll Taxes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-40-19, SOCIAL SECURITY- CHURCH -27.40 -27.40 0.00 0.00% 
012-0b-40:.26, MEDICARE TAX - CHURCH -7.52 -7.52 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-40-34, SOCIAL SECURITY- SCHOOL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-40-35, MEDICARE TAX- SCHOOL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-40-46, SOCIAL SECURITY-CAFETERIA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
o12-bo.:4o4f,-MEDICARE TAX- CAFETERIA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00% 
012-00-40-47, SOCIAL SECURITY-ELC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
o12-bo-4o~. -MEDiCARE tAX - ELt:- 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 

01~-.99:4.9~~.-~t~t~ _P~yr~l! ~ax~s 0.50 0.50 0.00 0.00% 
012-09-40-~0. Tax $helter Annuity -330.00 -330.00 0.00 0.00% 

0!? -99:4.9.:-~ 1_. -~cp!_d_er_l~ ~~~~ran~~ -171.05 -170.25 0.80 -0.47% 
012-90-4_0-~2J _St~te Tax C(!mpensatiol') 2,458.47 2,568.47 110.00 4.47% 
01?-.99:4_~7~=!,_Qf39~P .~~.RM LIFE _IN~UR~N_CE -14.40 -14.40 0.00 0.00% 
012-00-40-56, CRSP Tax Shelter Annuity 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.00% 
012-00-40-60, Wage Garnishment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 

Mlnor40, PAYROLL W/H 1,908.60 2,019.40 110.80 5.81% 
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Federal Communications Commission 
Washirigton, D.C. 20554 · 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
100 North Frederick St. 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

Case Identifier#: CGB-CC-0475 

December 29, 2011 

The Federal Communications· Commission received your new request for exemption from the 
closed captioning rules on December 28, 2011. A copy of the first-page of the filing, date 
stamped, is attached hereto. Your filing is pending as of the date noted on the stamped filing. 

This filing, and any other documents related to it, can be found through the Commission's 
Electronic Comment Filing System at 
http://fiallfoss.fcc.gov/ecfs/comment searchlinput?z=ygbow. To access this fJ.li.D.g and any 
related documents, key 06-181 in the box labeled "Proceed~g Number" and the four numerical 
digits of the above case identifier numbedrfthe ''Advanced Options" section in the box labeled 
"File Number"; then click on the :Search for Comments button at the bottom. · 

You should use the above case identifier number in any·co;respondence with the Commission 
concerning your filing. Please retain a copy ofthis·letter·for your records. 
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Trinity Lutheran Church, School and Early Learning Center 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

REV: DOUGL.AS C. BREITE 
Administrative 

Pastor 
dcb@t-lutheran.ore 

REV. NAiHAN A. BURG Ell 
Associate Pastor 

VISitation & Christian Care 
nab@t-ll$eran.onz 

Office of the Secretary 
Federal Communication Commission 
Attn: Disability Rights Office, Room 3-8431 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC ·-?.0554 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
100 North Frederick Street 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 . 

Case Identification: CGB-CC-0475 

LEAH KORTMEYER DIANE MAURER KAREN DRURY 
Dlr.ector of Christian Principal ELC Director 

Education dmaurer@t-1.1thetansdloo.ag daygre@tdutheran.org 
dcel~h®t-lutheran.orq ~ .---.~-

CASE INDENTJFICAT ' # CGB-CC-0475 

DEC 2 8 2011 

FCC l\1a:; ?.ot:~rn 

Subject: Exemptions to .closed captioning requirements 
on basis of undae burden. 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Please consider our congregation of 1200 people, more or less, that has. been producing and 
I 

airing LIVING HOPE since 1983 at great expense to our supporters. 

Our cost of producing and airing this 30 minute worship program is $450.00 per week. With. 

the added expense of closed caption of $250.00 per week would put an undue burden on our 

supporters of liVING HOPE. This increase represents almost 60% of our production cost. 

You are invited to view this program by going to www.t-lutheran.org and clicking on LIVING 

HOPE. You can view the sermons, children's message and the special music from each weeks 

church service. This additional expense is $75.00 per week. 

When LIVING HOPE began in 1983 it was the decision of the congregation to not make this a 

budg~t line item for our congregation, but would be supported by special gifts and memorials . 

above our member's regular contributions to the church budget. Needless to say this has been 

successful for the past 28 years and we pray that it w ill continue. 



~-

Trinity Lutheran Church 
Attn: Dale F. Kester 

Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

March 7, 2012 

Case Identifier": CGB-CC-0475 

Trinity Lutheran Church, Syhool and Early Learning Center 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 .; 

Dear Mr. Kester, 

This is to advise you that the Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau (CGB) of the 
Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") has reviewed your petition for exemption from the 
closed captioning rules. CGB has found that your petition provides some, but not all, of the 
information needed for us to make a determination as to whether or not the FCC closed captioning 
requirements would be economically burdensome for you. Ifyou wish for this petition to receive 
further consideration for a closed captioning exemption, you must supplement your petition by 
providing us with the information described below, by April6, 2012. The information we need is: 

• Documentation of your financial status sufficient to demonstrate your 
inab~lity to afford closed captioning - for example, profit and loss statements or bank 
statement information. (This should not just include the resources devoted to or the 
costs associated with the television program at issue. Your petition only included 
financial i.Rformatiorl for your television ministry.); 

• Verifi.c'ation that you .have sought closed captioning assistance (e.g., funding, services) 
from your video programming distributor; also the extent to which such assistance has 
been provided or rejected; 

• Verification that you have sought additional sponsorship sources or other sources of 
revenue for captioning, and that, even if these efforts have not successfully produced 
assistance, you do not otherwise have the means to provide captioning for the 
program(s); 

Exhibit 3 
•• Information on the type of your operation(s) and the impact that providing captions 

would have on your pr.ogramming activities, for ex~ple, the .extent to which your 
progranuning might not be shown if it is required tD provide captions; and 

~-------~ · • An affidavit (i.e., a written sworn statement made under oath) supporting the petition. 

If you do not file this additional information by April6, 2012, or the information that you provide is 
still not sufficient for us to mal<e a determination, your petition will be dismissed without prejudice to 

0 re-filing 0~ Junes, 2012, which is 90 days from the late of this letter, and you will be required to 
begin providi?g closed caption~ for yow:_ programming on June 6, 2012. 

Here is some information to help you better understand how the FCC processes individual 
requests for captioning exemptions: 
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THE PETITION PROCESS- What a Petition· Must Contain 
The FCC's process for handling closed captioning exemption petitions has multiple steps. 

CGB is responsible for reviewing and deciding the merits of exemption petitions. 

When CGB receives a petition, it must first determine whether a petition contains sufficient 
information to be placed on public notice (i.e., released to the pubiic) so that the public can comment 
on its merits. CGB looks to whether the petition contains up-to-date evidence, supported by affidavit, 
to show that it would be economically burdensome to provide closed captioning for the specific 
programming for which an exemption is sought. Section 713(e) ofthe Communications Act and the 
FCC's rules at 47 C.F.R. § 79.l(f)(2) define "economically burdensome" as "significant difficulty or 
expense." In determining whether the provision of closed captions will cause significant:difficulty or 
expense, these provisions require the FCC to consider four factors: (1) the nature and cost of the 
closed captions for the programming; (2) the impact on the operation of the provider or program 
owner; (3) the financial resources of the provider or program .. owner; and (4) the type of operations of 
the provider or program owner. 

In order to prove that the provision of closed captioning would impose an economic burden 
when applying the above four factors, a petition.must contain the following: 

1. Documentation of the petitioner's financial status sufficient to demonstrate the. 
petitioner's inability to afford closed captioning- for example, profit and loss 
statem~nts or bank statement information. (This should not just include the resources 
devot~d to or the costs associated with the television program at issue); 

2. Information about the costs associated with captioning the specific program(s) for 
which the petitioner is requesting an exemption; 

3. Verification that the petitioner -has sought closed captioning assistance (e.g., funding, 
services) from its vid~o programming distributor; also the extent to which such 
assistaqce·has been provided or rejected; 

4. Verification that the petitioner has sought additional sponsorship sources or other 
sources of revenue for captioning, and that, even if these efforts have not successfully 
produced assistance, the petitioner d.oes not otherwise have the means to provide 
captioning for the program(s); a.nd 

5. Information ori the type of the petitioner's operation(s) and the impact that providing 
captions would have on its programming activities, for example, the extent to which 
its programming might not be shown if ii is required to provide captions. 

Each petitio~ should contain a specific list of names of the program(s) for which an 
exemption is being sought and it may describe other factors that the petitioner deems relevant to an 
exemption determination, as well as any alternatives that could be a reasonable substitute for the 
closed captioning requirement. Finally, each petition must be accompanied by an affidavit (i.e, a 
written sworn statement made under oath) supporting the petition. 

We advise petitioners to carefully review the FCC's recently adopted Memorandum· Opinion 
and Order, Order, and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in-Anglers for Christ Ministries, Inc., which 
can be found athttp://transition.fcc.gov/cgb/drolcaption.html and corresponding FCC rules (47 CFR 
§ 79.1 (f)(2)-(3)). These 'documents describe the requirements for··obtaining an economically· 
burdensome exemption in detail. 
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If CGB determines that the petition provides sufficient information upon which to make a 
determination of whether or not to grant a closed captioning ex~mption, it will place the petition on 
public notice in CG Docket No. 06-181 at http://fjallfoss.fcc.gov/ecfs/. Members of the public will 
then have 30 days to file comments on and/or-oppositions to the petition, after which the petitioner 
will have 20 days to respond. At the end of this tirneframe, CGB will review the petition, along with 
information provided in any comments and responses received, to" determine whether providing 
captioning would be economically burdensome for the petitioner. While a petition is pending, the 
program at issue does not need to be captioned. 

If, however, CGB d~termines that the petition and supporting documents do not pr:ovide 
sufficient information needed for the FCC to make a determination as to the merits of its petition, the 
petition will be considered deficient and CGB will not place the petition on public notice. 

YOUR PETITION 

As noted above, CGB has determined that the petition that you filed with the FCC on 
December 28, 2011, is deficient, because although it provided some information, it failed to provide 
sufficient information for us to make a determination as to whether the provision of closed captioning 
would be economically burdensome for you. We therefore conclude that your petition is not 
sufficient to be placed on public notice. As mentioned above, if you wish to receive further 
consideration for a closed captioning exemption for your programming, you must supplement your 
petition by filing the information listed in the first paragraph of this letter by April6, 2012, which is 
30 days from the date of this letter. If you do not file this additional information by that date or the 
information that you provide is still deficient, yoUJ.: petition will be dismissed without prejudice to re­
filing, and you will be reqt~:ired to begin providing closed captions for this programming on June 6, 
2012. 

If you decide to 'Supplement your petiti0n, your petition, as well as any supporting financial 
information provided, will be available for public inspection. If your petition contains confidential 
information, you may request "confidential ti:eatment," i.e., that it Iiot be shared with-members of the 
public, pursuant to FCC niles. ' See· 47 C.F.R. § 0.459. If you provide information for which you 
want "confidential treatment," y"ou must also submit a second version of your petition with the 
confidential information-redacted (this must be subrni"tted along with-your request for confidential 
treaiment). The redacted version·will be publicly disclosed. If your request for confidential 
treatment is granted, the "public version" of your petition must still contain sufficient documentation 
to support your claim that closed captioning would be economically -l:n:trdensome. This 
documentation is needed so that the pubiic understands the basis for· your exemption request and can 
comment on its merits. 

If you have additional questions pertaining to the filing of an exemption request, please 
contact the FCC's Disability Rights Office at captioningexemption@fcc.gov. Thank you. 

Roger Hal rg 
Attorney, D ability Rights 0 
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Instructions for Filing a Supplement to a Closed Captioning Exemption P·etition 

You ·must send the FCC an original and two (2) copies of the information supplementing your 
previously filed petition for a closed captioning exemption. Filings must be sent by hand or 
messenger delivery, commercial overnight courier, or by first class or overnight U.S. Post:a1 Service 
mail. 

For U.S. Postal Service mail, including Express Mail, Priority Mail, and First Class Mail, please use 
the following address: 

Office of the Sect:etary . 
Federal Communications Coriunission 
Attention: Disability Rights Office, Room 3-B431 
445 12th Street, SW · · 
Washington, DC 20554 

for commercial overnight mail; such as Federal Express or United Parcel Service, please use the 
following address: 

Office of the Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Attention: Disability Rights Office, Room 3-B431 
9300East Hampton Drive 
Capitol Heightsr MD 20743 

E lectronic filing and faxes of petitions will not be accepted. 

Please wait at-least two weeks before contacting FCC staff to make inquiries about whether 
your petition has been received. You must inclua e the case identifier number at the top of the 
acknowledgement you previously r eceived, which is also at the top of this letter, in aU 
correspondence with the FCC r~garding your petition. 
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Trinity Lutheran Church & ~hool 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

REV. DOUqLAS C. BRETI,E 
Ad~sttative Pastor 

{573) 651-3038 
dcb@t-luthe:ran.o~ 

April 2, 2012 

REV. NATIIAN A BURGEI.L 
·Associate Pastor 

Visitation & Qrr.istian Care 
(573) 335-8916 

nab@t-luthc:ran.org . 

' 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, DC 20554 

LEAH KORTMEYER 
Director of Christi. an 

Education 
(573) 579-4134 

dceleab @t-lutheran.org 

Enclosures: 1 Trinity weekly newsletter item of Feb 2012 

2 Ron Duff CC weekly estimate 

•-" 

DIANE MAtJRER 
Principal 

(573) 339-7175 
~t-luthc:ranschoolorg 

KAREN DRURY 
.ELG Director 

{57.3) 651-3079 
~ycare@t-Iutheran.org 
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.3 Congregational 20 11 fmancial status and F !Y 2 0 13 budget proposal 

Dear Mr. Holberg: 

Trinity Lutheran C~urch, Cape Girardeau, MO, has had its S~day church service 
(Living Hope), bro~cast o·ver the TY airwaves continuously in our surrounding area for almost 

30 years. WHAT A -WONDERFUL MISSION AND OUTREACH TIDS PROVIDES FOR 
' ./" " ... 

OUR COMMUNITY !! 
Ouz: production has been primarily-financed by a one~ time bequest 30 years ag9 which 

does not go into perpetuitY, and is almost out of asset! 
We have (enclosure· 1) made our congregation aware of. our financial ciicumstances 

reg~dirig this mission. To ~te we have funds left for 20 months of broadcasting which would 
t~e us.thr~:mgh (Oct/Nov 2013), assuming no additional -weekly expenditures are added to the 

production costs, ie, closed captioning. By incurring an additional weekly exp~nse for closed 

captiorung, we would have to cease· our broadcast by July/Aug 2013-. 
Tills is a most important ministry to our a.r ea, watched by thousands o.f people · 

weekly of diverse backgro~nds (not all Luth,er an or even c~urch.ed). Our pasto~s and office 

personnel have received, over the years, nothing but positive feedbac-k from the community and 

quad state area ~issouri, Illinois,·Kentucky and Arkansas). 
There has never been a viewer request for closed captioning- no one has ever Jet us . . . . 

know that this would be helpful . . 

By inctiiTln.g an additional expense .. of $225/wk ($11,700/yr} with mandatory closed 

captioning- ( otir video programmer is willing to reduce his cost to us by $25/wk frqm $250/wk : 
0-"'1 ...... ,. • • _ _ ,..,, ---- ·-- · . 1 1 

-- - - -------------------------------------
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or $37,700/yr. Our congregatii>nal budget proposal for FlY 2013 shows a.probable deficit of 
$51,000 (enclosure 3). 

Trinity Lutheran Church also supports a parochial school, K-8, whose financial 

obligation annually is in excess of$800,000. ·We are not in a fmancial position to appropriate or 
discover any additional funds for our TV broadcast. We are afraid that this 30 year tradition 
will end if our annual outlay for Living Hope is increased-from $26,000 to $37,700 because of 

closed captioning. We currently are trying to raise the $500/wk contributions (which have been 
slow), but $725/wk will b~ impossible!! 

We humbly, sincerely and respectfully, request that the FCC grant a closed 
captioning waiver to Trinity Lutheran Church in Cape Girardeau, MO, to keep this most 
important mission alive!! 

. Lessmann, D.D.S. 

President, Trinity Lutheran Church 



ENCLOSURE .. . ,1 -- ' Trini t y week ly newsletter ite m of Feb 201 2· 

2. EASIER CANTATA 

Mark on your calendar the Saturday/Sunday weekend of April 14/lS to be in attendance at the Trinity Sip 

presentation of '*Vent Are The Christ", an Easter cantata. This ~ill r.einforce the powerful Easte~ mess~ge t 
our Pastoral staff Will stir Into our.hearts. The choir would still welcome additional help with your voices. -

·.; ·-choir wm practiartrre·:c:nttata tor30-4ttfffiifit"t'e£ :e·ach \A.ieclnesaav7niilli1~·fVia~ch·:i~medtciteiv after the 7. P 

Lenten service. COME JOIN USI 

-~ 

3. LIVING HOPE AND RADIO BROAOCASJ . 

As mentioned before, w~ currently have approxknately $41,000 remaining In our. TV accounts, whlch-equat 

about 21 months left of paid (no IT budgeted) TV outreach ministry- current costs are about $2,0g0/r:no. Si 

we have no·word from the .fCC on our request for our close<t, captioning waiver w.-~-i,;;~ould add ;:tdditionaf . '· .. , 

costs. Our radio broadcast cur:rentty has $32,000 remaining which at approximately $380/mo will see us 

monthly through 2019. Pleas·e remember Uvl~g Hope fn your spe.dally marked offering enw.Jope-s, 

memorials, love offerings and outreach.eonttibutlons. 

Ron lessmann 

- ---·---- ----------~- --- ·-·----
., 

Trinity Sr. High Youth 
Mark Your Calendars to Make a .Difference! 

·~· ··· · . . ;: .. 
.· \ ;., . . ' 

Senior High. Missouri Distri~ Yo~ Gatheri~g R , . 

. "Strong, Firm and Steadfast an Chnst for Jophn . 
And after.you· have suffered ·a little while, the God of all grace, who has called_ yo11 to h1s 

· eternal glory in Christ, will himself restcre, confirm, strengthen and establish you. 
. . : (1 Peter 5:10) . 

_ June 21-24, 2012 · 
Missouri Southern State University -Joplin, M() . 

Plans are v:,P.JIIInrlPrwrlv fnr thic \IO::u·1c r"ic+..irt- Vnt o+h ,.. ........ ~-. ...... ;_ ... ~" L... .... L... - I ..J :- , _ _ ,:_ 

- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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ENCLOSURE 2 -- Ron Duff CC weekly estimate 

Services provided for: 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
100 N. Frederick St 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

RON DlFF.VIDEO PRODUCTONS 
1025 Broadway 

Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 
573-334-1189 

•..J 

Half Hour TV Program "Living Hop~" Projected Costs: 

Weekly Oosed Captionll'ranscriptioo Service $225 

Si~a· .. 
RonDuff '% 

\ 
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: Trinity Lutheran Church ·~;..v --;;;;T "::> r:-~~t 

201'1 Actual and year ended July 2013 budget 

q sal 

.. \ 

2011 Aug12-Jul13 
actual budget 

Income 

Envelope - General Offerings 489,068 510,000 
Thanksgi.ving Offer.ings 8,162 8,000 
Sunday School Offerings 6'95 600 
Memorials 5,935 2,000 
Interest Income 1,380 1,400 
Qjal - A - Prayer/ Sr. Aid 400 450 
VBS Donations ' ' 860 450 
Office Receipts 250 
Portals of Prayer ' 205 . 250 
Misc. 4,154 7,000 
Rent 13N Pacific 8,650 8,650 
Total Church Income. 519,759 538,800 

School Income 
Trinity Tuition· 236,158 236,000 
St. Andrew Tuition 169,847 170,.000 
Good Shepherd Tuition 9,552 9,500 
Hanover Tuition 39,000 39,000 
Non-Membef Tuition 93,608 93,000 
School Endowment Interest 1,380 1,300 
Registration Fees .28)080 28,000 
REmt - Sclldol Property . 2,426 2,400 

School Par~nts T.uition 125,526 121 ,000 

Gifts/Donations 1,520 0 
TLC School Envelope Offerings .. 554 600 
Thrivent Matching Gifts . 5,623 w, ... 4,000 
Athletic Admissions 3,982 3,8·oo 

Misc. 1,6S8 2,000 
Total School Income 718,944 710,600 

Cafeter.ia Income 
Children Receipts 52,667 . 50,000 

Adult Receipts 1,845 1,500 
State Reimbursements 13,622 15,000 
Non - Program Receipts 
Total Cafeteria Income 68;134 66,500 

Early Learning Center Income 

ELC Fees 214,524 218,000 
Total ELC Income 214,524 218,000 

. Synod & District Income 
Envelooe Offerinn~ 

. -- . 

-------- - --
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2011 Aug12-Jul13 
actual budget· 

Regular Envelope ·Offerinas 2,904 2,800 

Total Campus_ Ministry 2,904 2,800 

Principle payment 
Love offerings 0 0 

., 

Total Receipts 1,584,765 1,597,200. 

' 
' 

' 

Churct) Expenses -111 0 
Car and Util Allowance ~ 

17,612 19,500 
Guest Speakers 150 500 
Office Equipment Rental '1441 2,000 
Dial - A - Prayer 397 500 
StewardshiP 291 400 
Office Supplies 6,930 9,000 
Insurance 18,019 20,000 . 

Janitor Supplies 833 1,500 
Organist, 4 375 4,700 
M~intenance and Ger:teral Repair 21 ,559 20,000 
Choir Music 933 750 
Youth Pro-gram 6,371 10,000 
Parish Education 3,240 . 4,700 
Christian ·Care · 1,188 1,700 
LFCS .. 2,000 2,000 
Communron Supplies 13 0 
Adult Bible Study .. 389 500 
Banner-Ministry· 49 600 
DCE - Conf.' & Cont. Ed. 598 800 
Envelopes 1,989 2,500 
Gospel Outreach 8,878 8 000 
Conferences .. 747 3,000 
Employer Soc Sec + offse.t 6,896 7,829 

Worship Folders 1,954 2,500 

Utilities 25,846 28 500 

Sewerffrash 
.. 

1,321 1 400 

Telephone 5,050 5,500 

Telephone- Pastors 276 400 
CampSemo 646 600 
Bank Charges 599 600 
Va.cation Bible School 944 1,500 
Saxony High ·school .. 10,920 11,000 
Devotional Materials 1,239 '1 '100 . 
Concordia Retirement Plan 16,911 16,753 

Concordia Disability 3,400 3,464 
t:nnf'nrni~ ~o~lth Pion . ')Q 7')Q 'H -1l'l.A 



. ' 2011 Aug12-Jul13. 
actual budget 

Salary DCE 36,541 38,349 
Salaries - Office 41,675 44,677 
Contract- Custodian 16,800 16,800 
Handbell Director 690 600 
Brass Director 31 5 300 
Choir Director/Organist Scheduler 3,125 4,200 
Repairs-1 3 N Pacific 2,899 1,000 
Other expenses - 13 N Pacific 1,473 1,500 
Interest exp- 13 N. Pacific 3,628 4,000 ' 

"\ 

Total Church Expenses 426,360 455,453 
' 

' 

SCHOOL EXPENSES 
Textbooks " 26,328 28,000 
Art Supplies . 577 650 
Medical - First Aid 0 150 
Office Supplies 1,831. 3,100 
Postage 416 700 
Music/Band 92 300 
Teacher Classroom Supplies 1,076 3,250 
Test Scoring 1,766 2,1{)0 
Professional Admin. Dues 1,036 1,100 
Music/Choir Handbells 304 300 
Science supplies 0 500 
Nat'L Lutheran School Accr. 1,308 600 
Pest Control . 1,050 1,100 
Office Equip ... Repair . 0 200 
Facility Maintenance 1.6.109 16,000 
Office Equip. Rental .. 2,234 2,600 
Janitorial Supplies · 4,528 4,000 
School Credit Ca(d fees -80 0 
Moving Expenses 0 3,000 
"Mileage 1,605 2,000 

Conference 522 3,000 

Cofltinuing Education 1 000 1 000 

Advertising ·. .·1,250 1,250 

Misc. -157 2,300 

Utilities 26,1 72 30,000 

Sewerrrrash 4,319 . 4,400 

Telephone 2,486 2,800 

Insurance 18,019 18,000 

Athletic Events - Officials 2,700 2,500 

Pr~-K Snack 675 675 

Conco(dia Retirement Plan 36,338 38,196 

Concordia Disability Plan .. . 8 ,359 8,794 
Concordia Health Plan 125,586 131,067 

1 nn-:t Deductible Reimbursement 

L-~0--------------------------
'l t"liV\ 
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' 2011 Aug12..Jul13 

\ 

actual budget 
Salary - School Stipends 2,250 3,375 
Social Security 17,074 18,798 
Deductible Reimbursement 2,000 

Total School Expenses 801,643 854,489 

Cafeteria Expenses 
Food 26,661 28,000 
Salaries 18,414 17,995 
Concordia Retirement Plan . 1,916 976 
Concordia Disability Plan 435 253 
Concordia Health Plan , 13,751 6,446 
Social Security 1,332 1,377 
Equipment Purchases 

, 
785 500 

Supplies 1,170 . 1,500 
Total Cafeteria Expenses 64,464 57,047 

ELC Operations 23,697 23,200 
Utilities . 8',265 10,000 
Maintenance 1,926 2,000 
Social Security 10,073 10,000 
Telephone 794 1,000 
Insurance 

. 
7,379 7,400 

Concordia Retirement Plan 7,187 7,000 
.. 

Concordia Disability. Plan 1,859 1,700 
Concordia Health:Pian 22,675 22,000 
Deductibl~ . Reimbursement 700 700 
Salaries 130,446 130,000 
Custodian '· 3,000 3,000 
Total ELC E~pel"'!ses 218,001 218,000 

Syn'od.& District Expenses 
Mo DistricUSynod 56,000 56,000 
Adopt A Mission - 4,500 4,500 
TQtaJ Synod & District Expenses 60,500 60,500 

Campus Ministry Expenses . 2,903 2,900 

Principle paymts-Love.offerings 0 0 

Total Disb~rsements 1,573,871 . 1,648,389 

Receipts Less Disbursements 10,894 (51,1'89) 

-
'· 

---
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AFFIDAVIT 

This letter, with its three (3) enclosures, is accurate, factual and true. 

This 3rd day of April, 2012, before me personally appeared Ronald P. Lessmann, 

to Michelle Jones, !mown to· be the person described executed the foregoing 
instrument. Aclmowledgement that he executed the same in his free act and deed. 

IN TESTIM:ONY.WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal in ~e county and St~te, aforesaid, the day and year first above written . 

. . " 

My co.mmis~ion expires: 

L---------------------------~------- --
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Federal Communications Commission 
Washington: D.C. 20554 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
School and Early Learning Center 
Attn: Dale F. Kester 
100 North Frederick Street 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

RE: Living Hope 

Dear Mr. Kester: 

August 24, 2012 

Case Identifier: CGB-CC-0475 

By this letter, we are·advising you of the current status of your above-referenced petition 
for exemption from the Federal Communications Commi.ssion's (FCC's) closed captioning rules. 
On March 7, 2012, the Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau (the Bureau) advised you by 
letter that, absent further action on your part by Apri16, 2012, the petition would be dismissed on 
June 5, 2012. We did not receive the requested inforrriation or a new petition from you prior to 
that date. Accordingly, as stated in the Bureau's let~er, your petition was dismissed.without 
prejudice on June 5, 2012. Given that your petition was dismissed without prejudice, you may 
file a new petition for exemption at any time. In addition, the Bureau advised you that if your 
petition was dismissed, you were required to comply with the FCC's closed captioning rules by 
June 6, 2012. Thus, as of such date, broadcast of the program that was the subject of your 
petition must be closed caption unless and until such time as you again request an exemption 
from the FCC's captioning requirements. 

For your convenience, we have enclosed additional information that may help you better 
understand how we process individual requests for captioning exemptions. If you have 
additional questions pertaining to the filing of an exemption request, please contact the FCC's 
Disability Rights Office at captioningexemption@ fcc. gov. 

Enclosure 

Exhibit 6 



RE~ TinS IN ITS.~TY! 
IMPORTANT INFORMATION AND TIPS ON 

OBT tUNING A CLOSED CAPTIONING EXEMPTION 

In 1996, Congress passed a·law requiring close9 captioning on television programming. The 
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) implements this law, which reqllires closed captions 
on nearly all English and Spanish language programming. There are some instances where 
captioning is not reqllired- i.e., there are some exemptions from the captioning requirements. 
There are two types of exemptions: categorical and individual exemptions. 

Categorical Exemptions: 

The FCC's rules contain categorical exemptions from the captioning requirements. These . 
exemptions aie self-implementing. In other words, if you are a programming· provide~ t.hat 
meets one of the following criteria, you are automatically exempt.from having to caption 
your programming and do not need to frrst request an exemption from the FCC. Here are the 
self-implementing exemptions: 

• Programming that is locally produced by the video programming distributor, has no repeat 
value, is of local public interest, is not news programming, and for which the electronic 
newsroom technique of captionllig is unavailable (such as a homecoming parade) 

• Channels that produce revenues under $3,000,000 per year; this applies only to the 
revenues of providers that caption an entire channel of video programmirig and not to the 
revenues from a single video program · · 

• The program's primary_ language is not English or Spanish 

• The program is p~y text programming 

• Non-vocal musical programming (note that vocal music must be captioned if it is 
combined with non-vocal mll$ic in the same. program) 

• Locally produced educational programming for use in schools (although there may be 
requirements to caption that program under other disability laws) 

• If the cost of captioning is in excess of 2% of a company's annual gross revenue from the 
previous calendar year and the company has already spent 2% of its previous year's gross 
revenue on-captioning; this applies only where the revenues are received from a channel 
of ':ideo programming and does not apply· to the revenues from a single video program 

• "Interstitial" material" including advertisements, promotional announcements, and public 
service announcements that are less than 10 minutes in duration 
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• Video programming on a new network for its first four years of operation 

• Video programming transmitted by an Educational Broadband Service (formerly the 
Instructional Fixed Television Service) licensee 

• Programming distributed to viewers between 2 a.m. and 6 a.m, local time, except where 
the channel consists of a sendee that is distributed and exhibited for viewing in more than 
a single time zone can be exempt from closed captioning for any continuous four-hour 
time period that the video programming distributor may select, commencing not earlier 
than 12 a.m. local time and ending not later than 7 a.m. local time in any· location where 
the service is intended for vi~wing 

• Video programming subject to a contract in effect prior to February 8, 1996, where 
captioning would constitute a breach of that contract. This does not apply to extensions or 
renewals of such contracts. 

Individual Exemptions Based OJl Economi~ Burden: 

Even if you do not meet one of the above criteria, you-may still request an individual exemption 
from the closed .captioning requirements if you can demonstrate to the FCC that providing 
captioning would be economically burdensome. The Communications Act defines "economically 
burdensome" as 'significant difficulty or expense." In order to demonstrate'that it would be 
economically burdensome for you to provide captions, you must submit the following in your 
captioning exemption petition to the FCC: · 

• Name of the programs or channels for which the exemption(s) are sought 

• Documentation of your financial status- For this factor, you must demonstrate your 
inability to afford-captions. For example, you may include biullc statement information 
showing profits/losses. It is critical for this information to (1) be as current as possible 
and (2) include the financi~ resources of your overall organization or entity, and not just 
the resources for the TV prograrruni.Dg in question. See TIPS #2 and #3. 

• Captioning cost quotes - For this factor, you should ascertain and submit the reasonable 
costs of captioning your program. Make sure that these are recent quotes and ~pplicable 
to your programming. If you plan on buying equipment to do captioning on your own, 
you should also provide estimates that show. how much it will cost you to provide the 
captioning services as well. See TIP #4. · 

• Verification that you have sought .assistance,( e.g.; funding, services) from your video 
programming distributor- For this factor, state whether you have asked your distributor· 
to help you provide captions, and whether this request was accepted or rejected. Your 
distributor is the TV broadca.St station, cable provider, or satellite system that shows your 
program. See TIP #5. 

• Verification that you have sought (Ui.ditional sponsorships (other than from your 
distributor) or other sourc;es of revenue -For this factor, state your efforts to obtain such 
revenue, and· whether these requests was. accepted or rejected. If rejected, state whether 
you do not otherwise have the means to provide captioning. If you cannot solicit and/or 
accept such sponsorship, instead provide the reason w.hy ym1; are unable to do so. See TIP 

·.#5. 



TIP #1: Definitions-

TIPS FOR FILING CAPTIONING EXEMPTIONS PETITIONS· 
BASED ON ECONOMIC BURDEN: 

Q. What are the definitions of "vid~o programming provider" and "video 
programming distributor"? 

A. A "video programming provider" is any video programming distributor and ariy other 
entity that provides vi~eo programming that is intended for distribution to residential 
households including, but not limited to broadcast or nonbroadcast television networks 
and the owners of such programming. Typically, this will include the petitioner if it is 
the party producing the progr<IJlUlling. A "video programming distributor" is any 
television broacj.cast station licensed· by the FCC and any multi-channel video 
programming distributor and any other distributor of video programming for residential 
reception that delivers such programming directly to the home and is subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission. Typically, this is the television station, cable channel, or 
s~llite provider that shows delivers the petitioner's programming. to the public and is 
licensed by the Commission. 

TIP #2: Provide documentation of your overaU financial status. 

Q. If the profit on my programming is less than the cost of captiOning that progT'amming,. 
am I tultomatically entitled to ~ captioning exemption.? 

A. No. The FCC does not compare the cost of producing a program with the amount of 
money you make from that program to determine whether a petitioner should receive a 
captioning exemption. In other words, the FCC does not consider the costs of and 
resour~· devoted to or from the specific program. Rather, the FCC looks at the extent to 
which your organization or company can afford the cost of captioning, and therefore looks 
at the overall ·revenues of your company or organization. 

TIP #3: Include up-to-date documentation about your financial status. 

Q. What financial information must be provided? 

A. Current FCC rules do not specify what financial information must be provided. It 
should, however, include documentation such as a profit.and loss sta~ment, a bank 
record, or something of that nature. Most importantly, it should be as recent as possible. 
Finally, you should remove sensitive information such as account numbers, social security 
numbers, etc. before submitting it and should never submit ~opies of cancelled checks. 

TIJ;l #4: Provide captioning costs for the program for which you are seeking an exemption. 

Q: What captioning costs must be provided? 

A.: You must provide information about the reasonabl~ and costs of captioning for your 
program, not just the costs of captioning any programs. · 

4 



• lnfo171Ultion about the type of your operations and the impact that providing captions will 
have on your programming activities. (For exampl~. tell us whether you ·wm be unable to 
show the program if you have to pay for captions.) 

• Any other factors you think are relevant to your exemption request, including alternatives 
that could be a reasonable substitute for capti9ning. 

IMPORTANT: 

You must include with your petition either a signed affidavit (a w~itten statement made under 
oath- e.g., affirmed by a notary- that the information is truthful and accurate) or your 
signature affirming that you attest to the truthfulness and accuracy of the statements made in 
your petition under penalty of perjury-. 

********* 

3 
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TIP #5: Affirm, under penalty of perjury, that you have sought captioning assistance. 

Q. What-to I have to do to "verify" that I have sought assistance from my video program 
distributor aru1 additional sponsorship sources? 

A. All you have to do is tell us that you sought assistance from your video program 
distributor and other possible sources of support for captioning. You do not have to 
provide letters demonstrating that you have done so, although you may if you wish. You 
are encouraged to also provide infonnation on the .results of your solicitations. If your 
organization is precluded from seeking outside assistance, you should explain the reason 
for this. Also, remember that all statements you make in your petition must be affirmed as 
truthful . and accurate under penalty of perjury (either by affidavit or signature). 

TIP #6: You may request confidential treatment of your infonnation, but must publicly 
disclose enough for others to comment on your petition. 

Q. How can.J obtain confidentiality regarding information I submit? · 

A. Because of the public nature of FCC proceedings, your petition, as well as any 
supporting financial information provided, will be available for public inspection. If your 
petition contains confidential information, you may request "confidential treatment," i.e., 
that it not be shared with members of the public, pursuant to FCC rules ( 47 C.F.R. § 
0.459). If you provide information fot which you want "confidential treatment," you must 
also submit a second version of your petition with the co~fidential information redacted 
(removed). This second version must be submitted along with your request for· 
confidential treatment The redacted version (i.e .. the version that does not contain the 
confidential-information) will··be·publicly-disclosed. If your-request for confidenti,al 
treatment is granted, the "public version" of your petition must still contain sufficient 
documentation to support your claim that closed captioning would be econ<:>rrrically 
burdensome. This documentation is needed so that the public understands the basis for 
your exemption request and can comment on its merits. 

TIP #7: While your petition is pending, you are exempt from the closed captioning rules. 

Q. Once /file a petition, do I have to caption my program? 

. . 
A. Under the FCC's rules, once you have filed a petition seeking an economically 
burdensome exemption from our captioning requirements, the programming is exempt 
from the captioning requirements unless and until the petition is dismissed or denied 
However, remember that once you have received a notice from the FCC seeking 
additional information on your petition, you have only 30 days from the date of that notice 
to deliver all of the necessary information to the FCC. After that, if your petition is still 
not complete, it will be dismissed and you will have 90 days from the date of the FCC's 
notice (seeking additional information) to begin captioning. We upderstand that at times, 
video programming distributors request programming to be captioned even while a 
petition is pending. If your distributor makes this request, this is an issue between you 
and you video programming distributor. 

5 



. . \ . 

TIP #8: When your petition contains all the necessary information, the FCC will release it to 
the public (put it on ''public notice") to eet feedback on its merits. 

Q: What happens to my petition after I provide all the information requested by the FCC? 

A: After you provide all the information that the FCC believes is necessary to make a 
determination of whether or not to grant a closed captioning exemption, the FCC will 
release your petition to the public (put it on ''public notice.") At that point, the FCC will 
add it to the closed captioning exemption docket: "CG Docket No. 06-181" and you and 
others will be able to find it on the FCC's. website at.http://fiallfoss.Ccc.gov/ecfs/. 
Members of the public will then have. 30 days to file' conunenis on or oppositions to your 
petition. You will then have 20 days to respond to those comments. At the end of that 
time, the FCC will review your petition, along with the comments and responses received, 
to determine the extent that providtng captioning would be economically burdensome for 
you. The FCC will then either grant or deny your petition. If the FCC denies your request 
for an exemption, you will have 90 days from the date of the denial te begin captioning. 

. TIP #9: Be sure to mail or transmit your document in sufficient time to meet filing deadlines. 

Q: When does the FCC consider a petition or response to a letter seeking additional 
information to have been filed? 

A.: The FCC considers a document to have been filed when .it is receiv~ by the 
Commission, nQt when it lS mailed or postmarke~. The actual date of when a document is 
filed· with the Commission is indicated by an FCC date-stam.p:on the face of the document. 
When submitting a document to the FCC that is subject to a filing deadline, be sure to 
allo~ enough time for it to be transported to and arrive at the FCC by the deadline. 
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. Trinity Lutheran Church, School and Early Learning Center 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

LEAH KORTMEYER DIANE MAURER KAREN DRURY 
Director of Christian Principal Preschool Director 

Education dmaurer@t-vtheranschool.org daycare@t-lutheran.org 

REV. DOUGLAS C. BREITE 
Administrative 

Pastor 
dcb@t-lutheran.org 

REV. NATHAN A BURG ELL 
Associate Pastor 

Visitation & Christian care 
nab@t-lutheran.org dceleah@t-lutheran.org 

September 9, 2012 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D;C. 20554 

Ref.: (1) Your letter dated 24 August 2012 (Case Identifier: CGB-CC-0475) 
(2) Your letter dated 7 March 2012 (Case Identifier: CGB-CC-0475) 
(3) Our letter dated 2 April 2012 (With Complete Package as you requested.) 

Dear Mr. Holberg: 

Exhibit 7 

We are as a congregation disappointed by the FCC's lack of thoroughness regarding our response (3) 
to your (2), as stated in (1). 

As per your "guidance" in (2), we humbly, respectfully, and with sincerity prepared our waiver package in a 
timely fashion and submitted such package to you and have a "signed receipt" from your FCC mailroom. 

Please take the time to read our request (3) and then act favorably on our petition. 

The sole purpose of Living Hope is to broadcast Trinity Lutheran's church services. Thus, it is difficult 
to imagine a clearer case of purely religious speech intended to spread. Christian ministry. The First 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution protects Trinity Lutheran from government interference with the 
manner in which it delivers its ministry. Accordingly, the FCC's efforts to force the Church to spend its 
limited resources to implement closed captioning in its Living Hope's broadcasts represents an unconstitutional 
interference with the Church's ministry. Indeed, this interference amounts to a government mandate that the 
Church minister to a particular group of people (i.e., the hearing impaired). Requiring any church to deliver 
its religious message to a particular group clearly is in violation of the First Ammendment. 

Earlier this year, the U.S. Supreme Court unanimously rebuked the federal government's effort to regulate the 
Lutheran Church Missouri Synod's ministry. Such regulation is unconstitutional. The FCC's efforts are 
remarkable in that it appears to completely ignore the Supreme Court's holding in Hosanna-Tabor 
Evangelical Lutheran Church and School vs. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 

We humbly, sincerely and respectfully, request that the FCC grant a closed captioning waiver to not 
only Trinity Lutheran Church in Cape Girardeau, MO, but to all not-for-profit religious broadcasts to 
keep these most important missions alive!! 

Ronald P. Lessmann, D.D.S 
President, Trinity Lutheran Church 
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Federal Communic(,ltions Conunission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
Attn: Ronald P. Lessmann, D.D.S. 
100 N. Frederick Street 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

Case Identifier #: CGB-CC-1265 

Re: Living Hope 

October 2, 2012 

The Federal Communications Commission received your request for exemption from the closed 
captioning rules on September 18, 2012. A copy of the first-page of the ffiing, date stamped. is 
attached hereto. Your filing is pending as of the date noted on the stamped filing. 

This filing, and any other documents related to it, can be found through the Commission's 
Electronic Comment Filing System at 
http://fjallfoss.fcc.gov/ecfs/com.ment search/input?z=yqbow. To access this flling and any 
related documents, key 06-181 in the·box labeled "Proceeding Number" and the four numerical 
digits of the above case identifier number in the "Advanced Options" section in the box labeled 
"File Number"; then click on the Search for Comments button at the bottom. 

You should use the above case identifier number in any correspondence with the Commission 
concerning your filing. Please retain a copy of this letter for your records. 



TriJ?.ity Lutheran Church, School and Early Learning Center 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

REV. DOUGLAS C. BREITE LEAH KORTMEYER DIANE MAURER KAREN DRURY 
Administrative Director of Christian Principal Preschool Director 

Education dmaurer@t-utheranschool.org dayca re@t-lutheran.org Pastor 
dcb@t-lutheran.org 

REV. NATHAN A. BURGELL 
Associate Pastor 

Visitation & Christian care 
nab@t-lutheran.org dceleah@t-lutheran.org 

September 9, 2012 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 

Ref.: (1) Your letter dated 24 August 2012 (Case Identifier: CGB-CC-0475) 
(2) Your letter dated 7 March 2012 (Case Identifier: CGB-CC-0475) 
(3) Our letter dated 2 April 2012 (With Complete Package as you requested.) 

Dear Mr. Holberg: 

Received & Inspected 

SEP i 8 201Z 

FCC Mail Room 

We are as a congregation disappointed by the FCC's lack of thoroughness regarding our response (3) 
to your (2), as stated in (1). 

As per your "guidance" in (2), we humbly, respectfully, and with sincerity prepared our waiver package in a 
timely fashion and submitted such package to you and have a "signed receipt" from your FCC mailroom. 

Please take the time to read our request (3) and then act favorably on our petition. · 

The sole purpose of Living Hope is to .broadcast Trinity Lutheran's church services. Thus, it is difficult 
to imagine a clearer case of purely religious speech intended to spread.. Christian ministry. The First 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution protects Trinity Lutheran from government interference with the 
manner in which it delivers its ministry. Accordingly, the FCC's efforts to force the Church to spend its 
limited resources to implement closed captioning in its Living Hope's broadcasts represents an unconstitutional 
interference with the Church's ministry. Indeed, this interference amounts to a government mandate that the 
Church minister to a particular group of people (i.e., the hearing impaired). Requiring any church to deliver 
its religious message to a particular group clearly is in violation of the First Am.mendment. 

Earlier this year, the U.S. Supreme Court unanimously rebuked the federal government's effort to regulate the 
Lutheran Church Missouri Synod's ministry. Such regulation is unconstitutional. The FCC's efforts are 
remarkabie in that it appears to completely ignore the Supreme Court's holding in Hosanna-Tabor 
Evangelical Lutheran Church and School vs. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 

We humbly, sincerely and respectfully, request that the FCC grant a closed captioning waiver to not 
only Trinity Lutheran Church in Cape Girardeau, MO, but to all not-for-profit religions broadcasts to 
keep these most important missions alive!! 

Ronald P. Lessmann, D.D.S 
President, Trinity Lutheran Church 
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N0vember ;- 25, 2013 

ENCLOSURE j --· Ron Duff CC weekly estimate 

Services provided for: 

Trinity Lutheran Church 
100 N~ Frederitk St. 
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701 

RON DIWVIDBO PRODlTCTONS 
lelSBieadway 

Cape Girardea~ M0-63701 
573-334-U89 

Half Hour TV Program "Living "ope" Projected Costs: 

w~a·m~~a~u~~ 

'• 
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11/26113 Fw. Closed Captioning- Yahoo! Mall 

UnitedHealthcaree Medicare Advantage Plans 

Fw: Closed Capt ioning 

From : • John Muench" <johnmuench@charter.net> 

To: "Lessman Ron• <r1ess69@yahoo.com> 

-Original Message -
From: McW!Ison. Randal 
To: John Muench 
Sent Monday, Nowmber 25, 2013 3:19PM 
Subject: Re: Closed Captioning 

To v.tlom it may concern: 

We do not and cannot prolide closed captioning ser.ices at this time. 

thank you 
Randy McW!Ison 
Instructor, Dtgital Media 

On Moo, Nov 25, 2013 at 3:07 PM, John Muench <johrvnuencb@cbarter.net> wrote: 
Randy, 

Sign Out Home 

Sponsored 

The FCC is wanting to require our congregation, Trinity Lutheran in Cape, to pi'Oioide closed captioning b' U\iog Hope, a program that we air 
weekly on KBSI. Il ls an edited half hour program of one of our three Sunday church ser.lces. 

We haw submitted Information Qooking for relief) to the FCC as to the additional expense to air the program as well as ditficulty finding anyone in 
the local area that INIII pro\lde this ser.ice. They are now requiring us to substantiate that we haw exhausted all courses of action to proo.ide 
closed captioning for the program. 

Would you please reply to this email and state your capabilities if you can pro\ide this ser\ice along with the cost to do so. If you cannot pn:l'Ade 
the ser\lce please also reply with the appropriate answer. 

Thanks. 

John Muench 

Exhibit 9 
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1
Trinity weekly news J.etter item of Feb 201 2· 

2. EASTER CANTATA 

Mark on ~r calendar the Saturday/SuridiiiY weekend of Apfi114/15 to be in attendance at th~ T.finio/ Sip 
presentation of "'Yw Are The Christ", an Easter Cantata. This ~ reinfQrce the powerful Easter message t . 

our Pastoral staff will stir Into our.hearts. The choir would still welcome additional help with your voices. -
·~ 'morr wtn practite'tl\-e·:diittata tor »:atfmtn~ :e·ach Wefinesciav::'Jli8htl~n.Ma~:i~mediate-IY after ihe 1. P 

lenten service. COME JOIN USl 

3. UVJNG HOPE AND RAQI~ BROAD<:!H . . 

As mentioned before, we OJrrenily have approximately $41,000 remaining In our. TV accounts, which -equat 
about 21 months left of paid (norr budgeted) 1V outreach mlnistJy-:-current costs are about $2,~/t:no. S• 
we have oo.word from ttae fCC on our request for our dosetf, caption Ins waiver whi~ould add additionat 

coSts.' Our radio bro~dcast currently has $32,000 remaining which at approximat~iv $380/mo wil' see us 
\ 

monthly through 2019. Please remember~~ Hope In your specially marked offering envelopes, 

memorials, Jove Offerings and outreac:h.c:ontributfons. 
' I 

Ron Lessmann 

. . , 

Trinity Sr. High Youth 
Mark Your calendars to Make Difference! 

Exhibit 10 

. · ·l Senior High Missouri Disbict Youth Gathering 
;: · : ~j ~ Rrm and Steadfast in Christ for Joplin·• ,. . 
' ·:· AR:J i!fc yr:v fFNe sdfered a little while, the God of all grace, who has called you to hts 
t · J Et::!::ci fb"'f iJ 01rist:, will himself restore, confirm, strengUJen and estabDsh you. 

; (1 peter 5:10) 
J "fitnA ?1-?4_ ?01 ? 


