§tephanie Kost

A
From: Andrew Wales [ar_elite @yahoo.com)
Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 12:08 AM
To: KAQuinn
Subject: | 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 tc any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast £lag® .
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizsn, 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. '

Tf the #CC issuass a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable recaivers and other equipment. T will not pay mcre for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywcod. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank yvou for your time.

Qincerely,

Andrew Wales

75065 Suffield Ct
Unit #¥F202
Westmont, IL 60559
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Henry Clay [gunjin_10@ hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, Cctober 27, 2003 11:15 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | 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 chey:
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.

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

Sincerely,
Henry Clay
4614 Hank Ave

Austin, TX 78745
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Ryan Osborn [osborn.52@ osu.edu]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 10:30 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | 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 Kathlieen 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
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
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Ryan Osborn
739 N High St Apt C

Columbus, OH 43215
USA

21



Stephanie Kost

From: Dana Cavasso [danacc @ excite.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 9:53 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan 5. 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 flag"
techriclogy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, T feel strongly that such a
volicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A vobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be. rcoted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios . to veto features of DTV-
raception 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 tha ¥CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I.will nct 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. v : '

Sincerely,
Dana Cavasso
3704 Arbor Vista Dr.

Planc, TX 75093
U5A
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Stephanie Kost

From: Nathan DeWitt [ndewitt @ uga.edu]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 9:22 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Octobexr 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 DIV.

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 enakle the studios to - -tell technelogists what ‘new products they
can create. This will result in products that .don't necessarily reflect what consumers
dike 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 lezs likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cother equipment. I will not pay more for devices
. that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not nmandate. broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Nathan DeWitt
100 Deer Pkwy

Athens, GA 30605
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Christopher Invidiata [invid @ nyc.rr.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 9:07 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Cctober 27, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing teo 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 beihg charged more money for inferior
functionaliity. '

If.the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would -ackually 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 kroadcast flag
technology for digital televisgion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Christopher Invidiata
122-12 85th Avenue

Kew Gardens, NY 11415
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Precursor - David Hoover [Precursor-Hoover @ PrecursorGroup.xmr3.com]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 8:24 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: Broadcast Flag Unlikely to Solve Digital Content Plracy

2003-10-27
droadcast Flag.pdf .. . . . s . .
Summary: Precursor believes investors should view the FCC’s pending adoption of a

“‘Broadcast Flag” not as the solution to digital piracy, but, rather, as further evidence of the
significance of the digitization threat to content owners and providers. Precursor suggests that
flag proponents, largely Hollywood and the broadcast networks, will likely succeed in establishing a
- precaricus technology beachhead, whereby content would be incrementally more protected; but
this is by no means a definitive solution. The hype surrounding the upcoming ruling is -

overshadowing its marginal benefits. Precursor cautions that the flag, which prohibits unauthorized .
Internet redistribution of over-the-air (o-t-a) content, is just the initial attack of a technology battle in a.
larger war on digital piracy. Whether content providers will ultimately succeed is still very much in
doubt because victory over digita! piracy is dependent on the cumulative success of heroic efforts on
muitiple fronts of law, litigation, technology, international, and businesé model development (see
Precursor 3/3/03). Accordingly, Precursor still believes the premiums afforded DIS, VIA, and FOX do .
not yet reflect the significant oncoming d:gltlzatlon threat that is likely only temporarily amellora”t@d by :
the flag (The full research can be accessed by viewing the attached PDF file.) . :

Registered Cllents visit Precursor Research Archives. Forgotten yourpassword? Email
websupport @ precursor.com or call Daniel Pfenenger at (202) 828-7823.

David R. Hoover, Media & Wireless Analyst
Precursor

(202) 828-7815 phone
dhoover @ precursor.com

If you would prefer not to receive further messages from this sender, please click here o be removed. Important: This
message is intended for the use of the person(s) ("the Intended Recipient") to whom it is addressed, and it may contain
information which is privileged and confidential within the meaning of applicable law. Accordingly dissemination,
distribution, copying or other use of this message or any of its contents by any person other than the Intended Recipient
may constitute a breach of civil or criminal law and is strictly prohibited. If you are not the Intended Recipient please
telephone the sender as soon as possible. All reasonable precautions have been taken to ensure no viruses are present in
this E-mail. We cannot accept responsibility for loss or damage arising from the use of this E-mail or attachments we
recommend that you subject these to your virus checking procedures prior to use.

25


mailto:tvebsuppnrt@precursor.com
http://ixectirsor.com

Stephanie Kost

From: Daniel Biehl [ottomobiehl @ bresnan.net]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 8:15 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: 1 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 studiocs to veto features of DTV-
receptibn equipment will enable the studios to tell technoleogists 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 igssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesgs likely to make an

. investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmen=. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.-

Sincerely,

Daniel Biehl
3808 Slalom Dr.

Apt. #353
Billings, MT 59102
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Carl Shapiro [carl @ lasvegassun.com]

Sent: Monday, Octeober 27, 2003 7:34 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 i2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposgition 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 ke bad for inneovation, 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
functiconality.

If the FCC issuesg a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and octher.equipment. I wlll 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,
Carl Shapiro
1 Quail Beak Way

Henderson, NV 89014
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Lawrence Osclkowski [osolkowski @ adelphia.net]

Sent: Meonday, October 27, 2003 7:19 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | 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 Zlag”
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 -technolegists 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.
funccionality. ’

If the FTC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually rfe less likealy to make an

investment in DTV-capakle 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 vour time. :
Sincerely,

Lawrence Osolkowski

561 Orchard Place

North Tonawanda, NY 14120
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: nathaniel mordo [nate @ sickestever.com)

Sent: Monday, Cctober 27, 2003 6:15 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | 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 Copps,

I am writing this to voice my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technology. Based on my understanding of this issue, the technology will have a negative
effect for consumers and manufacturers, and have a debatably positive effect for content

creators.

Frankly, I am concerned that the content industry already has too much contrel over how

- legislation is decided (the recent Disney copyright extension is a good example) and
aggressive actions by organizations like the RIAA and the MPAA are making it difficult to
nave -a open discussion of the issues with a resolution that is kalanced for *both*
consumers and producers. : ‘

By implementing the broadcast Elag I am afraid that che content industry will have the

power to stifle innovation by dictating what kinds of new features and technology

. manufacturers can incilude in their products. . This is unacceptable, as is the problem of
this technology rendering millions of existing DVD players useless. :

I am shcocked that this legislation has come go close to passing, and I strongly oppose it.
If this legislation does pass, I likely will curtail purchases of electronics or other
goods which control my usage of content per the wishes of content creators. The bottom
line for me is, if I pay for content, I want to be able to do whatever I want with it -
watch it on my TV, laptop, personal video player, etc. I should not be reguired to
purchase all new equipment to make this happen. :

Please vote against this terrible infringement on consumer rights!

Sincerely,

nathaniel mordo

40 Parnassus Ave

San Francisco, CA 94117
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Francine Keyes [fakeyes @yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 6:02 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | 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 Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption ¢f "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
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 squipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcas: flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. -

Sincerely,.
Francine Keyes
1105 Asbury Ave

Evanston, IL 60202
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Ken Wilde [kenwilde @yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 5:22 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 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 "broadecast 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 DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studiocs 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, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and orher eguipment. I will net pay more for devices. .
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadoast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. : .

Sincerely,
Xen Wilde
856 Brennan Way

Livermore, CA 94530
USA
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SteEhanie Kost

From: Michael Poff [mpoff @ erols.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 5:21 PM

To: KAQuinn _

Subject: | 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 oppesition 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 imnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

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 equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit.my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technonlogy for digital television. ‘Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Michael Poff
20882 Butterwood Falls Terrace

Sterling, VA 20165
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Scott Lederer [lederer@cs.berkeley.edu]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:57 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commissicn
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 strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer zlectronics 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 ke less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mere 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,
Scott Lederer
2824 Folseom St

San Francisco, CA 94110
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Ryan Calder [ryan@the-calders.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:52 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Cppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 205%4

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to wvoice 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 DIV.

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

7¢ the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually.be less likely to make an-
investmernt in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices .
that limit ry rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your Lime. : - .

Singerely,
Rvan Calder
817 Ridgeway Drive

Liberty, MO 84068
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

i TR
From: DeWilton Haslup lll [wil@charmfx.com]
Sent: Monday, Cctober 27, 2003 4:46 PM
To: KAQuinn
Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen ¢. 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, T 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 technclogists 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 lesz likely to make an
investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not.pay more for devices
that limit iy rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you . fnr your time.

Sincerely,
DeWilton Haslup IIZ
609 Dunkirk Rd

Baltimore, MD 21212
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Joe Murray [jpmurray@voicenet.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:35 PM

Te: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 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 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'
cability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception eguipment 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. co

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
invesgtment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devicas
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please 4o not mandate broadcast flag:
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. : - C

Sincerely,

Joe Murray

49 Glen Dr.
Yardley, PA 19067
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

" M "
From: Norbert Ohlenbusch [eff @ ohlenbusch.com]
Sent: Monday, Gctober 27, 2003 4:24 PM
To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 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 flag"
tecnnoloygy 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 DITV-
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 c¢ould result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. o

. If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be ess likely to make an-
investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. T will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please 4o not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. e

Sincerely,
Norbert Ohlenbusch

9 Whispering Pines Dr
Andover, MA (01810
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Stephanie Kost

From: Christopher Wright [cjwright @ aol.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:18 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | 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 studics 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
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged wore money for inferior
functionality.

. If the PCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually oe 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 Hollywecod. Please do not ﬂdndate broadCdSt flag:
technology For digital televigion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Christopher Wright
19334 Emerald Park Drive

Leesburg, VA 20175
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: James Burgoon {burgoon.5 @ osu.edu)

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:14 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NwW

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 nust be rootéd in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to vete 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 equipment. I will not pay more for devices
..that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate kroadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for yvour time. : :

Sincerely,
James Burgoon
€233 coonpath

Carrell, OH 43112
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Brandon Williams [floach @ uga.edu]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:12 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | 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,’'f 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 ke rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studidos 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. e

If the FCOC issus=s a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely ©o make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
chet limit my rights at the behest of Hollywnod. Please do not mandats. hircadeast flagy
technology Eor digital television. Thank you for your time.:.

Sincerely.
Brandon Williams
36 Whitehall Road

Watkinsville, GA 30677
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: mark madsen [mmadsen0 @ yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:02 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 2003

Commlssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing because I oppose FCC-mandated adoption ¢f the "broadcast flag". This is a
terrible idea designed by one industry to protect itself from advancements in technolegy
industries. . o

If you mandate thig, you will sacrifice a robust consumer electronics industry that is ten
times the size of -the entertainment industry requesting the legislation. Further, this

- mandate has no effect outside the US and -therefore will hinder our competetiveness 'in
oversease markets. The mandate is patently foolish and economically irresponsible.

Apart from the overall economic harm, this mandate would cause harm to consumers by
locking in aging technologies, limiting consumer choice and preventing competition, since
the entertainment industry has control over what technology manufacturers create.

Sincerély,
mark madsen
PO Box 1166

Rogue River, OR 97537
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Douglas Estes [dce005@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 3:46 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | 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 Copps,

I am writing to voilce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast 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 DRDTV-
‘reception equipment will enable the-studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in preoducts 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 equipment. I will not pay mors for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mardate broadcast flag

technology £or digital television. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Douglas Estes
629 Arguello Bivd.

Apt. 303
San Francisco, CA 94118
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: David Carlson [walkingencycl @ netscape.net]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 3:38 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 27, 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 adopticon of "broadcast flag"
technoclogy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel ztrongly 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 weto 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 FC7 issues a broadcast flag mandate, I -would actuvally be less. likely:to make .an
investment 'in. DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment.. T will not pay mora. for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag:
technoclogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. . . .o S

Sincerely,
David Carlson
2612 Silver Cr. Dr.

Franklin Park, IL 60131
UsSA
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