
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.



Health and Safety Chairperson
Aberdeen Middle School PTA
Cynthia Pike
111 Meeks Drive
Aberdeen, MD 21001

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

April 4, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Aberdeen Middle School PTA to voice our
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.

As parents we would like to make viewing decisions based on content descriptions.

Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. 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).

Sincerely,.
-c.~

er-~0P/ce .
Cynthia Pike
Health and Safety Chair person
Aberdeen Middle School, PTA

DNo, of Cop[es rec'd'--- _
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March 20, 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No, 97-55,FCC 97-34
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies 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 detennine 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 sexllal 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,
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;

• 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,

~~-~
Carol Rusnak-Cauceglia
Corresponding Secretary / Wood - Ridge PTA
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4/4/97

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

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As General Manager of WSWS TV 66, 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, at our
station, 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
actedJ 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 in
dustry has done and approve the TV Parental Guidelines.

Sincerely,

/i£Ii£Pf
Walter Dix
General Manager
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Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554
C.S. Docket No. 97-55-Comment on Industry
Proposal For Rating Video Programming
4/3/97

FCC:

The new V-Chip TV rating system (MPAA TV Ratings)
does not help me as a parent in regulating my
childrens' TV viewing. This system is worthless.
What's needed is a more detailed system that directly
measures the amount of violence, sexual content, and
raw language contained in a program.

I have noticed that indecent programming (during the
hours of 6 am to 10 pm) is more prevalent on television.
I therefore concluded that the FCC is not persistant in
enforcing the law against indecent content. Please
be aggressive in severely penalizing TV stations that
violate the law.

Thank you,

Carole Ohanesian
7654 Airport Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street NW
Washington, DC 2055~

Ni2rch 30, 1997

C.S. Docket No. 97-55: Comment on Industry proposal
for Rating Video Programming.

In our op~n~on, the M~AA TV rating system is inadequate.
When we watch TV, we find these ratings to be inconsistent
with the true content of the program. We believe a more
precise system is needed. And Hollywood should not be
rating its own programs because "Hollywood" is SUbjective
and unreliable. An objective outside group should
create the ratings system.

We are worried that the presence of a TV rating system
will give the FCC an excuse to ignore indecent material
on television and fail to penalize the TV stations.
We urge the FCC to enforce the law against indecent material
in television programs and to hold guilty TV stations
responsible for their violation of the law.

Sincerely, ;;;;

~~
Bern Becker Marlene Gaudio Becker

2016 Holmby Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90025
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April 6, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing to infonn you ofmy strong opposition to the current age based
rating system. What you may consider age appropriate for children, may not
be what I consider age appropriate for my children.

As recent studies have shown, the more appropriate rating system to guide
families would be a content based system, which clearly identifies those
content areas that parents are trying to monitor to protect their children.
Also, a content based rating system would be a good tool to help parents
teach their children, when they are old enough, how to become a critical TV
VIewer.

Again, I urge you to abandon the currently employed age based rating system
and replace it with a content based rating system that families are asking for.
A long childhood is one of the best things we can give our children to ensure
a healthy adulthood. Please do your part to help us attain this goal for our
children.

Sincerely,

'~!~!~
Mary Pat Kahle
2514 Lawnside Rd.
Timonium, Maryland
21093



Your Jetter must be received by April 8, 1997

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

Dcar Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am (wc arc) writing on behalf of thc National PTA and the 1tefI,)MJ.. (J,r. (local, council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voicc 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
dcmonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating systcm that gives parents information about
the contcnt of programs were conductcd by the National PTA, U S. News alld World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
drcn. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
AllY 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
requircmcnts of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system docs so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

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

• That thc FCC require ;l 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, Jl1d

appear more frequently during the course of a program;

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State


