
• 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.

Please think long and hard on the above points when making your final decision.

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

Sincerely,

~~~r
President
Emerson, New Jersey
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• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's ratjng 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 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.
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March30, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Corrmissioners

c/o Federal Corrmunications Corrmission

1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222

Washington, OC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Corrmissioners:

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

I am wri ting on behalf of the National PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my

opposi tion 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 prograrrming for their children.

Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference

for a rating system that gi ves 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 chi ldren. Parents want to make those choices themsel ves based on content

information about the program. Any rating system wi thout 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 Telecorrrnunications Act of 1996. I do not

bel ieve 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 depict ion and nudi ty) and L( for language);



* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents

to recei ve 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 opportuni ty to corrment on an issue so important to children

and fami lies.

Sincerely,

(Lut.t~

f;dtr/~ ;JT;1
7~<VJM/u

tf;{ I E~ .2-5fo

J7~~12-1

tAl V 2&017



MRS. JUDy L. NAKAGAWA
5132 Royale Avenue

Irvine, California 92604-3138

March 31, 1997

,~
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners'7.z<:'n
c/o Federal Communications Commission "'O,.oy
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222 O~Q
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 Los Naranjos School PTA in Irvine,
California to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

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

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

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

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



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
March 31, 1997
Page 2

• 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 meets the needs ofparents.

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

Sincerely,

~7~CX·~t(~
Judy L. Nakagawa (Mrs.)
Irvine, California



MENIFEE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT
30205 Menifee Road, Menifee, California 92584

(909) 672-1851 • FAX (909) 672-1385

Menifee Pride
Working For You

March 31, 1997

DocKErf:I£E
COPyORIGINAL

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

Superintendent
Glen C. Newman, Ed.D.

The governing board of the Menifee Union School District recently received information
relative to the v-chip rating system presented by Mr. Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group. Our district applauds efforts to have a rating system that helps
parents guide the TV fare for their children. All ofus are very much aware ofhow important
this is for developing healthy attitudes in young children.

Nevertheless, we must oppose the system proposed by Mr. Valenti. The system doesn't
provide sufficient information relative to content. Parents must know about the material in
order to make good decisions. As you are aware, surveys have demonstrated an overwhelm
ing preference for a system that gives parents sufficient information about the content of
programs. Please don't allow the industry to interpret what is best for children -- parents
should make these choices.

Therefore, we are joining with local PTAs as well as the state and national PTA in requesting
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;

GOVERNING BOARD: John Fitzgerald Victor Giardinelli Chester Morrison Robert O'Donnell Linda Stack
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• 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.

Obviously, you understand that we represent the many concerned parents ofthis community.
We appreciate your consideration of this very important matter.

For the Governing Board,

Sincerely,

Glen C. Newman, Ed.D.
Superintendent

GCN:na

cc: Members of the Governing Board
District and School Administration

03-023/97



STATE OFFICE: 810 DIVIDE AVENUE

BISMARCK. NORTH DAKOT A 58501

701 - 223·3578

April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalfof the North Dakota State PTA, as their Education Chairman,
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on JanuaI)' 17, 1997. The ratingsymbol 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,
US. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

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

1. The FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor
mation such as V for violence, S for sexual material or nudity; and L for
language.

2. The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system.
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3. The rating icon on the screen be made larger and appear frequently during
the course ofa program.

4. The rating system approved by FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

5. The rating board be independent of the industry and that it include parents.

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

Sincerely,

Kay Currier
Education Clla
North Dakota State PTA
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ChcUmnan. Reed Iiun.cL1 and 'fCC COTTlln.L,fJ-6ion.eJUJ
cI0 'fedvw1 CofllJ7lLll1.icaLioM COTlll1U-6-6ion
1919 ~ S~eei N.0., Room 222
0a-6Aington, DC 20554

Rl.: CS DOCJ{{-! NO. 97-55, 'fCC 97-34

I am wll.iiing on fLeJw11- 01- i.JI.e NaLiona1. P7A and i.JI.e /Ltmaudvi1te ELemenl-Q/LY
School P.7.0. to voice o~ oppo-6iiion to i.JI.e v-chip ~aiing -6Y-6iem a-6 p~enied

fly Jack ValenLi, ChaM 01- i.JI.e 7V Rating Imphmeni.alion q~oup, on JanuQ/LY 17,
1997. the ~aiing -6ymfLol on i.JI.e 7V -6C1U!Rll dOR-() not p~ovide -6ul-/-icien.i corden.t
inl-o~aLion -60 thaip~ can. make deu-6ioM afLout what i-6 app~opuai£ 7V
p~og~amming I-o~ i1u?-iA~. f1ajo~ -6~veY-6 ~a-6ed iAi-6 I-all which
demoM~aie ov.vududming paJLeni p~l-~ce I-o~ a ~aiing -6Y-6iem thai give-6
p~ inl-o~aLion afLoui i.JI.e content 01- p~og~am-6 w~ con.d1Lcied fLy i.JI.e
National. P7A, 11. S. New-6 and bJoUd /7£pod, and ~edia St~ CenxvdRop~.
p~ do not wan.i the 7V indu-6~Y to ~p~ what i-6 /LR-()t I-o~ theM
~. PG-IlR-fIi-J want to make tho-6e choice-6 ~e1ve-6 fLa-6ed on content
inl-o~ation afLoui i.JI.e p~og~am. Any ~aiing -6Y-6iem without content ci.tu>cUpiioM
on i.JI.e -6~n and pufLlicized in p~odica1.-6 thai c~y 7V -6ch.e.cLuLing i-6
U-6eft-6-6.

7he 7TC, fly law, i-6 ~q~ to~~ i.JI.e indU-6~Y'-6 ~aiing -6tY-6iem
ha-6 md -6taiuio~y~q~ 01- i.JI.e 7e1ecommunicaLion-6 Ad 01- 1996. bJe
do not fLe.lieve iAi-6 -6Y-6iem doe-6 -60 and a-6k D?-at ljl£ 'fCC not app~ove i.JI.e indU-6~y

~aiing -6Yjum. In-6uad, we ~que-6t i.JI.e l-oUowing:

7hat~ no CMcum-6tan.ce-6 -!>hould i.JI.e lCC app~ove i.JI.e indU-6~y' -!> ~aiing -6fj-6iem.
'f~, i.JI.e 'fCC -6hould accept no ~aiing -6y-6iem thai doe.-6 not include corden.t
inl-o~on afLoui p~og~am-!> -!>uch a-6 V (I-o~ violence), S (I-o~ -!>exua1. depietion
and rwdily) and L (I-o~ 1an.guage),.

7hai i.JI.e 'fCC ~q~ a V-chip fLand Moad enough that would allow pG-llR-fli-J to
~ceive mo~ than. 01U!- ~aiing -6Y-6iem,.

7hai i.JI.e ~aiing icon on the. 7V -6~n fIe. made lQ/l.g~, mo~ p~ominenily placed
on i.JI.e -6~, and appe.Q/L mo~ ~queni1y d~g the cO~-6e. 01- a p~og~ami

7hai i.JI.e ~aiing fLoaM k independent 01- i.JI.e indU-6~y and i.JI.e 'fCC and thai it
include p~,. and

1



Page 2

7hai cmy l1..aLing /)y/)i£m appl1..ov.e.cL gy ih...e 'fCC .e..e. evalua:Led A-y ineLependen:L /1..l!-/)eall..ch
to dehvuWz.e it it fTl£.d/) ih...e fl.(?£d!> ot p~.

7hank you tOI1.. {hi/) oppoJZi..unily to co!ll!llR.J2i on an M/)ue /)0 impoll..iant to c.h..ild.tu!.n
and tamJ..1l...v,. flay yoeL PJe./)/) you.

LWa ftuval-J P/1..l!-/).iden1.
!Vmaudv-i..1.h Eh.men:LaA.y Schoof P. 7. O.



RE: CS Docket # 97-55FCC97-34

ON::
ORTHOPAEDICSNORTHEAST

March 24, 1997

Chairman Reid Hundt and FCC Commissioners l1r._
c/o Federal Communications Commission -"'t'..f'~

1919 M Street Northwest Iy~

Room 222 00,.0
Washington DC 20554 ~O.-9A

~~l

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Fort Wayne Public School PTA to voice our
apposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chairman 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 Center. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

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

Paul A. Reszel, MD • Arthur e. Warr, MD • William B. LaSalle, MD • William H. Couch, MD • Gregory A. Hoffman, MD

William M. Rutledge, MD· Scott D. Karr, MD • Alan W. McGee, MD • William J. Berghoff, MD • John e. Pritchard, MD • Michael D. Lee, MD

David A. Goertzen, MD • John I. Williams, MD, Warsaw Office: L. Dean lansen, MD, Specializing in: Arthroscopy, Foot/Ankle Surgery, Fracture Treatment,

Hand Surgery, Knee Ligament Surgery, Scoliosis, Spinal Deformity, Spinal Surgery', Sports Medicine, Total Joint Replacement, Trauma Surger\'

Mark V. Reecer, M.D.• Bryan D. Kaplanskv, M.D., Specializing in: Electromvography Epidural and Spine InJections, Physic1J Medicine and Rehahilltation

Richard M. Johnston II, MD • Rohert D. Wuthrich. MD, Specializing in: Anesthesiology

Richard D. Hively, Business Administrator • Sandra K. Rohinson, Operations Mandlier. Mark E. Blessing, Controller. Joe E. Baer, M.S., ATe., Director, SportOne

ORTHOPAEDICS NORTHEAST, P.e.
SOSO North Clinton Street. Fort Wayne, Inrliana 4hH2 S • (2 1'1) 4H4-H.)SI • (FAX) 482-)060

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

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

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

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

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC should 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,

~1Il1,~jt-1 Ii C:o/rrr~A--
Gregory'/\.. Hoffman, M.D.
GAH:pm



April 1, 1997

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

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

DOCKET ALE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Liberty Bell
Middle School 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 Narional 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 contnet information about the
program. Any rating system without contnet descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industy's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Tele
communications 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, S, and L;

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 T V screen be made larger, more
prominently place 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;
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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.

~~
Liberty Bell Middle School PTSA President
119 Sterling Springs Drive
Johnson City, TN 37604



March 26, 1997

REEDS ROAD P.T.A.
101 S. Reeds Rd.

Absecon, NJ~$201
~~r~

l(c
COPy

O)l/Ghtt-4,£

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

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the
Reeds Road School PTA, representing approximately
860 children, to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

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

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve
the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC



should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as
V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity), and L (for language) i

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

* 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
programi

* That the rating board be independent of the
industry and the FCC and that it include parentsi
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,

~~
Bonnie Cohen
Corresponding Secretary, Reeds Road PTA
Galloway Township, New Jersey



Ellie Austin
23 Clayton Drive

Dix Hills, New York 11746

April 2, 1997

Doer'"Tlt(f.'j,

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: .~~COPyQi'J
rt/G/NA!..

Chainnan 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

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the parents of the Commack
School District 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, 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, I request the following:

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



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

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger 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,

C1£~
Ellie Austin
Dix Hills, New York



BAYLIS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PTA
580 WOODBURY ROAD

PLAINVIEW, NEW YORK I I 803

April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC CommissionerA..
c/o Federal Communications Commission VVCI(~A
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 rlCea
Washington, DC 20554 ~YOJ?1i

G'Mt1~

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

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the Baylis Elementary School PTA, which is comprised of
approximately 400 families residing in the Syosset-Woodbury area of Long Island, New York.
We want 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 informed
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. 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.

We do not believe the proposed system meets the statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, and urge you not to approve the industry rating system,
Instead, we request that you consider the following:

* The FCC should only accept a rating system that includes content information
about programs such as a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language);

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

* The rating board should be independent from the industry and it should include
parents; and

* The rating system approved by the FCC should 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, .

f)CU'\lQio,"t/u~~,(LiQV\
Pamela Dreisiger, Preside~t
Baylis Elementary School PTA



FLANDERS PTA
Clover Hill Drive

Flanders, New Jersey 07836

April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications com~
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222 \1::1 F1LECOPv
Washington, DC 20554 'ORIGINAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Flanders PTA
in New Jersey to reflect 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 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 explain what is best
for thei"- children. Parents want to make those decisions and choices
themselves based on the content information about the programs.
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 Telecommunica
tions Act of 1996. We do not believe that 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 not accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as
V (violen e), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (language).
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-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 prom
inently 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.

-That any rating system approved by the FC~ be evaluated by inde
pendent research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

We thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue that is so
important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

~lhtU(J~~lJMi£,f)
4~bara Swanson IV'~I ~
President j

Flanders PTA
BS:lad
cc: Joan Dykstra, President

National PTA
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