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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.
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March 17 , 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Conunissioners
c/o Federal Conmunications Conunission
1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE : CS Docket No. 97-55 • FCC 97-34

LiOCKET FII.ECOPY~ ,
MAIL ROOli/if

f.\PR .3 J997

RECE!VED

D

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Southside PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17 , 1997. The rating symbol on the screen does not
provide sufficient information on the content oftelevison programs for parents to decide
what is appropriate for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information on the
content oftelevision programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. ,), .News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents would like to make an informed decision
about television programing based on content information. Any rating syst~m without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecorrununications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher ,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence) , S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) , and L ( for
language) ;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the courseofa program and after each
cOIIDDercial break ;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents,
and;

No. of Copies rec'd
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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.
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March 17 • 1997

Chairman Reed HlUldt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal CODlDlUlications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman HlUldt and Commissioners :

RE : CS Docket No. 97-55 • FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Southside PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Impleme.ntation GrouP. on January 17 , 1997. The rating s)-mbol on the screen does not
provide sufficient information on the content oftelevison programs for parents to decide
what is appropriate for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information on the
content oftelevision programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. }.lews and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the 'IV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents would like to make an informed decision
about television programing based on content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead •we
request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher ,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence) , S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) , and L ( for
language) ;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the courseofa program and after each
commercial break ;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents,
and;

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,



March 17 , 1997

Chainnan Reed HlUldt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal ConmlUlications Commission
1919 M SlreetN.W. ,Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan HlUldt and Commissioners :

RE : CS Docket No. 97-55 , FCC 97-34

APR 3 1997

REC; eVED

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Southside PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the 'IV Rating
hllplementation Group, on January 17 , 1997. The rating symbol on the screen does not
provide sufficient information on the content oftelevison programs for parents to decide
what is appropriate for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information on the
content oftelevision progr3IIlS were conducted by the National PTA, r1 S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents would like to make an informed decision
about television programing based on content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV' scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the that the FCC not approve the industIy, rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher ,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence) , S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) , and L ( for
language) ;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the 'IV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the courseofa program and after each
commercial break ;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents,
and,,
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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
fmnilies.

Sincerely,



March 17 ,1997

Chainnan Reed Hoodt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Conmooications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington ~ DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hoodt and Commissioners :

RE : CS Docket No. 97-55 • FCC 97-34

!~PR .3 1997

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Southside PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe 'IV Rating
Implementation Group ~ on January 17 , 1997. The rating symbol on the screen does not
provide sufficient information on the content oftelevison progi-ams for parents to decide
what is appropriate for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference fur a rating system that gives parents information on the
content oftelevision programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S News and
World R.eport, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents would like to make an informed decision
about television programing based on content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

That ooder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher ,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) , and L (for
language) ;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the 'IV screen be made larger ~ more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the courseofa program. and after each
commercial break ;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents,
and;

No. of Copies rec'd,--O _
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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.



March 17 , 1997

Chainmm Reed HWIdt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal ConmWIications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan HWIdt and Commissioners :

RE : CS Docket No. 97-55 •FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and Southside PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17 , 1997. The rating S}lllbol on the screen does not
provide sufficient infonnation on the content oftelevison programs for parents to decide
what is appropriate for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstnlte
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation on the
content oftelevision programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. flews and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents would like to make an informed decision
about television programing based on content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead , we
request the following:

That WIder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Futher ,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence) , S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) , and L ( for
language) ;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the courseofa program and after each
commercial break ;

That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents,
and;

oNo. of Copies rec'd'-- _
List ABCDE
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That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent reasearch to
detennine if it meets the needs ofparents .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerelv,





March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
WaShington, UC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKET ALE COPY ORIGINAL
FCC MAil ROon/:

{~PR :5 1997

AEC';::;HED.
--"·"'".1 'J
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I am writin~ on behalf of the Natiorlal PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack valenti, Chair of the rv Rating Implementation Group, on January "17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulin~

is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's ratin~ system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanQuaqe);

• That the FCC require a"V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies reC'd O _
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
washington, uC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Doc/(tr~l.E
FCC MAilROm~'

APR 3 1997

RECE,;VED

I am writinQ on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the rv Rating Implementation Group, on January 'I 7,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulinQ
is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's ratinQ system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanquaqe);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and, families.

:e~
~/l4d-~/~

No. 01 Copies rec'd,_....::O~·__
UstA3CDE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cio Federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
washington, LJC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writin~ on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of me I V Rating Implementation Group, on January"' 7,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulin~

is useless.

The FCC. by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanQuaQe);

I

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincere,IV~~

~~~~
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cio Federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, IJ( 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writinQ on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the IV Rating Implementation Group, on January "17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulinQ
is useless.

The FCC. by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's ratinQ system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanquaqe);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

:~:::r:~:.2Z7;;2::7 im~rtant to children and. families.

v;Jd~CL /t?
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o federai Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, uC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

FCCM~%1r~
4PR 3 1997

RECEIVED

I am writin!=) on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the Iv Rating Implementation Group, on January 'II,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulin!=)
is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating sys,tem. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's ratin!=) system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely.

ce~Q

~~V\c
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC COrT;lmissioners
c/o federai Communications Commission
1919 M Stre~t N.W., Room 222
Washmgton, OC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

~~Of\/J
_. OR~

APR .) 1997

I am writin!=l on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip ratjng system presented by Jack Vaientl, Chalf of the rv Rating Implementation Group, on January 'I 7,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulin!=l
is useless.

The FCC. by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~
~jTr.
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DEAR CHAIRMAN HUNDT AND COMMISIONERS:
RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

CHAIRMAN REED HUNDT AND FCC COMMISSIONERS
C/O FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M STREET N.W. ROOM 222
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

-SIGNAL HILL PTA
MARCH 1997

OOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
670 CAlEDONIA ROAD

DIX HILLS, NEW YORK 11746

FCC MAIL ROO~.A

r~PR 3 1997

RECF:VED

WE ARE WRITING ON BEHALF OF THE NATIONAL PTA AND THE SIGNAL
HILL PTA (LONG ISLAND, N.Y.) TO VOICE OUR OPPOSITION TO THE V-CHIP
RATING SYSTEM AS PRESENTED BY JACK VALENTI, CHAIR OF THE TV
RATING IMPLEMENTATION GROUP, ON JANUARY 17, 1997. THE RATING
SYMBOL ON THE TV SCREEN DOES NOT PROVIDE SUFFIOENT CONTENT
INFORMATION SO THAT PARENTS CAN MAKE DEOSIONS ABOUT WHAT IS
APPROPRIATE TV PROGRAMMING FOR THEIR CHILDREN. MAJOR SURVEYS
RELEASED THIS FALL WHICH DEMONSTRATE OVERWHELMING PARENT
PREFERENCE FOR A RATING SYSTEM THAT GIVES PARENTS INFORMATION
ABOUT THE CONTENT OF PROGRAMS WERE CONDUCTED BY THE NATIONAL
PTA, U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT, AND MEDIA STUDIES CENTER/
ROPER. PARENTS DO NOT WANT THE TV INDUSTRY TO INTERPRET WHAT
IS BEST FOR THEIR CHILDREN. PARENTS WANT TO MAKE THOSE CHOICES
THEMSELVES BASED ON CONTENT INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROGRAM.
ANY RATING SYSTEM WITHOUT CONTENT DESCRIPTIONS ON THE SCREEN
AND PUBLIOZED IN PERIODICALS THAT CARRY TV SCHEDUUNG IS
USELESS.
THE FCC, BY LAW, IS REQUIRED TO DETERMINE WHETHER THE
INDUSTRY'S RATING SYSTEM HAS MET STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS OF THE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996. WE DO NOT BEUEVE THIS SYSTEM
DOES SO AND ASK THAT THE FCC NOT APPROVE THE INDUSTRY RATING
SYSTEM. INSTEAD, WE REQUEST THE FOLLOWING:

THAT UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES SHOULD THE FCC APPROVE THE
INDUSTRY'S RATING SYSTEM. FURTHER, THE FCC SHOULD ACCEPT NO
RATING SYSTEM THAT DOES NOT INCLUDE CONTENT INFORMATION ABOUT
PROGRAMS SUCH AS V (FOR VIOLENCE), S (FOR SEXUAL DEPICTION AND
NUDITY) AND L (FOR LANGUAGE);

THAT THE FCC REQUIRE A V-CHIP BAND BROAD ENOUGH THAT WOULD
ALLOW PARENTS TO RECEIVE MORE THAN ONE RATING SYSTEM;

THAT THE RATING ICON ON THE TV SCREEN BE MADE LARGER, MORE
PROMINENTLY PLACED ON THE SCREEN, AND APPEAR MORE FREQUENTLY
DURING THE COURSE OF A PROGRAM;

No. 01 Copies reC'd.__O__
UstABCDE



SIGNAL HILL PTA
670 CALEDONIA ROAD

DIX HILLS, NEW YORK 11746

THAT THE RATlNG BOARD BE INDEPENDENT OF THE INDUSTRY AND THE
FCC AND THAT IT INCLUDE PARENTS; AND

THAT ANY RATlNG SYSTEM APPROVED BY THE FCC BE EVALUATED BY
INDEPENDENT RESEARCH TO DETERMINE IF IT MEETS THE NEEDS OF PAR­
ENTS.

THANK YOU FOR THIS OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON AN ISSUE SO IMPOR­
TANT TO CHILDREN AND FAMIUES.

SINCERELY,

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED SHEET WITH NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF OUR
CONSTlTUENTS.
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d TX. 78374

~ed Hun!IJ an ~:omm~'ioner.
.. 31 communlca~~~mission
Street N.\V., Room 222

ngton, DC 20554

Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

,;CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET I=!lE COpy Oq/GINAl

FCC MAIL ROOM

APR 3 1997

AECE;VED

Thletter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrew,i>ElementftryPTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inteFpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

tent information about1be program.

.. FCC, by law, is required to determine whether tbe industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. We request the following:

*That tbe FCC sbould not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and thatinnelude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par
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