
KOLR10
Independent Broadcasting Company
Post Office Box 1716
Springfield, Missouri 65801·1716
(417) 862-1010

Ellis Shook, Vice President
General Manager

April 08, 1997

Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As General Manager of KOLR-TV in Springfield, Missouri, I am writing to express my
approval of the voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. This system
builds on the 28 years of familiarity and success that the movie rating system has had and
continues to have. The public accepts it fully.

At our station we serve a one hundred mile radius and have received very little comment
about the ratings.

The law makes clear that the Commission should act only if the industry has failed to do so.
The industry has acted; it developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system that
parents in my community find useful and easy to use. It satisfies the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and unquestionably meets the standard of "acceptability"
in the Act. Please don't react to the extremist, do gooders. You will never satisfy everyone
with changes.

I urge the Commission to approve the TV Parental Guidelines. Thank you.

Sincerely,

.• w

Ellis Shook
General Manager

(i) A CBS Affiliate
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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 Third Ward 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 so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

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

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

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

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

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and 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 childr-en and
families.

Sincerely.

" 0 ~··AVYWrrJ_. 4- - 7 - Gj ,
Clearfield, Pennsylvania



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 Third Ward 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 so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve th~ ;fldustry 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 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 childr-en and
families.

Sincerely.
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April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners c/o 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.



March 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:

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

J am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the 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 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 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,

0an'l!ln<{ q~pV
Greensboro, North Carolina



Aloma Elementary School PTA
2949 Scarlet Road

Winter Park, Florida 32792
(407) 672-3100

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 .&JornoYTe Qocal, 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 R:lting 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.

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

Sincerely,

__-\it iL l. l.. --tA"~-~
. ~-!L(L1 ZII elu. ll,



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'3t 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 systE!m without ct>ntent descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indwitry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1~196. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating syst(~m. Instead, we request the
folloWing:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approvl~ the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating sys;tem 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 thelt 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,



April 7, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
'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 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 1'7, 19~17. 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 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 1~196. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating syst4~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 evaluiited 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,

i1(~~



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-ehip rating system as presented 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 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
infonnation about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the 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 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 thelt 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 E:valUiited 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,J~ rP &-r-



April 4, 1997 ~rK , , '9~7

FCC tAAJL prv..... ,~

101 lEE STREET
BRISTOl, VA • TN
24201-4355
(703) 645-1511
FAX: (703)645·1513

JOE MACIONE, JR.
EXECUTIVE VP!
GENERAL MANAGER

Federal Communications Commission
1919M Street, N.W
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As General Manager ofWCYB-TV, 1am writing to express my strong
approval ofthe voluntary rating system developed by the television
industry. This system builds on the 28 years offamiliarity and success
that the movie rating system has had and continues to have.

In the three short months the system has been in existence, my station
has experienced no comments regarding the new rating system.

The legislative history and the law makes clear that the Commission
should act only ifthe industryfailed to do so. The industry has acted; it
developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system that parents in
my communityfind useful and easy to use. It easily satisfied the
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of1996 and
unquestionably meets the standard of ((acceptability" in the Act.

I urge the Commission to recognize the importance ofwhat the industry
has done and approve the TVParental Guidelines.

Sincerely,

fe!'TJoe Macione, Jr.
Executive Vice President/General Manager

JM:jb



WGMB·TV

April 7, 1997

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

}

As General Manager ofWGMB-TV, I am writing to express my strong approval of the voluntary
rating system developed by the television industry. This system builds on the 28 years of
familiarity and success that the movie rating system has had and continues to have.

In the three short months the system has been in existence, we at WGMB-TV have not received
any comments regarding the new ratings system. We detect that the ratings are too new for
parents to have formed an opinion of them as yet.

The legislative history and the law makes clear that the Commission should act only if the industry
failed to do so. The industry has acted; it developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system
that parents in my community find useful and easy to use. It easily satisfies the requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and unquestionably meets the standard of"acceptability" in
the Act.

I urge the Commission to recognize the importance of what the industry has done and approve the
TV Parental Guidelines.

Sincerely,

Damian Calato
General Manger
WGMB-TV, FOX 44

5800 Florida Blvd. • Baton Rouge, LA 70806
Telephone: (504) 926-4444· FAX: (504) 926-9462
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April 7, 1997

WR.\. lf1)}

R~CE."ED

Broadcast Group
Meredith Corporation
KPHO Phoenix

KCTV Kansas City

KVVU Las Vegas

WNEM Flint/Saginaw

WOFL Orlando

WSMV Nashville

4016 N. Black Canyon
Phoenix, AZ 85017
\602) 264-1000
Fax \602) 263-8818

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As Director of Operations of KPHO-TV5, I am writing to express my strong
approval of the voluntary rating system developed by the television industry.
This system builds on the 28 years of familiarity and success that the movie
rating system has had and continues to have.

At our station, we detect that the ratings are too new for parents to have
formed an impression/opinion of them as yet. We have received very little
comment about the ratings.

The legislative history and the law makes clear that the Commission should
act only if the industry failed to do so. The industry has acted; it developed
and implemented a voluntary ratings system that parents in our community
find useful and easy to use. It easily satisfies the requirements of the Tele­
communications Act of 1996 and unquestionably meets the standard of
"acceptability" in the Act.

I urge the Commission to recognize the importance of what the industry has
done and approve the TV Parental Guidelines.

~
John Smith
Director of Operations

JS/vg
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April 7, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet 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-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 19~17. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not prOVide sufficient content information so thiit 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 indu~;try's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1~.96. 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 thelt 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,

_~L{)2,lA-~"" 3v/,,1.-v----'

(



Nottingham High School PTSA
1055 Klockner Road

Mercerville, NJ 08619

March 27,1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET #97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Nottingham ffigh School PTSA
Executive Board to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented on
January 17,1997 by Mr. Jack Valenti. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide parents with adequate information.

We support a rating system that includes descriptive content information rather
than an industry proposed age-based rating system. This will allow parents, rather
than industry to judge what is appropriate for their child.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

~Ov,~
Maureen A. Pfeffer, Pres. Nottingham PTSA
Nottingham ffigh School PTSA Executive Board



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

Apr i 1 3, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Na~ional PTA and the
Arlington Heights Council of PTAs. Arlington Hts. { Illinois
to voice my opposition to the proposed v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17. 1997. I do not feel
that the proposed rating symbol on the TV offers enough
description te· make a good deci:coi,)n on vjhat my t'3enage scn~:~

should watch. As a parent trYIng to raise children with ~

basic core of morals and respect for their fellow man, I
feel more information about the content of the program
needs to be provided both in a written form as well as on
the TV screen. Without written reinforcement in TV guides
and listings. it will be dIfficult to make a rational
choice for my sons.

I feel that the FCC should not approve the industry's
rating system. nor should it accept any system that does
not include written information on content.

I feel that the v-chip should be made large enough to
see plainly on the TV screen and repeatedly shown at
intervals throughout the program.

I feel that the rating board be independent of the
industry so as to dilute confllct of interest.

I feel that the rating system should be subject to the
scrutiny of an independent group to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for taking the time to read my concerns on a
topic so much a part of raising children today.

(Y~&J
Pat Black
Ar~ i n q ton Ht s. .
Illinots



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 on behalf of the National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system 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, 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, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

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

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

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

Sincere~~



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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am I We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jannan Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my lour 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 released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
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 description 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 studies 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 circumstance 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 ianguage);

• 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
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

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

Sincerely,

.--1. ~I7> .-r
~ ,) /1.-!1.->-',-,» ""(;U, u

Tulsa, Oklahoma
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March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
% 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 behalfof the National PTA and the Geneseo, n. District chapter 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. Mews
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 bas 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 a 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 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 children and families.

Sincerely,

-Rc£i ..~h\{J?f.AJQ~
Rod and Debbie Magerkurth
Geneseo, Illinois



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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Farr:i1ington Elementary PTA to voice our
opwsition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The ratlng s.ymbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient infonnation for parents to make a lmo'N!cdgeable decision about the program
they are about to watch.

As parents we have the right to decide what is appropriate for our families to watch. Tht: TV
industry does not have the right to with hold information s·) that our decisions are not accurate.
TV programs contents (S-sex, V-violence, N-nudity, and t·language) need to be made known by
some kind of a system that would educate the individuals about what they are about to watch.
As parents we are capable of making our own decisions and choices based on content
information about the program. Any rating system wi/hotii' content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling isuyele.'ls.

By law the FCC is required to determine whether the indmtry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Wfo. don't believe this system does. We
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system hl';tead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. '
Further, the FCC should accept no rating systern t.h'n does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V, S, N, and L. How much? How graphic?
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough lhat would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system~

That the rating icons on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the '~Ol,use of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes
parents~ and
That the rating system approved by the FCC be C'.'3'llated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so iInportant to children and families of
our nation.

Tha~~~
Mem~ of~ Fannington Elementary PTA,
Fannington, VT



Lopez Elementary School PTA
637 Wabash Street
Fort Collins, CO 80526

March 31, 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 the Lopez Elementary School PTA to voice my opposition to the V-chip
rating system as presented by JackValenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1977. 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 cany TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by Iaw,is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Ad. of 1966. 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 screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the coarse 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,

(Address)::ff ' L,-li~v) &
7osa~

'7 7 C ' z.. z_ '> - 2..-005



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.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 Calle Mayor Middle 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 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
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,

~/d&U!!'(/1./'--- &J?Y1.c~
Adrian Demos
Torrance, CA



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners cia 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 jf it meet the need of parents.

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

Sincerely,

c::?-o
pbL
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