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David Kaufman
Vice President & General Manager

April 14, 1997
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As General Manager of WMTW, 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, my station has received only
one call, and that was from someone requesting the toll free telephone number for further
information.

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

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

David Kaufman
Vice President
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220 No. 27th St. Rm, 217
Billings. MT 59101
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Chairman Reed Hund1 and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communicaticm Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20334

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

REceIVED

APR 17/1997
Federal Com~Unieations Commission

OffIce of Secrelaly

March 18, 1997

Re: cs Doc:Itet No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Our city is working on • campaign to reduce aDd prevent youth violence. The Bil1iDgs 0In campaign is • locally developed drat to
encourage citimls to aa:ept the respoosibility for youth violence prevention by modeling and encouraging courteous and respedfuJ attitudes
and behavior. On behalfofthe tMuseDds ofBilIiDp residents who actively 5UpJXI't this campaign. we Ire forwardiDg. cop)' ofour primary
awareness tool, the Violeoc:e CcJotiDuum. It is our hope that this tool may be ofsome assistance in the developmeot of. conIeDt-based
television rating system.

The current ~e-bascd rating system ofthe motion picture iDdustJy presumes that otreosive language, casual sex, vandalism, drug abuse,
robbery. assault, rape, murder, etc. are aa:eptable fmns ofCDtertaiDmeot if<me is an adulLlbis coocept may be eocouragiDg )'OUIl& people
to believe that participating in these activities is one way to prove to their peers their 8alelerated level ofmaturity.

OIre is not about blaming the media fiJr the inc:tease in juvmile violeot aime IDe! tceDage pregnancy in the put decade. But in a wcrld
where the average parent speods less than 12 minutes. day in alI1versalioo with their c::hildreo and where children speod mere time in hot
ofthe television than they do in the classroom, it is difficult to deDythe influence oftelevision role models on the formatioo ofour children's
charader.

We urge you to approve. aJnteot-blsed television rating system rather than the ege-based system preseuted by Mr. Valeoti in January ofthis
year. Don't place on the tdevision iDdustr)', the burden ofdetermining a child's readiDess for exposure to questiooable situatiODS. Don't
pro\ide a scapegoat to those who cootinue to blame television for the erosioo ofsocial values.

I) Make the CXlDteDt ofprograms deer at the beginning and at intervals throoPJut the course ofprograms.
2) Allow parents, through the V-ebip, to blade the transmissioo ofprograms that model or encourage attitudes

and behavior \\1Uch tIIty deem unsuitable for their dUldreo.
3) Make viewers responsible for determining the level ofoffensive beha'ii(X' to which they choose to be exposed.

v"e urge you to select a committee which includes psreo~ and beba'iior specialists (mdependent ofthe industry and the Ftt) to develop.
alI1tent-based rating system for)'OUT approval. Ifyou believe the eDclO!ted materials COO)d prove to be helpful in my way,.please feel he to
use them at )'OUT disaetion.

~~~
Executive Director
Community Crime Preveotioo CooDc:il

SK

Enclosure

(~~
Jim llr)'Dgelsoo
Co-Direct(X', BiU. e.u Campaign

~~
City ofBiUiDgs, Mootana



April 1, 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
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APR 1]11997
Federal Com!"unications Commission

OffIce of Secretary

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released tbis faU wbich demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News aod World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret wbat is best for tbeir children. Parents want to make tbose choices
tbemselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat cany TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wbether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does 50, and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the roUowing:

• That under no cin:umstaoces should the FCC approve tbe indnstry's rating system. Further, tbe
FCC should accept no rating system that does not indude cootent infonnation about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language).

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enougb that would aUow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

• That the rating icon on the TV SCreeD 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 tbat it include parents.

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

Thank you for tbis opportunity to comment on aD issue so important to children and families.



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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 oftbe National PTA and tbe Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair oftbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV screen does Bot provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released tbis faD wbicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents infonnation about tbe alntent 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 tbeir cbildren. Parents want to make tbose cboices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system witbout content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whetber 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 tbe industry rating system. Instead, I request tbe following:

• Tbat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, tbe
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-cbip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

• That tbe rating icon on tbe TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during tbe course ofa program.

• That tbe rating board be independent oftbe industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

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

Tbank you for tbis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.
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April 1, 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

RECEIVED
APR 1711997
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I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. 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 the 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 tbe 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 tbe program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publidzed io periodicals tbat carry TV schedoling 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 tbe following:

• That under 00 circumstances should the FCC approve tbe industry's rating system. Further, tbe
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 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 on the screen,
and appear more frequently during tbe coune 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 determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Tbank you for tbis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

Syosset, New York
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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
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the LocaJ PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tile TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this faD which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat 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 tbat C8n-y TV scheduling is useless.

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

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not indude 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 enougb that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

• That the rating icon on tbe TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed 00 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 tbat it include parents.

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

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

~~
Syosset, New York
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April 1, 1997

Cbairman 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

federal Communications Commission
Officll ot Secremry

I am writing on bebalf ofthe National PTA and tbe Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their cbildren. Major surveys released tbis faD whicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about tbe cooteot of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do oot
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make tbose cboices
tbemselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whetber tbe industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of tbe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe tbis system does so, and ask
that the FCC Dot approve tbe industry rating system. Instead, I request tbe fonowing:

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

• Tbat the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enougb that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That tbe rating board be indepeodent oftbe industry aod the FCC aod that it include parents.

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

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on ao issue so importaot to cbildren and families.

Sincerely,

~1I,uh/Y\A1!t
Syosset, New ~..k . y • v - - -



April 1, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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
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APR 11'1997
Fedl)l'l\l Communications Commillsion

OffiCIi 01 S&l:rP.i;:!IY

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

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe tbis system does so, and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the foDowing:

• 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 tbat it include parents.

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent researcb 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.

Syosset, New York
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Chairman Rted Hundt and FCC Commissionen
do Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionen:

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

RECEIVED

'APR 17 1997
Hld$~l Communillltions GmT! nH'iGicn
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and tbe Local PTA to voice my opposition to tbe v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol 00 the TV screen does not provide sufficient conteot
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
tbeir children. Major surveys released this faD which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about tbe cootent of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do oot
want the TV industry to interpret wbat is best for their children. Parents want to make tbose cboices
themselves based on cootent ioformation about the program.. Any rating system without content
descriptions 00 the screen and publicized io periodicals tbat carry TV scheduliog is useless.

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

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the
FCC sbould accept 00 rating system that does oot indude 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 enougb that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it indude parents.

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

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

Sincerely,

~L0~_...-
Syosset, New York (-.J



April I, 1997

Cbairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissionen
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Wasbington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionen:

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

RECEIVED
f
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Federal C~m!"unir.atjons Commission

.Jfflell of SI.lCl'IltAl"j

I am writing on bebalf oftbe National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to tbe v-cbip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide suBident content
information so tbat the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
tbeir children. Major surveys released this fall whicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about the rontent of programs were conducted by
tbe 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 tbose cboices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whetber the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of tbe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not bdieve this system does so, and ask
tbat tbe FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

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

• That tbe FCC require a V-cbip 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 tbe coune of a program.

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

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

Thank you for tbis opportonity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Syosset, New York
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Chairman Reed Huodt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

Federal Communications CommisSIon
O\iicg ot Sacl'1!t1lry

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair oftbe TV Rating Implementation Group, 011

January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released tbis faD wbich demonstrate overwbelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents informatioD about tbe content 01 programs were conducted by
the National p.'fA, 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 tbose choices
themselves based on content information about tbe program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that C8n-y TV scheduling is useless.

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

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

• Tbat the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough tbat would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That tbe 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 researcb to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Tbank you for tbis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

Sincerely,

~~
Syosset, New York



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Cbairman Hundt and Commissionen:

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

I am writing on behalf of tbe National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so tbat the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
tbeir cbildren. Major surveys released this faD which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about tbe content of programs were conducted by
tbe National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret wbat is best for their children. Parents want to make tbose cboices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system witbout content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat 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:

• Tbat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Furtber, the
. FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs

such as V (for violence), S «(or sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language).

• Tbat the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

• That any rating system approved by tbe 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.



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Cbairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

RECEIVED

APR 17'1997

~,;' !!w[l,!!'~".....'Il

I am writing on bebalf of the National PTA and tbe Local PTA to voice my opposition to tbe v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that tbe parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
tbeir cbildren. Major surveys released tbis faD whicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about tbe conlent of programs were conducted by
tbe National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CeoterlRoper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make tbose choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine wbetber tbe industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe tbis system does so, and ask
that tbe FCC not approve tbe industry rating system. Instead, I request the CoUowing:

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

• Tbat the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That the rating board be independent oftbe industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

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

Thank you for tbis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

Sincerely,

1. Lr~

~~~Y.r~



April 1, 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

--------~
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APR 17 1997

I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. 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 the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this faD which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about tbe 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 cboices
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 whetber 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, I request the roOowing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Furtber, the
FCC should accept uo ratiug 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
tban oDe 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 tbe rating board be independent oftbe industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

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

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

Sincerely,

s~



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

._-----~"

RECEIVED

rAPR 17 1997

Fidem! Com~lIn:r.atiOfls Commlssicm
O'iflCtl of Seet\ll'1rV

I am writing on bebalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voke my opposition to tbe v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. 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 the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their cbildren. Major surveys released this fall whicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about tbe cootent of programs were eonducted by
tbe National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Pa~nts do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best Cor their cbildren. Parents want to make tbose cbokes
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system witbout content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whetber tbe industry's rating system bas met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe tbis system does so, and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the foDowing:

• That under no circumstances should tbe FCC approve tbe industry's rating system. Furtber, the
FCC should accept 00 rating system that does not include cooteot information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language).

• That the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enougb that would allow parents to receive more
tban oDe rating system.

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

• That tbe rating board be independent oftbe industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

• Tbat 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 cbildren and families.

Sincerely, ~

f~~
Syosset, New York



April 1, 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

RECEIVED

IAPR 17' 1997
Federal Commumcations Commission

Office of Secretar)!

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol 00 the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the 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 tbe 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 tbose cboices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat 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 infonnation about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language).

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

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

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

Iy, J
~. ~~J

Syo..... New ork ~



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Cbairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

RECEIVED

APR 1]i 1997
Federal Communications Commission

Office of Secrlltal)l
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Hi,.

I am writing on bebalf of tbe National PTA and tbeLocal PTA to voice my opposition to tbe v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Cbair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol 00 the TV screen does 80t provide sufficient content
information so that tbe parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
tbeir cbildren. Major surveys released tbis fall wbicb demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives pareots information about tbe cootent of programs were conducted by
tbe 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 tbose cboices
tbemselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system witbout content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carry TV scbeduling is useless.

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

• Tbat 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).

• Tbat the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough tbat would allow parents to receive more
tban 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 tbe course of a program.

• That tbe rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

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

Tbank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

Sincerely,

Syosset, New York
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c/o Federal Commuoicatioos Commission
1919 M Street N.W•• Room 222
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Dear Chairman Hundt aDd Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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'APR 17: 1997
Federal Com!"unications Commission

OffIce of Secretary

I am writiog on behalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of tbe TV Rating Implementation Group. 00

January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV screen does not provide sufficient content
informatioo so that tbe parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released tbis fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about tbe 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 tbose cboices
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 tbe industry rating system. Instead, I request the foUowing:

• 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 enougb that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That tbe rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

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

Thank you for tbis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to cbildren and families.

Sincerely,

~f1~
Syosset, New York 6



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Cbairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

RECEIVED

APR 1711997
rederal Communications Commission

Office of Secretary

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, 00

January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their cbildren. Major surveys released this faD which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system tbat gives parents information about tbe content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CeoterlRoper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make tbose cboices
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 oot believe tbis system does so, and ask
that the FCC not approve tbe industry rating system. Instead, I request the foUowing:

• That uuder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept 00 rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for laoguage).

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

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

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

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

RECEIVED

APR 17 1997
Federal C0ottm!"unications Commission

Ice ofSecretarlj

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. 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 the parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this faU which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference
for a rating system that gives parents information about the cooteot 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 cboices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals tbat carT)' TV scheduling is useless.

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

• Tbat under no circumstances should the FCC approve tbe indnstry'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
tban one rating system.

• That tbe rating icon on tbe TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during tbe course ofa program.

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

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

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

Sincerely~

Syosset, New York



April 1, 1997

Cbairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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

RECEIVED

(APR' 7 1997

I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and tbe Local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Cbair oftbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on tbe TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that tbe parents can make decisions about wbat is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this faD 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 scheduJing 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 Dot believe this system does so, and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the foUowing:

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

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that wouJd allow parents to receive more
tban one rating system.

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

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and tbat it include parents.

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent researcb to detenoine
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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FCC MAIL FtOOM

CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

RE:

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

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

At our station, we received very little comment about the ratings. We received one call from a
local elementary school. The school requested a copy of the new ratings to duplicate in their
monthly news letter.

The legislative history and the law makes clear that the Commission should act only if the
industry failed to do so. The industry has acted; it developed and implemented a voluntary
ratings system that parents in the 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 our industry has done and approve
the TV Parental Guidelines.

Sincerely,

John V. Connors

President & General Manager

\jQ. of Copies· rec'd'---_O__
ListABCDE

WICS·TV
2680 East Cook Street • P.O. Box 3920 • Springfield, illinois 62708
Phone 217·753·5820 ~ Fax 217.753.8177

A Division of iI Guy Gennett Communlcetlons
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GARFIELD SCHOOL

1914 BROADWAY AVENUE

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:

BOISE, IDAHO 83706 (208) 338-3445

RECEIVED

t~Ri' 7 1997

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

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the GMJdLd '"?TA- (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 J«,rld 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 of1996. 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,

"WHAT CHILDREN LEARN AND WHAT THEY BECOME DEPEND LARGELY UPON HOW THEY FEEL ABOUT THEMSELVES" 0
No. of~ rec'd
List ABCOE '---

Educatinf! Todav for a BeUer Tomorrow
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"WHAT CHILDREN LEARN AND WHAT THEY BECOME DEPEND LARGELY UPON HOW THEY FEEL ABOUT THEMSELVES"



April 6, 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 behalfofthe National PTA and the McKee Elementary School PTA
(West Allegheny School District, Imperial, PA) to voice our strong opposition to the v­
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~ Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s.
News and World Report, and the 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 ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such 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 coarse ofthe program;

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

I\J0. of Copies rec'd CJ
dstABCDE


