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November 1, 2000

Magalie Salas-Secretary

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Secretary Salas:

On July 21, 2000 your agency courageously pass a ruling (docket #99-339) requiring television networks to begin offering audio description services to blind Americans by April 2002.  I applaud this wonderful decision and look forward to enjoying television even more when this service begins.  This ruling demonstrates your agencies dedication to people with disabilities and your desire to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990.

Recently petitions for reconsideration have been filed by representatives of the major television and motion picture studios and by the National Federation of the Blind (NFB).  These groups want to see this ruling overturned.  I do not support their efforts and strongly urge you to deny these petitions.  

The television and motion picture industries only motivation for wanting this ruling overturned is corporate greed.  They feel the minimal expense of providing this service will lower the absurdly huge profits they currently enjoy.  The only people they truly care about are the shareholders of their companies. The National Federation of the Blind is the only blind consumer organization in the country that is against this ruling.  Let me assure you they do not speak for the majority.  In my personal opinion this organization consists mostly of self-righteous delusional zealots who wish to deny this service to everyone just to advance their own misguided political agenda.  They are not a credible representation of blind people and their comments should be ignored.

The evidence these two groups have submitted with their petition for reconsideration was already considered by your agency before the July ruling.  Neither group has any new information to introduce to support their arguments.  Since this evidence was rejected earlier, reconsideration at this time would not be a worthwhile endeavor.

Audio description for the blind is just as important as providing closed captioning to he deaf.  The costs are similar and the technology is just as easy to implement.  Equal access is a basic human right afforded to all people with disabilities.  Audio description for television should be given the same priority we give to wheelchair ramps, service animals, and closed captioning.

Please support the rights of the blind by not overturning this ruling.  Audio description is a great idea and needs to be available for anyone who wishes to use it.  The solution to this problem is simple.  If a blind person does not wish to have or use this service they can choose not to turn it on just as they would change the channel if a program they do not like comes on the one they are watching.  

Thank you for your support of blind people and for providing this wonderful technology. 

Sincerely,

Glenn R. McCully


