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Chairman Reed E. Hundt
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Sincerely,

M%M-M

Francis M. Buono

Enclosure
No. of Copies rec’d__ﬁ
List ABCDE
. St Citivorp Center Telox RUA 233780
v kst S3rd Street RO A 238805

Len ark, Y 100221060 Wi 12 7679

Lol Heod Fay Lbd 7R2 2001



i , : ,

eneral Instrument RECEIVED
JAN 12 1995

nEert L penaTion

Coatrars Mivisior

[ Qcad mmmmm
snnsylvama 19040 mmmm
L4800
Aaary 12, 1995
The Honorakls SO TS ST
Federal Comm riors Lommission
1919 M Streel W
Room 814
Washington, D.Z. 20554
Re: ET Docket No, 93-7 -- Equipment Compatibility

Dear Chairman Hundt:

General Instrument Corxrporation ("GIC") fully supports
your vision as expressed in your recent Las Vegas speech of
ensuring that "no one industry obtains an unfair advantage
over its rivals through some bottleneck at the [television]
receiver." I am writing to you to convey a serious concern
on the part of GIC regarding an issue in the equipment
compatibility proceeding which, if not properly decided,
will lead precisely to the establishment of such an unwanted
bottleneck.

GIC has firmly supported the adoption of an "IR pass
through" capability as part of the Commission’s Decoder
Interface standard. The Consumer Electronics ("CE")
industry has consistently opposed this requirement. The IR
pass through provides a mechanism for remote controls to
communicate with set-back modules that will plug into the
Decoder Interface connector. Such a pass through is needed
to ensure that as new features (such as interactive
programming guides) develop and are implemented in set-back
feature modules, consumers will be able to communicate with
these features using their remote control devices. 1In
short, adoption of the IR pass through will facilitate open
competition among TV and set-back suppliers and ensure
consumer access to new and evolving features and services.
GIC strongly urges the Commission to reject the CE side’s
attempt to impede these pro-consumer developments, for the
reasons discussed more fully below.

As a manufacturer of several million IR-controlled
products annually, GIC fully understands the technology and
economics of IR technology. Based on more than a decade of
such experience, GIC believes that not only will the IR pass



The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
January 12, 1995
Page 2

through expand competition and consumer choice, but it is
both technically feasible and very economical to implement -

-~ costing less than $.25 in most instances.

On November 23, 1994, GIC made an ex parte presentation
to the Office of Engineering and Technology (using a TV set,
remote control device, and a simulated Decoder Interface set
up) which demonstrated the economic and technical
feasibility of an IR pass through. 1In addition, on December
15, 1994, NCTA made a similar presentation to OET staff.

GIC fully endorses the NCTA ex parte presentation on IR pass
through technology.

To round out the current debate over the IR pass
through issue, GIC respectfully submits the following four
peints for your serious consideration.

I. ESSENTIAL FOR DELIVERY OF INNOVATIVE SERVICES.

An IR pass through is essential for accommodating
current and future video services. The consumer electronics
("CE") proposal to use EIA’s existing IR command set in lieu
of an IR pass through will limit the Decoder Interface’s
capability and prevent it from servicing the needs of
subscribers and providers of set-back feature modules.

The last official statement provided by the CE side to
the cable side on July 8, 1994 contained only 32 "Messages
from TV to Decoder" and only 7 "Messages from Decoder to
TV." These "Messages" are a subset of those which cable
listed in its April 29, 1994 document as the minimum
requirements for offering current services, let alone future
services. Moreover, the GIC ex parte presentation lists
over fifty functions which are not accommodated by EIA’'s
limited command set. If the intentions of § 42 of the
Commission’s April 4, 1994 Equipment Compatibility Report
and Order (FCC 94-80) are to be fulfilled, an open interface
with full capability is required. Otherwise, cable and
other affected industries will be precluded from offering
the services consumers want through the Decoder Interface.

For example, interactive systems that depend on cursor
movements in 16 vector directions could not be accommodated
by EIA’'s fixed command set; rather, such advanced services
will require the flexibility afforded by an IR pass through
capability to enable consumers to "talk" to these new
services entering their homes. Without such flexibility,
the critical "look and feel" of new services will be
severely constrained, thereby limiting the appeal and
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utility of these services to consumers. As another example,
services which are part of the National Information
Infrastructure will require the ability to receive
alphanumeric data input. This is not possible with EIA’s
gseverely limited command set.

In short, without an IR pass through capability, the
whole concept of the Decoder Interface as a compatibility-
enhancing device will be severely impaired and may actually
fail, since consumers will be unable to communicate with new
features and services delivered through set-back modules.

In essence, failure to implement an IR pass through will
result in the ultimate irony: In endeavoring to prevent
cable systems from impairing the functionality of TVs/VCRs,
the Commission will have adopted a compatibility "solution"
that impairs the functionality of all video service
providers and set-back suppliers. Such a derailment of the
Commission’s compatibility and innovation objectives will be
avoided by implementation of an IR pass through capability
which will enable consumers to send the raw IR data from the
remote to set-back feature modules and thereby control all
present and future functions of innovative services.

II. NO NEW INTERFERENCE.

Those who have claimed that an IR pass through will
increase IR interference, will be unreliable, or will
experience "false triggering" because devices will be
confused by strange IR codes are simply incorrect. Strange
codes are already sharing the air space between the couch
and the TV/VCR. These codes come from a variety of in-home
products from a wide list of manufacturers: Cable set tops,
TVs, VCRs, stereo systems, laser disk players, CD players,
digital audio tape players, video games, and interactive
products. Despite this existing flood of IR codes,
manufacturers and marketplace forces have already provided
effective isolation between IR signalling codes.

This situation will not be altered by the
implementation of an IR pass through. Set tops use the same
IR codes as would set-back modules. 1In both cases, the
TV/VCR will "see" the same IR signals and process them as it
does today. In short, the mere fact that IR codes are
received via an IR pass through will not increase the burden
on TV/VCR receivers to process IR codes.
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IITI. LIMITED TO "CABLE READY" SETS.
The IR pass through is being recommended only for
"o ea . Consumer electronics manufacturers

are under no obligation to produce any of these products.
They are free to decide whether to sell such products and,
if so, when. It is imperative that during the lifetime of
such devices, they are "cable ready" to the greatest extent
possible. Since no one can foresee the future, we must not
limit it. This is especially true here, given the minimal
cost of ensuring such flexibility for the future.

IV. AVOIDING THE CREATION OF A NEW BOTTLENECK.

The CE opposition to an IR pass through amounts to
little more than an effort to obtain a privileged position
in the offering of consumer electronics features and new
services, at the expense of consumer choice. By insisting
on the adoption of EIA’s limited command set, thereby
effectively complicating the ability of consumers to
communicate with network operators and third-party set-back
feature modules, the CE side seeks to establish itself as a
gatekeeper controlling what capabilities may be offered in
Decoder Interface modules.

The Commission should send a clear message that neither
its authority nor its policies permit it to grant CE
manufacturers such a privileged position. Rather, the
Commission should pursue the open approach represented by
the IR pass through and allow CE manufacturers and third-
party set-back suppliers to compete in the provision of new
features. Such an approach, based on marketplaces forces
and consumer choice, is wholly consistent with congressional
and Commission policy objectives.

* * *

A copy of the handout from GIC’s November 23, 1994 ex
parte presentation is attached for your convenience. I am
also distributing copies of this letter to your fellow
Commissioners and legal staff for their consideration. If
you have any questions or would like to discuss or see a
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presentation on any aspect of the IR pass through, GIC would
be pleased to assist the Commission in any way it can.

Sincerely,

Loy S Bomen

Geoffrey S. Roman
Vice President Technology and
Business Development
Communications Division

cc: Merrill Spiegel, Special Assistant
William F. Caton, Secretary
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