
March 1997

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

Washington. DC 2055~

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v~hip 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 Us. News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRopcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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 infomlation 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 aHow parents to receive more that one
rating system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course 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
mects the needs of parents.

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

JUN 17 1997
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C'~:~:~~0 c~ f;an~'f;tlt)r

I am writing ~m 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
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 of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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-ehip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course 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
mccts the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Sincerely,
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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
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JUN 17 1997

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
rating symbol on the TV screen docs 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 infom13tion
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA us. News and World Report. and
Media Studies Center/RolXr. 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 of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine 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 infonnation 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 that one
rating system;

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

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

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by indeIXndent research to detemline if it
meets the needs of parents.

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

{
\

Sincerely.
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Chainnan Reed Hundt May 30,1997

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W.

Washington DC 20554

Dear Sir:

RECE\VED

JUN \ 7 \997

For my high school Federal Government class, I have chosen to work on a project

concerning television censorship. A main focus of the project is the new voluntary ratings

system the television industry has created in accordance with the Telecommunications Act

of 1996.

In my research, I have found that in surveys, a large majority of parents,

approximately 79%, are reportedly dissatisfied with this rating system. The most common

complaint is that the system is not specific enough, as the networks' system only rates on

an age basis. Most parents want a system that rates programs by content, so that they can

make judgments on their own about what is and is not suitable for their children. Some

parents have pointed out that a child's age does not necessarily reflect a child's maturity.

When the FCC makes its decision on whether or not the ratings system is suitable,

it is my hope that these things will be kept in mind. I also hope that there will not be too

much of a delay until the decision is made. It is clear that most parents, for whom this was

designed, want a better, more detailed system. The television networks should have

guidance on this matter. Hopefully, an arrangement can be made that will benefit all

parties.

Matthew Howell

1693 Oxford-Trenton Road

\

Oxford OH 45056 No. of Copies re:'de- _
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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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
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 infommtion
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA US. News and rVorld 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 of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system docs 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 that one
rating system;

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

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

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detemline if it
mccts the needs of parents.

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

1
\

Sincerely,

/~J(~L
No. of Copies rec'd
Ust ABCGE ----
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W.. Room 222
Washington. DC 2055-l

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3"

JUN 17 1997
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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
rating symbol on the TV screen docs not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation
about the content 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 contcnt information about the
program. Any rating system without contcnt dcscriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system docs 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 that one
rating system;

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

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

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

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

. SinCereIY,~. // J . .
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W.. Room 222
Washington. DC 2055-l 'tr ;.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

t 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
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 Us. News and World Report. and
Media Studies Center/Ropcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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 se:\."Ual 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 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,

~o. of Copies reC'd-L
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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 2055-t

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3-t
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JUN 17 1997

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
rating symbol on the TV screen docs not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate ovenvhclming 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/Ropcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no usc.

The FCC, by law, is required to 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 that one
rating system;

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

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

\ '
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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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3"

(

RECEIVED

JU/V t 7 1997

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
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA u.s. News and World Report. and
Media Studies CenterlRopcr. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is of no usc.

The FCC, by law, is required to 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 se~aIaI 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 icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

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

-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it
mccts the needs of parents.

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

(
\

Sincerely,

No. of Copies re~'d
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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 2055~

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3"

.• REC?EIVED

JUN 17 1997

{

\

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
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming [or their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infomlation
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA Us. News and Tt'orld 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 of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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 that one
rating system~

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

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

No. of Copies rec'd
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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 2055-l

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-3-l

I a"1 writing on behalf of the National PIA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17. 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PIA 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 of no use.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 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 that one
rating system;

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

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

No. of Copies reC'd.__'__
U::;tABCDE\

Thank you for this opportunity to com~ent on an issue so important to children and families.

• Sincerely, ~~'). £/~..' l C'
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June 6, 1997

Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 L Street. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20054

Dear Mr. Hundt:

The American Association ofSchool Administrators has supported the
development of a rating system for television programs to help parents detennine what
mayor may not be appropriate for their children. In fact. we commended Jack Valenti
and the industry for their strenuous efforts in producing these ratings. At the same time,
we asked that industry representatives listen closely to educators and parents to detemrine
ifmodifications might be needed prior to the ratin~s becomin2 official.

We want you to know that we fully understand the concerns ofprodticers, writers,
directors, and programmers in maintaining creative freedom.

Since the ratings were issued. we have paid particular attention to comments
about them. Jack Valenti hosted a televised panel discussion with students during our
National Conference on Education in February. He rightly stated that people needed a
reasonable amount of time to use the ratings before rejecting them and pointed to motion
picture ratings as an example ofa system that has taken hold. During the past few weeks,
PBS aired a report on a hearing held in Peoria to gain parent. child, and community
comments. Our conclusion is that the ratings are well conceived but may need just a
slight adjustment.

1\10. of Copies rO;;'d (
l~:J·t /J,Bt:[)t: '----\

Therefore, we are recommending that the basic icons be maintained', l-Iowever, in
the TV-PO, TV-14, and TV-M categories, we would like to see added within the icon box
the letters L (for language), S (for sex), and/or V (for violence) to let parents know the
reason(s) the program received this rating. Those letters could possibly appear in
reasonably sized type in the comers of each box. This is a minimal variation tllat
preserves the excellent work of the industry while adding an element that will enhance
the utility of each of these icons, Of course, major work will need to be don~ to
encourage programmers to use the icons, to eduoate the American people about what they
mean, and to get other media, such as newspapers, to carry the designations in program
schedules.

1801 North Moore Street .... Arlington, Virginia 22209-9988 .... 703.528.0700 & Fax 703.841.' 543 & hnp:!7www.aasa,org
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We do not believe this issue should become a platfonn for people to gain political
advantage nor should it be a 'Win-loge situation for the industry Or educators and parents.
It is simply a slight modification of the icons to reflect some ofthe comments that have
come to the surface since the initial ratings were announced.

It is our hope that educators, parents, and the industry will come together on this
issue on behc.lf of our children. They are our future, and we need to treat them well.

Very best wishes.

Senior Associate Executive Director

cc: Paul Houston
Bruce Hunter
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RECE'IVED

JUN 17 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:

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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the North Ogden Junior High PTSA 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, USA 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 the
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 jf it meet the need of parents.

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

\
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