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REPLY COMMENTS OF GENERAL INSTRUMENT CORPORATION

General Instrument Corporation ("GIC") hereby files its

reply comments on the Commission's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

in the above-captioned proceeding.·

I. THE COMMISSION SHOULD HEED THE UNANIMOUS RECOMMENDATION OF
COMMENTERS TO ADOPT THE REVISED DECODER INTERFACE STANDARD

As GIC described in its initial comments, given the

shortcomings of the current EIA/ANSI 563 standard and the

numerous benefits of the revised analog/digital version, the

Commission should use the broad discretion accorded it by Section

17 by allotting adequate time for comment on and adoption of the

Implementation of Section 17 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection. Compatibility between Cable Systems
and Consumer Electronics Equipment, Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, ET Docket No. 93-7, FCC 93-495 (released December I,
1993) ("Notice").



revised Decoder Interface standard. 2 Significantly, all

commenters addressing this issue concur in this recommendation. 3

Zenith's comments on this issue are particularly strong support

for the revised Decoder Interface standard:

As one of the two suppliers of Multiport decoders, we
believe it is now clear that Multiport (EIA-563) is
simply not a solution for the present and future
digital technological environment. In contrast to that
standard, the proposed decoder interface will work with
all existing scrambling systems and offer a
technologically solid migration path to digital
technology.4

GIC expects that the revised standard will permit such

functionalities as IR command codes for component decoders,

forced tuning of the host's tuner, and access to host and on-

screen text and graphic generation capability, in addition to

accommodating all analog scrambling technologies and digital

video compression. The Commission should heed the comments of

these parties, representing a broad range of interests across

industries, and refrain from requiring adoption of the obsolete

EIA/ANSI 563 standard even if the new standard is not available

2 GIC Comments at 15-18.

3 See,~, Cablevision Industries Comments at 6-8;
Cablevision Systems Comments at 13; Cable-Consumer Electronics
Compatibility Advisory Group Comments at 11-12; Interactive
Multimedia Association Comments at 2; Intermedia Partners, ML
Partners, and ML Media Opportunity Partners Comments at 6; New
York City Department of Telecommunications and Energy Comments at
8; TCI Comments at 19-21; Zenith Comments at 2-3.

4 Zenith Comments at 2.
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in sufficient time for the Commission to meet its April 1994

deadline. 5

II. THE COMMISSION SHOULD NOT ADOPT MANDATORY STANDARDS FOR SET
TOP TERMINALS OR OTHER COMPONENTS OF THE NATIONAL
INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE

In its initial comments, GIC demonstrated that the

imposition of digital transmission or security standards by the

Commission would undermine congressional intent in that the

Conference Committee explicitly considered and rejected the

imposition of such standards. 6

Notwithstanding this clear congressional intent and the

potentially damaging effects of the imposition of standards

described in detail by GIC,7 several commenters nevertheless urge

the Commission to rush into this area and mandate digital

standards as soon as possible. For example, Titan Corporation

proposes that the Commission: (1) adopt and publish standards for

the decoding, demodulating, and decompression functions of set-

top terminals; and (2) implement a national access control

system. 8 Mitsubishi urges the Commission to: (1) link digital

standards for cable TV, hierarchically and procedurally, to the

Commission's standards for digital broadcast HDTV; and (2) adopt

5

6

7

See Notice at 1 20.

See GIC Comments at 30-31.

See id. at 30-40.

8 Titan Comments at 4-8. See~ Intermedia Partners,
et al. Comments at 17 (all functions except scrambling could be
standardized and eventually included in consumer receivers) .
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a standard software-carrier conditional access system. 9 Circuit

City asks the Commission to require cable operators to offer the

security-related component of set-top terminals as a separate

hardware or software module, so that all non-security functions

can be standardized and offered commercially.lO

Commission imposition of a single set of national standards

for local set-top terminals or other aspects of the NIl as

suggested by these commenters will engender several substantial

problems. In its initial comments, GIC pointed out that

governmentally imposed standards in this area would not only

stifle technological development but would also increase the ease

with which programmers' intellectual property rights are

transgressed and the facility with which subscriber privacy is

invaded. 11 The self-serving proposals for mandatory standards

advanced by Circuit City, Mitsubishi, and Titan simply ignore

these major problems. For these reasons, GIC urges the

Commission to reject these proposals and to refrain from

prescribing national standards for set-top terminals or other

aspects of the National Information Infrastructure.

9

10

11

Mitsubishi Comments at 7-14.

Circuit City Stores Comments at 9-13.

See GIC Comments at 30-40.
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, GIC respectfully urges the

Commission to implement the revised hybrid analog/digital Decoder

Interface standard and to refrain from imposing standards on set-

top terminals or other aspects of the emerging National

Information Infrastructure.
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