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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC gt

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997 @

-

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners
c/0 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 :
4 %ﬁ)‘% 7{// ﬁ'afo 54{/74 de / ?7” 79

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (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 0f 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 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,

Your Name ﬂ%ﬁ?/‘] ¥ ﬁ?@ﬁ?/&f 0%’ %@, /%/‘7&/0///7%'@ 7% ' J(:/ad/ M
Tow, S Kngslonv (s, 55, nit
J / '
( Jee allo ol S(/jzm#a p¢5>



NATIONAL PTA ACTION TO DATE

After conducting a national survey of our members, the National PTA held a press confer-
ence on November 21, 1996, to release our findings. We garnered exceptional press coverage
in newspapers throughout the country, on numerous radio stations, and on NBC, CBS, ABC,
FOX, and CNN.We also presented the survey results to Jack Valenti and the Television
Ratings Implementation Group for use as they devised their rating system. After the rating
group released its ratings, we voiced our opposition to the proposed system to the FCC, Mr.
Valenti, and joined almost 30 other national organizations calling for content descriptors for

television programs. And finally, we called on the FCC to accept public comment and hold
hearings on this issue.

FCC COMMENT PERIOD

On February 7, 1997, the Federal Communications Commission initiated an eight-week com-
ment period on the proposed imdustry rating system. Between February 7, 1997, and April 8,
1997, the FCC will accept comments from individuals and organizations. The Telecommuni-
cations Act of 1996 requires the FCC to “consult with appropriate public interest groups and
interested individuals from the private sector” about the industry’s voluntary plan, and then to
determine if “such rules are acceptable to the Commission.”

To file comments, you must mail an original letter or send an e-mail message by April 8,
1997 to the FCC.Your letter will be distributed to all members of the FCC and included in

the public record. All letters and e-mail messages MUST include the docket number: CS
Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34.

NATIONAL PTA CALL TO ACTION

Before April 8th, 1997, urge you and your local PTA members to contact Reed Hundt,
Chairman of the FCC to voice your opposition to the industry rating system and request a
rating system that includes program content descriptors. You can use the enclosed sample let-
ter as a guide, but a personalized letter—typed or handwritten—that includes your feelings
about this issue will have the most impact. Please submit your comments—Iletter or e-mail
message to:

Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission

Office of the Secretary

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

So that we can gauge the level of participation of PTA members to this CALL TO ACTION,
please mail, fax, or e-mail a copy of your letter to me:

Joan Dykstra, President

National PTA

330 N. Wabash, Suite 2100

Chicago, IL 60611-3690

fax: (312) 670-6783

e-mail: information@pta.org
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March 27 at 8 a.m. Those wishing to help organize the awards may attend a work party at 7 p.m.
April 24, Contact Wendy Brazeau for details.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.



Karen Zimmermap
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< QPKANSAS BROADCASTING SYSTEM
KWCH-TV12- Huwhﬂsbo%cw KBSH-TV? - Hays ¢ KBSL-TV10 - Goodland @ KBSD-TV6 - Ensign, Dodge Clty

N o April 7, 1997

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

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners;

I am the Vice President & General Manager of four VHF/CBS affiliated telewsnon stations
in Kansas:

KWCH-TV, Wichita, Kansas
KBSD-TV, Dodge City, Kansas
KBSH-TV, Hays, Kansas
KBSL-TV, Goodland, Kansas

Tam gwaré that you are evaluating the television industry’s voluntary rating system - the
TV Parental Guidelines. I would like to register my strong support for the current guidelines.

The industry has developed and implemented a voluntary ratings system that satisfies the
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, and certainly meets the standard of
“acceptability” in the Act.

The TV Parental Guidelines are so new that our four televisions stations have recetved

practically no public response....either pro or con. The minimal response we did receive was
positive.

2815 East 37th Street, North e P.O. Box 12 e Wichita, KS 67201 » Fax: (316) 838-0801 e (316) 838-1212

No. of Copies rec'd O

List ARCRE



Page 2
April 7, 1997

Federal Communications Commission

I would urge the Commission to approve the TV Parental Guidelines. These Guidelines
are a significant step in helping parents determine their family’s television viewing. They will be
even more important for parents when the “V”” chip technology arrives.

Thank you for your consideration.

Kansas Broadcasting System
KWCH-TV, KBSD-TV, KBSH-TV, KBSL-TV

RC.LL

cc: Chuck Sherman, National Association of Broadcasters
Jack West, Spartan Communications, Inc.
Nick Evans, Spartan Communications, Inc.



DLIA,
/8D

FLORIDA CONGRESS OF PARENTS AND TEACHERS

hor\ 2 @aT

Croucrmon  Reed Nundy ond Oomml'ssioms.
o federal Communicahons Comm ission
k&)o\S\r\\r\S’v-or\ o AOSSH

P»yeow- CUovrvoy Hondy o~ d Commiss i oners

T om oppesed Ho e V-chip rabina Syskm
4ok nos beer Eroposed b\1 —+he TV Kah rjgécmp)emmlalwm
GrDU\p and N\« \\o.C/\(, NValent | Aé o~ (orend O.nc}
Yeacher T wont ~ore indd-mabon concernin
oy show o thaot T cen decde whot ishesk
‘?O(‘ fY\\\ Qh'\\&xch.‘k“o W ., T weanbt to see mdre
S Ho infor~oXion l“%@v"c\‘u\i vioence. | sex OJ'\d
lonoyrage.

T Supepor Y oo Sk osed o0 Conke ny . J= nop
M Fco v\l nor Ao\ under the pressure. §rom
4 TTelenision TndusiTy ond “+heir adver hisers
Gnd  rnplement oo System  that  will nok help
Po»vu\%s malu Yhe oest Vit s ggdsioﬁg —.Q)‘r\
Aere Adren, The aperoved V-chie needs to
Vo orood enosrcn Yo A\\ao parents b ~ec)ens €
YOre Mo o~e F&Hmf‘jﬁ sySem . The s\yskem
<3\r§ow\cl c,\eo«-\-\,‘ def:i%modﬂ:_, pro]xTem conent-
at o Vivioene) < C XN ana . Qancuase \




T YComn shorlA oWp'e Jota %ec,uan\‘ Auu
C prof;ram o~ A B\\JD\J»\C\ oL N\m_,\}'\s'\\o\gl’

Yo aMNao pacahs Yo e ol e
OF P e ek crealen e e
S\,s\cm\. T Yhaa\l qcu‘\\ "C\r\ci —“hen — :)
'\r\puk\‘ oot Cru\dren Yo k= C?‘L)\A‘\—Q,
\[c~\u~c~b\c :

Plecse o Aok o oprove. +Hhe r‘O&ﬁt\a
%\)s‘&m os proposed b1 e ‘\'t/f\c\l’tsy’bq
T\r\du\&’h’\»‘ ‘

“'\/har\\(., \{Otk. ‘QDf‘ %%Vir\ﬁ rmeée. an o,oporb\n{*‘]

4o comrent  on this 15sue

Bk\cm

C Bk e

“Berh Preeoroo

Clovyuct\ PTA e sidenk
-r()\mpa) L. 33LAY



.- ?J{%ﬁ% f /(/e/
08 /
Aperi/ 7 1997 Colerdira, (a., 7/77/ RECEIVED
| APR 1 511997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Feders! "gﬁleafsocr”::rnsSIon
c¢/0 Federal Communications Commission o ey

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 (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the é/ /,‘ ﬁ 4 (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposiiion 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 sutficient 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. 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 asV
(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 parénts; 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.

/f% 2
7 ’ .//
] 4ot /2, |( /,4(
J

Sincerely,




March 1997

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

1918 M Street NW, Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

| am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Oak Grove Eiementary 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.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 iaw, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this system

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

s 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;

* 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.

Lackett ULbd
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Friday, March 21, 1997

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

1919 M Street NW, Room 222

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 and the Jayno Adams PTA to voice our opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
Jamuary 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 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 content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

o 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;

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

o 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.

e @ﬂdld *
and David Golfis
Waterford, Mi.
Gzt
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