
Stephanie Kost 

From: Andrew Wales [ar-elite@ yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 28,2003 12:08 AM 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 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 citizan, I feel strongly that s ~ c h  a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rightls, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics musk be rooted in niacufacturrrs' 
ability to innovate for  their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what riew.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 FCC issuas a broadcast €lag mandate, I wou:d ac' iualiy be less likely to make d:l 

investment in DTV-cspable rec=iv?irs and other equipmext. T will ;lot yay mcre for devices 
thai. limk my rights at the behest of Aoll~wcod. Please do 11o'f mi?ndate bl-oadcast f l % g  
tezhnolog-y for digital television. Tharlk you ?or vour time. 

::;.:.icerely, 

Andrew Wal-es 
7S!l65 Suffield Ct 
unit #I201 
Westmont, I L  60559 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Henry Clay [gunjin-lo@ hotmail.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 11:15 PM 
KAQuinn 
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 t e l l  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 
hvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not yay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please d.o not mandata broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you f u r  your time. 

Sincerely, 

Henry Clay 
4614 Hank Ave 
Austin, TX 78745 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ryan Osborn [osborn.52@osu.edu] 
Monday, October 27,2003 10:30 PM 
KAQuinn 
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 for inferior 
functionality. 

if tne FCC issues a broadczst flag mandate, I would actually be'less likely to make an 
.invzstrnent in.DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mare for devices 
that limit ~y rights at the behest of Hol.lywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technclogy f0.r digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ryan Osborn 
'139 N High St Apt C 
Columbus, OH 4321.5 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Dana Cavasso [danacc@excite.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 9:53 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandcte 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 t3 any FCC-mandated adoprion of "broadcast flag" 
tech~ol.3gy :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. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rcoted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of D W -  
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 sctuaily want, and it could result in me being charged,mol-e,inoney.for inferior 
tuncri mal ity . 
It the ?CC issaes a broadcast f l i g  mandate, I wodd sctually be less .likely to make an 
in.i-est?nent in DTV-.capable receivers and other equipment. 1.. wi1.l not pay more fo r  devices 
that 1i.rnit. ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do r io t  mandate broaclcast. flag 
technolozy for  2igit.a: television. Than!: y01.1 foi- your cime. , .  

Sincer-ely , 

Dana Cs-vasso 
3704  Arbor ' i 7 i s t a  Dr 
Planc., TX 7 3 0 9 3  
USA 

22 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nathan DeWitt [ndewitt@uga.edul 
Monday, October 27,2003 922 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate !or Digital Television 

October 2 1 ,  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 o€ "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 whatnew products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
.like me actually wsnt, and it could result-in me being charyed more money for:inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flay mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make an 
investnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit r?y rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pl.ease do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank yo71 for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan l3eWitt 
100 Deer Pkwy 
Athens, GA 30605 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Christopher lnvidiata [invid@nyc.rr.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 9:07 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, comgetitive 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 
functionaiity. 

1f.the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would.actually be less likely to make an 
investment irl DTV-capable receivers snd other equipment. I will not pay more €or devices 
:hat limit my rights at the behest of Holljuuood. Please do not mandate broadcast Flag 
techn2logy for digital television. Thank you f o r  your ti-me. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Invidiata 
122-12 85th Avenue 
Kew Gardens, NY 11415 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
TO: Michael Copps 
Subject: 

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

Broadcast Flag Unlikely to Solve Digital Content Piracy 

2003-10-27 
Iroadcast Flag.pdf .. 

Summary: Precursor believes investors should view the FCCs 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 
flaq proponents, larqelv Hollywood and the broadcast networks, will likelv succeed in establishinq a 
precarious technoloqv 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 (0-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 stili \rev much in 
doubt because victoty over digital piracy is dependent on the cumulative success of heroic efforts on 
multiple fronts of law, litiqation, technoloqv, international. and business model development (see 
Precursor 3/3/03). Accordingly, Precursar still believes the premiums afforded DIS, VIA, and FOX do 
no1 yet reflsct the significant oncoming digitization threat that is likely orily ?emporarily ameliorated by 
the flag (Tho full research can be accessed by viewing the attached PDF file.) I 

Registered Clients visit Precursor-RSearch Arch*. Forgotten your password? Email 
tvebsuppnrt@precursor.com or call Daniel Pfenenger at (202) 828-7823. 

David R. Hoover, Media & Wireless Analyst 
Precursor 
(202) 828-7815 phone 
dhoover @ ixectirsor.com 

If you would prefer not to receive further messages from this sender, please click here to be removed. Important: This 
message is intended for the use of the person@) (“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. 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Daniel Biehl [ottornobiehl@bresnan.net] 
Monday, October 27,2003 8:15 PM 
KAQuinn 
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" 
techn01.0~~ for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market foy 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 inferior 
functiona.lity.. . . 

. .  

. .  

, 

' '  If the FCC issues's broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less 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 
technology for digital television. Tharilc .you f?r your time. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Siehl 
3808 Slalom Dr. 
Apt. #353 
Billings, MT 59102 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Carl Shapiro [Carl@ lasvegassun.corn] 
Monday, October 27,2003 7:34 PM 
KAQuinn 
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 for  inferior 
f unccionalit:, . 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag rnandace, I would actually be less likely to rnake an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other,equipnent. I w i l l  not pay more ,For devices 
that 1.imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast fl7.g 
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 Osolkowski [osolkowski@adelphia.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 7:19 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate ior 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 fo 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, conpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
sbility to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studitx 'to tell technologkts what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that dori't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actaally want, and it could result in me being charged nore money for inferior 
:uric rionality .. 

If the FSC iss;les a bzoadcast flag mandate, .I would actually ke less lik82ly to make an 
investment in DT"J-capable receivers and other rquipnent. I will not say more for devices 
that. Limit ny righcs at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do n3t mindate broadcast flag 
technology for d.igita.7. television. Thank you €or your  ?. iine. 

Sincerely, 

Law.r ence 0 s 0 1 kows lci 
56i Orchard Place 
North Tonawanda, MY 14120 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

nathaniel mordo [nate@sickestever.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 6:15 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 1 ,  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 opposition 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 control over how 
legislation is decided (the recent Disney copyright extension is a good example) and 
aggressive actions by organizations like the R I M  and the MPAA are making it.difficult to 

consumers and producers. 

By implementing the broadcast flag I am afraid that the content iridustr-r will have the 

:nannfacturers can inciucle in their products. .This is znacceptable, as is the prdbl.em of 

, have a open discussion of the issues with a resolution that is balanced for +both* 

. .  power t~ stifle innovation by dictating what kinds of new features .and technology 

this techoioyy rendering millions of existing DVD players useless. . 

I am shccked that this legislation has come so 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 boctom 
line for me is, if I pay for content, I want to be able to do whatever I w a x  with it - 
watch it on my TV, laptop, personal video player, etc. I should not 3e reqnired 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: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Francine Keyes [fakeyes@yahoo.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 6:02 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 Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption cf "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 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 l.ess likely to make an 
investment in DTJ-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more f3r de.Jices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandat.e broadcast flag 
Ixchnoloqy for digits1 television. Thank you for your  time. 

Sincerelq., 

Francine Keyes 
1105 Asbury Ave 
Evanston, IL 6 0 2 0 2  
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ken Wilde [kenwilde@yahoo.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 5:22 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 1 ,  2003 

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

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

S am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-m.indated 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 rohust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manuEacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing mov~ie studios to veto features of D'PV- 
reception equi.pment will enable the studios to tell technologists.whac new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily.reflect what consumers 
like me actuallqr want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
Lunct;onality. 

If the FCC .issues a broadcssc flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
Investm.?nt S.n DTV--capable recei-iers and oche; equipment. I .;vi11 not pay more for devices 
that: Limit 17.1~ rights at the behest of Hollywsod. ?lease 20 not mandate :x:oad?.ast €lag 
technology for diyj.t_al tel.evision. Thank y o u  for your t.ime. 

Sincerely, 

Ker. 'iiilde 
856 Brennan Way 
Livermore, CA 94550 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Michael Poff [mpoff @erols.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 5:21 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 .digiLal 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.ref1ect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

I E  the- FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers.and other equipment. 
that 'limit..my rights at the behest of, Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcasc flag 
technology for digital television. .Thank you for your !:i.me. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Poff 
20882 Butterwood Falls Terrace 
Sterling, VA 20165 
USA 

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

Scott Lederer [lederer@cs.berkeley.edu] 
Mondav. October 27,2003 457 PM 
MichaeiCopps 
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 Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandate adoption of soadcast 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 slectronics must he 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 inore money for inferior. 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be k s s  likely to make an 
invesrment in DTV-capable receivers and other. equipment. 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast f l a q  
technology for digital television. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Lederer 
2824 Folsom St 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
USA 

Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
- 

I will not pay more for devices 

Thank you for your time. 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ryan Calder [vanathe-calders.corn] 
Monday, October 27,2003 4:52 PM 
KAQuinn 
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 xioice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
tzchnology 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. 

.4 robusc, 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 co-Jld result in me being charged more xoney.for inferior 
funcrionality . 
I? the FCC issues a broak!ast flag mandate, I would actualiy.be less likely to make an- 
invcstmect iii UTV-capable recej.vers and other equipment. 
that limit ray rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do not mandate,broadcast flag 
Eechnology for digital cel3visinn. Thmk you for your ILme. 

Sincerely, 

tiyan Calder 
83.7 Ridgeway Drive 
Liberty, MO 64066 

Allowing movie studios to veto featxres of DTV- 

I will not pay xiore fer devicas 

'JSA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DeWilton Haslup 111 [wil@charrnfx.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 4:46 PM 
KAQuinn 
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 adoptj.on 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 D W -  
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what newproducts they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resu1.t in me.being charged more money for inferior 
functionaliry. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wouldactually be less likely tg make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not.pay more Eo: devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plaase do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you fgr .your time. 

Sincerely, 

DeWilton Haslup I11 
609 Dunkirk Rd 
Baltimore, ME 21212 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Joe Murray ~pmurray@voicenet.com] 
Monday, October 27,2003 4:35 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I 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" 
technol.ogy for.digita1 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 ztudios 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 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 devic%s 
that limit my rights at the behest. of Hollywood. Please 30 not mandate broadcast flag 
technolsgy for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joe MurraL. 
49 Glen Dr. 
Yardley, PA 19067 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Norbert Ohlenbusch [eff @ohlenbusch.com] 
Monday, October 27, 2003 4:24 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I 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 Jonachan Adelstein, 

I dm writ.ing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technoloyjr f o r  diyital. television. As a consumer' and citizen, ' I feel stronply that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive inarker for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
dbiiity Co innovate for their customers. Allowing.movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipmeilt 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 3ctually want, and it could result in me being charged more.money for inferior 
functionality. 

If thi! FCC issues a broadcast flag indndate, I would actually be less likely t.0 make an- 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. T will not pay more for devicns 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Ho:lywood. Pl.c-ase 6s not mandate bruadcast flag 
technol.oSy for digital television. Thank yo>> for your time. . - 

Sincerely, 

Norbert Ohlenbusch 
0 Whispering Pines Dr 
hdover, MA 01810 
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From: Christopher Wright [cjwright@aol.corn] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 4:18 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 3 1 ,  2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

.I am wriLing 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 whab new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't.necessarily reflect what consumers 
iike me actually want, and it could resuit i.n ine being charged more money for inferior 
functionality . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actilally be less likely t3 make an 
investment i n  DTV-capa~ble receivers and other. equipment. I w i l l  not gay more for devices 
Khat 1irri.t my rights at che behest.of Hollywcod. Please do not anandare broa.dcasr flag 
technology for digital television. 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: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 4:14 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 fsr digital television. A s  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 robusr, competikive 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 j.n 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 wil.1 no t  pay more for devices 

techiiology for digital television. Thank you €or your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Burgoon 
6233 coonpnth 
Carroll, OH 43112 
USA 

,. that limit my rights at the behest of Hzllywood. Please do not mandate kroadcast flag 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Brandon Williams [floach@uga.edu] 
Monday, October 27,2003 4:12 PM 
KAUuinn 
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 miwsitinq to voice my opposition to any PCC-mandated adcGtion of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. AS a consumer and citizen,'l 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 elecrronics must be rooteu in manufacturess' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios tG veto features of DTV- ' 
reception equipment will enable the studios to t e l l  technGlogists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
-ire 'ai? actually wact. and it could iresult in me being cherged more money for inferior 
functj onality . 

If the F X  i s su ,=s  a bioadcast fiag.mandate, I would actually he'less likely 'G, make an 
invesunent in DTV-capable receivers an9 other equipment. I w i l l  not pay mbre f o r  devices 
lktet 1.imit my rlghts at the behest of Hollymod. Please do no t  mand.ats. h?roadcsst flay 
teshr.,oiogy for digital television. Thank you for your ti:ne. 

Sincerely. 

Brandon Wiilim,s 
3 5  Whiteha2.1 Road 
Watkinsville, GA 30677 
USA 

1 ,. 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: mark madsen [mmadsenO@ yahoo.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Monday, October 27,2003 4:02 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 because I oppose FCGmandated adoption of the "broadcast flag". This is a 
terrible idea designed by one industry to protect itself from advancements in technolow 
industries. 

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

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. 

- mandate has no effect outside the US and -therefore will hinder our competetiveness-in 

. ,  
Sincerely, 

mark madsen 
PO Box 1166 
Rogue River, OR 97537 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Douglas Estes [dce005@yahoo.corn] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:46 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 Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flay" 
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 Em- 
.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 resu1.t 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 DTWcapable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more fgr devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do Cot maEdate broadcast flag 
technology f o r  c7igital televisicn. Thank you for your t.ime. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas Estes 
6 2 9  Argue110 Bivd. 
Apt. 303 
San Francisco, CA 94118 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
Tc: 
Subject: 

David Carlson [walkingencycl@netscape.net] 
Monday, October 27,2003 3:38 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I 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 wricing to voice my opposition to any FCC-Ir.andated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digi-tai television. As a consumer and sit.izen, I feel ztrongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adopcion of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted in manufazturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 'veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to-teli 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 rnore.money for inferior 
Cunctionali. ty . 
If the FCC issue.; a brcadcast flag mandate, 1 .wou:Ld dctually be less. li1:ely. to make .a:1 
iiivestnent ir. DTV-capnble receivers and ot.her equipment.. 
that limit ~ny rishts at the behest of Iiollywood. Please d.3 not maidate hroadcasc flag. 
t.echiicloW .For digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Carlson 

I will not. pay more. for devices 

2612 Si!.ver Cr. Dr. 
Franklin Park, IL 60131 
USA 
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