
RECEIVED 
DEC 1 9 2003 Y 6  

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of me Secretary 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bruce Ediger [eballenl @qwest.net] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:19 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 27, 20G3 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
'Nxhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kallhl-een Ahernath, 

RECEIVED 
UEC t 9 2003 

i sm writing to voice my Qpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flay". 
techcolsgy fcr digital television. As .a consumer and citizen, I. feel strongly that scch a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of UTV. 

A robust, competiti-le rnarket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufaciurers' 
ahil5.ty t.c innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
rrcertion equipment will enable the studios to tell technologisbs what new products they 
can create. This w i l l  result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me accuaily want, 2nd it could result in me being charged.more Itoney €OK inferior 
func t  ;.on31 itv. 

1f tbr PCT1 issues .3 broadzast :lag mandiit.e, I would actuzlly be less likely to inake an 
ii-zjescnent .in P'PY-capable recei;.ers and other equipment. I will r.ot. ,pay nor? Ecr devices 
th<<t limit iny righss at the beiie;t of Hol.lywooj. Pl-esse rlo not nzmdate broadcast Elag 
technology fsr ,3iq;cal television. Thank you f o r  y o i ~  time. ~~ 

Sinier e ly  , 

Bruce Ediger 
541 Fox :Street 
Denver-, CO 802C.I 
US?. 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

I'Khala - [ikhala@msu.edu] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:13 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

ECEIVED 
October 27. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a consllmer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A-robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto .features of DTV- 
.reception equipment will enable the studios to.tel1 technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferj-or 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-sagable receiver.s and other eqilipment. I will '1ot pay m9re for .devices 

technology f o r  digital television. 'Thank. you for yoiir tirce. 

Sincerely. 

I'Khala - 
1603 R i v e r  Terrace Dr. 
East Lansing, MI 48823 
USA 

. , that 1J.mit my right:; at the behest of YoJ.lywood. Please do r io t  mandate broadcast flag 
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From: 
Sent: 
TO: 
Subject: 

Zachary Piech [zachary.piech@ request.com] 
Monday. October 27,2003 3:13 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

RECEIVED 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer arid citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleccronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products: they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it zould result in me being charged'more money far inferior 
functionality . 

If the ?CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely t3 make a n  

that limit my rights at the behest. of H3llywood. Please do not mandate h.coadcast flag 
technology for digitai television. Thank you :or your time. 

Sincerely, 

Zachary Piech 
137 l i 2  Lincoln Ave. 
Saratoga Springs, NY 12966 
USA 

.investment in DTJ-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
TO: 
Subject: 

October 27. 2003 

Brian Martinez [marti259@thematrix.cl.rnsu.edu] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:lO PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writiag tc voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hrondcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, Lfeel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competicive market for consumer electronics must be Footed in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell-'technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me aztually want, and it could result .in me being charged more money for inferior 
func tioiiali ty . 
If the FCC issues ,a .broadcast flag mandate, I would .actually be' less likely to mak.e an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cother equipnent. I will not pay more for de77ice3 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not man&5ce broadcast.f!.ag 
t-echnology for digicai television. Thank yoii fcr your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Martinez 
500  Computer Center 
East Laiisj-ng, MI 48324 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Matt Ryan [catphile@earthlink.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: Possible new rules regarding "broadcast flags" Federal  on,,: ,,., . . 

Dear Commissioners 8. Chairman. 

Wr: .i 9 2o03 Monday, October 27,2003 3:09 PM 

Office 01 "~"@fmm be secretary co mmission 

I am concerned about the proposed rules regarding "broadcast flags" in digital TV broadcasts. 1 
believe the MPAA has a right to protect their content, but I am opposed to the MPAA's "flag" 
solution, because it creates restraints on future technologies. There is little danger of people trading 
files the size of which would be required to share an hour of television. The connection speeds and 
available hard drive spaces already prevent this type of sharing to happen. There's no reason the 
FCC cannot wait to see what type of problems actually develop in the future and act accordingly, 
rather than restrict how technology can be developed. 

Thank you for listening to my concerns, 
Matthew Ryan 
Portland, OR 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Price [eff.dp@coyotes.org] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:09 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

RECEIVED 
D X  i 9 2003 

October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Federa Cornmu:i;cations Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology €or digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.4 robust, competitive market €or consumer electronics must be sooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferios 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I ~~oulcl actually be less 1ikely.to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Price 
2625 Fremont St 
Boulder, CO 80304 
USA 

51  



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mark Nair [mark@ babblebox.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:05 PM 
KAQuinn ECEIVED - 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

t,!.!C r; I) 2003 
October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q .  Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer .and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable tbe studios to tell t.echnologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actualiy be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that linit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mand.ate broadcast €lag 
technology fur digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Nair 
2301 Harmony 
Amarillo, TX 79106 
USA 

and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Thomas Morris [aliebay@earthlink.net] 
Monday, October 27,2003 2:59 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Comunications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. AS a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. 
reception equipment will enable the studios to. tell technologists what new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect What consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
fuiicrionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment Fn DTV--capable receivers and other equipment. 
that limit my rights at che behest of Hollywood. Please do not maudate Lriadcast flag 
technmllogy for digital television. Thank you Eor your time. 

sincerely, 

Thomas Morris 
918 Metropolitan Ave 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 
USA 

Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 

I will not pay Pore for device2 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mark Dinse [rnarkdinse@netscape.net] 
Monday, October 27,2003 2:57 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael COPFS. 

I am writins to voice my opposition 3 any FCC-manda !d adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer ar citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust; competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipm.ent. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Dinse 
1259 Lakeside Dr. #2208 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
USA 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag 



Stephanie Kost 

From: jeff kuntzman Ijeff.kuntzrnan@ uchsc.edu] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 2:55 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. .Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money f o r  inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technoloqy for digital television. Thank you €or your time. 

Sincerely, 

jeff kuntzman 
627 S. Jasmine Way 
Denver, CO 80224 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alexander Feinman [afeinmana yahoo.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 2:44 PM 
KAQuinn 

“cECElVED I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
Eunctionalicy . 

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable seceivers and other equipment. I will not pay mor’= for devices 
that limit my ,rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not pandate broadcast fl.ag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander Feinman 
33 Hazel St. 
Waltham, MA 02451 
USA 

56 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Collin Eyre [oceanic-noise@ hotrnail.corn] 
Monday, October 27,2003 2:40 PM 
KAQuinn 

QRX3Vf=-J 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 27, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robist, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would.actually be less likely to nake an ' 

investment, in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandata broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank YGU for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Collin Eyre 
606 Iiaight Street 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
USA 

consumer.rights, 

I will not Tay more for devices 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Magnus Lindgren [e8quarl @etek.chalmers.se) 
Thursdav. October 30,2003 1:27 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television R,ycE,vED 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any.FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
'technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A. rokusc, competitive market for ccnsumer electronics musk be rooted in manufacturers' 
.ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception-equipment will enable the, studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money €or inferior 
functionality . 
If =he ~ 7 C C  issue3 a-broadcast flag mandate, I would ,actually be less likely to make an 
im~stnent -in DTV-.capable receivers and .other equi-pent. 
chat limit ihy rI.ghcs at the behest of Bolljrwood. Please do not. mandaze hroadcast. ilag , 
technology for digital television. Tb.ank you for your time. 

Sincersly. 

Magnus Lindgren 
Richartsgatan 2F Lgh 121 
Gothenburg. 41281 
Sweden 

I will not Gay more .for levices 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Stephen Condouris [stevne@jhu.edu] 
Thursday, October 30,2003 1245 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

1 2 ,  i t 2003 October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12,th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition t o  any FCC-mandated adoption. of "S.roadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly chat such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and Lhe ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 1 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to,veto features of DTV- 
reception.equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inf5rior 
functionality. 

If the ZCC issues a broaucast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely ta make ail 
inves-:r.ent in. DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will' not pay more for devices 
chat I.irnit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. P1.ease do not mandate broadcast. flag 
technology for dijit.al celevisipn. Thank you for :xmr ?.ime. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Condouris 
3131 Guilford Avenue 
Baltimore, MD 21218 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Frank Boosman [frank@boosman.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 10:03 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N!N 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to ty FCC-ma 3 adoptio f "b a 
eel s t r o n  

flag" 
v chat such a technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 

policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righcs, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

- -..7 ...-- L:L ...- r_- ,̂,.̂  +--.-:-- _.._ + L,. .-^^&,.A :- -..-... F̂ .<.* ..-^- " I  x LOUUSL, C u u L p a L I L l v r  LLLCLLLeL L V L  LUlli3UIUCL C1CbLLUI I IL3  L I I U > L  "S LVULSU 1 1 1  IIIC1,IULLILCUL5.:D 

abilicy to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios'to veto features OI DTV- 
. . reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 

can create. This will result in products Khat don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
- '  like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged nore money for inferior 

functionality. 

investment in DTV-.Capable rceceivers and other equipxent. I will. not gay- more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyrood. Please do no t  mandate brcmdcast. flag 
tectnology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

S i  ncere lv .  

Frank Boosman 
8Oa Green Passage Ln 
Apex, NC 27502 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Linda Howard [crOwgrrl@ hotmail.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 9:44 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a'consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righrs, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competi,tive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. .Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the 7CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices 
that li,mir my rights at the 5ehest O S  IIo1lywoo.d. Please do not mandate broadcast flag I 

techriology f o r  digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Howard 
679 Clementina St. 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bryson Skyles [synabtic@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, October 29, 2003 9:15 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
"ederal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, 'consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. ,Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what 'consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in .ne being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the ICC issues 9 broadcast flag mandate, I wouid actually be less likely t3 make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eqEipment. 1 will not pay nore for devices 
that limit my righcs at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not v.an%.ate broadcast flag 
technolqgy for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bryson Skyles 
2519 Spindlehill Dr Apt 6 
Cincinnati, OX 45230 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Sleight [dsleighta hvc.rr.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 7:49 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, 3 . C .  20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" . .  

technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I teel. stronyly that sunh a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusc, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to knovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios co veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to' tell technologists what new-products they 
can create. This will result in pr0duct.s that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result i n  me being charged more.rnoney for inferior. 
functionality. 

If tnc E'CC i s sues  a broadcast ilag mandate, I would actually be Leis liksly to make an 
investment in DTV-capable ::eceivers and other aquipmenc. S will no; pay nore for devices 
.:.hat limit my rights at the tehest of Hollywood. Please do zot niandate broadcast. flag . )  

technology €or digital relevision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincere1.y. 

David Sleight 
30  Hill Rd 
Kingston, NY 12401 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Michael Easter [mleaste 63 clemson.edu] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 7:45 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003  

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" 
technology for digital television. AS H consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such.a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights,.and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manuiacturers' 
ability 'to innovate for their &ustomers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable  the^ studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me. actually want, and it could result in ne being c3arged more inoney for inferior 
functionality. 

If the-FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate,. I would actually be less likely t o  make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and .other equipment. I will not say more for devices 
that.iimit my rights at the behest of 3ollywood.. Please 30 no t  mandate bro.3dcask flag 
technology for digital television. 'Thank you.for your tl .me. . 

Sincerely, 

Michael Easter 
4142 UNIVERSITY STATION 
Clemson, SC: 29632 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

James Hinds [jhinds@indy.rr.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 7:16 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel stronyly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate.adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronks must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios tu tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me dctually want, and it could result in.me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely.to make an 
investment i11 DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for deirices 
thac limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please 30 not'mandate brsadcast flag 
technology for digital celevision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Hinds 
4910 E.Naorni St. 
Indiapapolis, IN 46203 
USA 

14 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Christopher Sheffield [etc.chris.sheffield@ ntlworld.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 6:46 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Corrmissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" : 
t.ec:hnology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, .I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation,. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust., competitive market for consumer electroxics mcst be rooted in manufacturers' 
abil-ity to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
recept-ion equipment will enable  the^ studios to tell technologists~what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
.like ma actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for .inferior 
funct ioiiali ty . 
1:: the 'FCC issues a ];roadcast flag mandate, I would actual1y:be less likely to make an 
.!.nvestment in D'TV-capable receivers and other equipment:. I will .not pay more for devicis 
that .l.imi.t my ri.ghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate hrosdcast flag 
te-hno?.ogy for digital te levis ion.  .Thank you .For your :irIie. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Shef field 
l i G  Midgley St 
Colne, BB8 OHF 
United Kingdom 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: james macy [irrnacy@hotrnail.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Wednesday, October 29,2003 5:46 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Desr Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to aay.FCC-mandated adopcion of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

I3 robust, competitive market for consumer .electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abilj-ty to innovate for their customers. Allowing-movie studios to veto features of D'M- 
reception equipment will enable the studios 'to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in m r  being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the ?CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely co make an 
investment iri DTV-capable receivers and other equipmerit. I will not 3ay more for devices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do :lot mandate broadcast EZag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

james macy 
PO Box 303 
54 lake ave 
Oak Bluffs, MA 02557 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

ginjonli @netzero.net 
Wednesdav. October 29.2003 5:39 PM ,, ~ --,---- - ~ 

~~ 

Michael Copps; KM KJMWEB; Michael Powell: Kathleen Abernathy; Commissioner Adelstein 
DEMlNSKl & DOYLE SHOW 

John and Virginia Crump 
4536 Hutchinson Rd. 
Cincinnati,OH 45248 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St, S.W. 
Complaints and Political Programming Branch 
Enforcement Division, Mass Media Bureau 
Washington, DC 20554  

This is a formal PROTEST to each of the 5 members of the '7zderal Communications Commission 
concerning the recent 4 - 1  vote to fine Detroit radio station WKRK a mere $27,500 for the 
Jan. 9, 2002 broadcast of the Ineminski & Doyle Show.= 

I have read an extensive transcript of this broadcast provided by the.Parents Television 
Council [provided below], and it is clear that.this.broadcast constituted prolonged, 
flagrant, reckless and irresponsible indecency. 

This stationrls license should be revoked. 

I agree with FCC Comiissioner Michael Copps that a fine of just $27,500 is a mere &laU on 
the wrist';Xespecially considering the vast financial assets af WX3Kr-s corporate parents, 
Infinity 'Broadcasting and Viacom. 

To these corporations, $27,500 is in insignificant amount of money and therefcre nc 
deterrent against future indecent broadcasts. 

Infinity has already paid more than $ 1 . 5  million in previous FCC indecency fines, and yet 
its stations such as WKRK continue to spew such indecency. 

This new :slap on the wristC fine will do nonhing to reduce broadcast indecency. In fact, 
the FCC would be giving WKRK and other stations an implicit KQreen light2 to continue 
broadcasting gross indecency without fear of the consequences. 

As a tax-paying citizen whose interests the FCC is supposed to serve by enforcing the 
Federal law against broadcast indecency, I DEMAND: 

11 That the FCC immediately convene a new hearing to consider revocation of WKRKns 
broadcast license; 

I That. you vote FOR revocation of the license at such hearing; 

A And that each of you notify me, personally, of the action you have taken in this 
case and will take in other cases of broadcast indecency to enforce the law. The days of 
ignoring broadcast indecency and non-enforcement of the law at the FCC must endDIOW! 

Sincerely, 

John and Virginia Crump 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mike Scott [mike@sprucehollow.com] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 526 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q .  Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writling to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopcioii of "broadcast flag" 
technology far digital television. AS a consuner and cicizen, Lfeel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, cumpetitive market for consumer electroni.cs :nust be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what n e w  products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actu.ally want, and it could result in me being cha;ge,l.more money Eor.inferior 
fun.cticnali ty . , .  

I f  the PCC issues a,broeidcsst flag mandate, 'I woull actually b? i'-ss likely to make an 
invnstment in DTV-capable receivers acd other equipment. I w i l l  not  jay m o r e  tor de-dices 
that 1 i r n i . t .  iny rights at the behest of €io!.lywood. Pleasf do not mandate broadcast. €la3 
technc,logy for digital television. Thank. you f o r  your time. ' 

Sincere:iy, 

Mike Scott 
255 Skyline Di- 
Miliington, NIT 0 ? 9 4 6  
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mike Scott [rnike@sprucehollow.corn] 
Wednesday, October 29,2003 5:26 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 29, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
tec:m3logy for digital television. As a consumer'and citizen.81 feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the.ultimate adoption of DTV. 

. A  robust, c3mpetitive market for consumer elecrronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers.. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTJ- 
reception1equipment will enable th.e s t u d i o s  to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
liks me actually want, and it could resu1t.h me being charged.more money for inferior 
fvnctionaii ty . 

. ~ Lf the FCC lssues a broadcast -flag mandate., T vould.nctually be less lik-ly to make ac 
icvestment.in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmsnt. I will not 2a.y more f o r  devices 
that limit my,rights at the behest of Hollywood.' Please do not mandate brcldcast flag 
technology for digital celevision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Scott 
255  Skyline Dr 
Millinston. NJ 0'7946 
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