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{APR 8 1997
Fe,l .. ""iirar l.iomm"nicar

Off,' II. Ions Commission
Ice ot Secretary

drews Elementary P.T.A.
TX. 78374

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

~hair1nHundt and Commissioners:

;eed HunjJ a Commissioners
'al CommuDica s Commission

ce,c. Street N.W., Room 222
"ington, DC 20554

Th'/Ietter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andre_~leBlieht8ry;'P:rAof
Portland, Texas to voice 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
wbat is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
inter,pret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices tbemselves based on
rAlltent information about1be program•
•;;{,,l1;;:/~

~!!eFCC, by law, is required to determine wbetber the industry's rating system has met statutory
~uirementsofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe tbis system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

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

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enougb tbat would allow parents to receive more tban
one rating system;

*That tbe rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed oll.thescreen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and ddff't'r1rtdude parents;
and

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

Andrews ElelJlen,t~
our cbildrenan

luated by independent research to determine
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RECEIVED

APR 8 '991

CS DOCKET NO. 97-55 FCC 97-34
Mr. Reed Hundt & the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretaty
1919 M Street N. W. Room 222
Washington D. C. 20554

As concerned parents and citizens, we are writing this letter to express our feelings
regarding the proposed age based rating system for public television. We feel that the
proposed system does not provide the necessary information for parents to determine what
is or is not appropriate for their children to watch. The age based rating system allows
others to detennine arbitrarily what is appropriate for children to watch at different ages.
This discretion should be left to the children's parents. A more specific and objective rating
system is necessary ifparents are to have the ability to judge what shows are appropriate
for their children. The cable companies seem to be able to identify specifically the content
of shows with easily recognized descriptions for violence, graphic material, adult content,
nudity, etc. It is hard for me to understand why public television cannot be up front with
the content of their programming. We strongly support a specific content based rating
system that objectively describes the program's content and allows parents and individuals
to determine whether they desire to view the program without having to watch it.

We personally feel that television has become too violent, graphic and vulgar for adults, let
alone children. Television can be an excellent medium to inform, educate and inspire.
Unfortunately, all to often all we see is the negative and degrading side of society. If we
are unable to easily determine the content of programs, then we will find ourselves
avoiding television altogether and find alternate forms of entertainment as a family and
individually. As we talk to our neighbors and friends, we fmd that they express similar
opinions to ours. We hope that this letter will receive due consideration during the process
of deciding the rating requirements for public television.

Sincerely,

l\iw,;t/qo,Y\!l-.~<\o~



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

C!1alJI1W] Reed Hundt and FCC COll1I11lssioners
c/o h'deral Communications CommissJon
]SJ1<) 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 afthe Narional PTA and the ~al, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rati system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonncation 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.

SinCerel~.'1'./.;(, '" _.' _ j _ ,IIA' n J No. o! Ccpies mc'd 0
~(AJ~D '~L-- Ust Af3C[;~:

MATTHEW & BERNADINE MUUEN
4805 ADIEU COURT

SACRAMENTO. CA 95842



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 the Collingswood, N] 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 abo.ut 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.

No. of Copies rec'de-;O=--__
list A8CDE



A.pril 3, 199'7

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

This letter is written on behalf of the National PTA, and the Gertie Belle Rogers PTA, a local unit in
Mitchell, South Dakota, to voice our concern on the proposed television rating system. We are opposed
to the V-chip rating system as presented on January 17, 1997 by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. The rating system is age-based and does not include specific information about
violence, sexual content, nudity, profanity or adult situations in TV programs. Our position is backed by
the results of major surveys conducted by the National PTA, U.S. Newsand World Report, and Media
Studies CenterlRoper.

The FCC is required by law to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1966. We do not believe this system meets these
statutory requirements. We ask the FCC to please consider the following requests:

UDo not approve the industry's rating system as it stands now. Do not accept a rating system that does
not include content information about programs such as (but not limited to) V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nUdity), and L (for language).

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

UEnlarge the rating icon on the TV screen, display it more prominently on the screen, and have the icon
appear more frequently during the course of a program.

'l't'ltInclude parents on the rating board, and have it be independent of the industry and the FCC.

'l't'ltEvaluate any rating system approved by the FCC through independent research to determine ifit
meets the needs of parents.

This is such an important issue for our children and impacts them greatly. We thank you for the
opportunity to share our views.

Sincerely,

;)~.AULL-;/f. (~~]1£-
J~eA.Krome
PTA President, GB Rogers Elementary
1301 N Kimball Street, Mitchell, SD 57301



Carolyn Burnam
100 Carroll Road
Conway, AR 72032
501-796-2255
domino@intellinet.com

April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communication 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:

We are writing on behalf of the Vilonia Primary PTA, #4 Bane Lane, Conway, AR 72032-9470,
to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies/Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their 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.

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

Sincerely,

Ytltll.c,~{. ~L)2U '-L.~
CCtroiCAn~fLrYl(Y)
Marvin B'tirnam
And Carolyn Burnam

cc: file



...__.._.._.._----

2942 Foxhall Circle
Augusta, Ga. 30907
April 3, 1997

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

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am a parent of two teenage children as well as a member and
officer of the Westside High School PTA in Augusta, Ga. This letter
is to relay my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti on January 17, 1997. I do not feel the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides enough content information in order
for parents to make their own decisions as to what they deem appro
priate TV programming for their children. Given the course that TV
programming has taken the last several years, I think it should be
obvious that the TV industry should not be interpreting what is best
for children to watch or be the determinant in setting a rating
symbol. A meaningful rating system must have some content descrip
tions pUblicized so that parents can have a better idea as to whether
certain content material may be offensive to them and their children,
even though the TV industry may deem it appropriate.

This letter is to request that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system but instead approve one that includes content informa
tion about programs; for example, V (for violence), S (for sexual
depliction and nUdity), and L (for language). It would also be
helpful that the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system, and that the
rating icon be made more prominent and appear more frequently on the
TV screen. I also feel that the rating board be independent of the
TV industry and that any rating system approved by the FCC be evalu
ated by independent research. Parents should be allowed to have input
into this rating system. After all, this rating system is for their
benefit and if it does not meet their needs, then it will not achieve
any valuable purpose.

Yours truly,

Helen Minchew

-_._---



March 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners~

RE: CS Docket No. 97.55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behaJfofthe National PTA and the Enoch Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient contents infonnation so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children, Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.s.
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their 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 in publicized periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunicatlons Act of 1996. I do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approye the industry rating system. Instead I
request the fol1owing~

U That Wider nQ eit'¢um$W1¢~~ $n6uid ~hc FCC approve the ;ndUitfy's rating ~ysicm.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction or nudity),
and L(for Language);
•• 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 mflde larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program~

•• That the rating board be independent of tbt industry and the FCC and that it include
parents~ and
•• That any rating system by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

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

Sincerely, ,

a'1~~v
Enoch, Utah

No. o~ Ccp;'crs rCC'd,_-::.C:-'__
List ABC,'! .~

"'.. " ~ ...,._----._--



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), 5 (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.

No. o! Co;,Ies mc'd,----3IO~_
UstA8CC:



601 Treasure Lake
DuBois, PA 15801

March 31, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hoodt & Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf ofthe JlIDiata Elementary PTA of DuBois, Pennsylvania, a 206
member organization to voice our opposition to the ''V-chip" rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, chairman ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997.

We want to make our own choices as to what our children should be watching on
television based on content information, and not what the TV industry thinks is appropriate for a
certain age group. The TV industry should not be telling us what is appropriate for our 5, 6, 7, or
even 15 year olds to watch. It should be the choice ofeach individual parent to decide.

We are asking the FCC to please NOT accept any rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as ''V'' for violence, "S" for sexual depiction or nudity,
and/or "L" for language. We also ask that the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and more frequently re-flashed during the course ofthe program.

Your help in this matter would be greatly appreciated.

Karen S. Johnson, President
Jooiata Elementary PTA

No. ot Ccp.:es rcc'd
list ABeDi-: ----



April 3, 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 Chouteau Elementary PTA in Kansas City
Missouri, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can cake decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that give parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Repon, 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 to 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 TV 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.

----_._.-_..__.._---



Ia111I1III. .cCllin,RO, COE

••• 13026 W. Iliff Or.
Lakewood,Co.80228

•(303) 988-1096
April 4, 1997

Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street, NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt,

I am writing to express my opposition to the current television rating system which was proposed
by the Television Ratings Implementation Group. I feel it does not provide enough of the type of
information that I need to select which programs I would like my children to see.

On my letterhead you will see that I am an RD (Registered Dietitian). Just as we have specific
information on our food labels to help determine ifwe will buy a product, I am in favor of a more
detailed rating "label" for television program selection. I am in favor of a more descriptive,
content based system.

I thank you for considering my input on this matter, because I care what we are feeding our
children both physically and mentally.

Sincerely,

~~ tJl~
Kathryn K. McClain, RD



March 22, 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 PTA of Robinson Elementary School 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 pro
gramming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming par
ent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, US News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not 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 with
out content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is use
less.

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 voilence), 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 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,

0~~a~
Greg & iill Alfu€
Gastonia, North Carolina

No. of Copies feC'd:--_O_·_
list ABGDE



t\lo. of Copies reC'd,_-=O__
UstABCDE

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.S5, FCC 97-34

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

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating systt~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 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 ;~nd 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,~ fJ.- -'-'C--''--'~'--''

~~



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-chip 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 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 1996. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating systt~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 th~lt would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determineifitmeetstheneedsofparentsl~le+ -+hIs be a ,(,,~fY\(I~'>
5a.m~\i()~ of- ~v-ent )pcs.$,'IdL\ lOOo-~OOO·

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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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, 19~17. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so th;~t parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to m'ike those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating systE!m 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 systt!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 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 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.

SincereIY,)YU\.,<V. GJ~ fl.~
i~l). of Copies reC'd,---,O=_·_
UstABCDE
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March, 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

As a member of the National PTA and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, m., I am
writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating bnplementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symboi on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that I, as a parent, can
decide what is appropriate for my family to watch.

J strongly agree with the results of major surveys released in the fall which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices myself, based on content information about the program.
Furthermore, the ratings should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicals
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC 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. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

... Under no circwnstances should the FCC approve the industry's cWTent rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes information about the
content and frequency of violence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (S) and adult language
(L).

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

... The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

... The rating board should be independent of tht; industry and the FCC, and it
should include parents.

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

Though I can and often do tum off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
pervasive influence on America's children with the potential for enonnous impact on
society. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of utmost importance to
all of our children and families.



MARYA ANN KOVERLY-GARVEY

1559 NORTH BUNDY DRIVE . LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA· 90049

April 3, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt an~ COffi.TJ:l..l 88 loners:

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

As a longtime PTA member, I join with the National PTA and millions
of PTA members throughout the United States to oppose the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementations Group, on January 17, 1997. This proposed rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information for parents, so that parents can decide whether the TV
program is appropriate for their children.

Parents must have a rating system that gives them information about
the content of the TV program. The television industry has no
bUSiness deciding for parents and the children of these parents
whether a TV program is suitable. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and in TV scheduling
publications is useless.

Therefore, I ask the FCC to reject the TV industry's proposed
rating system and only approve a rating system that includes
content information about programs such as V for violence, S for
sexual depiction, N for nudity, L for language. Furthermore r I ask
that the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough so parents could
receive more than one rating system and require that the rating
icon on the TV screen be made larger, placed more prominently on
the screen and appear more frequently during the course
of the program

Finally, I ask the FCC to require that the rating board be
independent of the television industry and the FCC and include
parents and to approve a rating system only if it is evaluated
beforehand by independent research to determine that it meets the
needs of parents.

s;~CerelY, _/) _ 17/
~G~~
Los Angeles, California ' o



_~-r,-

•

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

---_._--,_... ---- -- -~--

March 1997

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

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

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (II i rtL t, ; i I (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 industrxr:rting 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
itl)leets the needs of parents.

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

,.--"Your letter must be received by Apri1B,1997
/'



March 1997

. ~

Chairman Re'cd Hundt and FCC Commissioncrs
c/o Fcderal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Wa'lhington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

M. W. GALLET
?6 Woodland Drive

PIttsburgh, PA 15228

I am writing to voicc 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
docs 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 infoffilation 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 nudit~) 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 to children and families.

Sincerely,

fflrW0~



Mr. & Mrs. Robert C. Homberg
1002-C Magnolia Woods Lane
Edgewood, Maryland 21040

April 3, 1997

Chairman Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 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 Abingdon Elementary PTA of Abingdon,
Maryland 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 for parents to make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. As a parent, I do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for my child. Instead, I want to make those choices for myself based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and not publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless. The FCC, by law, is
required to determine if the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so, and I ask that the FCC
not approve it. Instead, I request the following:

1. The FCC should accept no system which does not include content information (i.e.
V=violence, S=sexual depictions/nudity, L=language).

2. The FCC require aV-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating
system.

3. The rating icon on the screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of the program.

4. The rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

5. 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,

Gilfw4~~y
o
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