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Portland Council PTA

1031 NE Floral Place
Portland, Oregon 97232-2569
March 7, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Portland Council PTA 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 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 want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. 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 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We 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
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Letter to Chairman Reed Hundt

-- 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,

Board Members of PORTLAND COUNCIL PTA

(trie Coboyson , Ruesident



Board of Education
510 Chestnut Street
Roselle Park , New Jersey 07204

William T. Clarke

Superintendent of Schools
(908) 245-1197
FAX (908) 245-1226

Robert L. Zeglarski
Business Administrator /
Board Secretary

(908) 245-2103

March 21, 1997

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

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS DOCKET NO 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Roselle Park School District to
voice my 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. 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 1is 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
~publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by 1law, 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:

e 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);

e That the FCC requlre a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system,
e That the ratlng icon on the TV screen be made larger, more

prominently placed on the screen, and appear more- frequently
during the course of a program.
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Chairman Reed Hundt -2- March 21, 1997

e That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents, and

e 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,

William /7 Clarke
Superintendent



Cotawold Elementary School

Chariotte-Meckienburg Schools

300 Greenwich Road

Charlotte, North Carolina 28211 Eric J. Smith, Ed.D.

A Telephone (704) 343-6720 Superintendent
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Cotswold Elementary PTA
(Charlotte NC) to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented January
17, 1997, by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. The rating
symbol on the TV screen doesn't provide sufficient content information for parents to
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.

The National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper
conducted major surveys last fall. These surveys demonstrated overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs. Parents want to make those choices based on content information about the
program. Any rating system is useless without content descriptions on the screen and

" publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedules.

By law the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We don't believe this

system does so and we ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request: -

That the FCC under no circumstances approve the industry’s rating system.
That the FCC accept no rating system that doesn't include content information, such as V for
violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity, and L for vulgar language.

o That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that parents can receive more than one rating
system.

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, be 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 include parents.

o 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 key to children and families.

i

Sincerely, ‘
JM, oﬁ P(—M‘t/(_// ‘WW No. of CO iESTEC'd 0
Celauretol PTH List ABCDE I

Charlotte, North Carolina
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Cotswold Elementary School PTA Board Members
Charlotte, North Carolina
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Cotswold Elementary School PTA Board Members
Charlotte, North Carolina
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Cotswold Elementary School PTA Board Members
Charlotte, North Carolina '
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Mereh 10, 1997 . *

Chatvman Reod Hundt and FCC Commi ssioners
¢o Federal Communications Commission
I1L19 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554
De ar Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RI:: CS Docket No. 97-55, FOC 97-34

v amwriting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. “he rating symbol on the |
TV screen does not provide suff.cient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is apnropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fal ! which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for arating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and Wor ld %eport, and Media Studies
Ce nter/Roper. Parents do not wenit the TV industry to i1 terpret what is best for
heir chi ldren. Parents want tc make those choices themselves baséd on content !
nformation about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions

ob the screenand publicized inperiodicals that carry 1V schedul ing is useless.

The IFCC, by law, is required to sietermine whether the industry's rating system ‘
he o met statutory requirements o f the Telecommunicatinns Act of 1996, 1 do not
bulieve this system does so and sk that the FCC not approve the industry rating

system.  Instead, | request the ollowing:

* That under no circumstance s should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC <tould accept no rating system that does not
include content informationabout programs suchas V(for violence), S(for

sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language),

No. of Copies rec’d
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* That the PCC require a Vochip band broad enough thal would al low 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 indusiry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

* Thal any raling syslem approved by the I°CC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if { ¢ meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity ¢ comment on an issue so important to children

and families.

Sincerely,

R



TARPON SPRINGS FUNDAMENTAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PTA
3/5/197

Chairrnan Reed Hindt and ROC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, RCC 97-34

We are writing on behaff of the National PTA and the Tarpon Fimdamental Elementary School PTA to voice our opposition @ the
V-CHIP mating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating kmplementation Group, on Jantmary 17, 1997, The mting
symbol on the TV screen does not provide suffident content information o parents to make decisions about what s appropeate
TV progamming for their childeen. Major surveys refeased this fall which demonstrate overwheiming parent prefesence for 2 rating
systern that gives parents information about the contents of programs were conducted by the Nasional PTA, US. News and Warid
Repart, and Media Studies Center/Roper.  Parents do not want the TV indistry @0 interpret what is best for their chitdren.  Parents
want 0 make those choices themseives based on content information about the program.  Any rating system without content

descriptions on the saeen and publicized in periodicats that camry TV scheduing s useiess.

The ROC, by taw, i required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this syster does 0 and ask that the FOC not approve the industry rating
sptem. Tnstead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FOC approve the indistry’s rating system. Further, the ROC should accept no
rating system that does not inciude content irformation about programs such a Vifor violence), S for sexusal depiction and
mudity), and L for banguage);

* That the ROC require a V-CHIP band broad enough that would aliow 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 2 program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FOC and that it inchude parens; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaliated by independent research to determine ¥ it meets the needs
of parentts.

Thank you for this opportimity to comment on an issue so important to children and famifies.
Sincercly,

“Tarpon Springs Fundamental Elementary School PTA
"Tarpon Springs, Rorida

.ofCopiesrecd ___—
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CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PETITION FORM
TITLE: REQUIREMENT FOR ADEQUATE PUBLIC EDUCATION FUNDING

Fla. Stat. Section 104.185 - It is unlawful for any person to knowingly sign a petition or petitions for a particular issue or candidate more than one time.

Any person violating the provisions of this section shall, upon conviction, be guilty of a misdemeanor of the first degree, punishable as provided in
5.775.082 and s.775.083.

SUMMARY: Adequate provi- P
sion for funding public educa-
tion each fiscal year requires
appropriation of at least a mini-

mum percentage of total appro- || name [J€ bora )q L Lron

priations under Article IIf, not | =~ " Y Gf! o -j-
including lottery or federal || i m—s
funds. City.‘Ei_C%lﬂ__%Qﬁﬁgé zip Code_3 Y L8
Hﬂ That minimum percentage || County / e, l as

(40%) is based upon education’s

ercentage of appropriations, .
}e)xcluding federgf ftfnds, for || R Dateotbith _0Y-d¥-57
1986-87 before state lotteries Is this a change of address for voter registration? = Yes /d No
began.

May be suspended in any fis-
cal year by a bill adopted by 2/3
vote of each legislative house. {| SIGNATURE AS REGISTERED

Effective following third fiscal _ _
year after approval. 3 /& 9ﬁ7

(Please PRINT information as it appears on your voter ID card)

Voter Registration Number

DATE SIGNED

FULL TEXT OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT:

1) The Constitution currently provides in Article IX, Section 1, for adequate provision to be made by law for public
education. Adequate provision for funding Fublic education shall be defined, in each fiscal year, as the required appro-
priation of at least a minimum percentage of total appropriations under Article IIl, not including lottery proceeds or fed-
eral funds. That minimum percentage (40%) is based upon the percenta§e appropriated for education by the Legislature
for fiscal year 1986-87, prior to the appropriation of funds from Florida lotteries proceeds.

2)  Article IX, Section 1 is amended by inserting “(a)” immediately before the current text, and adding a new subsec-
tioni (b) at the end thereof, reading:

“b)  Adequate provision for funding public education shall be required in each fiscal year, and
is defined as the appropriation of at least a minimum percentage (40%) for public education from
the total appropriations under Article III in each fiscal year, not including lottery proceeds or feder-
al funds. That minimum percentage (40%) is based upon the percentage appropriated for public
education from total appropriations in fiscal year 1986-87, not including federal funds and prior to
the appropriation of funds from Florida lotteries proceeds.

{1) The Legislature may suspend the applicability of this subsection for any one fiscal year,
or a portion of one tiscal year, by passage of a separate bill that contains no other subject in which
the legislature finds a compelling pubtic necessity to suspend this subsection. Passage of that bill
shall require a vote of approval of two thirds of the membership of each house.

(2) Upon approval by the electors, this subsection shall take effect immediately following
three full fiscal years.”

3) If any portion or application of this measure is held invalid for any reason, the remaining portion or application, to
the fullest extent possible, shall be severed from the void portion and given the fullest possible force and application.

Paid Political Advertisement: COALITION TO RECLAIM EDUCATION'S SHARE e o N " oh.06.
PO. Box 10789  Tallahassee, FL 32302-2789  Tel. # 904-224-1453 Date Approved:_10-11-98




March 10, 1997 LI

Cl airrman Reed Hundt and FCC Conmissioners
¢, o Federal Communications Comruission
9 M Street N.W., Room 222

vashiington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RI-. CS Docket No. 97-55, FOC 97 4

I smwriting on behalf of the Nal onal PTA and the West virginia PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating rystemas presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. “he rating symbol on the
Y sereen does not provide sufficient content informa’ion so that parents can
mi-& - decisions about what is ax;propriate TV programming for their children.
Mo -or 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
Ce "wer/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 publicized in periodicals that carry 7V scheduling is useless.

Thi FCC, by law, is required to -tetermine whether the industry's rating system
boo met statutory requirements of the Telecommunicaticis Act of 1996. 1 do not
betieve this system does so and ask that the FCCnot approve the industry rating

system, Instead, | request the tollowing:

* That under no circumstanct should the FCC approv: the industry’'s rating
system. Further, the FCC ~1ould accept no rating system that does not
include content informativ about programs suchas V(for violence), S(for

sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language); O
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*That the FCCyequiere a Vochip band broad enough that would allow paren/Tf?

to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on tta 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 raling system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity ‘o commeni on an issue go important to children

ar) families.

Sincerely,

ER7) Dot #6¢ .
W &/WW.LM/JZ&0¢‘7-77¢§ !



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 March 17,1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Groveton PTA 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
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 want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. 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 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. Ido 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
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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 all American children and families.

Sincerely,
Diane Brody Mla/
PTA President/Groveton PTA

4010 Cool Brooke Way
Alexandria, VA 22306

No. of Copies rec'd
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JTJAYENNE PTA
JAYENNE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
COUNTRY CLUB ROAD
FATRMONT, WV 26554

March 20, 1997

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

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jayenne
Elementary School PTA 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 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 want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. 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 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We 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; <:>
_.‘—‘-‘*
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Page 2
March 20, 1997

* 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,

“Nam

Nancy Lawler, PTA President
Jayenne Elementary
Fairmont, WV
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W.,, Room 222

‘Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

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

1 am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and.s _ A4 ﬁ (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my {our) opposition to the v-chip ratirﬂé systern 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. 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. 8. News and IWorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil--
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

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 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 (we) 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 asV
{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 systemn;

¢ 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.

Sincercly% ] 44 J S @@_ﬂ

Your Name AR #-‘To Wi (5o lcl.e gl
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