(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

**Thatthe FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

**Thatthe rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, be 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 my family.

Sincerely,

WY'\*W\MQM Qv haani

Mo \u:m\vk R. \/\\)Maac!wr"
379 W,

Q)y\\mc&%/’)H\M JD 007//
\%97_@0v@057



ROBINSON SECONDARY SCHOOL
PTSA
5035 SIDEBURN ROAD
FAIRFAX, VA 22032

April 2, 1997 DOCKET,_-,LECO
PY ORiGing
L

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 and the Robinson
Secondary PTSA 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. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide parents with specific information about
the content of the individual programs. Therefore, parents do not
have sufficient content information to make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not
want the TV industry to judge what material is acceptable for
children. We believe 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 believe this system does not
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.
Instead, we request the following:

o 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 (violence), S (sexual content and nudity),
and L (adult language):;

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

o 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;



Page 2

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

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

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

Sincerely,
Don Woodall )
PTSA President
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=CT M RCOM
Apri¢ ?57- 7 1997

Cha‘iiman Rdeﬂn@nd FCC Comissioncrs
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W ., Room 2z:2 %
Washington, DC 20554 e

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the District PTA to voicc 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 symboli 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 themsclves 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 uscless.

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 belicve this system does so and ask that

the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

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

e  That the FCC require a /-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

e 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,

FEph 7 ora

Pocatello, Idaho

No. ot Copies rec'd __Q____
List ABCCE




April 1997 cCr MM RCOM

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comissioners
¢/o Federal Communications Commission “JR - 7 \997
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 ‘ o

Washington, DC 20554 . Yog, 7

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioncrs: i OOp),
A
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 /9/4@‘

We arc writing on behaif of the National PTA and the District PTA to voicc our opposition to the
Vchip 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 werc 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 themsclves 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 svstem. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstances shouid 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); :

s That the FCC require a 'V~chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system,

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

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

* 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

io. of Copies rec’d
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commision 0o,

1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222 ké?/:,ls

Washington, D.C. 20554 OH/
G‘IW

Dear Chairman Hundt and Cammissioners.
RE: CS Docket N0.97-85,FCC 97-34

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Eiementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma 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 Worid Report, and Media Studies
Ceniev/Roper. Parenis do noi waiit ihe TV indusliy 10 intenuel what is best foi theif chiidren. Paieiils
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cary TV

scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

e That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not inciude content
information about programs such as V(for viole ce), S/r sex:'2] 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;

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

e That the rating beard 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 researci: 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.

Si_ncerely,

P 1 X “
Tibay. 1. e

Tuf€a, Oklahoma



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
¢/ Federal Communications Comrmission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET F’LE COPYOH,G’NA
L

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 (local, council. dis-
tract, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenu, 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
rhe content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, Ul S. News and Worle' Report, and Mediz
Studies Center/Roper. Paren:s do not want the TV industry to interpret what 15 best for their chii-
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any ratng system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s 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 tndustry’s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
(tor violence), & (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
olre 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 determune if
1t meets the needs of pare-ts.

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

. L
Sincerely, - tﬂb 1,4,‘,‘ D e

Yaur Name
Town, State

" 7 .
[V (@ g
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N'W., Room 222 Dog

Washington, DC 20554 KET FILE Copy OR'G’NAL

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 Arundel 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 appro-
priate 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 p‘”‘:odlc.‘l}a Ladt cani'y " ouhcuulnlu is useiess.

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

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

* That the rating icon on th2 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
pare:: 3; and

* That any rating system approved by the FC(C be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank vou for this opportumty to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincereiy, %/ML/?‘M
Svoed, /@a//%

Arun 31 Maine
clioie



T COPY o
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March 1997 GM

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission (or e-mail to vchip@fcc.gov)
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

[ am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Spring Ridge 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 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, {/.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 -ating 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 te 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.

Your Name M‘/&/ “’Z’j Mgb
Town, State %/U—'Q/Ux/@ g 2l

Sincerely,



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission ka?
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222 lrer '
Washington, DC 20554 Fi;?(k)
* L
rl
Dear Chaiman Hundt and Commissioners: 'k#ﬁcV1

RE: CS Docket No, 97453? FCC 97~-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
presented by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that
the rating symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry to |
interpret what is beast for my children. I want to make those choices
mysel: based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen arrd in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statu:tory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1998, I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. 1Instead, I request that a content-
based rating system e adopted which includes symbols about program
content such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language). To assure that this rating system meets families'
needs, I recommend that any proposed system be evaluated independent of
the entertainment industry and the FCC.

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

-



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners DOCK&T

c/o Federal Communications Commission FILE Copy ORIG
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 INAL
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 and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system 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. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industrv 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 depictior 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.

oéﬁff/&_ /”( 5 g// s

Sincerely,



Olive - Mary Stitt School PTA
303 E. Olive Street
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commuissioners

c¢/o0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 DOC

Washington, DC 20554 KH.F/LECOP

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-35, FCC 97-34
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commussion KET

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 I:ILECOP
Washington, DC 20554 YOR/GM

Dear Chairman Hundt and Comrmussioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-35, FCC 97-34
P e Wl Or A«/Zf;,,oﬁm Quatick A5 Ry
Ay Mo v- chpe ’ _



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Comumussioners
¢/0 Federal Communications Comrmussion
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 Docker FILE copy
ORIGINAy

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ! -

c/o Federal Communications Commission ¥ }/(7 7
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 [V
Washington, DC 20554 Loc-

e LY ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

¢/o Federal Communications Commussion

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 /ﬁzw& >, /777
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners: DOCKE:T FILE CoPy ORIGINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commuission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, DC 20554 g /Z/ G7

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commuissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c/o Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 DOCKETFILE COPY
Washington, DC 20554 ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commussioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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April 4, 1997 608-423-9869

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioner
C/O Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioner:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

| am writing to express 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. Being
a parent today is a very challenging responsibility, and the picture of life often presented
via the TV is counter productive to the teachings of the family. | have been in education
for 31 years, and shared in the raising of three sons. TV program monitoring was not so
difficult then. We need to help our parents with the difficult situation as they attempt to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make choices based on content
information about the program, and we need to make that decision as easy as possible.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry’s rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. | do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead
| share in requesting the following system:

. 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,

A s e et

Monte K. Hottmann
District Administrator
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
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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 Enoch Elementary 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 contents 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 the programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and by the 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 in publicized periodicals that carty 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. [ do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead [
request the following;

** That under no circusstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating systéir.
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 or 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 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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April 4, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

c¢/o Federal Communications Commission DOCKET

1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 FLE copy,
Washington, DC 20554 O’?/GM

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 Emerson Elementary PTA to voice
our opposition to theV-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. Although the idea of a rating system
is good, this particular rating system falls short of the necessary information parents need
to make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.

Major surveys released this fall conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper, shows that parents overwhelmingly prefer a
rating system that gives parents more information about the content of the programs.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make that choice 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:

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

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

o 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,;



