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I am writing to give my opinion on word censoring on television. I believe that there 
should be no word censoring on television. These words are "indecent" because we are 
making them that way by censoring them. Kids will eventually hear these words by 
accident or by conversation, either way if they don' t experience these words as being 
nonnal, they' ll get freaked out the instant they hear one. Censoring these words can 
interfere with the message that the television program is trying to provide, It also has 
conflict with the First Amendment, as seen in the FCC v. Pacifica Foundation court case. 

I am a senior at Lowell High School. As a high school student I hear these "indecent" 
words daily in the life of a 17-year-old. Even some teachers use these words in class. 
More and more comedians are doing shows on television. Most of them use these words 
to enhance the joke/story that they are telling to the audience. Just picture yourself 
listening to one of these comedians' jokes and all of a sudden an obnoxious bleep noise 
out of nowhere. That obnoxious bleep can ruin the whole moment. More comedy will 
provide more interest in the viewers. These words can be found anywhere in the world. 
Thus, if these words are not censored, it will be preparing more people for the real world 
outside the "protected bubble" in their homes. In turn of not censoring "indecent" words 
on the television, the rating system on television should be more enforced to the parents. 
In conclusion, not censoring words on television could be more beneficial than censoring 
them. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my opinion. 

Sincerely, 

Brandon Nguyen 


