
November 7, 2000

Magalie Salas, Secretary

The Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear MS. Salas:

     My name is Bob Hachey and my address is 22 Grant Street Waltham, Ma 02453-4202. I am writing to you today for two reasons. Firstly I would like to thank you and the FCC commissioners for the ruling of July 21 concerning video description (Docket No. 99-339).  Secondly, I strongly urge the FCC to reject the petitions for re-consideration filed by those opposed to mandatory video description.  

     As a totally blind person, I have enjoyed the benefits of video description.  When I watch described movies with my wife, we both get more out of them.  When we watch non-described movies and other television programs, I find myself asking her what happened. When she tells me, we both miss some of the event. If this event is on tape, I find myself hitting the pause button so she can tell me what’s going on; I also rewind the tape so that we can find out what we missed while she was describing.  If the event is not on tape, then we missed out on part of it.  I especially enjoyed Titanic with video description.  Video description gives me total access to movies and other television programming.  Thus, I was very pleased with the FCC ruling which requires major television networks to begin providing video description in 2002.  

     I fervently hope that the FCC will reject the appeals to this ruling.  Without video description, blind and visually impaired persons will not have equal access to television and movies.  Moreover, the petitioners have not produced any new evidence as to why video description should not be required. They have trotted out the same tired arguments which the FCC rejected when making the ruling.  Thank you for considering my comments.  

                                      Sincerely,

                                      Bob Hachey 


