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Bryan Sixberry (Bryan.Sixberry@geps.ge.com) writes:

I am writing this E-Mail concerning what I feel is an inappropriate or ambiguous definition of the FCC's
"Grade B" intensity signal predictive modeling maps to disaltow network reception on a consumer digital
satelite system. I live
in a farm in upstate NY, and due to the topography of the region, it is impossible to receive a clear network
signal. I believe that the initial ruling looked for an existing standard of signal strength modeling which was
based on the FCC's
desire to avoid intereference between broadcast stations, and should not apply determining signal
strength necessary for clear reception of network stations with an ordinary rooftop mounted antenna. 1m
sure that many consumers are affected
by the lack of a standard in determining adequate reception strength, and I request that your office
consider the viewpoint
of "adaquate signal strength" when defining and administrating "Grade B" intensity prediction techniques
and rulings.
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