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Dear Sirs:

I am submitting Comments in Opposition To Petitioners For Reconsideration

Of The Reported Order On Video Description Docket #99‑339.

As a partially blind person, I want the commissioners to know how much I

appreciate their requiring the networks to begin providing video

description services to those of us who are blind and visually

impaired.  The descriptions which have been available on Public

Television, have enabled me to watch, understand, and enjoy many programs

which would otherwise be inaccessible to me.  For many of us (especially

those who've had sight in the past or who have a little sight now), the

descriptions help us to visualize what we cannot see.  For people who

cannot see at all, they are of vital informational importance.  You, who

can see, must surely understand how integral to the understanding of a TV

program is its visual content.  Desciption does not replace sight, but it

provides the information that makes what is happening on the screen,

understandable.  Because the video descriptions have made clear to me, the

richness and complexity of visual content on the screen, and because my

very limited vision causes me to miss so much of most television programs,

I no longer watch television unless the programs are described.  

I have been looking forward to a time when I will be able to watch a wider

variety of programs on different channels, and will not feel "out of the

mainstream" when sighted friends and family discuss what they have been

watching.  

I am opposed to a reconsideration of this matter which has already been

decided with the needs and the right to equal access of the blind and

visually impaired sector of the population, having been taken into

account.  Those blind people who feel that they do not need video

description, are certainly free to choose not to use it.  But the right to

access to information about what is on the TV screen should not be denied

to an entire class of people because of the preferences of a few.  I would

point out that closed capationing has been accepted as a necessity for

deaf people.  Certainly, the needs of blind people deserve the same

consideration.  Visual description should be an accepted necessity for us.  

The petitioners have not presented any new information which was

unavailable at the time that the FCC reached its decision.  Therefore,

there seems to be no viable reason for reconsidering the decision now.  
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