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March 3, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt
Chairman, FCC Commission
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt and Commissioners,

t ...

Thank you for getting some action taken on television program ratings. If you could just go one step
further and make them useful to parents by rating them according to content, you will have helped
parents nationwide decide what is appropriate for their children to view.

I have always been puzzled by the movie industry's age ratings. We seem to disagree on what is
age-appropriatel Too often I've been embarrassed or frightened for my children and grandchildren
while attending what was rated a "family" movie. Evidently my rating system is different.

A content-based ratings system, including levels of intensity of the V (violence), S (sexual content
and nudity) and L (adult language), is what parents want and need.

Please don't accept the TV industry's rating system. Please make sure that the rating is large
enough to be seen from across the room and have it appear more frequently. Please ask for parent
involvement, specifically, if possible, PTA parents, in deciding what the content-based rating should
be. And, please continue to use independent research to be sure the system is meeting the needs
of parents and families.

It's frightening when you think of the lack of help we've had in the past on making informed
decisions as to suitable TV viewing. I do believe it is evident in some of the behaviors our children
are exhibiting. Please listen to the concerns of PTA members. Our goal is the protection of all of our
children and youth.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter of utmost importance.
Sincerely,

,/ . _//1. /l:-y~ (Vr. ; fU&aL1

Laurie L. Musel
Iowa PTA President

This is a hard copy of what was faxed to you on March 3, 1997. C' 'd /No. of op1es ree , _
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CITIZENS FOR EXCElLENCE IN EDUCATIO~

3101 Jeanne Marie Court
Austin, Texas 78745

(512) 280-1414

Dear Chairman Hunt, FCC:

" 1" .7ALl:~ (. 4 -;,

4 March 1997

Please provide the families of our nation with

content based ratings for TV rather than age based

ratings. We are confident this would be much more

beneficial to our families and nation.

Thank you,

David Muralt,
Texas Director

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
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March 11, 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 Matheson Park PTA in Albuquerque, New Mexico, 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 aoout 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

* 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,

Matheson Park PTA
Albuquerque, New Mexico I

NO.. of cop.ias rec'd. _
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March 12,1997 --
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 Lyseth Elementary School of Portland, ME. 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. We do not feel that the rating symbol on the TV screen gives
parents enough information on content to be able to make informed decisions regarding appropriate TV
programming for our children. We vvould like to see a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of program. Any rating without content description 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:

-The FCC should not approve the industry's rating system.. It 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):

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

***The rating icon on the TV screen should larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the program

***The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it should include parents:

... Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents

Thank you for the opportunity to hear our concerns

Sincerely,

.k&
PTA President
Lyseth Elementary School
Portland, ME

No. of Copies rec'd 0
list A8CDE



-----March 19, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Virginia Secondary School PTSA to voice
our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the 'IV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the 'IV screen
does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate 'IV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
infonnation 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 'IV industry to
interpret what is best fQr their children. Parents want tQ make thQse choices themselves
based Qn CQntent infQnnatiQn abQut the prQgram. Any rating system withQut CQntent
descriptiQns iCQn the screen and publicized in periQdicals that carty 'IV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required tQ determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutQry requirements Qfthe TelecQmmunicatiQns Act Qf 1996. We dQ nQt believe this
system does SQ and ask that the FCC nQt apprQve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC apprQve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC shQuld accept nQ rating system that dQes nQt include CQntent infQnnatiQn
abQut prQgrams such a V(fQr viQlence), S(fQr sexual depictiQn and nudity), and L(fQr
language);
2. That the FCC require a V-chip band brQad enough that would allQW parents to receive
mQre that Qne rating system;
3. That the rating icon the 'IV screen be made larger, more prominently placed Qn the
screen, and appear mQre frequently dUring the CQurse of a program;
4. That the rating bQard be independent Qf the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
5. That any rating system apprQved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research tQ
detennine if it meets the needs Qf parents.

Thank YQU fQr this QppQrtunity tQ cQmment Qn an issue SQ impQrtant tQ children and
families.

o

(t:¥
Carrie Bezek
Secretary, Virginia Secondary School PTSA
Virginia, MN 55792
218-741-7615

No. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE '----
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 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

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and theElkbart, TN (local,xElmXil~-

~~ to voice my (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 VViJrld 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. I (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

• 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 _
H:t ABCDE



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, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1/ . . A1~ • ''1.,~ oI::-
l am~ writing on behalf of the National PTA and the {/VYU (.)" '-'" ~(!Ocar, c6uncil, dis-
trict, or state 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. 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 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 of1996. I (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 aV-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.

No. of Copies rec'd,--_O__
Ust ABCDE



March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StrectN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hwldt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-5!. FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA chapter at Dr. W.1. Crcc1 FJcmentary
School in Melbourne. Florida, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating ImplcmcntationGroup, on January 17. 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that pccnts can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstra~ overwhelming parent pm'erence for a rating system that gives parents
irtformatioo about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA. u.s. NrNS Qltd
World&port, and Media Studies CCnterIRoper. Paralts do not want the TV indusby to intcI'pm
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system witmut content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

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

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating syBm 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 ftequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe 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 ifit meets the nc:cds oftile parents.

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

Nt; Q~ Copies rec'd!.---_O_
UstABCDE



MOUNT WASHINGTON PTA
3981 SAN RAFAEL AVENUE, LOS ANGELES, CA 90065 (213) 225-8320

Lis~o. of Copies rac'd 0
fABCDE ---- _

March 29, 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 National, the California and the Mt. Washington Elementary School
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. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information to allow parents to make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. According to surveys conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper released this fall, parents overwhelmingly
preferred a rating system that gives them information about the content of programs. 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.

I personally feel that allowing Jack Valenti to develop a ratings systems for TV programs is like
asking the Mafia to police itself. I urge that a ratings board that is independent of the industry and
the FCC be formed and that such board include parents. Any ratings system that is adopted must
include specific content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity) and L (for language). Parents are eager to do their part in raising children to become
positive, morally balanced, contributing members of society. We need tools to help us, especially
since the TV industry has apparently decided that anything goes as long as it sells.

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

Sincerely,

;;1a~~.
Laura Berry U
PTA President
Los Angeles, California

MOUNT WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY
A LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL --------
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman, FCC
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Honorable Reed Hundt,

3/4/97

?u"~;

MAR 2 ~ 1997

It has come to our attention that a public comment period has begun concerning
the age-based rating system which has been implemented by the TV industry. We would
like to inform you that we are against this type of rating system. This system is too
broad and categorizes shows which have a varied range ofcontent which are not always
suitable to the group they have been rated for. We support a content rating-based system.
This type of system would group apples with apples and oranges with oranges. Plus we
would like to see the family hour restored. The Family Hour insures that programming
keep the family in mind. Also the commercials remain more family orientated.

We hope that you will seriously review the flaws behind the age-based system and
institute a content-based system and restore the family hour.

No. 01 Copies rec'dL
ListABCDE
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1450 West Chester pike, #297B
West Chester, PA 19382-6551
March 3, 1997

Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington,D. C. 20554

DeaR Mr. Hundt. s

I write to ask you and your Commission to reject the ratings
system for television.A~dy is ineffective i~ policing itself;
so, it follows that Mr. Valenti and the producers are ineffective
in rating their own productions.

This ineffectiveness is obvious in the vagueness of the
rating sca1es they have produced. Dependence upon the V-chip
is, by its very nature, ineffective.

So, in light of these problems, I ask you, for the we11-blbilng
of our children to reject the rating system and demand an
effective one, produced by, shall we say, less affected
parties.

Sincerely,

~r4";~~.
Charlotte M. Good

P. S. May I have your response to tell me what you and your
Commission have accomplished.

No. of Copies rec'd
listABCD~ -------
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March 1yIn

Chairman Reed H~.:!, .rrrd 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 (we are) writing on behalfo~National PTA and the (:6'/"t?J411< ~cal, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my ~pposition to the v-chip rati£g 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 U0rld 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. I (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 aV-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 0
ListABCDE



--- Coleen Lentsch. IPTA District 24 Director
5458 West Dakin. Chica~o lL 60641

(773) 545 - 2520

March 8, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W., Room 222
Washin~ton, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-24

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writin~ on behalf of the National, Illinois, and District 24 Parent
Teacher Associations (PTAs) and I, therefore, represent 6-1/2 million.
200,000 Bnd IJ,OOO respectively, to voice our opposition to the V-chip
ratin~ system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Ratin~

Implementa-tion Group. The a~e-based ratin~ symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV pro~rammin~ for their children. Major
surveys demonstrate overwhelmin~ parent preference for a ratin~ system
that ~ives parents information about the content of pro~rams. Parents do
not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content
information about the pro~ram. Any ratin~ system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
schedulin~ is useless!

I do not believe the industry's a~e-based system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, and, therefore,
request the followin~:

< under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's system and
further accept no system without content information; perhaps V
(violence), S (sex and/or nudity), and L (adult lan~ua~e), occasional,
frequent, widespread.
< that the ratin~ icon on the TV be made lar~er, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently durin~ the runnin~ time.
< that the ratin~ board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents, possibly workin~ with parent advocate ~roups as
the PTA. and,
< that any ratin~ system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents, a~ain throu~h

established parent advocacy ~roups.

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

Sincerely,

o
Coleen Lentsch, Director
IPTA District 24

No, of Copies rec'd
US! ABCDE '-----
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March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washingtm. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CSDocketNo. 97-S!, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA chapter at Dr. W.J. Creel Elementary
SChool in Melbourne. Florida, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti. Chair ofthe TV Rating Implemcn1ation Group, on January 17. 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that patents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming fOr their children. ~or surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming perentpref~ for a rating system that gives panmts
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World&port, and Media Studies Centcr/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to in1aprCt
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
infonnation about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that C8ITY TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detcnnine whether the industry's rating system has met statutoIy
requirements ofthe 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 iooustry'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 langtJMe)~

• That the FCC require I 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 ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents~

and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent researeh to
detcnnine ifit meets the needs ofthe parents.

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

Sincerely,
C/~/pa~
Anne Marie Monteparo /
Melbourne, Florida ~o. of Copies rec'd 0

LIs! ASCDt.: ~----



March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing to you to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as currently proposed. As aparent
this system does not tell me the content of the program so that I may choose what I feel is appropriate for
my child. Instead it sets and arbitrary age·based rating which mayor may not correspond to what I find
appropriate for my child at that particular age. Please do not implement this system. Please implement
asystem such as the one the National PTA supports that gives descriptive content-based ratings.

Thank you.

No at C('pies fec'd,_~O__
US! AU,'.:

--------



March 21, 1997

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

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National 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. 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. 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 includes 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,

Donna Devlin
12 Uncle Pete's Road
Hamilton, NJ 08691
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March 19, 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

1am writing as a parent, a11 executive PTA board member and a delegate to Chesterfield County Council.
would like you to know that I am in opposition to the v-chip rating system that was presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol that
currently appears on the TV screen does not provide content information so that parents can make their
own decisions about what is appropriate programming for their children. I would like to know ifa program
has violence, objectional language and nudity or sexual content. A rating system without content
descriptions on the TV screen and publicized in periodicals that carry scheduling is ineffectual. I currently
do not use the ratings that appear now; I screen the shows that my children watch. However, I am aware
that not all parents have the time or inclination to do this.

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

> The FCC should not 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 (violence), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (objectionable
language);

> 1he FCC should require a 'v'-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
reoeive more than one rating system;

> The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear with more frequency during the course ofthe program.

> The rating board should be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it
will include parents;

> Finally, that any rating system approved by the FCC he evaluated by independent
research to ascertain if it meets the needs ofparents

Thank you for taking the time to consider my thoughts on this issue that is so important to families.

S.inJerely, .::::;::>
AlcW(~~

Mari Reisinger
1033 Chiswick Road
Richmond, VA 23235 No. of Copies rsc'd
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February 1997

The Honorable Reea \-l4.nd.-\:
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner \\Ybd±

c/" :

I

We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part of its
review ofthe television industry's rating system.

The National Association for Family and Community Education and its affiliate, North Carolina Extension
Homemakers Association, are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in family issues
for the past 60 years. We are concerned that the family issue of the recently implemented television rating
system does not address the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based television rating system deserve a public hearing. We
urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families in America today.

Sincerely,

J¥.t£&~/

No. of Copies rec'd
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10042 Hazelhurst
Houston, TX 77080

March 19, 1997
Mr. Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt,

Re CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34. I applaud the fces attempt to provide
parents with information about TV programming, but I am opposed to the current
rating system that is vague and inconsistent. The current ratings, although a good
start, are not anywhere near exact enough. This system does not provide enough
information for parents to make sound judgments. Even the rating system used by
the Motion Picture Association of America for movies is wanting.

I cringe to say my 13-year old can watch a PG-13 program without me having
previewed it first. What I consider age-appropriate often differs from the
industry's standard. I have a real problem with the excessive and often graphic
violence in PG-13 movies and on TV. The video violence has become commonplace
our kids see it so often, it's no surprise they have become desensitized to violence.

A more comprehensive system is needed which gives parents relevant, specific
information to guide their children's viewing. Some identifiers might include:

N =nudity L =adult language S =sexually suggestive
V =violence GV =graphic violence SE =sexually explicit

All of these descriptors could be further specified using modifiers such as some, a
little, a lot, occasional, frequent, etc.

I urge you, Mr. Hundt, and the FCC, to reconsider the current rating system and
move toward using more relevant descriptors that will really benefit the viewers ...
especially the children. It does take a whole village, Mr. Hundt! Let's take the
responsibility back and do the right thing for all children!

Sincerely yours,

~.~
Carroll Harkins

No. of Copies rec'd,--O__
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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

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Monmouth Beach Elementary School
PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~

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. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. 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).

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

Sincer~lr, A A ". L J./ /1 (! !J IJ I

~)--1F\AA-JL-~
Deborah Keller
23 Spaulding Place
Monmouth Beach, NJ 07750-1015

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
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March 10, 1997

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

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

1am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Platte City Middle School PTSA 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 alld
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 of1996. 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; i:

• 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 indepe'ndent 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,

(!+7J(.~

No. of Copies rec'd.__O__
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

-
SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your Jetter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 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:

~lo.b
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ;:>C\'\DD\ D\S--h (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (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 chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
.'\ny rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

'rhe FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (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 a110w 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 Jnd families.

Sillcerdy,

6
Your Name
Tl)\VIl, S t.l te No. of Copies rec'd
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March 1S. 1997

Chairman R=d Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fcdcral Communitations Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CSDocketNo. 97·SS, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA chaptet at Dr. W.J. Creel Elementary
SChool in Melboumc. Florida. to voice my opposition to the v-c:hip rating sys1Cm as pmsentcd by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TVRating Implemcmation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV M3CI1 docs not provide sufficient content information so that puents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstra.1X: overwhelming parent prcfercncc for a rating sys1Cm that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by theNational PTA, U.S. News and
WorldRllpt, and Media Studies CcmterIRopcr. PaRm.ts do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Pam1ts 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 pcri~s that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
rcquiremcnts oftbc Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system docs so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we rcqucst 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, morc prominently placed on the screen,
and appear mote frequently during the COW'SC ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe 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 ifit meets the needs oftile parents.

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

~~o. of Copies rec'd 0
list ASCDE --_
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