
•..
••



•
..."c ~

I ~c W
<l > cr-- ~

I,- w C'1(j) ()
~0 W...... a: c,;;.

~ fE
0-- VJ

U 0 V) --
u1(f() 0 -
c' 3 -
oc><:> 06 --·...,u 2---t-"

d .
.~-t

-~ -() -
tc ~ -

J+ 0vE . '-
~ ~ + c;::
() <.J V> 0

U 0 -+---
< r:J)__ 0 E c:;

~V)
.J

CJ ~
~u - cs

~
<::) 3....-

~
?





dlUCJ fUJ.1LtL(!L~'-t '. .-. --fv1-.nd:-~-

-W:-J:!::~~5;~-
-~@Q tUP-ft6 Uv r; ,-- - - =-d--~ ---------
OOa~ _11L_~-~---------------------------------------- --------- ..

---~-~-_...-.-~.~~ •.••~~-~ __-~_-.-._= ••~-•••.-=_~-.~_-~=~_'--- __""""--'_-:'--~J..L

- ------- ...- --~--------- .._- ------------- - ---- -

.. .--... --. -_.------..-..-.-----.-..-- ..---.------------ .------.-------J&'i~----------
- _.. - .~- ._--.'----- ----- ------ - ---- --. -t--------

--93/ ~-.E!rr:- eJL~~-- -. --

---_..._-----._ ..-_..._-._-----_._._----_.._... _- ..--_._---~

-·'"·~-~'--T E;t ---'T'- -.---.~'"------~----------.-.-.-'-. ..-..-.-.. --.-.-... ,-,.-'-- ---~---,.- ..--.,.
..~... ,

---.-----~G-.,,-- ~--_.-
r' ;;:
...~ ~-

-- :i~ if<--~-.------------------.---
,­
,~

------4- ..------.------,
.c ,

+ -----

.-_.- .._-_.-. _ .. -_ ..-.._--.- .----.----_.- ..._-_.__ ._----_._~--------_.~----- .._.---_._---- .. ------



;
~

'~.. .'
1; ;,~ \

i' lr" \,







\ .



,- I.; " F ..I
• "."'f'""- -..--._--~-------,_.. _.--._.,..................--~- ..--._-_._.-._---~ ..- ... - ...... ----..,.....-.

i--- ' t

~ ,, __. "________ ' • . __-' ---- - -",--,1__.. . . _

.,...
" '" , ,-r"

~ _. ~__ •.-.. _~._.__ __._ .,;.-. ~. .__._.,__ _,_ _. . .:.. _.~_ ' r .. ---_._._ _.~ ~__ :



"'TE OR LATE ~. 89 Small Pond Drive
Cleveland, Ga. 30528
December 29, 1998

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Reference: CS Docket #98-201

Greetings:

RECe\VED

DECS11998

FCC MAlL HOOt~i

I'm writing to urgently request that you give full consideration
to those of us whose only reliable source of television signals
is via sattellite transmission.

We live in northeast Georgia, in a mountainous area where it is
not possible to recieve any station reliably with even the
most expensive external antenna system.

Already, based on the Greenville, S.C. NBC station's claim that
our zip code can recieve it's signal, our access to NBC has
been canceled. Now we are told that CBS is attempting to have
our access to their programming cancelled. The same is true of
FOX; can ABC be far behind?

Our sattellite system represents an investment of two thousand
dollars. No cable system is available to us, and there are
thousands of people in the same boat.

Please be fair with us:

Very truly yours,

-'YJ,/ ~ 'Y2 ff~
(Jr~~ /7.

William B. Wilson

o
No. ot copies rec'd_
UstABCOE
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DEC 311998

Fce MAI[ hLlUM

December 26, 1998

Federal Communications Commission
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

To Whom It May Concern:

We are concerned about a law possibly terminating satellite network programming.

We are unable to receive any local network stations because we live in a wooded canyon behind a hill and there is
no cable available.

Even though we are closest to the Portland, OR networks, we watch KOMO, Seattle as it is the only close
programming we have available to us. We would be happy to watch local programming if it were available to use,
but as it isn't, we feel we are entitled to receive networks through satellite or any other technology able to pro"ide
us with network programming.

How can it be fair to allow local television nern"orks to determine eligibility for subscription to satellite network
sen.-ices when their priority is to their local programming - - which we cannot receive. Through no fault of our
own, we must watch distant satellite programming because local signals are not strong enough and are not
available on cable or even through satellite at this time. We would give anything if we could receive local network
programming and would even be willing to pay for a subscription just so we could receive them. When we have a
weather situation, we listen to our little weather band radio for the only source of local weather news.

Please consider uS and others in similar situations when you make rules governing satellite delivered networks.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

~VL ~
~O-;Y«' Cl- r~

Don A. and Joyce A. Cox
16231 SE Tickle Creek Road
Boring, OR 97009

IJ
No. of copies rec'd_--­
Us\ABCDE---------
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Federal Communications Commission
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Chairman William E, Kennard:

1162 Monument Road
Tawas City, MI 48763
December 26, 1998

RECEIVED

OEC3 11998
FaG MAIl: ROOM

I'm writing this letter due to my concern over the potential of losing my eligibility to receive
satellite network service from my satellite provider,

I live in northeast Michigan, approximately 75 miles from the closest CBS affiliate station, I do
not receive a picture by antenna on top my home and cable TV is not available to me, The NBC
and ABC affiliate stations are even farther from my home located in the Saginaw area. I assume
these stations are too far from my home to receive a clear signal. I have lived in my present
home for ten years and have been able to subscribe to satellite viewing of the major networks all
this time, I oppose the thought of losing this privilege and being left with nothing. What right
does CBS have in determining my ability to receive a local affiliate station? Why can't I buy a
satellite signal as I have for the past 10 year?

I ask the FCC to implement a fair eligibility system that promotes full access to network
programing, Ifconsumers cannot consistently receive a quality picture from their local network
station they should be eligible for satellite delivered network programing. I do not feel a viewer
should have to install new equipment like towers or boosters to receive the local signal.

I also do not believe that a viewer should have to rely on cable if he or she cannot receive the
local signal. I should have the choice to pay for satellite coverage if I have the equipment and
especially if I already have paid for the viewing package.

I urge you to oppose the television networks proposal to determine subscriber eligibility and
consumers right to fair choice in how they pay and receive their viewing signal.

Thank you for your time and understanding,

rp~LJ. ~
Paul W. Erler

t C~ies rec'd___
No. a E
List ABC
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