Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission RE: PETITION NO. 2493
1919 “H” Street " DATE:__ 4-/7-7"7
Washington, DC 20054

Gentlemen:

I am an American and proud of my heritage. [ am also very much aware of the place
reiigious faith bas played in the freedom we as Americans now enjoy. Therzfore, [ protest any
human effort ic remove from radio and television any programs designed to show faith in GOD
or a SUPREME BEING or tc remove CHRISTMAS SONGS, CHRISTMAS PROGRAMS or
CHRISTMAS CAROLS from Public Air Waves, School or Office Buildings. - . rg
| RECEIVED
Sincerely,

| \EAAM& /,/ W APR 2 41997
adaress_ IR (] tbstooe Traeld | R
Sasbe,, _2%40-7723
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 RECE'VED
Washington, DC 20554

APR 2 411997

. S .
Federa! szggnmmt:ons Corr ission
fiice of Secratary

Dear Chaiman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-85, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and lllinois District 28, Local unit Pleasantdale 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, 1987. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1898. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

o 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 a 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
that one rating system,;

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

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

s 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,

ﬁﬁ w7 Aotrens ﬁw
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Traritweed PTA
Creatirig Masterpizess $irie Child at a Time

March 18, 1997

REGENED
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission APR 2 41997,
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 | e
Washington, DC 20554 ’ B oIt

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 Trantwood Elementary School PTA to voice
my oppeosition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. The rating symbols: TV-Y, TV-Y7, TV-G, TV-PG, TV-14, and TV-M
do not provide parents with sufficient information about the content of individual programs.

The FCC should_ not approve the industry rating system.

In order to make a decision on what is appropriate TV programming for children, parents need to
know if there is Violent Content (V), Sexual Content & Nudity (S), Adult Language (L), and
whether it is "occasional," "frequent," or "widespread."

Further, the rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more pominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program, the rating board itself should
be independent of the industry and the FCC and include parents; and any rating system approved
by the FCC should be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our families.

Ko sl

Member of the Trantwood Elementary School PTA O
Virginia Beach, VA No. of Copies res'd
tist Agf BL

Sincerely,

cc: Joan Dykstra, President, National PTA

Wantwood PTA - 2344 Inlynnview Road, Virginia Beach, VA 23454 - (757) 496-6777



April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners =0y, o
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 2 4 196
Washington, DC 20554 R 7

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

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

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and as
K that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

1. 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).

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

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

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

5. 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,

W i), msw



April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RECES

c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 APR 94 1067
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE; CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

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

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and as

K that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

1. 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).

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

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

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

5. 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,

7(%, (P S5Hein



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners APR
clo Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 e e s
Washington, DC 20554 I T

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and llinois District 28, Local unit Pleasantdale 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, 1987. 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 falt which
demonstrate overwheliming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content

information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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 a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

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

« That the rating the 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,

Crondo. Gowmp
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April 7, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Loy E D
¢/o Federal Communications Commission ’
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222 APR 2 41997
Washington, DC 20554

Federsic .
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Sesuig e,

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

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

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 do not believe this sytem does

so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

H
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COMMACK PTA COUNCIL
Union Free School District No. 10
Hubbs Administration
Commack, NY 11725
April 2, 1997

oy g
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners £ “"L‘“ 5“"”' e
¢/o Federal Communications Commission ST
1919 M Street N'W. Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 APR 2 4 1907

Dear Chairman Reed Hundt and Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Commack PTA Council 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 information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major survey
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the

program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

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

e  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 information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language),

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

o  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, —
A

Nancy Caulfield

President
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April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222

Washington, DC 20354

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing 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 svmbol 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 svstem that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA. U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law. is required to determine whether the industry s rating system has met statutory

requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that

the FCC not approve the industry rating svstem. 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);

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

o 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:

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

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

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Sincerely,
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THE LAMPHERE SCHOOLS

ADMINISTRATION CENTER
31201 Dorchester

Madison Heights, Michigan 48071-1099
Telephone: (810) 589-1990

FAX: (810) 589-2618

JAMES S. McCANN THOMAS M. TADAJEWSKI

Superintendent Associate Superintendent for Business

GEORGE JESKO

T.C. ROEKLE
Deputy Superintendent

Director of Curriculum & Instruction

The Honorable Reed Hundt Spgipme: -
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 814

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I'm sure you will not remember me, but I met you in Washington at the Secretary of
Education’s Conference on Educational Technologies two years ago. At that time, you made a
presentation at the conference and spoke of an educational rate that would provide every
school and library in the country with discounted services for telecommunications. Your
remarks were well received at the conference and I'm glad to see that you are a man of your
word and that this proposal is now coming to fruition.

I would like to personally thank you for your dedication and commitment to ensure that all
schools have affordable access to the information superhighway. The proposed e-rate plan will
begin to address some of the needs of our students in our nation’s schools. This joint effort
between the government and businesses will provide the schools with the electronic
communications that will allow us to prepare our students for the workforce of tomorrow.

If our students are truly to be competitive, it will take the efforts of government, businesses,
and education working together to provide for the best educational environment for these

students. Telecommunications is the wave of the future and must be supported by all who
serve education.

In closing, I urge the FCC to fully support the Joint Board’s discount plan for the universal
service for all schools and libraries in the nation.

Thank you for your support.

Sincerely,

S. McC ’
ames cLann : -7 . 3" rr-:f:'d_,_Q__.___

Superintendent
JSMjo

Learning today . . . for tomorrow



/

Roanoke
City Public Schools

Y 0555

Office of Assistant Superintendent for Operations
P.O. Box 13145
Roanoke, Virginia 24031

April 16, 1997

APR 2 2 1577
The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman Foioe

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

Washington, D.C. 20554
Dear Chairman Hundt:

The Roanoke City Schools strongly supports efforts by the Federal
Communications Commission to provide public school access to telecommunication
services at substantial discounts. Our local telephone communication provider charges
$450 annually as the cost for operating one ISDN telephone line. The Schools have 622
telephone lines which is an annual cost of $279,900 to the taxpayers.

We urge the Federal Communications Commission to enact rules that would
provide substantial discounts to public school systems particularly those systems that
have a large percentage of disadvantaged children. in determining the amount of
discounts available to school districts, telephone communication providers should use
the percentage of free lunch or reduced lunch children as a determinant in the
establishment of the discount schedule.

It is in the best interest of the public that school systems be provided the lowest
cost access to telecommunication services. The discount will encourage school systems
to expand student access to information tecnnoiogy with empnasis on faciiitating access
for low-income students who are less likely to have such access at their home.

Thank you for your support in this matter.

RANY |

Richard L. Kelley
Assistant Superintendent for Operations

re ' A C'\) }

Excellence in Education
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Aloma Elementary School PTA

2949 Scarlet Road
Winter Park, Florida 32792
(407) 672-3100

hairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners o o L// 9
C CRET T Y o e

c/o Federal Communications Commission HECENED

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 _

Washington, DC 20554 APR 2 41997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: Ful : U

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

1 am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the &Mﬂ_ (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on

the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 1 (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 asV
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad encugh 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,

Mo f1 bt s O

vodad
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BETH L. ROOF

2319 Ridgeway Dr. SE
Cedow Rapids; IA, 52403

April 11,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners RECEIVED
c¢/o Federal Communications Commissions ,
1919 M Street NW Room 22 APR 2 4 1997,

Washington, DC 20554 Foderl |
era t,rfeggsurmaﬁmfs Core ission
Uiee of Secretny

» . . WS
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-34

I am writing as a member of my local PTA chapter at McKinley Middle School in Cedar
Rapids, Iowa, to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV Programming for their children.
Parents do not want the television industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. A rating system without content descriptions on the screen or not publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is not adequately informing viewers.

The FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe the current system
met these requirements and request the following actions:

- that the FCC should accept on rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction)
and L (for strong language);

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

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

Thank'you for your consideration.

/
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April 1997

RECEIvER
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission APR 2 41997,
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222 Federe:
Washington, DC 20554 o

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 Grinnell Elementary School PTA to voice my
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating -
Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U. 5. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.

Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

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

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

e That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parent to receive more than one
rating system;

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, bamotaptommunlyplaoedon_;he
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

e That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent resea.rch‘ 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,




April 15, 1997

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

Fednrsi < -
Washington, D.C. 20554

TLr s ssion
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti 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 demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs. Parents want to make choices
themselves about what 1s best for their children, 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 1s required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has 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, many feel this would be best:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry’s 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 languagey;

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.

/Slncﬁly,
z‘,’ﬂ

Peggy cock
West Jordan, Utah
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APR 2 4 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cfo Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.'W,, Room 222

Washington, DC 20354

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as

prescnted by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997, The

rating symbol on the TV screen docs nol provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major survevs released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelining parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information .
about the content of programs were conducied by the National PTA, U5, News and World Report, and :
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpretl what is best for their

children. Parents want 1o make those choices themselves based on content information about the

program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screcn and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no use.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 1 do not believe this svstem dogs 5o 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 svstem. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating svstem that does not include content information about programs such ass V (for

Violence). S {for sexual depiclion and nudity) and L (for language):

-That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parcnts Lo receive more that onc
raling syslem:

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more [requently during the coursc of a progran:

-That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that il 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 o chifdren and families.

Sincerely,



[ Atfention, Smokers
| Are You Ready o Quit?

Reach Out West End is offering a smoking |: :
: |cessation class for parents, in cooperation with|: *
: | the Upland Unified School District.
2| The class will be held on Tuesday evenings{: :
;| from 6:00 to 7:00 pm for a six week period. Thel:

. |meetings will be held ar the Reach Qut office: 1231 !
: |East 9cth Screet, Suite 202, in Upland (directly |+
. |across the street from the Upland Bakery).
: Though the class is free, there is a $20 material
: |fee. Enrollmenct is limited, so call now (909-982.-1;
- |8641) for the beginning date of the next class.

s

.............................................

.............................................

. * | kindergarten registraton for next year. If you have |

Get on the Infernet

|

Join the Enterprise for

electroniz  commuanication

Economic|: :
' Excellence—a nonprofit coalition dedicated two|: :
building San Bernardino County {nto a naconal|: :
- model  of and|: *
commerce—and get on the Internet with linkup. ! :
Accessing the Internet through linkup costs|; :
*ljust $15 a month and 8% of that will go to the{: *
- {Upland Unified School Districe! Call 386-7168. :

Moving Over
The Summer?

Will you be moving over the summer!? If so, the | &

- | office staff would appreciate hearing from you.

[n our efforts to project next year’s enrollment, | :

: Ilivis helpful to know who will not be recurning for |-
: | the ‘9798 school year. Please call the office as soon | :

as possible with any information you can give usi:

- jregarding your student’s residency for next year.

Also,

remember, we have started taking|:

. 1 |achild who will be five by December 2 of this vear,
- - |he/she is eligible to enroll for the fall. [f you have a |-
;| neighbor who has a child who qualifies, please tell i

and Help Upland Schools! é

them about pre-registration,

...............................................................................................

.................................................................................................

Kindergarten Registration

During the week of April 14-18 the office will

:| be accepring registration for kindergarteners for
;| Pepper Tree's 9798 school year. Pre-registration
:| helps the school anticipate enrollment figures for
the upcoming school year. This information then
;) gives input into the decision making of how many
- kindergarten classes/teachers will be needed in
September. Therefore, if you know of a neighbor or
| friend who lives in Perner Tree boundarnes and has

a student eligible for kindergarten in che fall, please
encourage them to register the week of April [4-18.
A child needs to be five years of age by
December 2, 1997 to enroll for the ‘97-98 school
year. The State law requires legal proof of birth,
proof of immunizations (unless your child has a
medical condidon prohibiting immunizations or
immunizations are against your personat belief), and
verification of residence (currenc utilicy bill).

If you will be needing the Pepper Tree Day
Care, and you do not currently have a child
enrolled in i, vou need to enroll your
kindergartener on Monday, April 14, Duv Care
openings are wvailable on a tirst come, first served
hasis starting on Monday, April 14.




