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Dear SeeretaJ7,.
FEDERAL GC~MUMCATla~s C\1\.i:1iiSS/ON

C1FICf OF THE SECRETARY
A:a a puppeteer anI chill's adivocate fol!' 1l8ll7" ,.eus" I am wr:LtinM'
to 7ft to ezpn_ ., 'ri... oonce:rniq cJttlctren'. te1.rtaion~ It
iiJ· ., Bt:Pon~ eonnction 'tbt ch1.]~n's television bs to lle

refft'Jl.a ant! van17' ia'P'ovec1;

ICC CJt1Unn'. fe 'ertsion
• Doe.ket 93-4Er .
IeOft·t..,.)! ow::>

llo...· 222
Petre:ral. e.-u.ni ations Oe-ission
1'~91 .': Street R
WuMng1;on, :DC 20554

In last hn."a7'. nen'P8.per" a veF7i intereetin~ co..entUT ....
pltiishedl. It was entitleal O1t1l1141nD·. 'el.naioDI QuantiV Bet

J!all1t;W. It was W1itten 'b7" Christopher Scanlan~ In this article p

SeanJlan quotes Conell Univereit7·"S CDtilcl :P87oholoBist JOb Oond!rJ'
de' spolta in "'Bae.a1.s'- which' is the J'cmrnal of the .IIIlerioan
AoadieDlT of AJots and Soiences~ Concfr7 said: ~ is a thiett of ti•• ,
it I!'obe oBild~n of o~tical hours requirel for learning- about the
wo!"ldl,. about one's 'Plaoe in it. !rbt is baa enough, lmt 'I'll is wone
than a thie:fr it is a liar. Por the little tntlt "' communioates,
tbne is DlUclb that is talse and «Iistonecl,. a'bout Talues as well as
:ftlcts.· I coJDplete17 apee witlt John Oonl:l'7'. !eleT1eion is devoie!
d' inte:restiD8' s1l'bjeot matter 8llcl' i8 too violent;

hftler Viee Presid1ent for Chiltbten". 'elevision at .lBC,. Squire
ltue1in.ell.l" was also- quotea in Soanlan's article coneemiD&" eduoational
tell.vision. He' statea: -It is less than an bur. - In JIrIY opinion, 'PI'

stations shoul.d ... mandatea te broadoast at least six burs 'Per week
puti0111a:r17' on 8 Sa1nmdlayr morning. neee six burs should oontain
801i4 educational and infonaative subject matter. More innovative
ana noeatiYe sho... ltave to lie put on the air.' Saturis77 lRornin8' fV i8
in nee« of' 8006 'PUPpet shows that infora, eduoate, and ente"ain
otii1dren on 'Positive, sooia1 e.n~ fami17 values, as well 8S historical
and soientific facts and information. I have~ positive ideas

HI. IfCIII'" 'lC'dl,,{)~ _
UltAICDE



rep:rtiinw a pod1 'PU'Ppet show~ !rite allow that are on 'the Ssb.rftJ1

.cnm.1~ llDe-up IOi not conve,., 'PositiTe Talaes. Du"ing- the 1950'•
ana 19601' •• the ne1rwoJrlm _:re broad!eastin«'~ interestin,w shews.

-Ask Ir. Wis8r\t-" -anie tlte lBm7i'P·(a 8!"at 1JU.PP8t show produce.
lten in Phillatlel'Ptia fer l' )".ears),. (Jene ],ondlon' s "'Canoon Cofteps-,
"!tin !fin !in"" -etreu.a Be,-" "'ft.. Beke,. Mouse Clu~, andJ "'Iet"s
HaYe Punlt, just to n... a few. let's ~ngthe8e creative, fUnn~,

infoD8tiTe" snell non-violent slton 'lack to the air. I blieve tb
poe can chanp ohildJren' s teleTiaion for the better along wit!t

cnatiT8 individuals who uoe willi~ to take a chance wi thJ their
...atiTit~ and the !Vi net_11k. who will .1tell' develop ana prol!llce
new sho.. with1 these individual.s. There aJl'e .any of us willing t •

...J.p •. Positive cahanp is e88,8ntia1.

~eJ..eTiaion has a strange influence on the minds of children. To quote'
s WOJIl8ll in a PBS show' "'Childhood! is how our tl1ture b._ne.· Jiet''8
a.. to it that all _eneaD child2nn haTe a positiTe,. creative, ana
preductiTe fu1rtme • !he wO:l:'ld' we live in d1emanc!s it.



May 3, 1993

Children's TV MM Docket No. 93-48
Secretary Federal Commications
Room 222
.1919 M St. NW
Washington, D.C., 20554

Gentlemen:

I am adamantly opposed to the VIOLENCE shown on the

Children's programs or any TV program. I am also concerned

with the exploitation and incessant portrayal of SEX -- even

to encouraging perverted sexual acts on TV programing.It seems

some programs are directed to ent~rtain the deviants~in ~ur world.

I realize one can turn the TV programs off and I do happily but

our young people are not experienced enough to differ from the

good and the bad. Their young minds are still searching and

they (I think) believe that if it is shown on TV it must be

right and/or appropt1ate.

The Children's programs should be advocating and

promoting_~F88••• f 8~eharacters and incidents that encourage

respect for others, to teach them right from wrong, etc.

Theyshould be educational as well as striving to build character.

I further believe TV VIOLENCE is greatly responsib~. for the

violence in the world today. VIOLENTS BEGETS VIOLENCE.

I am grateful and happy that you are making an effort

to influence, encourage better programming on our TV expecially

for our children.

Sincerely,

Agnes M. Westleder

140 Tioga Lane

Greenbra, CA 94904
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Diane Saundra Tosto
Attorney at Law
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RE: PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER ARTICLE RE: CHILDRENS' T.V.
SUNDAY EDITION: MAY 2, 1993

Dear Sir or Ms:

My thoughts in retrospect of your article in the Philadelphia
Inquirer are not positive or congratulatory. What disgusts me most
is the professional Dr. Condry stating: "I think we have abandoned
our children ... " I, as a parent of two children do not intend to
"abandon [my] children", but I am resigned to the duty of
conforming my children to the current decadent mores of America in
respect to the social messages sent vis-a-vis television, schools,
business and law (not to mention the messages sent by people like
Dr. Condry, who know intuitively exactly when to say 'We .•. ').

Children today have no chance, or little chance, at best, of
learning the joys of idealism and purity of social conscience.
Our schools, our leaders, our mass media and everyone else
(including big business marketing moguls) have undulated our
children with messages of greed, plenty, immediate satiation,
violence and 'getting over'. How dare Dr. Conrdy employ the
personal and plural pronoun of 'we' when so many parents are insane
with the infiltration of decadence and the loss of personal
control(s) involved in today's childrearing.

I am not a 'we'. I am an 'I'. I have dreams of my children
becoming other significant 'I's'. I believe in the individ . m
of America, in the personal freedoms espoused through the nturies
and the special attachment of individualism of 'I' to

No. 01 CGplII rIC'da
UdABCDE ~-----
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each and everyone of us as Americans, who can make a difference.
My beliefs are under serious attack from the media, from business,
from the law, and mostly from people like Dr. Condry, who know no
better than to categorize all Americans as the 'We' of it all.

Schools are culprits in the loss of individualism and the
perpetuation of the spirit which brought us here - and its wars,
battles, fights, messages and incumbent deaths that followed in the
wake of every call to personalized attention to the principles 'We'
call America.

Medicine has fo~gotten the valiant fight of the individual in
its mass efforts to accommodate the 'We' of America - instead of
the you and me of it all.

Law, the most noble of adventurers and risk-takers, has done
its damages too - for me and for you. Whatever the gains of a
tomorrow's 'We'- today's you and I feel the price is too high - by
our silent indignation and we let people like Condry speak for us.

Somewhere, there is a place where our values of yesterday, a
time and place for the you and me of it may survive with the
constant changes that go on as a part of the larger schemes of life
itself.

It cannot be too difficult for schools to personalize
education and discipline once again to encapsulate the you and me
in it - that is, our children - at the same time we address the
future that 'We' write. After all, the future belongs to all of
us. 'We' own it - but you and I shape it now through our
children.

It cannot require too much of medicine to drop its childish
retaliations against other authorities in addressing the you and I
of medical needs - 'can it? Where is this personalization of
medical attention written out of the constitution? Where does the
law or medicine require maltreatment and ignorance of the 'I' in
medicine? Where is that written? Medicine has succumbed to the
'We' of it for convenience.

It can not be too demanding for the law to use patient
practical application to decipher the 'I' and 'you' of its
passages, can it? Where is the law so callously written that the
personalized meanings of its contents forego the 'I' and 'you' for
the sake of 'We'. Some 'We' existent somewhere in for another time
and place that has fanaticized the reality of what we all mean for
our children and ourselves - by way of negative interpretation and
reliance on hysterical spokesman like Condry?
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Where is it written, philosophized, argued and adopted that
you and I as Americans are subject to the pedantic and pathetic
pathos of 'We-ism' - like some text-book reference to groups of
peoples-past? Some dissertation of haphazard, involuntary and
impotent evolutionary passage through time?

Did Dr. Conry come and talk to me about the school system's
politically correct indifference to violence and theft there? How
can he report to you that there is strong consensus amongst the
adult parents or the 'We's' of the world to abandonment to violence
for our children?

Did Dr. Conry come and discuss his 'We' theories regarding my
disgust with the medical community in reference to children's
activities and diagnoses? He certainly is confident in saying 'We'
have or have not done something to or for our children - I am not.

Dr. Conry is the 'type' of guy who will advise the 'We's' of
the world about how we accept anything, mostly, because he is
individually important when he speaks for all of us. I do not like
people like this Condry - he is scary. Get real people to speak
for the I's and you's in the world - and unload Dr. Conry - before
he does his harm to all of us.

I do not abandon children for experts from schools, medicine,
law and/or Dr. Condry, speaking for the FCC. My children are
products of the violence and demoralizing T.V. they view. I will
pick up my swords, my clubs, my weapons, my voice, my spirit, my
hate, my violence, all by myself before I accept his 'We' of it all
as your expert - as one of those who soothe your consciences with
his 'We'. I will go·to hell and prison and death before I accept
his platonic and pathetic 'We'.

Talk to me. Now. Forget the 'We'. I am living now. We are
here - you and me. Don't ask me to swallow my individualism in
your responses to the 'We's' of the world. We is a response to the
dead of us, not me and you. Stop the violence on children's
television viewing time. Cut the crap. Layout the great stuff
you can do.

Don't approach me with 'We' stuff. Don't sell my children
short - like the FCC has done in the past. Give children their
share of the future - stop selling them out to the 'We"s of the
world, like Dr. Condry, whose confidence is only surpassed by his
stupidity - if he thinks I am part of his 'We' and if he thinks
children are dead and form a 'We' too - as if in the historical
sense.
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Thing big. At least try to think bigger than violence and
mindless fighting aild bad language for children's television.
Organize television so that the 'We's' (who accommodate through
their understanding of the undesirable elements of television) are
shown to be wrong by people just like you and me.

Make ~ day and tell the FCC that parents and individuals and
children want a future bigger than their acceptance of 'We
abandoned our children'. Try to stop the historical predictions of
Dr. Conry and others like him while you and I can.

Sincerely,

Diane S. Tosta


