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Dear Mr. Chairman:

The FCC has--or will soon have--before it two extremely important items critical to the
deployment of advanced television service: the ATV broadcast transmission standard and channel
allocation plan.

ATY Standard: Late last year the commission's Advisory Committee on Advanced
Television Service (ACATS) unanimously recommended that the FCC adopt the Grand Alliance
system. The cable and computer industries had representation on ACATS, and they did not
oppose that recommendation.

Now, however, both industries have done an abrupt about-face and argue the standard
should not be adopted. They allege that to do so would "freeze" technological development. In
fact, all that would be frozen is the commencement ofdigital ATV service by America's free,
over-the-air broadcasters. Without a standard, stations will not invest the $8-10 million necessary
because they cannot be confident all other stations will use the same system and that all new TV
sets will be able to receive their signal in the manner it would be transmitted. Manufacturers will
not, therefore, develop the transmission equipment necessary, and consumers will no invest
billions ofdollars in new receivers when there is no ATV service to receive on their new sets.
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Please, adopt the Grand Alliance system as the standard and let us all begin to move

forward on an accelerated basis.

Channel AllocatiQns: PrQving each brQadcaster with an ATV transitiQn channel which
comes close tQ replicating its existing signal and yet dQes not cause unacceptable interference is a
nearly impQssible task when using the entire blQck Qf spectrum set aside fQr brQadcast television.
Attempting tQ shQehQrn virtually all the new channel assignments between channels 7 and 51 will
result in substantially smaller ATV CQverage areas and substantially increased interference fQr
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traditional analog service. This will both harm consumers receiving only analog TV, while
simultaneously lessening the demand for new digital TV sets because fewer people will be able to
receive the new service. Simply put, it's a lose-lose situation.

We strongly urge the commission to reject this approach and to adopt instead an
allocation plan utilizing the full TV spectrum band width.

Thank you for your consideration, and please don't hesitate to contact me ifyou have any
questions.
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The FCC has -- or will soon have -- before it two extremely important items critical to
the deployment of advanced television service: The ATV broadcast transmission standard and
channel allocation plan.

ATV Standard: Late last year the Commission's Advisory Committee on Advanced
Television Service (ACATS) unanimously recommended that the FCC adopt the Grand Alliance
system. The cable and computer industries had representation on ACATS. and they did not
oppose that recommendation.

Now, however, both industries have done an abrupt about-face and argue the standard
should not be adopted. They allege that to do so would "freeze" technological development. In
fact. all that would be frozen is the commencement of digital ATV service by America's free.
over-the-air broadcasters. Without a standard, stations will not invest the $8-10 million necessary
because they cannot be confident all other stations will use the same system and that all new TV
sets will be able to receive their signal in the manner it would be transmitted. Manufacturers will
not, therefore, develop the transmission equipment necessary, and consumers will not invest
billions of dollars in new receivers when there is no ATV service to receive on their new sets.

Please, adopt the Grand Alliance sy~tem as the standard and let us all begin to move
forward on an accelerated basis.

Channel Allocations: Providing each broadcaster with an ATV transition channel which
comes close to replicating its existing signal and yet does not cause unacceptable interference is
a nearly impossible task when using the entire block of spectrum set aside for broadcast
television. Attempting to shoehorn virtually all the new channel assignments between channels
7 and 51 will result in substantially smaller ATV coverage areas and substantially increased
interference for traditional analog service. This will both harm consumers receiving only analog
TV, while simultaneously lessening the demand for new digital TV sets because fewer people
will be able to receive the new service. Simply put, it's a lose-lose situation.
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We strongly urge the Commission to reject this approach arid to adopt instead an
allocation plan utilizing the full TV SPeCtrum band width.

Thank you for your consideration, and please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

t~::~
VP/General Manager
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It is our understanding that you will soon be proposing a Digital Television rule that will provide a
second 6 MHz channel to every full power station for digital service. We further understand that the
selection of these second channels is being made without regard for the spectrum currently assigned
to FCC authorized and licensed Low Power Television (LPTV) stations that are currently providing
valuable programming in our states. We understand that the risk of spectrum loss for LPTV stations
could be further increased with a decision not to assign any digital television channels in the 60-69
UHF range, spectrum that is currently being used for analog television broadcasting.

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. St., NW
Washington, DC 20554

26 June 1996

We know that the task of identifying second channels for every full power TV station is not easy.
The answer, however, is not to shut off the community (LPTV) stations that are providing valuable
local news, information and other positive programming to our constituents.

Mr. Chairman, we urge you to make every effort to preserve LPTV service during the transition to
Digital TV. We also urge you to provide a suitable broadcast environment so that LPTV stations
will be able to inaugurate digital service at a future time.

Da.; M.val~
Chairman, Law Enforcemnt
Committee
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Please, adopt the Grand Alliance system as the standard and let us all begin to move forward on an accelerated basis.
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d please don't hesitate to contact me ifyou have any questions.
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ATV $andard: Late last year the commission's Advisory Committee on Advanced Television Service (ACATS)
unanimously recommended that the FCC adopt the Grand Alliance system. The cable and computer industries had
representation on ACATS, and they did not oppose that recommendation.

VVe strongly urge the commission to reject this approach and to adopt instead an allocation plan utilizing the full TV,
spectrum band width.

Now, however, both industries have done an abrupt about-face and argue the standard should not be adopted.
They alle~ that to do so would "freeze" technological development. In fact, all that would be frozen is the
conun~t ofdigital ATV service by America's free, over-the-air broadcasters. VVithout a standard, stations
will not ~vest the $8-10 million necessary because they cannot be confident all other stations will use the same system
and that all new Tv sets will be able to receive their signal in the manner it would be transmitted. Manufacturers will
not, therefore, develop the transmission equipment necessary, and consumers will not invest billions of dollars in new
receivers when there is no ATV service to receive on their new sets.

Channel Allocations: Proving each broadcast with an ATV transition channel which comes close to replicating its
existing signal and yet does not cause unacceptable interference is a nearly impossible task when using the entire block
of spectrum set aside for broadcast television. Attempting to shoehorn virtually all the new channel assignments
between channels 7 and 51, will result in substantially smaller ATV coverage areas and substantially increased
interference for traditional analog service. This will both harm consumers receiving only analog TV, while
simultaneously lessening the demand for new digital TV sets because fewer people will be able to receive the new
service. Simply put, it's a lose-lose situation.

The FCC has....or will soon have...before it two extremely important items critical to the deployment of advanced
television service: the ATV broadcast transmission standard and channel allocation plan.
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The FCC has--or will soon have--before it two extremely important items critical to the
deployment of advanced television service: the ATV broadcast transmission standard and channel
allocation plan.
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ATV Standard: Late last year the commission's Advisory Committee on Advanced

Television Service (ACATS) unanimously reconunended that the FCC adopt the Grand Alliance
system. The cable and computer industries had representation on ACATS, and they did not oppose
that recommendation.

Now, however, both industries have done an abrupt about-face and argue the standard
should not be adopted. They allege that to do so would "freeze" technological development. In fact,
all that would be frozen is the commencement ofdigital ATV service by America's free, over-the-air
broadcasters. Without a standard, stations will not invest the $8-10 million necessary because they
cannot be confident all other stations will use the same system and that all new TV sets will be able to
receive their signal in the manner it would be transmitted. Manufacturers will not, therefore, develop
the transmission equipment necessary, and consumers will not invest billions ofdollars in new
receivers when there is no ATV service to receive on their new sets.

Please, adopt the Grand Alliance system as iAc-standard and let us all begin to move forward
on an accelerated basis.

Channel Allocations: Proving each broadcaster with an ATV transition channel which
comes close to replicating its existing signal and yet does not cause Wlacceptable interference is a
nearly impossible task when using the entire block of spectrum set aside for broadcast television.
Attempting to shoehorn virtually all the new channel assignments between channels 7 and 51 will
result in substantially smaller ATV coverage areas and substantially increased interference for
traditional analog service. This will both harm consumers.receiving only analog TV, while
simultaneously lessening the demand for new digital TV sets because fewer people will be able to
receive the new service. Simply put, it's a lose-lose situation.

We strongly urge the commission to reject this approach and to adopt instead an allocation
plan utilizing the full TV spectrum band width.

Thank you for your consideration. and please don't hesitate to contact me ifyou have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Mann
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