
'arch 25, 1997

irman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
'~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

f am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Preston Elementary School PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is aPPl'iOpriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this faU which demonstrate oV!3rwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content c,f programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and MecHa Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their childre~n. 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 ml::tt statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does::~o and ask
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 pronrams 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 !iCreen, 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 paumts; and

5) That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research t(1 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,

bCUO~iclt~~
DQtU'1 N\'chol~

?(e~-m<\ )\J\D' ;J \lo55""



Thomas O'Brien Academy of
Science and Technology

Lincoln Park
Albany, NY 12202
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: CD Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and our 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
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.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program.

We are requesting the following: that the FCC require a V-chip band
broad enough that would 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 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 the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
our children and families.

Sincerely,

cPJA 9Ae!A>
John Portelli~
PTA President
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PTSA
MT. LEBANON HIGH SCHOOL

155 Cochran Road
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15118

April 2, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Mt. Lebanon High School PTSA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group. 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 1966. We do dot 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 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 if it meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

~.4n~PL
Betsy Henderson
President, Mt. Lebanon High School PTSA
Mt. Lebanon, PA



Dixie and Jerry Partridge
1817 Marshall Ct.
Richland, WA 99352

April 1, 1997

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

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

Dear Commissioners and Chairman Hundt:

We write to object to the rating system for television
presented by Jack Valenti. That system does not provide
enough information, nor accurate enough information, to help
parents make decisions about TV programming.

Parents need more information, and then to be left to
decide. The TV industry should not simply try to interpret
what age levels are appropriate, but provide enough
information that a sound decision can be made by parents.

Both the screen and periodicals that carry TV scheduling
should carry information about program content: V (violent
content); S (sexual depiction or nudity); and L (bad
language). Also we request that the rating icon be left
longer on the TV screen and appear more frequently in the
programs.

Please allow any rating system approved by the FCC to
undergo evaluation by independent groups and research as to
whether it adequately meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

s~.nr:~y, "<) . ~.
-~ {/~~
~ c£- l--£;;t;- f

o ie Partridge ~~
Jerry A. Partridge
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

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

r am (we~re) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the -Rc}'al v,·e.·W E"Jement-avy
S e,.hool l'TA to voice my {ourj'oppdsition 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

~ ,1' .-

about what is ~pl'ropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstr~c5'verwhelmingparent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and H/orfd 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 i!1furmatjoo'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 a rove the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
s ou. accept no rating system t at oes 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,



April 6, 1997

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

o

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair 0 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 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 ofTelecommunications Act of 19%. 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 circumstance 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.

$:lofn. Q.- ~
Lisa M. Rager I~
Silver Spring, Maryland

~o. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE ----
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April 3,1997

Chairman R.ed Hundt &
FCC Co",,,,lssion.rs
c/o Fed 1Co",,,,unicatlon. Co"''''lssion
1919 II St t, NW, Roo", 222
Wa.hington DC

Dur Chairman Hundt and Co",,,,luloners:

RE: CS Dock.t No. 97-11, FCC 97-34

I .... writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Liberty EI.",.ntary PTA In
Weirton, west Virginia to voice Illy opposition to the V-ehlp nltlng syste", a.
p.....nted by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating I"'pl.....ntatlon Group on
January 17,1997. Th....tlng .ymbol on the TV .creen do•• not provld•
• ufflcl.nt content Information so that we as pa...nts can make decision.
about what I. approprlat. TV prog...m",lng for our chlld n. .ajor .urveys
...Ieased thl. Fall which demon.trat. ov.rwh.lm.... pa nt prefe...nc. for a
...tlng .ystem tltat gives parent. Information about tile content of the
prog..."'. w.re conducted by the National PTA, U.s. N.w. and World R.port,
.nd ••dla StudI.. C.nter/Rop.r. P.rents do not want the TV Indu.try to
interpret what I. best for our children. P....nts want to make choices
the",.elv•• ba.ed on cont.nt Inform.tion .bout the prog...m. Ally rating
.yst.", without content description. on the sc n and publi.hed in
periodlc.l. that carry TV scheduling I. us .

Th. FCC, by L.w, I. required to det.rmlne wheth.r the industry'. nltlng
.ysteM h.. met .tatutory requi...",ents of the T.lecom",unlcation. Act of
1191. I do not beli.v. this .yst.m doe••0 .nd a.k tltat the FCC not approve
the industry rating .y.tem. In.tead, we requ••t til. following:

That under no circum.t.nce••hould the FCC .pprove the Indu.try'•
...ting .yst.m. Furtlter, the FCC should acc.pt no rating .yst.... th.t does not
include cont.nt inform.tlon .bout progra",. such •• V (for vlol.nce), S (for
sexu.1 d.plction and nudity) .nd L (for '.ngu...);

Th.t the FCC require a V-ehip band broad .nough that would allow
pa.....ts to receive ",ore th.n one rating .ystem.

That the ...tlng Icon on the TV .cre.n be mad. larger, more
prominently pI.ced on tlte sc....n, .nd .ppear more frequ.ntly during tit.
course of the prog...m.

~o of Copies rec'd 0
::,t "BCDE ------

.. ,..•..~..... -...------



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

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
Independent research to determine If It meets the needs of parents.

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

Respectfully submitted,

~Q~x!
Donald & Karen S. Mentzer
153 Clay Street
Weirton WV 28082



April 3, 1997
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RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ~~ ~

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:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the McClure PTA (representing 394 members) to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as 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 given 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 Act 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 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 ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

The Executive Board (representing 394 members)
McCiure'PTA
McKeesport, PA

()P. S. Names ofour Executive Board are attached.
~o, of Copies rec'd
L,st ABCDE ----
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tk" Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission

Office of the Seaet.y

1919 M Steet N.W.. Room 222

De. tk. Reed and the FCC Commission.

I am writing to let you know that I s1rongly c.lsapp'ove of the new Industry

Proposed Age-Based Rating System. I do not want the T.V. Industry decidng what is

acceptable fer my child'en to watch. This rating system is way too vague and fails to

p"ovide pwents with specific inf<l'mation about the content of p"ograms. I strongly

urge you to Yote against this unwise system. We need a system that is cle..,

p"ovidng enou~ infermation to explain how much violence, sexual content. nudty

and adult language a p"ogram contains. The National PTA has some good

suggestions on such systems. I urge you to consider requiing a mere drect system to

be implemented.

o
No. of Copies rec'd'----__
UstABCDE



.-
March 31, 1997'

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Arkansas State 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 Vorld 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 Telecommunication 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);

The 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 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

Rose Halliday
Everton, Arkansas



Your letter must'be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communicati~ms Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Rl10m 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 Hot ace Mann (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 thelr chil
dren. Parents want to make ~hose 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 require(.l to deterniine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 19.96. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not apprO're the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

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

• That the FCC require aV~·chip band broad enough that would allmv parents to receive more than
one rating systel11;;

• 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 <om.ment on an issue so important to children and families.



March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications 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 Valencia Elementary School PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does DOt
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industIy 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 ofl996. 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 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 ofparents.

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



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. 97-34

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 January 17, 1997.
The ratirig symooronthe TV screenaoesnot provlae-sUfficlentco11teilfinfotInation so we, as
parents, can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for our 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, Us. 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 ic{)n o~JheTV scree~l:>~l!la_Qe lar-&er,-_J!1Q~-pr~~~ntlyplaced 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 includes
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.

Best Regards,



March 1997,

Chainnan 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 provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decistons about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children... Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overWhelming fjariK1t pref8iince tOt aiiliilg sysfem1hat giveS parent5lntormation
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News 8tId World
Repott, and Media Studies C8nterlRoper. 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 determine whether the Industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not befieve this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely.



April 2, 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 Maybeury Elementary School PTA to
voice our opposition to the V-chip rating system as 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. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.

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 we 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 depictions 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,

~c~':/£-



···-····-···----···-------------r,~'''",,'''1

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 Hundt and Commissioners:

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

On behalf of the National PTA and the Hershel V. Jenkins High School PTSA.
I voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997. Sufficient
information is not provided as to assist parents in making programming
decisions for their children.

I am of the opinion that the aforementioned system does not meet statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Therefore, the following
requests are being made:

A. 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);

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

C. 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;

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

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

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion on an issue that so vitally
affects the children and families.

Sincerely.

Rebecca C. Chaplin
Savannah, Georgia



March 24, 1997

Chairman 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

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Bayview PTA ofWest Islip, NY to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe
TV ltating 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. We want to make these choices
ourselves based on the 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 Telecommunicatio~ 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 th&-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 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 if it meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

iJomfLLnL0{~



March, 1997

Chaitman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M 81reet N.W., Room 222
Washington, IX:: 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC97-34

As a mem~ of the Natiooa! PT.~~ and the Manor Hill PTA in Lombard, Dl., 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 Jan. 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
my TV screen does not provide sufficient contentinfonnation so that 1, as a parent, can
decide what is appropriate for my family to watch.

I strongly agree with the results of major surveys released in the fan which showed that
parents don't want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. I want to
make those choices myself, based on content infonnation about the. program.
Furthennore, the ratings should be published in advance of a program's airing in periodicals
that carry TV schedules.

By law, the FCC is required to determine whether the indus1ry's rating system bas met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do NOT believe this
system does so. I ask the FCC NOT to approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the foUowing:

• Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's cUlTent rating
system. The FCC should accept a rating system only if it includes infonnation about the
content and frequency ofviolence (V), sexual depiction and nudity (8) and adult language
OL)· '

• The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would anow parents
to receive more than one rating system.

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

• The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC, and it
should include parents.

• Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by an independent
research source to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Though I can and often do tum off the TV in my home, it remains by far the most
petVasive influence on America's children with the potential for enonnous impact on
society. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue of utmost importance to
an of our children and families.



March 19, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Step by Step Early Childhood 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 screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that the parents can make decisionsabout 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 C()~!e~! ~fprograms ~re conductc:4 py the
National PTA, U.S.News and World Report, and Media Studies CeriterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on the 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 norating 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 receivemore than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be more prominently placed on the screen and appear during
the entire program;

• 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 if it

meets the needs ofparents.

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


