
} h<? :1~q11~L. Sjs tet-,
tJtl L.I $f8 t:' () /-iT /1 e

f 11 1 t Y' e ' ? r ~ c;' or ~ VI.1 '
rj

fleeis e -I,",\}' /~ IQte- -{l,;j.



~til.HlililWl><ilii.">l.·.,
'~m~ll'~~ffl!\'ll~!t~

"-.

ll.lili>~"ilihl,l..
~'",~!:,J;



!f;r72~A"/r?n'~

(k-C~4fD fJ---

~<L- \\tl{ S~1J,.?-~~

~<?~~~

~C~~~~

\~\qJV(~ Nw
0~u.~. ~C/s-s-i



ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
COUNCIL OF PTA's
2307 Westport Lane
Crofton, tv1D 21114
(301) 261-0626
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March 24, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Anne Arundel County Council of
PTA, executive board 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. 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 description on the screen and
publicized periodicals that cany 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:
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Maryland Coalition Against Pornography, Inc.

lIPR 1 1 1997
P. O. Box 2868
Silver Spring, MD 20915-2868

March 12, 1997

Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 "Mil Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: C.S. Docket 97-55 - Rate Entertainment Programming

Dear SirlMadam

We would like to add our voice to many concerned citizens across the country for the need
for more explicit ratings for television programs.

Please let the viewing audience see:

v -for violent content

L - for offensive language

S - for sexual explicitness.

Our children deserve it. We, as parentslteachers/educators, must demand it.

The ratings, as they stand, are too broad on their face and too vague. Only the entertainment
industry stands to profit, as our children are further desensitized to violence, sexual exploitation, and
offensive languiage.

Sincerely,

Janice Nairn
President
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Chaiml:m Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission AP~i 1 jl?R 3
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 ;'.n' 1 1997
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chaimlan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-!'i5, FCC 97-34

Ja 22 Ml '87

:r

I am "Titing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the ,'-chip rating systeni 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 prm'ide sufficient content infomlation SO that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surve)'s released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating ~·stem that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA. US. Neu~.. and World RC'port. and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industl)' to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. An)' rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
caT11' TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industt)"s rating ~'stem has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this ~'stem 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 sex'llal depiction and nudit)') and L ( for language):

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that w~uld :!!Iow parents to receive more than one
rating system:

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominentI)' placed on the screen. and
appear more frequently during the course of a program:

• That the rating board be independent of the industf)' and the FCC and that it includes parents; and

• That any rating ~'stem 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.
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RE: CS Docket No. 97·55, FCC 97..34

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

r-

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners~

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not prOVide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without cootent descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, ~ law, is required to deterrTl~De whJt~LthELiodustrYs retirnL~y.~tO·Lha$.rnet

~ry r~me~8 oOh~I~I~cx~mmuni~iglls Aetott996. I do not beli~ye this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
rrequest the following:

:Y .. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's fating 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);

.X' .. That the FCC reqUire 8 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 farger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

Df</' ". That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

W ~ 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.
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
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I'> 1 , /997
~~!~;~;:,. ~'iil](ii;o, ...

" fjfS. '.'
aCtetafj

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 .
. \ D\S1 r/ct

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ;::fcfdo. \"1 <:~h~) (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News arid World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

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

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.

Yo LI rNa tnl'

r')\\'l1, SUtL'



Edwina Green (;;'.UL:: ~;H"%lS BuaL,\\!

1517 N. Luzerne Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 2121a'R 3 lO 22 f~H '91
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March 24, 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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lakewood Elementary PTA in
Baltimore City to voice our opposition to the proposed TV rating system. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programs for their children. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling in useless.

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. We
want a rating system that includes content information about programs such as "V" for violence,
"S" for sexual depiction and nudity, and "L" for language. We want 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.

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

Sincerely,

[J. . . A/l
cb·CrJ(..,~_i VuJ:./~

Edwina Green, PTA President
Lakewood Elementary School
Baltimore City
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March 20, 1997

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

~; ..

'. \:.
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
4PI( 11

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 (:;, '" n, .... 199)
·'Ie'. '/""
~!F~,-·i'i,.'J;"","';"i
UfOCq ~·~fJt;!J

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wilcox School PTSA to voice our OPPOSitI8h~rlila!l
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.
As a parent, I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make
those choices myself 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 the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of 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 meets the needs of parents.

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

r~~/O/
( C;~ c~,- /f-e,7

Lihue, HI
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

bR 3 IU 21 Ali '97
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioner.'
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

( "
t'~
a "

APR' t 1997

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and theE]kbart, IN (local,xE»mcil~-

tq,iNF~jVt~~'N5to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act 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 tlm opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo General 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 t
\ -

n.
....,....

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Onate Elementary PTA in Albuquerque NM 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 divisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. We do not want the RV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. We want to make the choice ourselves bused Oii col~tcnt infoffi"mtio:l ::bo:lt the r~cg~'TI. A...'lY
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals the carty TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 19%.. 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 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 I independent research to determine if it

meets tile needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to my family.

Judy Prestwich
Albuquerque, NM



'-. (;.1lJ/ = (_
... v c:- ... ,'/'

- f', fT"
• ..., BUi!FAU

March 23. 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:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PI'A and my family 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 system on the TV screen is a step in the right direction. but does not give parents enough
information as to the content of the program.

I have witnessed first hand the effect certain television shows have on my children and am VERY
interested in knowing what type of program is scheduled to air. I have learned that I cannot keep my
children away from the TV, but I can limit what they see by exercising "parental rights". It would be very
helpful to have a system that would clue me in to the content of a particular show.

I respectfully request that the current rating system be revised to include more content information for
parents. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue. It is extremely important to me and the
healthy formation of my family.

Sine;erely.

J. f, L' ."- 0 ,<'" -)/",-:' _,
I0\!.: to. <-) '---,}" '(. (I " -------

Debby Egerton
Lutherville. Maryland
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1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
\Vashington, 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 theRI~~~t (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA. U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
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 frequendy 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,

~i'~ ~ ..-r~
c=.
..JT.

(t[~. ci5Gi3
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March 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I.-n

i .•
L..~

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World 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 cany 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 foUowing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industIy"s rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that fails to 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 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,

~
.-'>~ . fu,~.i

I . (: ~~
.L/ "'- ~1' "-

Chicago, Illinois
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March 27, 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

APR' , 1997 t·
I
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as
presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
Although providing some guidance as to appropriateness of programs is a step in the right direction, 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. Because we all have different
values we choose to develop in our children, it's difficult to utilize the age-based system as an across
the board guideline. A rating system offering content descriptions on the screen and published in
periodicals, such as the TV listings guide or newspaper, lets the viewer decide if a program is right or
appropriate for their specific child.

As it is your duty to determine whether the proposed V-chip ratIng system meets the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, please accept my opinion that it does not and I ask you not to approve
this particular rating system.

However, I agree With the National PTA that the following issues must be implemented in whatever
system is approved.

All rating systems should include:
content information about programs (such as V for violence, S for sexual

depiction and/or partial or full nudity L for foul language anything you
wou/dn't want to hear your child say in front of someone special)

a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

A rating icon on the TV screen larger than at present, more prominently
placed, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

I feel strongly that the rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents with children from various age groups If feasible, the system needs to be evaluated before
implementation by an independent research firm to determine if the needs of not just the parents, but all
viewers, are being met in the best possible way. Not only am I selective about when and what my
children watch, but for myself also.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to society in general, but especially
to the next generation, our children.

Sincerely, /\ 0...: ~._
"'/),/) I ,Xt(;, ~~

M Beth Strong
PTA President
Donald Elementary School
c c.: National PTA



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

Cathy Zito
3228 Sunset Lane
Franklin P!lrk, Illinois 60131

{\PF; 1 1 '997

I am writing to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti on Jan 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the tv screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that I can make decisions about appropriate programming for my
children. I do not want the tv industry to make the decisions; those are mine to make.
Without content information, however, it will be an un-informed decision.

The FCC is required, by law, to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statuary requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so, and ask that you not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I ask the
following:
• That under no circumstance should the FCC accept the industry rating system.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not contain 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 ofa program;

• That the rating system 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.

~
i erely, .Z;u::L .... >

athYZit1F
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communic:uions Commission
1919 M Sereee 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) wricing on behalf of the National PTA and the ,::rule P1 SeJ,.~£b. em!, dis­
trier, or state PTA) co voice my (our) opposition co the v-chip rating system as presemed by Jack
Valenci, Chair of the TV Racing Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The racing symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficiem coneene information so mat parentS can make decisions
Jbout whac is appropriate TV programming for u.'eir children. Major surveys rdeased this fall which
demonstrace overwhdming parem preference for a rating system that gives parents informacion :lboue
the comene of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Reporr, and Media
Scudies Cencer/Roper. ParentS do nor wane me TV industry co interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. P:J.rentS wane co make those choices themselves based on coneem information abouc the prognn1.
.:....ny rating system without contene descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals chac carry
TV scheduling is useless. .

The FCC. by law, is requi;~fro- detennirie whether me industry's rating system has met StatutOry
requirementS of me Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and'
ask that me FCC nac approve me industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

..: Th~~ 'u~d~~:no·circumstanc:-s~~uld the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, che FCC
should accept no racing'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 :rV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more chan
one rJang system;

• That the racing icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prorninendy placed on the screen. and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and chat it include parentS; and

• That any rating system approved by me FCC be evaluated by independent research co determine if
it meetS the needs of parents.

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

.._..._"-- Sin@ ....~__ ._, .__ ,
~~ / (Z1vur;-
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Raymond J. and Cheri L. Kilanowski
2736 South Summerset Drive

Appleton, WI 54915

April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

4PR 1 "997

We are writing on behalf of the National 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 we can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for my seven year old daughter.
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. We do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for my daughter. We want to make choices based on
content information 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 determine whether the industry's rating system
has met the 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 systems. 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 violent), 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,

~;~
Raymond J Kilanowski Cheri L. Kilanowski



Apr i 1 2, 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

'APR 1 11997
r(;~~;J.1 Communications Commission

Office of Secret'lf')

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Pioneer
Elementary PTA of Ogden, Utah 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.

This rating system falls short of the needed guidelines parents
should have to govern their children's television viewing. We do
not condone obscene language, conversations with sexual
overtures, or violence in our home, and yet, televisions shows
with time slots in the "family hour" bring this into our home
without being invited or welcomed. Is it not for the individual
family to decide what is appropriate for their children? I am
not asking the FCC to do this parenting job for me, only that
they provide me with the necessary content information and
acknOWledge my responsibility and right to determine what is
acceptable for my family.

I support the PTA's stand and request the follOWing:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system, or any rating system that does not
include content information concerning violence, sexual
content, or 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
prominently placed on the screen,

TV screen be made larger, more
and appear more frequently.

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

5. That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the parent's needs.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the TV rating issue.

Sincerely-, I..I .. ~

~lkwims;/%lu
256 W 1650 N
Harrisville, UT 84404



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

Dear Otairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

March 26, 1997

APH 1 1 1997

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wells Central School PTSA to voice my
opposition to the v-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Otaic of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January, 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
progra.mming 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 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 prominendy placed on the
screen, and appear more frequendy 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.



Buda PrimarylElementary Parent Teacher Association
P.O. Box 1196

Buda. Texas 78610

Aprii2,1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt & Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 87-65. FCC 87-34

APR 11 1991

We are writing on behalf d the National PTA and the local Buda PrimaryJElementary Parent Teacher
Association to voice our opposition to the V-Chip rating systern presented on January 17, 1997. We, as par­
ents, do net feel that this type c:A system will provide us enough infannelion to make infanned choices for our
children. Without more detailed information, the system is useless. We also do not believe that this system
meets statutory reqUirements d the Telecommunications Ad d 1996. We understand it is the FCC's respon­
sibility to ensure that it does.

We request that the FCC withhold approval of any system untO It system Indudes the following:

Content infamation about programs such as: V (fa violence), S (fa sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for
language);

That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive mae than one rating
system;

That the rating Icon be made larger, more prominent and appear mae frequently during the course d a pro­
gram;

That the rating board be Independent d the Indu~ and the FCC and that It Indude parents; and

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

Thank you fa this opportunity to comment on an Issue so Important to children and famities.



Camp Creek Elelnentary School PTA
958 Cole Drive

Lilburn, Gt'orgia 30247

April 1. 1996

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o l'~e<leral C;ommunications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222
Washington. DC 20f>54

Dear (~hairman Hundt and Commissioners'

!J ,...~ '-'. 1
.':h, . 1 1997

The Camp Creek Elementary School PTA in conjunction Witil tile
National lyrA opposes the V-Chip r<iting system as presented by ,Jack
Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating IInplementation GHJUp.

The proposed rating system explains nothing! If we are to employ a
V-chip rating system. it must at least have some meaning that parents
can understand and use! The rating ~YSklll slwuld hI' ('(.'11('·11t based
rath~''T than merf'ly age- based. A program that is appropriate- for H

mature ten year old may be inappropriate for some twelve year olds. A
systenl that allows parents to decide would <it least hf' pt'<ictical.

(:alnp Creek Elementary school is located in slltmrban Atlanta. Our
student population is approximately 650. Our PTA is 1000/0 membership
Our community has a strong civic commitment demonstrated by our
l~onsistellUyhigh voter turnout for .ill dections.

vVe are committed iu our children. As parents we monitor and control
their TV vieWing habits. Wt-' \V"dnt a system that would help us make
v\Jise choices for our children. Any system vvithout content description
is useless to us!

Sincerely, the follovving parents of Carnp Creek Elementary



·----- -----

April 3, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
Room 222
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

r"

As a child advocate from the local to national levels, I strongly urge the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposal by the National
Association of Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture
Association of America does not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by
the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

The legislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timely information about the nature
of upcoming video programming" in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not comply fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, I have six examples that validate my concern:

1) The Oversight Monitoring Board established to review the guidelines on a regular basis
entirely consists of representatives from the broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child
and parent advocates are not represented.

2) The system does not rate program content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree
ofa program's sexual, violence, and language content to make informed decisions about
what their children watch.

3) The rating icon appears too briefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents
can easily miss it.

4) Television listings are not obligated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents
will not have a reliable source of advance ratings information.

S) Commercials advertising television programs which are unsuitable for children can be
aired during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentially
exposes children to harmful programming.

6) Local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on a
parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information.

As a parent, child advocate, and community activist, I care deeply about the rating system and hope that
the FCC will take my concerns under advisement.

Sincerely,

President, PTA Unit - Haight Elementary School
President, National Black Child Development Institute Affiliate - East Bay
Secretary, PTA Council- Alameda, California



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997 llPFr 1 1 1997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.\V:, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ,&t::4L e~~ (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

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

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

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

./""I

!'ht4u4-'~:tCL
Parent Signature(s)
Albuquerque, NM


