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

April 1997

Dear Chairman Hundy and Commissioners:

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

ROUTE 2, Box649
BROXENBoW;OKLAHOMA 74728

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and Lukfata/Oakhill 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 trhe 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 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 the 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
lanaguage);
* 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 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 very much,

Lukfata/Oakhill PTA
Broken Bow, OK



April 4, 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:

DOCKEr FILE COPYORIGINAL
Sayotovich
8757 Golden Court
Franklin, WI 53132

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ben Franklin 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. New
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
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, I would like to 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). A parent might allow a child
to view a program with some questionable language but completely draw the line at sexual situations.
Parents should be able to make those choices - not industry.

• 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. Very often the TV will be turned on, in our
home, when a show is already in progress. Because of the current practice involving the rating icon
this show could be on for 15 minutes or more before we have a clue as to it's "rating".

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and FCC and that it include parents. Only a
board outside of the industry can be expected to be fully objective about the rating applied to a
particular program.

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

I don't watch a lot of television, but as a parent, I know I need to be aware of what my youngest child,
in particular, is choosing to watch. And until I know that she is capable ofmaking these choices herself, I
would appreciate a rating system that will help me do my job more effectively.

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

Dale Sayotovich
Franklin, Wisconsin



March 18. 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC CommistioDers
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M S1:rcCt N.W., Room m
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

PARENT TEACHER ASSOCIATION
Dr. w. J. Creel Elementary School

1566 Palmwood Drive
Melbourne, Florida 32935

RE: CS Docket No. 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
lack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17. 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen docs not provide suftic:ient toDtent 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
intbnnation about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News ilIId
World&port. and Media Studies CcntcrlR.opcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to intapret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices th.cmsclves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system withoutcontent descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is rcquin:d to determine wbethcr 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, 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 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 parcnts~

and

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

Tban1c you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

ms~
Melbourne, Florida



April 7, 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 Ellendale Elementary PTA, Shelby County
Council, 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 th;~t 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 sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating systl~m. Instead, we request the
follOWing:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approv1e 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 thtlt 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 evalwited 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.



Reena E. DeSanto-Alvis
Telephone 412-831-7658

574 Harrogate Dr.
Upper St. Clair, PA 15241

April 9, 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 behalfon the National PTA and The Eisenhower Elementary School PTA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented to 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 ~ake 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
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
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. 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(Violence, S(Sex and Nudity) and L(Language)~

-That the FCC require a V-Chip ban 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.

Sincerely,

£::£~~



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 (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (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 VVorld 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 o£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



March 1<)<.)7

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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I )car Chain nan Hundt ano Commissioners:

Chairnwl Reeo Hundt ;ltld FCC COlllmissioners
c/o I:edcra! Conllliunications Conllllissioll
I () t I) M Street N. W.. Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

• That the FCC require a V-chip baud broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

olle rating system;

I am (we are) writing 011 behalf of the National PTA and the £t,Lt/alAI trl (local, council, dis
trict. or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Va !cnti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, 011 January 17, 1997. The ratillg symbol on
the TV screen does 1I0t 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 parellt preference for a ratillg system that gives parellts information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and J,J'(nld Report, and Media
Studies Cellter/Roper. l'arellts do lIot \vallt the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
drell. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
AllY rating system without cOlltent descriptions 011 the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV schedulillg is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determille whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications }\ct of 19lJ6. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the ill~iustry 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

(t(Jr violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear morc fJ-cquclltly during the CtHlrse ·~;f a program;

• That the rating board be independcnt 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 f()r this opportunity to comment 011 an issue so important to children and families.



March 29, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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 and our local Pineview Elementary
PTA in Columbia, South Carolina to voice our opinion concerning the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
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.

I brought this to the attention of our parents at our last PTA meeting. As I
explained the current rating system, it was evident by the look on the audiences' faces
they were not aware of what the ratings meant. Many expressed concern to those
around them. Mr. Valenti's ratings are a carbon copy of what the movie industry uses.
Unlike movies, parents do not have the luxury of previewing a particular television show
prior to allowing their children to watch it. Subject matter changes weekly.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
as 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:

1. 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)



1. S (for sexual depiction and 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 of
a program.

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
include parents.

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents (and children).

I would to take this opportunity to thank you for allowing comment on this most
important issue. I would also like to stress the impact you have on the quality of family
life in our Nation. As a very active volunteer in our schools, I am constantly amazed at
what our children are exposed to and how little parents are educated as what their
children are learning and from where. Teachers are excellent sources of information
regarding the changes they see happening in our general population. They are greatly
concerned for our children and society, never before have their students entered the
classroom with as much 'baggage' nor as much knowledge of violence, etc. Much of
this can be attributed to exposure which is where you and your office can have such a
positive impact.

Please look at this issue as seriously as the parents across this nation are.
Sincerely thanking you for your time and interest,

Jean H. Land
Pineview Elementary PTA President
223 Holly Ridge Land
West Columbia, South Carolina 29169
803-791-7435



Mr.& Mrs. R.A. Cortese
335 Old Mill Lane
Bloomingdale, IL 60108

April 7, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o: Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 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 Elsie Johnson School PTA in
Hanover Park, IL. 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 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 required to determine whether the industry's rating systems 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:

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).

continued



Page 2

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 be made larger, more prominently
displayed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program.

The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC and must
include parents; and

Any rating system approved by the FCC is to be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents, children and their
community.

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

Sincerely,

Mr. & Mrs. Robert A. Cortese
Bloomingdale, Illinois

cc: Ms. Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA
330 N. Wabash, Suite 2100
Chicago, IL 60611-3690



April 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:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the North Ogden Junior High 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, USA 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 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 by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meet the need of parents.

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

Sincerely,

G&L~~



March 18, 1997

222

Mr. Reed Hundt
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room
Washington, D.C., 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt,
I feel it is past time for all parents to take a stand. I

guess I was selected to write this letter because I am in
constant contact and communication with parents everyday
through my local PTA (of which I am president) and as as
employee of our school. I feel that I know somewhat of the
feelings expressed by our parents on what is programmed into
our homes.

We agree that the ratings on the screen at the time of the
movie/show on TV is not sufficient enough information as to
what is contained in that program. Many parents are not with
it as to what is "hot" with children and can not make a snap
judgment as to allow their child/children ~o watch that show.
Believe it or not, some parents care and can influence their
child/children's behaviors, and feel they know what is best
for them.

There must be, in our modern technological world, a way to
let parents know what is contained in a TV shows or TV movies
(without actually previewing it themselves) so that we can
make an informed decision without making our child feel as if
there is really something wrong here.

We respectfully ask that you do not approve this industry's
rating system because we feel that it needs more. W~ want to
know if the TV show/movie has violence, sex/nudity, and bad
language or vulgarity. We need more than one rating system
(majority and democracy, you know). I'm sorry, but what may
be acceptable to you and your family's lifestyle may not be
for ours. So we feel there needs to be more representation
on the ratings panel than just those from this industry who
just want to make a buck.

In Kentucky, we do surveys on just about everything,
especially since KERA, to see what is working and what is not,
before we try to "fix" anything. We take into consideration
our parents, staff, and community, and we feel that it has
paid off in great dividends for our children.

Thank you for allowing us to express our comments on such
an important issue as this. TV is a big part of life today,
and many children's and family's lives benefit or deteriorate
because of it and we all know that is true.

Please allow parents to try to instill some good moral value
into their children with some good entertainment and a choice
based on content information.

Sincerely yours,

'J)\C'-C"tJ\L~tut~~L'''----



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissionen
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionen:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Transit Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
G~1:P, an Jamaa.ry 17, I~'. Tiu~ ra-iing symboi ontbe 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 CenterlRoper. 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 1~96" 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 the 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 then
one rating system;

* TL q • t L • pat!"!!" n· ~ ""·-0 "· e le r .....r.. pr"rn:n"""'~.·' p......"'d ..- '" ..,............ -_.I, _!:l_~ :a ii __ e ,.... '-' __ .a"-• ..,.......... .. liii 6 ' •••"..... va•• "'••".J ..-.."' v •• lI. aJI~."'-'; ••, .-.a"

appear more frequently during the coune of a program;

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

a 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,
-

rlcuL I p~ .
~ rx- fJudys-



April 7, 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 Ellendale Elementary PTA, Shelby County
Council, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presentect by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 1"1, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so th::at 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 1~t96. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating systl~m. Instead, we request the
follOWing:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approv1a 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 th~lt 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 evalulited 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,

~vn ~-:LeL!U-L,



April 7, 1991

Chaiman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N. W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97.SS, FCC 97·34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ellendale Elementary J7TA, Shelby County
Council, to voice my opposition to the v-ehip 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
Wortd Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the 1V industry to
interpret what is best for their chHdren. 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 cany 1V scheduHng 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 sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances shoukJ 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
detemine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chilcken and tamilies.

Sincerely,

~.~
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Pn~;;:jd~nt: t'1.;.,.-k A. S...nd~l1
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VQ luntel?'t-s: Annettl? S~ndl?11

t1embership: 1'1artha Gi:s:t-iel

Science: K.aren and Jonathon Kays

\jice-Preosid£tnt: Vicki Pilli$

TFE'.:SSIJFl?t-: Ann Cook
HI?~1th .:snd \o(elf~Fe: Roxannl? Bro'IlTI

Publx:ity: Cat-rie Tritsch

Hospihlit'J: By CommitteE'
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Con1rnunlcatlons (ornrrHsslon
1919 l\ll Street N.-W. Roorn 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chalrrnan Hundt and ComrnlsslOners:

t-v'larch 19, 1997

'He ,:ire writ1:ng on behalf of the PTA of Fount.-:Ain Rock Eh=::rne:ntary
t.o voice our oppositlOn to the v-chip rat.ing :3ystern as presented b\'
,Jack Valenti, Chalr of the TV Rating In~lplenJ.entation6roup, on
,January 17, 19('1. The ratlrlg syrnbol on the TV screen does not
prov 1lje sufflch~nt content info!Tnation so that parents can rnake
cteclsions about vv'"hat 1:; appropriat,:, TV prograrnrning for trl':~l:r

cr11ldren, tv1aJor :;urveys released ttns fall ,,,,,rllet1 dernonstrate
overwhelrrung parent preterence tor a rating systern that gives
parents inforrnation about the content of prograrns were conducted
tlY the Natlonal PTA, U S. News and vVorld Report, and 1\c1edla
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV lndustry to
Interpret what IS best for their chIldren, Parents want to ma.ke
those cholCes thernselves based on content Inforrnatlon .-:About th,?
prograrn Any ratlng systern without content descrlptlon~3 on the
screen an(j publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

TIK~ FCC; by L::tw, is requin::~(j to (j'?U~tTI1in(~ ~#h,~tli'~r th,~ In(ju.stry;:3
ratlng systern has nK~t statutory requ.1retnents of Hit?
Telecommunications Act of 1996 We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
s~vrsten1, Instead, we request the follOWing'
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Pt-esident: tv1,ark A. Sandell

S€'(:reot~n,j: T.:.mrrll,j t·1IJmm.:t

'...'.)lunte-e-rs:: Annette S~nde<ll

t"1embership: t'1arth." Gisriel

Science: K~ren and Jonathon Kay s

Vice-President: Vicki Pillis

Tre·:lSlJt-er: Ann Cook

He~lth ~nd WeIf.are: Roxanne Bn)wn

Publicity: CarriE' Tt-itsch

Hospitality: By Commltteoe

*Tha t 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 nUd1ty) and Ufor
language);

:oi<Th,:it th,:~ FCC n:,quirc:~ ~ V-ChIp band })ro'::vj e:noug:h tl--l,~tt ~would

allow parents to receive rnore than one rating systern;

*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 ev.~lu.ated

by independent research to deterrnine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for thIS opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and farnllies.

Sincerely,

;;;:daI7~
tillark A. Sandell
President



PARENT TEACHER ASSOCIATION
Dr. w. J. Creel EI....ntary gehool

1566 Palmwood Drive
Melbourne, F10rida 32935

•fi~...
Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC CommilliCJncn
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room m
Washington, DC 20554

March 18, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissio.-s:

RE: CSDocketNo. 97.!!, FCC97..J4

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA IDd tbe local PIA chapter at Dr. W.J. Creel Elementary
School in Melbourne, Florida, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating sys=n as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair oftile TV Rating Implcmcntation Group, on January 17, 1997. The ratjng
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient contalt information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys relcasccl
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preferenc:e for a rating system that gives parents
infonnation about the content ofprograms wen: condue:tcd by the National PIA, U.S. News ond
Worldlapt, and Media Studies centcrlRopcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to impact
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
infonnation about the program. Atrj rating system without content descriptions on the scn:cn and
publicized in pcrioclica1s that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to dctamine whether the industry's rating system bas 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 ftequentty during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent oftile 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 ofthc parents.

TIwlk you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and &milici.

SiDC.. ere..ly~
;~cAU-
Melbourne, Florida



March 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

~FUCOPy~
'Dr. tm4 Nn.~ C~

1823 C"'* JII1IWiiIo
0u4tr.sitU, C!{ 92056

I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Del Norte PTA Council from Vista,
California 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 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 a issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~7:d~
a~~



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

':P,,\,.~ .
.Ii' ~ :/0-

Phillip .t RItonda Vtllfderpool
RI. 8 Box 82-E

HarrUon, AR. 72601

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and our 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 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 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 tlUs 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.

sincerel/i?JonJ" Q ~t1c~~

Parr'SDY} il-rKan.> as
f



April 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 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 CentcrJRoper 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 ofparents.

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

Sincerely,



March 1997

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

Dear Chaiman Hundt and Commissioners;

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

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Enoch 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 contents infonnation 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 the programs were conducted by the National PTA. u.s.
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their cJtildren. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and in publicized 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 beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system, Instead I
request the following;

!U! That undci' no eiteumstAntts ~hould the FCC approve: the inaumy'! 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 or nudity),
and L(for Language);
•• 1bat 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 rmKle 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 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.

Sre1y,

~~
Enoch., Utah
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