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William F. Caton MAY 50 199
Acting Secretary
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Washington, D.C. 20554 iGN

Re: Corrected Table of Contents to Reply Comments of Comcast Cellular
Communications, Inc.. filed on May 30, 1996 in Implementation of the
Local Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, CC

Docket No. 96-98

Dear Mr. Caton:

Comcast Cellular Communications, Inc. ("Comcast Cellular"), by its attorney, hereby
submits an original and twelve copies of the corrected Table of Contents to the Reply
Comments it filed on May 30, 1996, in the above-captioned proceeding. Please incorporate
the corrected Table of Contents into the record of this proceeding and associate with the
Comcast Cellular’s Reply Comments.

Please do not hesitate to call, if you have any question regarding this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Peter A. Batacan
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