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~~~ 5000 Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, qeorgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

I ani writing 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, conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrat\? oven",helming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on program content infonnation. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

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

• 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;

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

• 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.

o~? of Copies rec'd
L.~:J JU3COE ----

Sincerely,

--~~++-------------_.------------l.~



.......Pl.
Charlene W. Noel- Legislative Chair - PO Box 568 - New Hartford, CT. 06057

March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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

I am writing to you on behalf of the National PTA and the New Hartford (Connecticut) PTA to express
my deep concern and opposition to the v-chip rating system presented on January 17, 1997 by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. The Telecommunications Act of 1996 mandates
that rules be developed that disclose "sexual, violent or other indecent material about which parents
should be informed before it is displayed to children". Clearly, the proposed age-based ratings system
does not meet these requirements.

In major surveys conducted this fall by U.S. News & World Report, the National PTA and Media Studies
Center/Roper, parents overwhelmingly preferred a TV rating system with comprehensive content
descriptions. Parents want to be informed about violence, obscene language, nudity and sexual content
in television programs so that they, not the TV industry, can decide what material is acceptable for their
child.

As a concemed.parent, I want to see a television rating system that incorporates:

* a comprehensive, content-based rating system which allows parents to decide what programs are
suitable for their child.

* a TV screen rating icon that is larger, more prominently displayed and appears more often during the
course of the program

* a ratings board which includes parents and is independent of the television industry and the FCC

Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns on an issue of vital importance to children and
parents.

Sincerely,

Charlene W. Noel
Legislative Chair, NHPTA

No. of Copies reC'd.~O~__
List ABCDE



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

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

I am(~ writing en behalf of the National PTl'.. and the~ 11'# (lul.;al, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my~ opposition to the v-chip rating system a,s 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 fora 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 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
Oll~ rallug 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.

oNo. of Copies rec'd
Ust ABen:: '----

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

Sincerely,~~

Your Name ~~__ ~ -S7'/c:lZ-..
Town, State . ~ - - •7-//"



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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 PIA and the Douglass Houghton PIA, Waterford, Michigan 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. I would prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my child(ren) views on television should be in my hands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry.

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 age-based 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 Im'ger, 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.

o

Sincerely,

.1Y\;v cl·\~

~)W\.0~

No. of Copies rec'd
L~tABCDE ~-----



SAMPL-8XTTER TO THE FCC

1 )bur letter must be received by April 8. 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cI0 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 behalf of the National PTA and the OAK.Co':ttr10cal, 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 H-0rld 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 ofl996. 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;

• rhat 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, . ('I I _. j"
YW,",-~.cttL V~

Your Name r,~ i,A J\, (lA rJ A ( I 0Jr 1UJ J
Town, State l)U.-~_j)l,{.J.. ) I\J [L,J/ ~~-'l

01'13 0
~o. of Copies rec'd h
list ABCOE '---.!.L-
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SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

Sincerely,

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing ro voice my opposition to the v-Ghip 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, conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without

l content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.
,t
I The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of

the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-Ghip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• 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;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

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

No. of Copies rec'd, {)_
List ABCDE
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rews Elementary P.T.A.
,.. TX. 78374

Chair.,n Hundt and Commissioners:

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

Th, ;'Ietter is written on behalf of the National PTA and theAnd~~.PTAof
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
oJ:,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
iote ~pret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

'ot information about·the program.

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

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

*That the FCC should 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 placetl)'9n 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 thlfif'iWtlude parents;
and

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

luated by independent research to determine
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fcdc:ral Conununications 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 PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah 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. lvfajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms
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 detennine 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 Wlder 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 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;

1b.at 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, oNo. of Copies rec'd. _
ListABCDE



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

No. of Copies rec'd~O_·__
UstABCDE

SAMPLE L£!:-TER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1<) 19 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554.~

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

;:ro,6.o.'(\
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the &hDO\ 1)lst-Oocal, 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 arid 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 racing 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
(tor violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would a1low 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 yOll for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

;::~~~,;~:;~ ;;~~~



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Ftldcral 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 PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah 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 IvIedia 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 infonnation
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:

TIlat 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 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;

lhat 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 0
UstABCDE
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March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners .
c/o Federal Communications 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 as a member of the Huffman 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 infonnation so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that will give parents
more infonnation about the contents of the program. Parents do not want the TV
industry to decide what is best for our children. We, as parents, feel we can best make
those choices for our children. Along with this, we need the content descriptions
published in periodicals that carry the TV scheduling.

I do not feel this system as it now stands meets the statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. Instead, we request the following:

The FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that will 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 program;

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

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

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

o

Bill & Kaylene Brown
4405 Fairmont Road

Anchorage. AK 99516

No. of Copies rec'd
list ASCDE '----



BYRNs L. DARDEN ELEMENTARY ScHOOL
609 E Street Clarksville. 'IN 87042 Phone: (615) 648-5615 Fax: (615) 553-2089

Dr. Vicki T. Wallace. Principal

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Byrns Darden 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 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 ofl996. 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. /

Since~ly, ~­

"-~
Jamie Riffle, President Byrns Darden PTA
Clarksville, TN ' ~o. of Copies rec'd /

LlstABCDE



March 1997

Chairmm:l Reed Hundt md FCC COIDIIIisaioncn
do Federal Communicatiom COIDIDiJIion
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222
Wadlington, DC 20"4

Dell' Chainnan Hundt md COIIIIIIiIlionen:

U: CS Doduit No. 97-SS. PeC 97-34

We are wriIiog on behalf of the NatioDaI PTA and the eJay.CbIIkviDe Middle School PTA to voice
our opposition to Cbe v-chip .... 1YItem .. prelented by lack VI1eIdi. Chair of1he TV Rating
Implementation Group. on l...-y 17, 1997. The ndiog 1)'IDbo1 on the TV Icreen doel not provide
IUflicieat cODteDt informIDoD 10 tbat pll'ellb cm IDIke deciIionI about what is appropIiate TV
prop.nning for their children. Major surveys releued tbiI fWl wbich demomtnte ovenvb.elmioc
plRllt preference for andiDc sywtem tbat give. pll'elltl informIDoD about the coateDt ofprop1llDl

were conducted by the NldionIl PTA,U.S.1>kws and World Rlport, aacJ Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parenti do not want 1he TV induItry to iDteI:pret wIIIl is belt for their cIiIdren.
PII'eIIb WIIIt to lD8ke dIo.e choice. themselves bued on coateDt iDfonmtion about the prolflllL •
Any raIing system without cooteDt delcriptions on the screen md publicized in periodicals tb.It cany
TV Icheduling is wele...

The FCC. by law, is required to detclmiDe whether the iDdudry". ndiog system has met statutory
requirements of the Te)eCDmmnoieatiom Act of1966. We do not believe tbis I)'Item doel .0 md
uk1bat the FCC not IIpPl'Ove 1he iDdwtry ndiog system. InItcad. we request the 'olowing:

• That mJ.der no circumJtIIlcesl1lould the FCC approve the irlcb.utrYs ndiDg system. Further, the
FCC should accept no ntiag system that does Dot include content information about progt"IIDI such
III V (for violence), S (for .em8I depiction md nudity) md L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-cIDp bmd broad enouBh that would .now pll'ellb to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV Icreen be made larger. more prominently placed on the .creen.
md eppell' more &equendy cImiDg 1hc coune of it program; ,

• That the rating bOll'd be independeot ofthe industry md the FCC md that it include plfCllb;
md

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independeot relearch to
dete:nDine ifitmeets the needs ofpll'entl.

1bankyou for dis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

"

Ct. ; -S~ fJy,f;.t~ , flU/Art­
N-b·,..,i f ~o. of Copies rec'd 0

llstABCDE



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

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
. fTA

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the 1±ei,hts Scloobocal, 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 J.«Jrld 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 raring 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,

Your Name
Town, State

No. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABCDE c....----::~_



TO THE FCC
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

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rati 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 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.

oNo. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE '-----

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

)
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Sincerely, l~~

Your Name ~1't11\~(1 PAuL thl·AR-I',eLLO
Town, State Of\;kt Ar0D!!\.IT 014-3/0



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222
VVa~gton,D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

5 d3 Q D ~d dtCL­
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I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Davidson School PTA in Kansas City,
Missouri, 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. ThQ 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 give parents information
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World Report,
and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based. 00. cootent infomIatioo about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the scr~ 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
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I 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, morep;ominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

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

No. of Copies rac'd 0
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent researdal.AE3CDE --=---

determine 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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SAMPLE LE:TTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 81 1997

March 1997

Chairman ReedHJmdt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Comm'Unications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ~. rift-
I am (w. are) writing on behalfof the National PTA and the~I ~ocal, 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.
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 ofl996. 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 circ~fllStancesshould 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 12ting 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 of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluatedby independent research to determine if
it meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely, fUt~ t IWrS jt{art/~

~::~;.: if+(aIL/ c-. f'<jp!t

---------_. ---------- ----- -- -



March 18, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalfofthc National PTA and the local PTA chapm at Dr. W.l. Creel E'Jerncntary
School in Melbourne, FlOOd&, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implerncn1ation Group. on 1anuary 17. 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen docs not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. ~or surveys rdcued
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent pRlftRnce for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms w= conducted by the National PTA. U.S. News and
WorldRBport, and Media Studies CCnta'1Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to int.cl'pRt
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 scn::cn and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine 'M1ether 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 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 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 research to
determine ifit meets thenecds ofthe parents.

o
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March 19, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local 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 ofprograms were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Reports, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. 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 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,

'~.I3t:Le-L'C{~
Mrs. Pattie Rogers . 0
Charlotte, North Carolina

/pr
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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
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 PTA and the 230 members of the Edison Middle 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, Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents
do not what 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,

~~
Edison Middle School PTA
Champaign, IL
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---'March 17, 1997

Chainnan 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 Davis School District 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 informed 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 ofthe 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 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, I 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 that 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 research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

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

o
No. of Copies rec'd!...--_-­
UstABCOE



Chainnan Reed HWldt & FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

,-----­
;1

I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

~ 13. ~arIiInd
3336 W. 1400 S.

Ogden, UT 84401

March 18, 1997

Dear Chainnan HWldt & Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No 97-55, FCC 97034

Gentlemen:
I am writing 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 and grand-parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children & grand-children. Major swveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. 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 infonnation about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduJing is useless.

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

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

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

3. 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;

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit

meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

9f'-~
I Karen B. McFarland
(
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20 March 1997 --
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission 1'919 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 PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary 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 taw, 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, I request the following:

* That under no circumstanoes 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.

sinceffi3tvJt IS. ILJ
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove 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 so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this faU 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 CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what!s 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 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.

o
Sincerely,
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Marcl118, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-S!, FCC 97-34

I am 'Miting 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-ehip rating system as prescntm by
Jack Valenti, Chair ofthc TV Rating Implemcn1ation Group, on lanUIUY 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV serccn docs not provide suftlc:icnt content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. MJijor surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating sym:m that gives parents
information about the content ofprograrns were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World&port, and Media Studies CcntcrIRopcr. Para1ts do not want the TV industry to imapret
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 scn:cn 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 docs 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 industly's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that docs not irw;lude contart infonnation about programs
such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for languagc)~

• 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 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 ofthe parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to childmt and &milies.
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