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The Alliance supports member TiVo’s petition for clarification or waiver of Section
76.640(b)(4)(iii) of the Commission’s rules. It is important that FCC rules refer to a standards-
based IP-technology for navigation devices to connect to home networks. As the Alliance
commented in supporting TiVo’s initial waiver request, “[p]iecemeal approaches to interoperability
and regulation by waiver are inadequate to fulfill all of the Commission’s responsibilities under
Section 629.™ In supporting TiVo’s original petition the Alliance also referred to its concern, as
stated in its comments on basic tier encryption, that the “transition to IP-based digital techniques is

an opportunity that if not grasped now will become an obstacle.”
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The Alliance urged in its comments on the previous petition,? and continues to urge, that in

addition to taking action as requested by TiVo to clarify the Commission’s expectations for

compliance with Section 76.640(b)(4)(iii), the Commission should also commence a rulemaking to

establish “AllVid” standards references for IP-level connection to MVPD interfaces generally.

With respect to the instant petition, however, all that is necessary is for the Media Bureau to clarify

whether compliance with Section 76.640(b)(4)(iii) is required, and if so, by what date.
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