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PHOENIX

'--trlck W. North
Vice President
& General Manager

RL.~L' . 'n""-'/.".J

SEP 1f 1995
september 5, 1~C MAIL BO~~l"

secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW
washington, DC. 20554

Dear Secretary,

As rule making begins on MM DOCKET NO. 93-48, I would like to
express our point of view from KPHO/ARIZONA 5, CBS in Phoenix,
Arizona.

Broadcasters have SIGNIFICANTLY increased children'S educational
and informational programming in response to the Children'S
Television Act. The Act and current FCC rules are working to in­
crease production and development of programming related to
children and new rules are not needed.

Local broadcasters understand the current definition of educa­
tional and informational children'S programming, and we are
working every day to find new and innovative ways of reaching
children.

In terms of reaChing children with knowledge and ideas that they
understand, I would propose that short segment programming is
important for kids and should get credit. There is more value in
producing short form programming that children will watch that
requiring a pre-described amount of hours that children may
choose not to watCh.

At KPHO/ARIZONA 5 we are always looking for ways to reach the
children of Arizona in an informative and educational way. The
rules as they currently stand and our personnel dedication to
children is sufficient for reaching the important goal of educa­
ting our children.

-'=............_ ..-~._-----

rick W. North
. &General Manager

PWN/mao

c: Edward Fritts/NAB
Henry Baumann/NAB
Charles Sherman/NAB

••11110_ Group
__• CorporItlon
KPHO Phoenix

KCTV Kansas City

KVVU Las Vegas
WNEM Flint/Saginaw

WOFL Orlando
WSMV Nashville

40... tL IIIck c.,on
........x,AZ850t71_1__
Fl. (102) 150·5545



WRTV Indianapolis
1330 N. Meridian Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202
relephone 317/269-1460
FAX 317/269-1406

,John CLang
Vice Presldellt allc]
Gellelal Mallager

September 5, 1995

Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Secretary:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl

o

This letter is in response to the Federal Communications
Commission's issuance of a Notice of Proposed Rule Making to
toughen regulation and enforcement of The Children's Television Act.
I strongly oppose the new rules outlined in MM Docket No. 93-48,
and I urge you to reconsider implementing additional regulatory
burden on commercial broadcasters.

I'm concerned that the FCC is including proposal that would mandate
a minimum number of hours of educational children's programming,
and could raise such quotas over a period of time. As broadcasters,
we take our public interest obligation seriously to provide quality
children's programming. However, in my view, any effort by FCC to
set numerical quotas is clearly excessive regulation that is simply not
necessary.

The Children's Television Act of 1990 has established guidelines to
insure stations serve the educational and informational needs of
children. WRTV6 and stations across the country understand these
guidelines and are conscientious in meeting the set requirements. In
fact, new studies reveal more than a 100% increase in educational
and informational children's programming since the Act went into
effect. Clearly the Act is working.

Based on my statements above, I wish to go on record in opposition
of MM Docket No. 93-48.

rec'd
(:.i)E ----



.---. ,

~MceIV e0. (' Siy- DOcKErFILE COPYORIG/NAJ
.." ,

'Cc.JlT II ke +he di5CoVCT

Ch~hneL f\nd I \\~e
No+/On q \ .6eo3roph

tCD. I j/ke +he Nd-~rc ...
~ .ch~nne 1. 1 wI'~

I" ~,;~ you COr I}d j--;:h(\veI a. y! !

I 0 Some more

c0 n/tnoJ s chonnels......'-,.

In 0) DOCk£T '1.J -'If



~rffY sheoo\. And
S0 me- \'Yla'('e. nC\tLAY-e"

chonl\t/s ~oa~ 1­
~v e, {o 90fu Mj

9(oyY)~s hOlAse +0

wQtch -the r\uth~

ChOVlf)f.-: s. So T W ;~b .
You W00 1d pu r"r1'o'e



on channtJ /7 ~

/I 'l '-f ~- IIwVJl'~ Ct> eNr-t:J2~
It K- f!-lJ I\J, f\J '/ 14- t:J 0 J

Gi £-A-f:) E.- 0



KOTATV3
KDUH TV4
KHSD TV11
KSGW TV12
RADIO 1380 KOTA

11f( (l,3-Y~

Enterprises

RECE'VED
"11.

FCC MAil R()OMSeptember 7, 1995

• =Duhamel Broadcasting
gKOTA TV3
" 511112 ST JOSEPH ST
" PO BOX 1760W RAPID CITY, SO 57709·1760
fool (605) 342-2000

Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl

Dear Secretary:

We are writing to object to your Notice of Proposed Rule Making to consider
making the Children's Television Act more stringent.

The Commission, if it would take this type of action, is NOT giving the
broadcasters and the producers a chance. Since the Children's Act was
enacted, there has been more than double the amount of educational and
informational children's programming. I believe that broadcasters, in
general, understand the current definition of educational and informational
children's programming.

We currently are airing four hours of network and syndicated children's
programs, plus short segment programming which is also important and for which
it should get credit.

Broadcasters will continue to develop and expand the hours for children's
educational and informational programsj however, if the Commission would set a
"quota for number of hours," while this would set a minimum, in all
likelihood, it would also set a maximum. This would NOT be in the interest of
all of us who are concerned about our youth.

General audience programming can provide substantial educational benefits for
children and should NOT be ignored or discarded just because it is not
specifically developed just for children.

I urge you to let the broadcasters of America show their continued support of
the Act as they are presently doing.

Sincerely,

oWFD:MI.: dw

NTERPRISES

N-: :.'.~. :7:1es rec'd'------
L., ~: DE



Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

09/08/95
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~£t> , , 1995
FCC MAil R()()M KMID-YV.

MIDLAND-ODESSA

915-563-2222
P. O. Drawer 60230
Midland, Tx. 79711

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl

Dear Secretary:

This letter is to inform you that the rules requiring quotas for the amount
of children's programming are unnecessary. We believe that broadcasters
have significantly increased and are going beyond the requirements of
the Children Television Act, and are very aware and concerned with
Children's Programming.

We believe that the Act and the current FCC rules are working to increase
this programming and new rules are not needed.

We appreciate your time in hearing our views.

~Don Hale
V.P. & General Manager

cc: Chairman Reed Hundt
Commissioner James Quello
Commissioner Andrew Barrett
Commissioner Susan Ness
Commissioner Rachelle Chong

No. of CarieS rec'd.__O__
:;.~·CDE
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P.O. BOX 12289/6140 BUENA VISTA ROAD
COLUMBUS, GEORGIA 31907-0933

(706) 561-3838

SeCt~etal'~y

Federal Communications
1919 M St.,NW
Washington, DC 20554

Commission

""..:oC'"

"
, '\

WLTZ wishes to stand in opposition to the possibility of
"numerical quotas" fot"' educational and infot"'mational
children's programming as suggested in the FCC Notice of
Proposed Rule Making. Re: MM Docket No.93-48

The NAB is filing a new study showing a greater than 100~

increase by television broadcasters as a whole since passage
of the Children's Television Act. This would point toward
'r"'ecogn it i on that the cUt"'t"'ent FCC t~ul es ~ work i ng and that
new rules are not needed.

B'r"'oadcastet"'s undet~stand the cUt"'t"'ent definiti_12.!l of the tet"'m:
"educational and infot"'mational childt"'en's pt"'ogt"'amming", which
needs no change. Stations and othe'r"' P'r"'og'r~am supplie'r"'s a'r"'e
producing the quality product to meet that definition.

Quantifying t"'ulll at'e also unnecessat"'Y as b'r"'oadcaste'r"'s are
already responding to the current rule~ with more and better
educational and informational programming for children.
Quotas also suggest a set maximum as well as the minimum.

It is OLl'r"' bel ief that sho'r"'t segment P'r~og'r"'amm:!:..I!ll is impol""'tant
fo'r"' childl""'en and should !l!li.. cl"~edit. Educational and
informational inserts aimed at children during other
entertainment programming can frequently reach greater
numbers of the very audience the Act wishes to reach.

Hopefully, the FCC will find that the proposed tightening of
rules has become unnecessat"'y and that broadcastet"'s have, in
fact, proven to be responsible members of our community and
in particular toward those served by the Children's
Television Act.

Most sincet"'ely,

No. of Copies rec·d.__O~ _
LLit )~ fi C DE

Tom B'r"'eazeale, III
Vice President/General Manager



ROBERT J. CLARK
Vice President
General Manager

September 6, 1995

Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: MM Docket No. 93 - 48

Dear Sir;

OOCKET FILE COpy ORtG\NAI

We strenuously oppose revisions to rules governing children's programming, including
changes that would mandate numerical quotas for educational and informational material
for young audiences.

We base our opposition on several factors:

1.) The considerable effort that u. S. Broadcasters, including KHTV, have already
made to self-police programming for this very vulnerable segment of our audience;

2.) The increased amount ofeducational programming that KHTV and other stations
now allocate to children's day parts.

It is clear that American Broadcasters have reacted to the Children's Television Act in a
responsible and timely fashion. Mandates are unnecessary and may adversely impact
broadcasters' ability to adequately program in this area.

The present rules ant. sufficient to effect change and should not be revised. Broadcasters
~ complied with all due speed to the regulations that are currently in effect.

Sincerely,

Exhibit

cc: Chairman Reed Hundt
Commissioner James Quello
Commissioner Andrew Barrett
Commissioner Susan Ness
Commissioner Rachelle Chong

7700 WESTPARK

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77063
TELEPHONE 713-781-3939
FACSJ\11LE 713-781-3441

No. of CO~lies rec'd,__O _
UstA Be 0 E
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ROBERT J. CLARK
Vice President
General Manager

EDUCATIONAL AND INFORMATIONAL PROGRAMS FOR CHILDREN

BILL NYE THE SCIENCE GUY
Alred: Saturdays at 11-1130am
JYNQPSI§: Targeted to 4th and 5th graders, show moves science out of the
classroom. Through fast-paced action, day-glo graphics and music videos, the
series uses children's everyday surroundings and experiences to create an
entertaining and friendly environment for discover.

GLADIATORS 2000
Aired: Saturdays at 1130-12pm
SYNQPSI$: Spin-off on American Gladiators; Has two teams
of kids (one boy and one girl) compete in physically challenging
events. Guest athletes are brought in to motivate the teams and
teach sportsmanship. Each episode will contain information
relating to health, diet, fitness and exercise.

NICK NEWS
Aired: Sundays at 530-6am
SYNOPSIS: "News" program for kids. The show will tell stories in-depth from
different points of view so that viewers form their own jUdgments about the
topics.

SAVED BY THE BELL
Alred: Monday - Friday at 830-9am, 5 - 530pm
SYNOPSIS: High School kids learn about growing up and dealing with various
teen issues (attached are some descriptions of various shows). .

7700 WESTPARK

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77063
TELEPHONE 713-781-3939
FACSIMILE 713-781-3441 AGAYLORD IlNTIlRTAlNMIlNT COMPANY
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Federal Communications Commiss':&" NOOA,
Office of the Secretary 11'1

1919 M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gentlemen:

10165 Eureka Parkway
Parma Heights, OR 44130
September 4, 1995

"MM Docket 93-48"

Thanks for asking for public input re: education and informational
television available for/to children.

Grateful that there are still many great PBS programs for children.
Hope that doesn't change now with new legislation. Fine adult shows,
too.

After reading the article in U.S. News and World Report - Sept. 11,
I really wonder why. Do we really want to destroy our people with
"garbage" like this. It was said many years ago, that "we would
destroy ourselves from within." A Russian leader, said that. And
now, the computer is decadent, too.

There is an "off" button to use on theTV but many parents don't
screen programs enough. I can understand they are very busy, but
where are our priorities.

I am just rambling, I know, but at least I can try. In this complex
world of today, one feels helpless of how to make it better. I am
sure dozens of my friends feel tiis way, too, but just didn't write.

I also suspect GREED is the one word that tells the story. When
will folks wake up.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ps ~t'<; U~"

~Q6

IV l/tMfJL1

No. of Copies rec'd__O_"__
UstABCDE



Federal Communications Commission
Office of the SceretaIy
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: MMDocket 93-48

Dear Sir:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl

I am extremely concerned about the high volume of violent programs on
TV, because of the damaging impact on our children and our society as a
whole. At the very minimum, we must increase the amount of excellent
educational programs available for our youngsters of all ages so that
there will be a wholesome choice for parents and children.

I am hereby recommending the following:

1. The FCC strengthen the Children's Television Act by requ~r~ng that
broadcasters provide three hours weekly of educational and informational
children's television shows and that this requirement be increased by 30
minutes each year over four years to eventually require five hours
weekly. This would be a modest increase compared to the 27 hours of
children's TV common in the 1950's.

2. The FCC require that stations identify programs as educational and
informational at the time they are aired and provide identifyig
information to publishers of programming guides.

3. The FCC restrict the number and duration of commercials on
children's shows.

4. The FCC take Reed Hundt's suggestion to require broadcasters in each
community to develop a Contract for Kids and Community. In each market
all broadcasters would state concretely and specifically how they intend
to give parents a choice of high quality, decent, nonviolent and
educational programming, and how they would give parents the power to
choose. In each market broadcasters would tell their audiences at the
beginning of their licensing period what they intend to do for kids and
the community they serve. Furthermore, the FCC should make it clear to
licensees that the renewal of their licenses depended upon compliance
with these clear commitments as well as the requirements shown in number
one, two and three above.

We must stop this polluting of our television waves with misleading and
unreaslistic messages which damage our children and ruin our society.
Let's make TV live up to its wonderful potential for educating and
uplifting the human spirit - not making life so scarey. Anymore, I do
not look forward to watching any show unless it is a Public Broadcasting
Show (e.g. Children's programs and educational shows only). Please help
make life happier for all children from ages 0-100+. Thank you for
taking the time to read, and hopefully, act on this letter.

Sincerely,

oK na Marie Boutchia
3 Shelter Rock Road
Eastampton, NJ 08060

# S)/?1 J
No. of Copies rac'd
UstABCDE ----



September 1, 1995

Mrs. Chris Smith
10013 NE Hazel Dell Ave. Ste 226
vancouver, WA 98685

Federal Communications Commision
Office of the Secretary
1919 M st. NW
Washinton DC 20554
"MM Docket 93-48"

To whom it may concern:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl

r~EC£n/EO

8&",",. '995
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'~.r~ .. ,- NOON'

I am responding to your request for comments regarding television programming
improvements.

I am the mother of a 7 and 5 year old and I will say plain and simple, most of the
programming on television is OFF LIMITS for my children.

First of all, there are not enough educational programs! I enjoy Bill Nye the
science guy and would love to see more programming such as this. I, at age 32,
still remember the educational commercials and the jingles that went with them.
(Conjunction, juntion, what's your function?, memorizing the 50 states, etc.) what
I see most of at this time is stupid cartoons with too much violence, total
disrespect for adults, and very bad attitudes in general. If I were to allow my
children to view most cartoons today I would be allowing their minds t~filled with
garbage such as slang terms, how to be disobedient/and get away with things they are
not supposed to be doing.

I do realize times are different, but I would like to know why my children still
love the Brady Bunch, Lassie, Leave it to Beaver, etc. if times have changed so
durastically. The children of today do not need to see such destruction of
character in order to enjoy shows. We are insulting the minds of our children!

I do appreciate this opportunity to present my opinion. I am tired of watching most
shows on TV now and letting them watch about 3 minutes of the program and have to
turn it. I shouldn't have to say NO so much. If there was more appropriate and
educational programming I would not feel like I am parenting in defense of the
"horrible" things of the world.

Please push educational shows. There are so many children that are watching hours
of television without their parents knowing or caring about their viewing habits.
If we feel like we have to take care of these kids in school with special programs

to teach them the things their parents "should" be teaching them, then we surely can
air more educational and uplifting television.

Sincerely,

CI0l~
Chris Smith o

No. of Copies rec'd_---­
UstA Be DE
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School of Family Studies and~,~ D.. 93 -'1 'j'
303 Justin Hall .•. 'i "."- "

Manhattan, Kansas 66506-1403
TEL: 913-532-5510 FAX: 913-532-5505 SE? II '95
E-mail: FSHS@KSUVM.KSU.EDU
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Commissioner Susan Ness
Federal Communications Commission
1919 "M" Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Ness:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl

I am enclosing a new report, Children and Television Violence, which was published in
the current issue ofthe Kansas Journal ofLaw <I Public Policy.

Ifyou would like additional information on the topic ofTY violence, you can visit our
new world wide web site (http://www.ksu.edu/humec/tele.htm) devoted to this issue.

Finally, this law review commentary served as the basis for the development of a
one-hour video program on television violence. The video was produced for the Great
Plains University Consortium (Kansas State, Iowa State, North Dakota State,
Oklahoma State, Minnesota, Missouri, and Nebraska) and will be part ofa satellite
telecourse, to be broadcast later this year. Ifyou would like a free copy ofthe video,
please send a message via voice-mail (1-500-FOR-JOHN) or e-mail
(JPM@KSUVM.KSU.EDU).

Sincerely yours,

John P. Murray, Ph.D.
Professor and Director

JPM:reb

enclosure

No. of Copies rec'd 0
List ABCDE '---
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1. The Developing Child
in a Multimedia Society

JOHN P. MURRAY

To suggest that children growing up in the 1990s live in a very
different world than the one their parents or grandparents expe­

rienced as children is not only to state the obvious but to IIlIderstate

the obvious. Although many of the parents of young children in this
last decade of the 20th century grew up with television, sonte of these
parents-and almost all 01 the grandparents-lived in a world with­
out television as a source of information and entertaimnent.

There are, of course, other changes in the infonnation environment
in which children live today. The current media ecology of child­
hood includes computers and video games, VCRs and laser discs,
and ever-changing audio 5.¥stems with computer interfaces that
could enhance the integration of both education and entertainment
in a multimedia society. However, that integration has not yet occurred
and its potential remains a matter of some conjecture. Still, it is not
an exaggeration to suggest that television is one of the core compo­
nents of a multimedia society that has dramatically altered the nature
of childhood and the development of children.

The central role that television plays in a multimedia environ­
ment for children results from the fact that television-unlike all
other media before or since-reaches children at a much earlier age
and with a greater intensity. This enhanced potential for influencing
the intellectual and emotional development of young viewers is simul­
taneously television's greatest promise and greatest disappointment.
The history of these great expectations for television and the pros­
pects for the future serve as the focus of this review of the develop­
ing child in a multimedia society.

9
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I believe television is going to be the test of the modern world, ;lnd
in this new opportunity to see beyond the range of our vision, we
shall discover either a new and unbearable disturbance or the general
peace or a saving radiance in the sky. We shall stand or rail by televi­
sion-olthat I am quite sure. (White, 1938, cited in Buyer, 1991, p. 79)

Television had its debut in North America in 1939 as an object of
curiosity at a world's fair exhibition. During the half century since
this officiClI debut, television has contributed to mCljor <Il1emtions in
the life-styles and information environments of children. One of the
first social commentators to offer a prediction on the impact of tele­
vision was the essayist E. B. White, who previewed a demonstration
of television in 1938. Writing in Harper's Magazille in that year, White
noted:

And so it was that television, at its birth, gave rise to premonitions
of conflict over its potential for benefit or harm.

This concern about the positive and negative influences of tele­
vision has driven most of the research and public discussion con­
cerning the development of this medium and the development of
children over the past half century. The official starting date for
television broadcasting in the United States is July 1, 1941, when the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) licensed and approved
the full operation of the first commercial television stations. How­
ever, the development of television broadcasting W<lS limited by
World War II and full-scale broadcasting did not resume un til 1946,
when stations were once again required to broadcast a minimum of
12 hours of programming each week, with <l gradual increase in
broadcasting up to a minimum of 28 hours weekly by the end of the
first 3 years of the broadcasting license (Andreasen, 1990; Comstock,
1989).

Despite the slow start to television broadcasting, this mediulll
WilS quickly adopted and it diffused through the population at an
accelerated pace. For example, in 1945 there were about 10,000 televi­
sion sets in use, but tha t figure jUlllped to about 7 mill ion sets 5 years
later in 1950. By 1955, almost 65% of U.s. households had at least
one television set, and by 1960 that figure had jumped to 90% of U.S.

11

Thirty years later, the now former chair of the FCC, speaking on the
30th ilnniversilfy of the "vast wasteland" speech, observed: "In 1961
I worried that my children would not benefit much from television,
but in 1991, I worry that my grandchildren will actually be harmed

by it" (Minow, 1991, p. 12).
The "VClst wasteland" speech had a galvanizing effect on public

discussion of the potential of television to influence young viewers
for good or ill. Three decades Jilter we are still attempting to sort out
the costs ilnd benefits of this medium of long-distance sight and

When television is good, nothing-not the theatre, nol the magazines
or newspapers-nuthing is be lie r. But when television is bad, nothing
is worse. I invite yOll tu sit down in rront of your television set when
your stiltion goes on lhe air "nd st"y lhere without" book, magaz.ine,
newsp"per, prolit-and-Ioss sheet, or mling bouk to distract you-ilnd
keep your eyes glued to lh;lt set until the st"tion signs off. I can assure
you that you will observe a vast wClsteiand. You will see a procession
or game shows, violence, audience particip"tion shows, forllluia
comedies about totally lInbelievClble families, blood and thunder,
mayhem, violence, sadism, minder, western b;ld men, western good
men, private eyes, gangsters, more violence, and cartoons. And, end­
lessly, commerci;Jls--many scrc;Jming, c;ljo!ing, ;lIld offending.

The Developing Child in a Multimedia Society

households. Currently, 98°/.. of households have a TV, with only 2%
of households choosing not to purchase a television sel.

Similarly, the amount of time spent watching television has in­
creased over the years from about 4.5 hours per day in 1950 to 7.5
hours each d<ly in the 19805 and 19905. To give some rcferE'nce for
this magnitude of viewing, if yOll multiply 7.5 hours per day in the
typical household by the number of households with television sets
in use, you find that in 1 year Americans collectively spend about
30 million years of human experience watching television. This is a
considerable amount of time to spend with television each year, and
one might reasonably ask what effed this extensive viewing has on

U.S. society.
To give a flavor of the range and depth of concern about televi-

sion, one might reflect on the observations of a former chairman of
the Federal Communications Commission, Newton Minow, who is
best remembered for his "inaugural address" to the National Asso-

ciation of Broadcilsters in 1961 in which he said:

Expectations

TELEVISION AND THE DEVELOPING CHILD10
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TELEVISION AND THE DEVELOPING CHILD The Developing Child in a Multimedia Society 13

sound. TIle controversies continue to rage about the most beneficial
uses of television in alI its forms and the difficulties of drawing the
fine line between commercial profit and commercial exploitation.
For example, concerns have surfaced around proposals to provide
commercial television news services in schools, such as those pro­
moted by Whittle Communications's Channel One (Murray, 1991;
Pool, ] 992). And yet, there are clearly great benefits to be derived
from the effective use of television as an educational force in the lives
of young viewers (Boyer, 1991; Palmer, 1988). So, what do we know
about television's influence on the developing child and when did
we know it?

Debates

The first official debates about television occurred in congres­
sional hearings during the early 1950s (U.S. Congress, House Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 1952; U.s. Congress,
Senate Committee of the Judiciary, Subcommittee to Investigate
Juvenile Delinquency, 1955). These inaugural congressional inves­
tigations were focused on the impact of televised violence on chil­
dren and youth and set the stage for subsequent commissions and
committees. For example, the landmark reviews following the 1950s
hearings include the National Commission on the Causes and Pre­
vention of Violence (Baker & Ball, 1969), the Surgeon General's report
on television violence (U.s. Surgeon General's Scientific Advisory
Committee on Television and Social Dehavior, 1972), the report on
television and behavior from the National Institute of Mental Health
(1982; Pearl, Bouthilet, & Lazar, 1982), and the American Psycho­
logical Association review of television and society (Huston et aI.,
1992). Each of these investigations began with basic questions about
the impact of television on young viewers and each has added
incrementalIy to our understanding of the processes by which chil­
dren develop in a mediated society.

Questions about the impact of television on children and adults
have occupied the time and talents of hundreds of social scientists
and educators over the past40 years. Consequently, there have been
over 4,000 books, articles, reports, and papers published on this
topic since the mid-19SOs (Huston et al., 1992; Murray, 1980). The major
concerns expressed about television have been focused on its impact

on young viewers in relation to the influence of televised violence,
the portrayal of the roles of men and women and various social and
ethnic groups, and the influence of television viewing on school per­
formance and general intellectual and emotional development in
children.

Violence

As we noted earlier, one of the first concerns that surfaced in
relation to the medium of television in the 1950s was a concern
about the impact of televised violence on the behavior of young
viewers. This was the principal focus of the congressional hearings
in 1952 and 1955 and continued to be an issue in the violence commis­
sion in 1969, the Surgeon General's report in 1972, and in various
other reports through 1992. The reasons for concern a bou t violence,
both then and now, include the fact that there has been a consistently
high level of violence on television throughout much of its history
and that children are considered more vulnerable to these violent
portrayals because they are in the early stages of developing behav­
ior patterns, attitudes, and values about social interaction. How­
evel~ this is not to deny that many reports and studies have ad­
dressed the impact of televised violence on adults as welI as children
for many of the same reasons. The earliest studies in this regard
turned on the work of Albert Bandura who studied preschool chil­
dren at Stanford University (Dandura, D. Ross, & S. Ross, 1961) and
the work of Leonard Berkowitz at the University of Wisconsin, con­
ducting studies on the impact of film violence on college students
(Berkowitz, 19(2). These early laboratory-based ,md rel<ltively fo­
cused investigations gave rise to the conclusion that media violence
could lead to some short-term changes in aggressive behavior and
attitudes on the part of children and young adults.

Subsequent studies and reviews, such as the work of Aletha Huston
and her colleagues (Friedrich-Cofer & Huston, 1986; Stein & Friedrich,
1972) expanded these studies and conclusions to take account of
aggressive behavior occurring in more conventional or typical be­
haviorsettings. Forexample, one study conducted in the early 1970s
(Stein & Friedrich, 1972) assessed the effects of viewing a diet of
Oatman and Superman cartoons on the aggressive behavior of pre­
schoolers in the more natural setting of their classroom and play­
grounds. One of the main conclusions from this study is that the

I
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youngsters who had watched the Batman and Superman cartoons
were much more likely to get into minor confrontations in the class­
room and on the playground, were more active in these settings,
and played less well and less cooperatively with their peers. On the
other hand, the youngsters who had watched the diet of Mr. t<ogers'
Neighborhood were more likely to play cooperatively, offer to help
other children and teachers, share toys and etluipment, and express
concern about others' emotional well-being. One of the interesting
features of this research is the suggestion that television can have
either beneficial or harmful effects on viewers' behavior and that
the nature of the effects depends upon the na ture of the program­
ming viewed. To be sure, there are many other factors that affect
these relationships and there has been considerable debate about
the nature of these influences and the extent of concern about tele­
vised violence (Comstock & Paik, 1991; Donnerstein, Linz, & Pen­
rod, 1987; Freedman, 1984, 1986; Friedrich-Cofer & Huston, 1986;
Huesmann & Eron, 1986; Huston et aI., 1992; Murray, 1980; National
Institute of Mental Health, 1982; U.S. Surgeon General's Scientific
AdVisory Committee on Television and Social Behavior, 1972). Never­
theless, it is clear that there is a considerable amount of violence on
television and that this violence on the small screen may translate
into changes of attitudes, values, or behavior on the part of heavy
viewers. For example, studies by George Gerbner and his colleagues
a t the University of Pennsylvania (Gerbner & Signorielli, 1990) have
shown that on average Over the past 20 years, 1 hour of "prime­
time" evening television programming contains5 violent acts whereas
1 hour of Saturday morning children's programming contains an
average of 20-25 violent acts. These figures and levels of violence
have fluctuated somewhat over the past quarter of a century of
detailed content analyses, but the average child watching an aver­
age amount of television will see about 20,000 murders and 80,000
assaults in his or her formative years. That's about 100,000 violent
acts before a youngster becomes a teenager. Some of the violence
will be seen on realistic programs and some will be seen on cartoons,
but we know from various studies that all forms of violent program­
ming may have possible harmful effects on viewers.

Three possible effects have been the focus of most concern about
TV violence: Children may become less sensitive to the pain and
suffering of others; youngsters may be more fearful of the world
around them; and children may be more willing to behave in aggres-

sive or harmful ways toward others. Although the effects of televi­
sion violence are not simple and straightforward, meta-analyses and
reviews of a large body of research (Huston et a!" 1992; Wood, Wong,
& Chachere, 1991) suggest that there are clearly reasons for concern
and caution in relation to the impact of televised violence.

Roles

Content analyses of television programming over the past 20-30
years have consistently indicated that the portrayal of the roles of
men and women and various social or ethnic groups bear little rela­
tionship to the life circumstances of these individuals beyond the
small screen (Berry, 1988; Gerbner & Signorielli, 1990; Greenberg,
1980;M. Williams & Condry, 1989; Withey & Abeles, 1980). Although
the portrayal of ethnic minorities and the roles of men and women
have changed over the years as a result of increasing sensitivity to
these issues on the part of both broadcasters and viewers, there
remain clear limitations on opportunities for diverse role presenta­
tions for these groups. for example, following civil rights demon­
strations during the 1960s, there were increases in the number of
programs featuring macks in major roles on television. However,
this trend began to reverse in the 1980s, when Blacks declined to
about 8%, which is considerably below the percentage of l3lacks in
the U.s. population. So too, there were clear limitations on other ethnic
groups. For example, Hispanics (3.5%), Asians (2.5%), and Native
Americans (under 1%) (Berry, 1980; Greenberg, 1986).

In other areas, such as the portrayal of families on television, we
know that there have been wide variations in the nature of families
that dominate television at various periods in its history. One recent
content analysis of over 900 television series broadcast between
1947 and 1992 suggest that there are some unusual peaks in particu­
lar types of families on televisions (Murray, 1992). for example, in
the early days of television-from the late 1940s through the 19505­
the typical family consisted of one of two types: A mother and father
with two or three children or husband and wife who were newly­
weds just establishing their marriage and family relationships. How­
ever, in the late 19505 and throughout the 1960s, there was a sudden
rise in the number of single-parent families portrayed on television.
One might suspect that this was a response to a rising divorce rate
in the United States and the consequent increase in single-parent
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