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Charles O. Fulks
5823 26th Street West
Bradenton, FL 34207

December 29, 1998

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

Gentlemen:

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

I have received word that you are trying to disallow PrimeTime 24 subscribers from
purchasing the national network channels from them. I live on the northside of Sarasota
Bay and I can not get the local network channels. I have an outside antenna and the only
thing I get is a snow picture on three of the four major networks. The one I receive is at
best fuzzy, I have been told by the TV repair people the only way to cure my problem is
cable TV. The cost is higher and the service is lousy and I get less TV for my money. I
do not see any reason for me to subscribe to cable. By canceling my network TV
program would only cause me hardship. I have spend $350 on getting a outside antenna
and it did not work either.

I believe you should allow us the end user to select what programs we wish to see
regardless of what our market place wants. If the signal is not strong enough to give me a
clear picture, then you are forcing me to pay a higher price for the networks.

Chairman William E. Kennard 202-418-2821
Comm. Harold W. Furchtgott-Roth 202-418-2802
Comm. Susan Ness 202-418-2821
Comm Michael K. Powell 202-418-2820
Comm Gloria Tristani 202-418-7542

CC: PrimeTime 24
153 east 53rd Street
NY, NY 10022
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December 30, 1998

F·,r-.··~ ~""'~1-
~ : '., .!" :: :',

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

Dear Sirs,

A,.~ ,~~,

J

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

I am writing regarding some proposed regulations regarding the reception ofsattelite network television
service. It is my understanding that we may be losing some or all ofour programming, due to a new law
being considered at this time.

My family and I, like many other families, live along the Snake River. Each side ofthe Snake River is
enclosed by tall rugged mountains. We, like our neighbors, all use satelliate dishes to receive television
programming, because there is no other means for us available. Ifwe did not receive satellite
transmission, we would be without television programming in our canyon.

Please, as you are reviewing your laws regarding this issue, please try and imagine what it woul.d be like
without television in your home. While, it doesn't faU into the same category as milk and bread for most
ofus, my 10 year old daughter would certainly disagree with you.

Please sirs, find a fair and equitable action as you review your laws. We don't want to lose our television
programming, or lose part of the things that we so strongly rely on (news and entertainment).

Thank you for your kind consideration.

Shelly McAlary
13353 Snake Riv
Asotin, WA 99402

SRM

No. of Copies rec1da
UstABCDE
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Jim Bowman
3737 Hwy 43 North
Picayune, MS 39466

December 27. 1998

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Federal Communications Commission
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M Street
Washington, D. C. 20554

Gentlemen:

Times have changed. Americans no longer exclusively rely on such things as the local network
television outlet to find the "best deals in town." Local advertisers probably don't view the local
television station as the best place to advertise their services. They can use the Internet to make
themselves known just we consumers use the Internet to find the best price. The local CBS and
FOX stations can no longer claim it hurts their income (from the advertisers) when local viewers
watch either of these two networks from stations originating from a distant location.

Picayune, Mississippi is distant from larger cities such as New Orleans, Louisiana, Hattiesburg,
Mississippi, and the Gulf Coast region. There are lots of obstacles between us. We don't always
get clear reception not to mention such other features as surround and stereo sound. We are just
as much entitled to those features as anyone else.

Out where I live, cable facilities don't even exist. No one is interested in installing such a
service because the large acres required for farming don't lend themselves to densely populated
areas that make cable installations profitable. Even us younger folk can remember when there
wasn't even centralized electricity out here.

Our country has always needed inter-business competition to ensure the best prices, and the
highest quality goods and services. We need it in the CBSIFOX viewing arenas also. What's
wrong with these two taking a look at others, finding out why they are so good, and improving
what they offer so people we want to come to them? They don't need you to create special
situations which force viewership. It also means they have to understand their limitations and
recognize it when it is not feasible to use their service.

Besides, competition improves quality. I don't know anyone who is happy with cable vision in
this area - especially down on the Gulf Coast. Everybody says the picture is lousy, the sound is
terrible, but it actually gets better during thunderstorms - it goes off the air.

r~o. of C(lries rec'd {l
List ABCDE
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2;8 WOLF FORK RD.
DAYTON, WA 99;28
n~~~mb~~28, 199B

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
CS DOCKET 198-201
1919 M STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20554

Dear Commissioners Kennard, Furchtgott-Roth, Ness, Powell, and
Tristani:
We have been advised to write to you concerning satellite television
reception.
We cannot receive an acceptable picture from Tri-Clties or Spokane.
We are seven miles from Dayton in a valley between hills. Cable TV
is not obtainable.
Before purchasing our dish in 1989 we tried roof top antenna, and
even tried ladder wire to the hill with an antenna up there.lt did
not workf So we purchased the dish. It was quite expensive so my
husband saved money by putting it together and installing it himself.
More and more channels or transponders have been scrambled. We have
to pay to get them unscrambled. Whose idea was that?? We can't pick
up satellites that are to the extreme East or West.
About a year ago we discovered PRIMETIME 24. Happy to receive news,
programs from the West coast, especially KOMO-ABC from Seattle,we
subscribed to PRIMETIME 24.
Now we hear a ruling may be made that we cannot receive PRIMETIME 24.
WHY??? It's like buying a car (or any other thing) say a Ford, and
then being told that we can't use it as it would be unfair competition
for Chevy, GMC and others.
WE LOOK TO THE FCC TO KEEP THINGS FAIR FOR ALLtl!
Our neighbors are purchasing the small dishes and making monthly
payments, Which is the same as cable only off a satellite.
People who live in or near large cities pick up TV broadcasts With
roof-top antennas and pay nothing.
Why are those who purchased their dishes and then sell programming
on cable entitled to more help than us?
I believe fair competition is selling a better product at a reasonable
price.
Maybe we should turn the TV off and read.
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Chris Carlson
4004 COlmty Rt. 21

Cameron Mills, NY 14820-0612
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Raymond and Shirley Heit
26720 Columbia Way
Tehachapi, Ca 93561
(805) 821-6936

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Gentlemen,

Dec. 26, 1998

With the court ruling that after Feb. 28, 1999 satellite viewers
such as ourselves may obtain, CBS and FOX network programming
only from their local network stations places us in an adverse
condition.

We are located in the Tehachapi mountains with peaks that rise
4,OOOft above us blocking normal radio or TV signals and are
totally dependent upon our satellite receiver dish. Under the
circumstances, we ask the FCC to implement a fair eligibility
system that promotes full access to network programming. We
should like to continue to receive satellite delivered network
programs.

Yes, cable television is available in our neighborhood but since
it's installation, we have been perfectly happy with our
satellite system and found no need or desire to subscribe. WE
URGE YOU TO PROMOTE COMPETITION IN THE MARKETPLACE. We should not
be forced into cable subscription to watch network shows.

WE ALSO URGE YOU. THE FCC, TO OPPOSE THE TELEVISION NETWORKS
PROPOSAL TO DETERMINE SUBSCRIBER ELIGIBILITY. This is unfair and
leaves too many people with poor or no reception without having
access to satellite network service.

No. 01 Cf'rios rec'd C J

UstABCDE
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

From the Desk ofWilliam G. Menton

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

Dear Commisioners:
As a subscriber to satellite network programing I wish to voice my concerns relating to

the hearing your agency will be conducting soon. I understand that you are to consider
whether to discontinue the availability ofsubscribers to receive satellite programing to
other than local network signals to a large number TV subscribers.

Such a ruling will not only impose a hardship on those parties but in many instances would
deny them access to programs of decent quality. This would be true ofnetwork
programing on CBS and FOX network programing after Feb. 28,1999.

In the area in which I live signals from those two networks often give poor quality pictures
and since I am in a remote location cable signals are not available. It no doubt follows that
other networks would soon follow suit and only one or two networks would be
receivable.
I urge you therefore, to implement a fair eligibility system that will offer full access to
network programing to those such as myself Fair competition in the communications
marketplace must be implemented to satisfy public demands.

I know that the other subscribers will agree with my stand on this issue and I therefore
urge you to oppose the networks' proposal to determine subscriber eligibility.We willingly
pay for the privilege of receiving good quality programs as opposed to poor ones to a
great many ofus.Please consider my wishes and those of the others in a similar situation,
then you will be doing a great service as a Federal Communications Commisioner.

=~~ iiidtcit'~?;;2
William G. Menton
23818 Highway 18
Apple valley, Ca.

t~Cl. of Cnp,iRs rec'a 0 --
UstABCDE



EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

December 28, 1998

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

To Whom It May Concern:

It has come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission has issued a notice of
proposed rulemaking which could affect my ability to watch satellite delivered network program
ming. I feel that this proposed rolemaking is unfair to those of us that do not receive an
acceptable picture from local network stations. In my particular case, my home is located in a
valley with wooded hills all around. Any kind of TV signal is impossible to get. We tried many
times with numerous antenna systems without any accpetable results before purchasing the
satellite dish. Cable TV is also not an option due to the fact that the local cable company didn't
extend their service to my area.

As a consumer I urge you to implement a fair eligibility system that allows full access to
network programming to those that cannot consistently receive a quality picture from their
local network stations. I feel there should be more competition in the communications mar
ketplace so that those of us that cannot receive a quality picture should not have to rely on
cable service, especially if that cable service has not found it profitable to provide service to a
particular area. I also feel as a consumer and supposedly living in a free country that I should be
able to subscribe to satellite programming rather than cable even when that is an option. Many
people using cable complain of poor reception, difficulty with billing and a host of other prob
lems.

I also urge you to oppose the television networks' proposal to determine subscriber eligibil
ity. This is unfair and leaves too many people with poor reception without access to satellite
network service.

Sincerely,

cc: Prime Time 24

--------
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Federal communications Commission
CS Dochet #98-201
1919 M street, NW
Washington DC 20554
Attln: Chairman William E. Kennerd

To the- FCC in regard to a notice of proposed rule making
which could affect my ability to watch satellite delivered
network programming. In approving so would be forcing me to
get local TV stations as I did before I bought my satellite.

1 1 m in a valley, out in the country, at the end of a
delivered power line with a lot of hills surrounding. The
reception we get is the reason I bought the satellite. The
area 1 1 m in will never be served by any cable company because
of the remote location.

This is a form of censorship plain and simple. The proposed
ruling would be forcing me to put up a tower to receive the
quality picture from local network stations that I get from
my satellite.

Finally, I urge the FCC to oppose the television networks
proposal to determine subsciber eligability.

This is unfair to my area and to the people further north
of us.

Ms. Florence Splan

No. of Cr"lrirr5 fPc'dfl
List ABeDE - --.----
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Please do not take any action that will further degrade the reception of
our television viewing.

I have been advised that you are considering rules that would make
some Satellite owners ineligible to receive satellite delivery of network
television.

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Robert A. &. Vera S. Martin
1882 S. Fircrest Avenue
Coupeville WA. 98239

(360) 678-5393

SinCereIY'~

~M8rtln '\

I do not know if it is the placement of the network stations' placement of
their antennae or topographical blocks that hinder their signal but
whatever it is, it is inadequate for quality reception.

After moving to our rural area in our retirement, I went to considerable
expense to install a satellite as there was no cable hookups available
and the reception from Seattle was poor to inadequate.

Dear Commissioners:

-.~i( _

12/27/98~

Federal Communications Commission
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554
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December 30, 1998

Chairman William E. Kennard
Federal Communications Commission
CS Docket #98-201
1919 M Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Mr. Kennard:

RECEIVFO

JAN 41gS9

FCC MAIL ROOM

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

This letter is with reference to the proposed rulemaking regarding satellite delivered network
programming.

In the rural area in which I live (approximately 4 miles from the town ofPateros), local network
programming is provided by stations out of Spokane, Washington. a distance of 150 miles. The local
reflector is located on Goat Mountain.....my home is located against the base of this same mountain.
which effectively prevents me from receiving anything but an extremely marginal signal from an antenna.
At the present time I am receiving CBS, NBC, and FOX, through my satellite system because those three
local stations apparently understood the topography of the area and granted a waiver for me to receive the
programming through Prime Time 24. However, the Spokane ABC station has refused to grant this
waiver, which leaves me unable to receive the ABC network programming. There is no cable service to
my locale.

). Please implement an eligibility system that is fair and promotes full access to network programming
through satellite delivery for consumers like me who are unable to receive a quality picture from the
local station.

2. Please promote competition so that individuals with poor quality reception will have a choice between
satellite or cable.

3. Please do not allow the networks to determine subscriber eligibility. Their proposal is extremely
unfair, and leaves too many people with poor reception, like me, without access to satellite network
service.

During your rulemaking process, please give careful consideration to the many varying factors that affect
a household's ability to receive local television stations and the huge number of consumers nationwide
who will be impacted by your decision.

Please make sure that your resolution ofthis problem is FAIR to ALL. In my case, I feel that it extremely
UNFAIR that I am not allowed access to ABC·at this time, and I would hope that your decision might
change this in the future.

Sincerely

~~
Sharon Brown

24 Golf Course Drive
Pateros, WA 98846

t~o. or C(1oir:s rec'd 0
L,st f\SCDE -
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153 East 53rd Street, New York, N.Y. 10022

IMPORTANT SUBSCRIBER ALERT!

--THIS MAY BE YOUR LAST CHANCE TO SAVE YOUR
SATELLITE NETWORK TELEVISION SERVICE--

WE NEED YOU TO CONTACT THE FCC TODAY!

Dear Subscriber:

We Need Your Help!

The Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") has issued a notice of proposed rulemaking
which could affect your ability to watch satellite delivered network programming. The notice
concerns the eligibility standards for consumers who wish to receive satellite delivered network
television. We need your help to ensure that any rule the FCC issues is written in a consumer
friendly manner and reflects your concerns about the existing law.

Here's The Issue

As you may know, a federal court has determined preliminarily that many of our current sub
scribers are likely ineligible to receive satellite delivery of network television. The court has
said that after February 28, 1999, satellite television viewers in certain areas may obtain CBS
and FOX network programming only from their local network stations. This is true even if they
do not receive an acceptable over-the-air picture from those stations.

In response to this court decision, and because of the negative impact that terminating satellite
network service would have on huge numbers of PrimeTime 24 subscribers, the FCC is consid
ering issuing a new rule governing eligibility for satellite network television. The new rule
could help preserve your service. But the FCC needs your input to fully understand the
problem!

Within the next few weeks, the FCC will be hearing from consumers across the country about
the factors which affect individual households' ability to view their local television stations.
The Agency may consider those factors when it decides how.eligibility for satellite network ser
vice should be determined.

What You Can Do To Influence This Process

• Write the FCC today and let them know if you cannot receive an acceptable picture
from your local network stations. If you know the reason why, please be specific and
mention whether the interference is due to topography (mountains, hills, valleys, etc.),
electrical wires, buildings, trees or other obstructions. , . ,()'

t,,0 of Cooles ree d,---,_"'--G.__
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