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April 12, 1997 u‘v " ~~
Federal Communications Commission CC MA ' L ROO M
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Attn: Chairman Reed Hundt

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

I am writing to oppose the V-chip rating system as presented by the TV Rating Implementation Group on
January 17, 1997. The Rating System on the TV screen is “no good”, as it does not provide sufficient
content information so that I can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for my
children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what programming is appropriate for my children. I
want to make the choices based on content inforination avout the progiams. Rating systems without
content description is useless.

As [ understand, the FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies have met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 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; that 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.

This issue is important to my children, my family and this great country.

Stop the industry rating system as it is proposed. Evaluate the importance of a content based rating
system. Listen to the people.

Respegtfulily sub

Mason Britt ble

6666 South Sheridan, Suite 210

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74133

V. (918) 488-0255 F. (918) 488-0257

cc: The Honorable Don Nickles
The Honorable Jim Inhofe
The Honorable Steve Largent
The Honorable Tom Coburn

C

No of Coping rea'd
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CORNERSTONE

TELEVISION

April 29, 1997

Office of the Secretary .

C
Federal Communications Commission :
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As Vice President/Director of Programming, I am writing to express my opinions about the
voluntary rating system developed by the television industry. I think it was long overdue and
that it is a step in the right direction. However, there are some basic flaws and improvements
that need to be made:

1) The rating system needs to be more content specific — especially in regard to
sex, violence and profanity.

2) The producer should not be the one to rate it. Some standard needs to be
developed so that all programs are judged by the same criteria

3)

According to the FCC Children’s TV Rule, we have to identify, by law, each
children’s program that meets the core definition by way of an icon or an
announcement. Now, this will cause us to have to put a second identifier on each
children’s program. It gets confusing having a non-FCC required icon (by the

MPAA) and one that is required by the FCC that is left up to each station to
decide what it is.

I urge the Commission to recognize the important first step that the industry has taken and move
to refine and make it better.

Sincerely,

Céékd(%bagv’

David Skeba

Vice President/Director of Programming
DS/rmr

Life-Changing Television
CORNERSTONE TELEVISION ® WaALL, PA 15148-1499 * PHONE: 412/824-3930 « Fax: 412/824-5442
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Mr. ‘Wiiliam F. Caton F

Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission CC MA IL F?Of’) 4
Room 222  eEmmmm—— @V
i21S M Street, N.W. iy 54
Washington, D.C. 20554 2 1997
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| join the Nationai Black Child Develvpment Institute in urging the Federal Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture Association of America

Joes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

Dear Mr. Caton:

The legislation clearly states that parents shouid be provided with “timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming” in order to be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parentai Guidelines do not comptfy fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specificaily, | have six exampies that validate my concem. First, the system does not rate program
zontent sufficiently, Parents need to know the degree of a program’s sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a relflable source of advance
ratiigs information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
canr te aiied during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily expases children to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which alsoc infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Manitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirefy consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Aga FEarly Orldhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
leke my concemns urkler advisament.

Sincerely,

_/% b XA
&

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 s S fax
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Mr. Wiiliam .. g:gton

Acting Secretary *. )

Federal Communications Commission
Room 222

1315 M Street, NW. S
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

| join the National Black Child Develupment institute in urging the Federai Communications
Commuission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptabie. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cabie 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 compiy fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specificaily, | have six exampies that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
centent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program'’s sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs witich are unadvisabie for children
canr be aiied during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily expuses children to
narmifui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which alsc infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitering Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ag a Farly (hildhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
{zke my concems under advisament.

Sinceraly,

1045 State Street s East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 8 § fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. ‘Niiliam 7. Caton

Acting Secretary o CC) ﬁ/i,ﬂ Ry
Federal Communications Commission - i
Room 222

: sy
1% M Street, NW. 5 1997
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton;

| join the National Black Child Develupment institute in urging the Federal Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptabie. The proposai by the National Assaociation of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture Association of America

Jdoes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.

The iegislation clearly states that parents shouid be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming” in order to be empowered to chocse appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Paremtal Guidelines do not comply fuily with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, | have six examples that validate my concem. First, the system does not rate program
zentent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program’s sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
rati::gs information. Fourth, commerciais advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can be aiied during programs which are suitable for chiildren. That aversight potentiaily exposes children to
narmifui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which aiso infringes on
a parent’s right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, 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.

As 2 Farly (rldhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lzke my concams under advisament.

Sinceraly,

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, [linois 62205 s S fax O
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. William ~. Caion

Acting Secretary F CC MA i P~
Federal Communications Commission » o ”‘)L)s“/]
Room 222 ~ Giv -

i31S M Street, NW. S0 1697
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton: i

| join the National Black Child Develupment instituie in urging the Federaf Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Talevision Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America

Jdoes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1956.

The legisiation clearly states that parents shauld be provided with “timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video pragramming” 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.

Specificaily, | have six examples that validate my concem. First, the system does not rate program
content sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program's sexual, viclence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tce
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a resuit, parents will not have a reliabie source of advance
ratinngs information. Fourth, commerciais advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can be ailed during programs which are suitabile for children. That oversight potentially exposes children te
parmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which alsoc infringes on
a parent’s right to have reliable and timely ratings informaticn. Finally, the Oversight Monitering Board
estatlished to review the guidelines on a reguiar basis entirely consists of representatives from the
broadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ag 2 Farly Umxldhood Advocate T care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lzke my concerns under advisement. '

Sincersaly,

(VL

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, llinois 6220538 s fax /.~
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. William ~. Caton
Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission M‘Cﬁ é‘«ja&,], I
Room 222 ! - A SEN

i91% M Street, NW. o
Washington, 0.C. 20554 Al 5 o

Dear Mr. Caton: RIEG T e

P,

I join the National Black Chiid Development institute in urging the Federai Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Associaticn of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Asscciation, and the Motion Picture Association of America

Joes not protert the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

The iegislation clearly states that parents should be provided with “timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video pregramming” in order to be empowered toc choose appropriate pregramming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not compty fully with the spint or letter of that provision.

Specificaily, | have six exampies that validate my concemn. First, the system does not rate program
ccntent sufficiently. Parents need o know the degree of a program’s sexual, violence, and language
centent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reflable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can te aii ed during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily expases children to
narmifui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which also infringes on
a narent’s right to have refiable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cabie, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ag 2z Iorly Orldhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lzke My concarms under advisament.

™
A

Sincerely, %M JMM |

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, Ilinois 62205 s S fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. Wiiliam F. Caton
Acting Secretary

Foe g
Federai Communications Commission m § o0 5/;
Room 222 <
i21G M Street, NW. o
Washington, D.C. 20854 g

Dear Mr. Caton: b BT

| join the National Black Child Develspment institute in urging the Federai Communications
Commuission to rule the TV Parenta!l Guidelines unacceptabie. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture Assoctation of America

does not protert the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 19986.

The legislation clearly states that parents shouid be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming” in order to be empowered to choose appropniate programming for

their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not compily fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, | have six exampiles that validate my concem. First, the system does not rate program
zcntent sufficiently. Parents need to xnow the degree of a program’s sexual, viclence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icen appears tce

we  prefly (1 5 seconds) hefore the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are

not obtigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a rellable source of advance
ratiings information. Fourth, commerciais advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can be ailed during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily exposes children to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which aisc infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finaily, 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.

As 2 Early (hildood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lzke my concems under advisament,

Sincerely,

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 s s fax
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Mr. Wiiliam 7. Caton r ‘{;«L p
Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission “
Room 222 :

- oo )y
1319 M Strest, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554 By
Dear Mr. Caton:

| join the National Black Child Development instituie in urging the Federal Communications
Commussion to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cabile 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 iegislation clearly states that parents should be provided with "timeily 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 compity fully with the spint or letter of that provision.

Specificaily, | have six exampies that validate my concemn. First, the system does not rate program
zcntent sufficiently. Parents need to kXnow the degree of a program’s sexual, viclence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icen appears tce
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
rati:gs information. Fourth, commerciais advertising television programs which are unadvisabie for children
can be aied during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily exposes children to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which alsc infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ag2 Harly (uildood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lzke my concerns under advisament.
ZCL(UW)

1045 State Street S East St. Louis, llinois 62205 s s fax

Sinceraly,




Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. Wiiliam ~. Caton

Acting Secretary - @“{Nm fai _
Federal Communications Commission - o

Room 222 ’ i

i31S M Street, NW. | e S gy
Washington, 0.C. 20554 — '
Dear Mr. Caton: TR

| join the Natioﬁal Black Child Development institute in urging the Federai Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unacceptable. The proposai by the National Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America

Jdoes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

The legisiation clearly states that parents shouid 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 compiy fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Spacifically, |'have six examples that validate my concem. First, the system does not rate program
scntent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program'’s sexual, violence, and language
centent to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
pricily (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a resuit, parents will not have a reliable source of advance
ratii'gs information. Fourth, commerciais advertising television programs which are unadvisable for chiidren
can be aired during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily expuoses children to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which aiso infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a reguiar basis entirefy cansists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Aga Farly (rildood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
feke my concerns under advisament.

Sincerely,

C%&L% n &Am

104wate Street 5 East St. Louis, llinois 62205 s s fax




Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

M. Wiilliam ~. Caton

Acting Secretary _
Federal Communications Commission “4« .
Room 222 - L j

i31S M Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20554 L

Qear Mr. Caton: [ S
| join the Nationai Black Child Develupment institute in urging the Federal Communications

Commission to rule the TV Parental Guidelines unaccaptable. The proposai by the Nafional Association of

Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Assoctation of America

Joes not proteat the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

The legisiation clearly states that parents shouid 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 compty fully with the spirit or lefter of that provision.

Specifically, | have six exampiles that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
zentent sufficiently. Parents need o know the degree of a program’s sexuai, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Secand, the rating icen appears {co
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to publish the rating system. As a resuft, parents will not have a reflable source of advance
ratings information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisabie for children
can be aiied during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily exposes chiidren to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stafions can opt to change or not feature a rating, which aisc infringes on
a parent's right to have reliable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring 8oard
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ag 2 Iarly Urldhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
lake my concerns unler advisament.

Sincerely,

K g

104Slgtate Street S East St. Louis, llinois 62205 s S fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. ‘Wiiliam ~. Caton
Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission 'T{:”‘ Bsn s

Room 222 ~ T WL "h Jo
916 M Street, NW. |
Washington, 0.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Caton:

I join the Nationai Black Child Development institute in urging the Federal Communications
Commission to rule the TV Parenta! Guidelines unacceptable. The proposati by the Nafional Association of
Broadcasters, the National Cable Television Association. and the Motion Picture Association of America

Jdoes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Tefecommunications
Act of 1996,

The iegislation ciearly states that parents should be provided with "timeiy information about the
nature of upcoming video programming” in order ‘o be empowered to choose appropriate programming for
their children. The TV Parental Guidelines do not compty fully with the spirit or letter of that provision.

Specifically, | have six exampies that validate my concemn. First, the system does not rate program
zentent sufficiently. Parents need to Xnow the degree of a program’s sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions abaut what their children watch. Second, the rating icen appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss it. Third, television listings are
not obiigated to pubfish the rating system. As a result, parents will not have a refiabie source of advance
ratinigs information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can be aied during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily exposes chiidren to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which alse infringes on
a parent's right to have refiable and timely ratings information. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Board
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely cansists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Ac 2 IHarly Unldhood Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
take My concerns under advisament.

Sinceraly,

Moy A T

\.3045 State Street s East St. Louis, [llinois 62205 S s fax
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Lessie Bates Davis Daycare #2

Mr. Wiiliam ~. Caton

Acting Secretary G, -

- S L o 00Ny

Federal Communications Commission el A i

Room 222 : : ML R Oya
1915 M Street, NW. N i
Washington, D.C. 20554 Wi 1997

Dear Mr. Caton: ST

| join the National Elack Child Develspment institute in urging the Federal Communications
Commission to ruie the TV Parenta!l Guidelines unaccaptable. The proposai by the Nationat Association of
Broaccasters, the National Cable Television Association, and the Motion Picture Association of America

Jdoes not protect the parental choice and empowerment guarantees provided by the Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

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

Specifically, | have six exampies that validate my concern. First, the system does not rate program
centent sufficiently. Parents need to know the degree of a program’s sexual, violence, and language
content to make informed decisions about what their children watch. Second, the rating icon appears tco
priefly (15 seconds) before the start of a program. Parents easily can miss t. Third, television listings are
not obiigated o publish the rating system. As a resuit, parents will not have a rellable source of advance
ratinigs information. Fourth, commercials advertising television programs which are unadvisable for children
can be aired during programs which are suitable for children. That oversight potentiaily exposes chilaren to
narmiui programming. Fifth, local stations can opt to change or not feature a rating, which aiso infringes on
a parent's right to have refiable and timely ratings informaticn. Finally, the Oversight Monitoring Boardg
established to review the guidelines on a regular basis entirely consists of representatives from the
hroadcast, cable, and creative sectors. Child and parent advocates are not represented.

Aga Farly (hildwod Advocate I care deeply about the rating system and hope that the FCC will
izke my concerns under advisement.

Sinceraly,

al
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i 1045 State Street s East St. Louis, Illinois 62205 s s fax
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