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Re: BabyFirstTV

Dear Dr. Poussaint and Dr. Linn:

This law firm represents BabyFirstTV. We understand that you, as members of the
steering committee of Campaign for a Commercial-Free Childhood ("CCFC"), have embarked
on a letter-writing campaign using a form letter in which you make defamatory statements about
BabyFirst TV. The statements in your letters - sent to the CEOs of the ten leading cable
companies (as announced on CCFC's website) - are categorically and demonstrably false and
you know them to be false. l

Indeed, it is CCFC that is actively deceiving the recipients of its letter in order to serve
CCFC's own agenda, gain publicity for its cause, and deliberately disrupt
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action against BabyFirstTV for what CCFC alleged to be false and deceptive claims regarding
BabyFirstTV's programming. In its "complaint and request for investigation," lodged with the
FTC close to a year ago in June 2006, CCFC asked the FTC to take the following action against
BabyFirstTV: "I) bring an action pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 53 to obtain preliminary and
permanent injunction against BabyFirstTV ...; 2) initiate an action under 15 U.S.C. § 45 to
permanently prohibit BabyFirstTV ... from making claims about the educational and
developmental benefits of [its] programming; 3) require BabyFirstTV ... to clearly and
conspicuously disclose the American Academy of Pediatrics' recommendation of no screen time
for children under age two on [its] website[ ], packaging and other forms of advertising; and 4)
provide such other relief as the Commission finds appropriate." The FTC has taken none ofthe
action urged by CCFC.

Next, your letter states that BabyFirstTV makes "false claims that its programming is
educational for infants" and that BabyFirstTV "provides no research to support its acclaims."
These statements are also untrue. BabyFirstTV makes no false claims whatsoever about its
programming; indeed, any and all claims it makes about its progrannning are backed by
overwhelming substantiation. And, although BabyFirstTV does not directly refer to this
substantiation on its website or other promotional literature, the substantiation
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depend primarily on the content of the programs viewed." Wright, Huston, et aI.,
The Early Window Project (2001).

The foregoing is by no means an exhaustive, but rather an illustrative, sampling of the
available literature and research supportive of BabyFirstTV's educational-based claims. For you
to say that there is no such support is totally unfounded.

Your letter also states that "BabyFirstTV [falsely] claims that television is not harmful to
babies." The no screen time recommendation for children under age two which you advocate - a
1999 recommendation from the American Academy of Pediatrics - has been called into question.
"The recommendation by the American Academy of Pediatrics (1999) urging parents to avoid
television for children younger than 2 years old may be premature ... The results reported here
suggest that appropriate, curriculum-based educational programs may have beneficial
associations with expressive language production and vocabulary. Linebarger and Walker,
Infants' and Toddlers' Television Viewing and Language Outcomes (2005). You may also be
aware of an even more recent article published in Pediatrics (The Official Joumal of the
American Academy of Pediatrics), entitled "A Systematic Review for the Effects of Television
Viewing by Infants and Preschoolers." This article determined that "[t]he findings suggest that
educational television programs are successful in broadening young children's knowledge,
affecting their racial attitudes, and increasing their imaginativeness."

While the Pediatrics article considers only the content oftelevision programming for
infants, BabyFirstTV affirmatively counsels parents about responsible TV viewing habits,
including restricting the amount of the child's television viewing time. BabyFirstTV's website
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BabyFirstTV's reputation and prospective and existing business relationships, we reserve the
right seek injunctive relief as well as punitive damages for this unlawful conduct.

This letter is written without waiver of our client's rights and remedies, at law and/or in
equity, all of which are hereby expressly reserved.


