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Mr. Steven Spielberg

10C Universal Plaza
Bungalow 477

Universal City, CA 91608

Dear Mr. Spielberg,

Thank you for your recent le ter regarding the presentation to the Commission of a
recommendation for an Advariced Television standard.

On November 28, 1995 we reeived a report from the Commission’s Advisory Committee
on Advanced Television Servi:es (ACATS) making its recommendation for a broadcast
standard for digital television This matter 1s currently still under consideration by the
Commission, and no final decisions have been made. The FCC will be considering a total
of at least three Notices on this issue which. when taken together, will provide a complete
and current record on all aspe :ts relating to the introduction of digital broadcast television
to American consumers. | hcpe that this process will be completed sometime over the next
vear

The first of this trilogy was r:leased August 9, 1995 in anticipation of the final report and
recommendation made by AC ATS. The Commission adopted the second of these three
today. For your information [ have enclosed a copy of the press release explaining the

" nature of the action, as well i5 a separate statement from Chairman Reed Hundt that [ am
sure you will find of interest. We expect to release one more Notice this year to consider
the methodology of assigning channels for digital broadcast to eligible parties. Through the
process of notice, comment a id reply the Commission s able to consider a wide variety of
proposals.
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While your concerns for insiring future innovations are not stifled are shared by many

here at the Commission, you

are not totally correct in your assertion that "many of these

standards were arrived at over ten years ago.” As you well know, the basic foundation for
NTSC was agreed upon som: fifty years ago and, I am told, certain fundamentals of

filmmaking stll in use today
that there are some aspects ¢

pre-date even that event. So it should come as no surprise
f the proposal we are considering which can be traced back ten

years or more. Nevertheless the first proposal for an all digital broadcast standard was not
made to the Commission un:il 1990. The detailed technology recommended by our

Advisory Committee was nc
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Rest assured that this proceeding, far from being over, has in many respects just begun.
The Commission welcomes and encourages you to actively participate in this process and
to share your concerns so that we may make the best decision in the interest of all
Americans.

Very truly yours,
(/’
\ .
Saul T. Shapiro
Assistant Bureau Chief for Technology Policy
Mass Media Bureau
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19191 M Street, N.W.
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VIA FAX: 202/418-2801
Dear Mr. Shapi o,

The decisions that are about to be made regarding Advanced
Television are >f great concern to me. | am afraid there is a rush
to make comn itments to standards that ignore over 40 years of
wide screen v otion picture production.

I am told that nany of these standards were arrived at over ten
years ago. Technology will continue to become more
advanced in tae future; shouldn't we be making a decision that
embraces cur-ent advances, and future-proofs the standard so
as to take ad\ antage of what the future has to offer?

From a creative standpoint, there is an opportunity to mitigate
the conflict between cinema and television compositions.
While it is lik ely that producers for television will adopt a wider
screen aspec! ratio, it's unlikely film producers will want to limit
their scope to the proposed 1.77:1 or 16x9 aspect ratio. Since
Hollywood s the principal library of wide screen entertainment
material, it 15 wrong that this aspect ratio is being adopted
without true input from the Hollvwood community.

Since "wide screen" television will draw upon the vast library of
film titles tc take advantage of a wider screen, it should be an
aspect ratic that is supported by those whose craft has been
responsible for composing those images for four decades. |
understanc that one technical paper justifying the current ATV
aspect rati» referred to wider motion picture compositions as
only contaming “visual fluff." 1 know of several filmmakers that
would tak - strong issue with that comment.

The other standards | would like to see considered are

progressi* e scanning, and the use of transmission technology
that allow s the viewer to see a film in its original composition.

(continued)
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With progressive s-anning there would be the flexibility of
multiple ?rame rates, an end to interlace artifacts, and greater
access to the educational and informational opportunities
offered by the inte net.

Many complain that we're late getting involved in this process;
does that make ot r points any less valid?

We are about to embrace a standard that will dictate how
people will view our images for another several decades.
Don’t make the mistake of excluding a creative medium and
industry that is the: primary reason this television technology is
being created.

All my best,

/e
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