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• 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 a~low 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. We are shaping the minds
of our future. Please provide parents the tools they require
so that each child may develop their full potential without
messages we feel would be harmful.

Sincerely,

~0{Y1~
Jane M. Bernhard
First Vice President and
Federal Legislation Chairman



Jeanie Barry
P.o. Box 130

Battle Creek, Nebraska 68715
(402) 675-5191

April 3, 1997

Chairman Hundt & FFC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W. Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

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

Please be advise that the Nebraska Mother's Association oppose the rating

+""stem proposed by Mr. Valenti.

'"
The rating symbol does not, in our opinion,

provide adequate information for parents to make a decision about the contents

of a TV show. We believe the system should provide accurate information on

sex, violence and language in the show.

The rating must also be shown larger on the screen and shown more often.

Family viewing should be top priority••• not the TV industry. The purpose of

American Mothers Inc. is ••• TO STRENGTHEN THE MORAL AND SPIRITUAL FOUNDATIONS

OF THE FAMILY AND HOME. To do this, we need the help and support of our Congress-

men and the TV industry.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

J e-anie Barry
Nebraska Mother's Association

cc: Joan Dykstra
330 N. Wabash
Chicago, IL 60611-3690
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April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communcations Commissions
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 behalfofthe National PTA and the South Dakota State PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair oftile 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 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. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, the following is
requested:

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 ofa program~

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

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
reasearch to determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

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



o

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55

Dear Commissioners:

As Station Manager ofKTBS, Inc., I am writing to express my strong approval ofthe 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.

At our station, we have received very little comment about the ratings.

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

Sincerely,

~0~
Station Manager

GS/bkb
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Wilton ~;;,:w~

Telephone , ):1:~r'

Company ":',;,fi
",·afi'f ~

410 Cedar Street. Wilton. Iowa 52778. Office phone (319)732-2470. FAX (319)732-3534

April 4, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

1urge you to adopt the recommendations submitted to you in an ex parte of March 26 by the state members of the
Federal-State Joint Board. That ex parte urges the FCC to adopt the Febmary 13. 1997 Rural Telephone Company
Transition Plan proposed by the United States Telephone Association and lhe Rural Telephoue Coalition.

The Joint Board recommendation would~ federal universal service support, which is essential for maintaining
aflordable telephone rates, at past investment levels on a per line basis for rural telephone companies. This freeze
would chiU any incentive for rural telephone companies to invest in new infrastructure and would cause severe damage
to economic development in rural communities throughout the nation. The effect also could cause local rates to
increase. For instance, companies with commitments to upgrade infrastructures, or under a state mandate to do so, will
have to request rate increases in order to maintain financial stability.

The Joint Board recommendation would also cut off support for most business lines and all second residences or second
lines in residences in high cost areas. This cut off,would'Ba11IO idlmediate and significant decrease in the amount of
universal service support these consumers'linesreceive. Negative conseqUences of this proposal include:

... significantly higher cost of Internetuage for rural households and businesses that
use a second line for their comp••~;

... increased prices for telecommunicatiOOssenices, so vital as an incentive for
businesses to locate or remain in rural areas;

... administrative nightmares in attempting to figure out which lines fit in the
supported versus an unsupported category.

It is essential that the FCC encourage investment in, and maintain affordable access to modern telecommunications
services for all Americans, not just the high-end users. Your support for a fair universal service transition plan for mral
telephone companies and rural consumers is vital to the future rural economic development ofour nation.

Please consider how importent it is to modifY the Joint Boerd'fiI recommendations to promote continu~frastructure

investment and affordable access for all the citizens of The United States.

Sincerely,

~f'f\.~0-~
Diana M. Gradert, President
Wilton Telephone Company

00: FCC Commissioners

Service Since 1901



April 2, 1997

Reed Hundt,
Chairman, FCC
1919 M Street, NW,
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to you to express my opinion. on the turning over new
frequencies on the broadcast spectrum valued at $50 billion or more to the
existing TV station owners. I think such a give away is a travesty. These
airwaves belong to the American people, but Washington politicians have
decided to allow the FCC to surrender this precious national resource -­
asking nothing in return.

Although there is wide agreement among Americans that today's TV
broadcasters pollute the airwaves with mind-numbing violence,
sensationalism and sleaze, many politicians in Washington want the FCC to
bestow yet more broadcasting power on these same corporations. Only
companies that currently hold a TV license -- like Disney, General Electric,
Westinghouse, Murdoch -- will be eligible to receive the additional
frequencies. The new spectrum makes it possible for each current license
holder to broadcast four or more channels in addition to the current one.

Why not diversify the airwaves by diversifying control over these new
frequencies?

Disney, GE and the other media conglomerates already have abundant
communications power. Shouldn't some of the new spectrum be put to non­
commercial use? Shouldn't some of the new broadcasting power be allocated
to non-profit organizations, educational institutions and groups representing
workers, consumers or environmental concerns?

STOP THE GIVEAWAY. DIVERSIFY CONTROL OVER THE AIRWAVES.

S~ttF"1co. Iggms
3537 Lakeshore Avenue
Oakland, CA 94610



March 25, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commissions
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 behalfofthe National and local 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 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 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 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 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 include content information about programs such as V,
S, and L.

• That the rating board be independent ofthe 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 ifit
meets the needs of parents.

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

Sm-Iy, j)t!;l 1M -.
Q~ ~iA-eb~Lt-f

Donald 'and Clara Gardiner/Concerned Parents
Fairfield, CA

2tt3.3 S~f)ia t:>J~
~~'e[dJ Or- QI.f6:33



April 2, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W., Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

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

Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa, Oklahoma,
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented on Janumy 17, 1997, by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating and Implementation Group. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make informed decisions about what is or is not
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys were conducted by the PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper; released last fall, those surveys clearly demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents more information about the content
of television programming.

Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on solid content information made available to them. Any rating system
which does not provide content description on the screen, as well as information clearly publicized in
written TV periodical programming guides, is basically useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies have met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe the proposed system does so and
ask that the FCC reject this proposed 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, placed in a more prominent location 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 ofparents.

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

$
SincerelY, ~,

SeE. Shepherd
851 ast 78th Place
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74133



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:

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

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by 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 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 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 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 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 ofparents.

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

Sincerely,



Mrs. Bonnie S. Mucha
10 West Elgin Court

Newark, DE 19702-4005

April 5, 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 Comdussioners;

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PfA, the Joseph M. McVey PfA and the Delaware
State PfA 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.

Three major surveys conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News« World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper Center indicate an overwhelming preference by parents for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is appropriate for their children's viewing. 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 'IV
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, 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.

SA'.:lY, , ,l 'nA __~
~~¥'/~
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April 5, 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

We are writing on behalfof the National PfA and the lB. Watkins Elementary School PfA 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 tlris fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PfA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CentetlRoper 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 violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chipbandbroad 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,

The Executive Board of the lB. Watkins PfA
501 Coalfield Road
Midlothian, Va. 23113



April 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt & Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Boyceville Area 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 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:

- 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,

~S'rl/~
Boyceville Area PTA Board Members



.April], 1997

Chairman J{eed J{undt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 .AISt NW ::R-oom 222
Wasltin(1fon. DC 20554

XE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman J{undt and Commissioners:

i am mltlng on behalfoftlte National rr.A and tlte :;R...lce Elementary 'PT.A to voice
my opposItIon to tlte ll-cltip rating system as presented byJack Valenti. ChaIr ofthe
TIl:;R...atlng implementation Group. on January 17.1997. The rating symbol on tlte
TIlscreen does not provide sufficient content Information so that parents can make
decisions about what Is approprIate TIlprogramlng for tltelr cltildren. Major
surveys IndIcate that parents do not want the TIllndustry to Interpret what Is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices tltemselves based on content
Information about tlte program. .Anv ratIng system WIthout content descriptions on
the screen and publlslted In perIodicals that carry TIlscheduling Is useless.

The FCC. bv law, Is required to determIne wltether the Industry's rating system has met
tlte statutory requirements oftlte Telecommunications .Act of1996.1 do not believe
tltis S1/stem does so and ask that tlte FCC not approve tlte Industry rating S1/stem.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an Issue so Important to cltildren and
famIlies.

~~cerelV" ~.
~v
laurIe Dingman
:;R...lce Elementary rr.A 'PresIdent
16840 J{1flV 25 N
::R-!ce. ;Un 56367

I'!



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Fede~al Communications Commission
1919 M Stree~N.W, Room 222
Washington, ,be 20554

.'''~','1L...J~':·~(·'' -<f,:,·

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am S writing on behalf of the Nati~nal PTA and the~ Oocal, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my~ opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating'1'iiiPlementation 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 Sl,1rveys 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 th,e following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept n'o 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,

Your Name
Town, State

)



ISLIP PTA COUNCIL
79 FREEMAN AVENUE

ISLIP, NEW YORK

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

11751

March 31, 1997

...~

/

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Islip 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 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:

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,

Anna Ferrara
President
Islip PTA Council

cc: Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA



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

/J ~. . ~ ~~iting on behalf of the National PTA and the(~d t=>7fI
~ to voice .. (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as pr~sented 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. M~or 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,ittdustry's rating system has met statutory .
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.. W..l. 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 ~CC
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 prominendy placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy 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 conunent on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



April 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

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~ J

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 CWpropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released.this falhvhich demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content o(progclms
were conducted by the National PTA, U. 5. 'NClClS and World Xeport and Media Studies

I

CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves basedOlLc.ontentinformation 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 stat1~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... 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 systemthat does-not. include cootent informat:ion-abQut
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual dgliction and nu~) 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 bemadeJargery-be more prominently placed a:tthe
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofaprogram;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the-FCC and thatit include parents;
and

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

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and famil,ies.

Sincerely,
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645 E 112th ~ti'eet

Chicago, Illinois 60628

April 2, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing as a parent of two grade school children to express my opposition to the v-chip
rating system that was proposed 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 we as parents can make our decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for our children. 1would prefer a rating system that includes content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language). A rating board should be independent of the TV industry and should include parents.
Please vote against the Valenti proposal and approve a system which allows parents to make
better informed decisions about their children's TV viewing.

Sincerely,

Beverly Ash-Larson
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March 14,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt aDd FCC Commissioners
clo FodcJal Communic:ations Commission
Office ofthe'Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, OC 20554
e-mail addn::ss: vchip@fcc.gov

BE: CS Dcx*etNumber 91-SS, FCC 97-34

Dear Chainnan Hundt aDd Ccmmis.ioaers:

I am writiDa to voice my oppositicn to the v-cbip ratiDa IyItan IS proIftItod by Jack ValeDti, Chair ofthe TV RatiDa
Implemcatation Group, OIl January 17, 1997. The ratiDa symbol OIl the TV ICIICD does not provide sufticicnt cootent
infOrmatico 10 that panats can make cIclcisicas about wbat is~TV PlOIfIInmiDa for their cbiIdn:n. Major
surveys released this fall, coaducted by the Naticaal PTA, u.s. News awl World &pon, aDd Media Studies
Center/Roper, demoastrate overwbcImiDa pataIta1pI.~ for a ratiDa syItan tbat provides informatiOIl to paRIItI
about the c:oatent ofprograms. Parenti do DOt want the TV iDdustry to iDterpret what is bolt for their children.
Parenti want to make those cboi~ tbanlclves based OIl propam CODtaIt information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-scr=l aDd publicized in TV scbeduIes, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the iDduatry's rating system meets the statutory reCl"" 1= tI of
the Te1ccomntuDications Act of 1996. I do not believe tbattbis system does so, aDd therefore.... tb8t:1M''PCC
declme to approve the industry rating system as propoIOd by the TV RatiDa ImplemaJtatialGnup. lDstead, I
request the fonowing: .

'i,.,

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes COIItaIt informatioo about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) aDd L (for 1aDaJua&e);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to roceive more than one ratiDa system;

• 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;

• The ratiDs board be iDdepeDdent oltbe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by iDdcpendcd research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparent$. .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March 1997

Chalonan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo 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

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 prov1de sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what Is
appropriate TV proQI'8I!ImlngJor'J,helr cI1l1d~._ Major ~rveys rele8S8d this f~l~ _
demonstnIte overwhelming parent pntference for a I1ItIng system that gives parents Information
about the content of programs were conducted by the NatIonal PTA. U.S. News end World
Repott, and Media Studies centerJRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
Is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themsetves based on content
infonnation about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that cany TV Scheduling Is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to delennlne 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 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 Infonnatlon 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
delennine if it meets the needs of parents.

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

SincerelyI •
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March 1997

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

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Colerain Middle 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 releasedihis 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 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 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.
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