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Hr. Reed Hundt,. Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
1919 "H'~ Street
Washingto~DC 20054

RE: PETITION NO. 2499
DATE:__ '/- /7- ·7

Gentlemen:

RECEIVED

:APR 2 4·1997

I

Fed~;·:.:

f"JQ. of Ccpies rac'd, _
Ust ABeDi::

I am ~Americanand proud ofmy heritage. I am also very much aware ofthe place
religious faith bas pJaycd in the freedom we as Americans now enjoy. Ther::fore~ I protest any
human effort to remove from radio and television any programs designed to show faith in GOD
or a SUPREME BEmG or to remove CHRISTMAS SONGS, CHRISThlAS PROGRAJ.V1S or
CHRISTI.1AS CAROLS from Public Air WaY'~ School or Office Buildings.

Smccre/y,~ 4~
Name ~p ftlU'O
Address ,50A [14-- ~ l.j{)-7J;<.3

SzW~1 5C ~1Q



March 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-65, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

APR 2 4"997
Federal Co~~ unications COr,1II iss/on

Ofnt~ of Secret;ry

o

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Illinois Distrk::t 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, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make deeiIions about what is
appropriate TV programming for theird1Hdnan. Major surveys rel••••d this fal which
demonstnIIe overwhelming parent prefenM1ce for a rating 8YIt8m that gives p&rents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Repott, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. ParenIs do not want the TV Industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themset-teS based on content
Infonnation about the program. Any rating syItem without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized In periodicals that cany 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 Ad of 1986. we do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the Industry rating system. Instead, we AtqUeSt 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 inciude 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;

• 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
detennine If It meets the needs of parents.

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

Sincerely,

tp~v;?~t?~

No. of Copies rec'd
List ASCDE '----



Trartt;w~@e, 1'T0-
c"reat;i.rti ~a8t;t'rJit'ct'8 ~:rtt· Cth.ils at; aTimt·

March 18~ 1997 .

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o·Federal·Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

APR 2 4,1997,

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Trantwood 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. The rating symbols: TV-Y, TV-Y7, TV-G, TV-PO, TV-14, and TV-M
do not provide parents with sufficient information about the content of individual programs.

The FCC should Dot approve the industry rating system.

In order to make a decision on what is appropriate TV programming for children, parents need to
know ifthere 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 andinclude parents; andany 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.

SincerelY/&-~/~
Member ofthe Trantwood Elementary School PTA
Virginia Beach, VA

cc: loan Dykstra, President, National PTA

ND. of Copies rc:'d_~_
UstABCGE

lrontwood PTA •2344 Inlynnview Road, Virginia Beach, VA 23454· (757) ~6-6777



April 4, 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

APR 2 4 1997

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 ofprograms 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,

~~j lfvlS)'I{

o
-------_._- --_..-.._--



April 4, 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

R.

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 infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms 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 infonnation about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and 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 infonnation 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,

~8.s4~

cJ
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March 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

APR 2 4 1997

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Illinois 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, 1997. The rating symbol on·the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content infannation so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA. U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies centerlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indUstry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Ad. 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 depld.ion 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;

• 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 inciude 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,

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



April 7, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Feder:li

RECEIVEr)

APR 2 4· 1997

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ellendale Elementary PTA, Shelby County
Council, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 19~17. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so thi:tt parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this sytem does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating systc~m. Instead, we request the
follOWing:

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

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

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

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

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

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

oNo. of Ccp;es rc::'d'-- _
UstABGDE

Sincerely,



.,------------

COMMACK PTA COUNCIL
Union Free School District No. 10

Hubbs Administration
Commack, NY 11725

April 2, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Reed Hundt and Commissioners:

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

APR 2 4 1997

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:

• 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);

• 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 ofa 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,

Nancy Caulfield
President

/kz

No. of Copit)s r('<~'d_
I

D



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W .. Room 222
Washington, DC 2055~

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-3~

APR 2 4: 1997

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 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 PIA 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 has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for "iolence). 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,



THE LAMPHERE SCHOOLS
ADMINISTRATION CENTER
31201 Dorchester
Madison Heights, Michigan 48071-1099
Telephone: (810) 589-1990
FAX: (810) 589-2618

JAMES S. McCANN
Superintendent

GEORGEJESKO
Deputy Superintendent

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

April 17 1997

APR 2 4 1997

THOMAS M. TADAJEWSKI
Associate Superintendent for Business

T.e. ROEKLE
Director afCurriculum £1 Instruction

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,

]SM:jo

~~.~~
~sS.McCann

Superintendent

Learning today . .. for tomorrow

rcc'd._---



Roanoke-----------------------------.,

City Public Schools

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

April 16, 1997

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N. W.
'1\,........:......+0... D r ")O~~A
"Y<A.)II"I~'- • 'I ."'- • .. ...,..J...,-.

Dear Chairman Hundt:

r, .

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 emphasis on fac..iiitating access
for low-income students who are less likely to have such access at their home.

Thank you for your support in this matter.

Richard L. Kelley
Assistant Superintendent for 0

re

'---------------- Excellence in Education -------------'



Aloma Elementary School PTA
2949 Scarlet Road

Winter Park, Florida 32792
(407) 672-3100

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

APR 2411997

I am (we are) wliting on behalf of the National PTA and the 1\ IOcY)oYTe Qocal, 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.i.0rld 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 reqt1!!"e aV-chip band broad enough th;lt would allmv 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,



'BErn L. ROOf

2319 'R.~~VY.Sf
ced4u- 'R.ap~ LA, 52403

April 11 ,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M Street NW Room 22
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-34

RECEIVED

APR 2 4 1997/

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 intorming 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 (tor violence), S (tor 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.



April 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

RECEIVED

APR 2.. j199].
Fedemi

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Grinnell Elementary School PTA to voice my
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Ratin..,g I

Implementation. Group, on. January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does net provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is lY'propriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys releaseclthis fall which demonstrate overwheh$g
parEllt preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the ca:rtent of.progr8ms
were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Xeport, and Media Studies

I

CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to intetpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based.oo..content-infonnation 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.thaindustry's..rating system bas met statu~ry
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..Jnsteadwarequest 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.nat.incJude content infonnation abQut
programs such as V ( for violence), S (for sexual ~iction and nudity) and L (for'
language);

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

• That the rating icon on the TV screen bemade..1argeI:rbemore prominently placed. ClI4he
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofapro.srarn;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and tb,e.FCC and thatit include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be.evaluated by independentr~ to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

,~/b(
Q{/j1~tt Cf7Jf !I(Y7~



April 15, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

APR 24 1997

;i.:

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 is 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 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, 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 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.

~lY, OMtA-
peggy~COCk
West Jordan, Utah



N@, @f Copies rec'd 0
l~lA~COE '---------





· '. 0.2

~~.~1.A.! __ . .. ._..._. _... _. ._._._ . _...~.... . ... .. __ . _



APR 2 4 1997

March 1997

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on Januarv 17. 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen docs not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and Worfd Report, and
Media Studies CenterfRoper. 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 of no usc.

The FCC. by law, is required to (letenl1ine whether the industry's ratmg system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1990. I do 00t bdievp. this systcm docs so and ask that
the FCC not approve the indust!)' rating system. Instead. we request the following:

-That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the FCC
should aeeept no rating system that docs not include content information about programs such ass 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 morc that one
rating system:

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

-That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includc parents: and

-That any rating system approvcd by the FCC be evaluated by independent rescareh to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

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

[\



----

- - --_.---

• •- -

~
I
~
Ii

•'.. ~
.wI

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

• I

;I
: I

: r
Attention, Smokers! .,

A \I. 0 .~re IOU I'eady to Quit? ~ ~!
Reach Out West End is offering a smoking I: :I

cessation class for parents, in cooperation with : :
the Upland Unified School District. . .

The class will be held on Tuesday evenings
from 6:00 to 7:00 pm for a six week period. The
meetings will be held at the Reach Out office: 123
East 9th Street, Suite 202, in Upland (directly
across the street from the Upland Bahry).

Though the class is free, there is a $20 material
fee. Enrollment is limited, so call now (909-982­
864l) for the beginning date of the next class.

I Get on the Internet I
~ and Help Upland Schools! '~

Join the Enterprise for Economic
: 'I' Excellence-a nonpr~fit waHtlOn dedicated to
. bUlldmg San Bernardmo Counry into a national
: \model of electronic cvrnrn.unicatton and

commerce-and get on the Internet with linkup.
Accessing rhe Internet through linkup costs

just $15 a month and 8% of that will go to the
Upland Unified School District! Call 386-7168.

MOVing Over
The Summer?

Will you be moving over the summer? If so, the
office staff would appreciate hearing from you.

In our efforts to prOject next year's enrollment,
it is helpful to know who will not be returning for
the '97·'98 school year. Please call the office as soon
as possible with any information you can give us
regarding your student's residency for next year.

Also, remember, we have starred taking
kinderganen registration for next year. [f you have
a child who will be five by December 2 of chis year,
helshe is eligible to enroll for the falL [f you have a
neighbor who has a child who qualifies, please tell
them abour pre-registration.

~

I I- -
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l-"lKindergarten Registration

During the week of April 14-18 the office will
be accepting registration for kindergarteners for
Pepper Tree's '97·98 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 mall"
kinderganen classeslteachers will" be needed i~
September. Therefore, if you know of a neighbor or
friend who lives in Penf\~rT rcc b0unJanes and has


