Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Lee [mikelee @ areatech.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 6:24 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: { Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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”
techneclogy 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 eguipment will enable the studios to tell technologists- what mnew products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually wanit, and it could result in me being charged:more money for . inferior
functicnality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actualliy 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Michael Lee
3567 Warren Barrett Drive

Hannibal, MO 63401
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: William Joyner [wtjoints @ cwo.com)

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 4:18 PM

Ta: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

T am. writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticon 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, compstitive market for consumer electronics ust be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to .innovate for their .customers. Allowing movie studios to.veto features of DIV-
- 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. : - :

Jf the FOC issues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 1T will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technoloyy for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
William Joyner
10103 La Porte Road

Challenge, CA 95925
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Andrea Knutsen [AKnutsen@ pff.org]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 3:22 PM

Te: Andrea Knutsen

Subject: Updated - Congressional Seminar: Copyright Protection and the Broadcast Flag

=]

Jlip_image002.gif (5
KB)

Copyright Protection

and the Broadcast Flag

YOU ARE INVITED . ..
to a Progress & Freedom Foundation Congressional Seminar

Topic

Protection of copyright on the Internet is a hot-button issue. Millions of people illegally copy files over the Internet; content
owners have responded with lawsuits against "file-sharing” systems and their users. The main alternative to copyright
liability is the adoption of technological protection mechanisms. Last week, in a major rulemaking, the FCC ordered that,
starting with the 2005 product cycle, all digital televisions and related equipment recognize and comply with the "broadcast
flag" - a digital code to limit redistribution of over-the-air broadcasts. The agency did so "to foster the transition to digital
TV and forestall potential harm to the viability of free over-the-air broadcasting in the digital age.”
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Relying on the input of top experts in the field, this Congressional Seminar will help answer gquestions pertaining to
copyright enforcement and the broadcast flag: What mix of available protection mechanisms for IP enforcement will best
serve content producers and consumers? s the broadcast flag needed to ensure that rich digital content will be made
available for over-the-air broadcasts? Are there superior alternatives?

When:

Friday, November 14, 12:00 - 2:00 p.m.
Where:

Room 1539, Longworth House Cffice Building
Moderator:

William F. Adkinson, Jr., Senior Policy Counsel, The Progress and Freedom Foundation

Speakers:

Robert D. Atkinson, VP, the Progressive Policy Institute, and Director of PPI's Technology & New
Economy Project. (Author of "Confronting Digital Piracy, inteliectual Property Protection in the Digital
Era")

Fritz Attaway, Executive Vice President and Washington General Counsel, the Motion Picture
Association of America

Rick Chessen, Associate Chief, Media Bureau and Chair of DTV Task Force

Mike Godwin, Senior Technology Counsel, Public Knowledge
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Lunch:

A buffet lunch will be served.

Register by Fax: Fili out the form below and fax to: 202-289-6079
Register by Phone: Andrea Knutsen, 202-289-8928

Register by Email: aknutsen@pff.org

Name

Affiliation

Phone
Fax

Email
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Stephanie Kost

From: Karin Smith [badco58 @ charter.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:40 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

T am writing to voice my opposition teo 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 DIV-
reception 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 inferier
funectionality. :

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

Sincerely,
Karin Smith
11585 Osage R4

Reno, NV 89506
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Damon Schmidt [damon @ seaboys.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 1:15 PM

To: Commissicner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
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
funcrionality

If the FCC .issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would ‘actually be less likely to make an
investment in DlV—capable receivers and other =quipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadﬂaCt flag
rechnology for digital televisgion. -Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Damon Schmidt
212 129th Ave NE

Bellevue, WA 28005
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Douglas McCary [dmccary@ satx.rr.com}

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 12:31 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television:

November 12, 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 DIV.

A robustc, 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
-1like me actually want, and it could result in -me being charged wmore money for inferior
functionality. ‘ ' '

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

Sincerely,

Douglas McCary

18203 Ceugar Bluff
San Anftonio, TX 78258
USA



Stephanie Kost

From: Alexander Pape [apape @twcny.rr.coni]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 11:36 AM

TJo: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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'
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 DIV-capable receivers. and other .equipment. I will not pay more for devices
- that limic my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag-
technology for digital television. Thank vou for ycur time.

Sincerely,
Alexander Pape
2250 N.Triphammer Rd #FL1

Ithaca, NY 14850
USA
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SteEhanie Kost

From: Joseph Mero [jmero@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 11:31 AM

To: KAQuinn 7

Subject: i Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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 DIV-
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
technology for digital television. Thank ycu for your time. :

Sincerely,
Joseph Mero
8532 9Cth Sctreet

Woodhaven, NY 11421
USA
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Stephanie Kost

_ _ _
From: Greg Walters [gwalters1 @sc.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 11:25 AM
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: | Cppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television .

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to volice my oppesition teo 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 elactronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV--
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new preducts 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. Pleass do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely,
Greg Walters
213 Nutmeg Road

Lexington, SC 29073
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Warren Eckert [tralant @yahoo.cormn]

Sent: Wednesday. November 12, 2003 11:19 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volce 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 adopticn of DTV.

‘A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for thelr custeomers. 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 ¢ould result in me being charged more money for inferior
tfuncticnality. ' .

-If rhe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate; i would actually e less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will rot pay more for devices
“that limit my rights at the behest of Heollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital televigion. Thank vou for your time,

Sincerely,
Warren Eckert
6302 Walnut Springs Dr

Arlington, TX 76001
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Jessing {m_jessing @yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 11:19 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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 adoptioun of "broadcast flag"®
cechnology 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 veflect 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-capabls 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
rechnology for digital television. Thank you for your time. ‘

Sincerely,

Michael Jessing

225 E. SANTA INEZ AVE
#20

San Mateo, CA 34401
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Doug Winters [dwinters @ blessinghospital.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:40 AM

To: KAQuinn -
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

T 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 breoadcast flag mandats, 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 breadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Doug Winters
506 Euclid

Hannibal, MO 63401
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Gary Wright [gw@ ellisenterprises.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:40 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

T 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 techrnclegists 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
rhat limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandatp broadcas+ flag:
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Gary Wright
9025 MNorthridge Dr.

Oklahoma City, OK 73132
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Josh Stein [j_d_stein@yahoo.com]

Sent; Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:20 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.(. 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.

2 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 studics 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, 1 .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
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Josh Stein
1652 N. Bissell St.

Chicago, IL 60614
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:18 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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 "breoadcast flag"
tezhnology 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. 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 rldq
technology for digital television.. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Douglas McRae, Jr.
21 Patricia Dr.

Covington, LA 70433
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Travis Givan [tgivan @swbell.net]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:18 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Xathleen 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 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 ¢f 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 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 meney for inferior
functiocnality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an :
investment in DIV-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. breoadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.’

Sincerely,
Travis Givan
233 N. Griffith

Hannibal, MO 63401
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: William Tingle [witingle @ yahoo.com)]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:56 AM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to veice 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 teo.tell technologists what new preoducts 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 issuas a broadeast 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 broadecast flag
cechnology for digital televigion. Thank you for your %Zime. - . :

Sincerely,
William Tingle
61 Squaw Rock Rd

Danielson, CT 06239
usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Byron Nelson [byron-nelson @ excite.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:53 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television -

November 12, 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 Elag"
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 clectronics 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 FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less. likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and cther zsquipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please deo not mandate broadcast {lag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Byron Nelson
4410 E. 25th

Spokane, WA 99223
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:49 AM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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 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~
raception equipment will enable the-studios to tell technologisits what new prodncts 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 receiversg and other equipment. I wiil not pay more for devices
that limi® my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag.
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Douglas McRae, Jr.
21 Patricia Dr.

Covington, LA 70433
USA
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Stephanie Kost

N
From: Bradley Watkins [bwkj1@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:50 AM
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 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 adopticn 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 ic 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 DIV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mowre for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate: broadcast flag
techrniology for digital television. Thank you for your time. o , :

Sincerely,
Bradley Watkins
10531 Owens St

Westminster, CO 80021
UsA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Douglas McRae, Jr. [dkmcrae @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:49 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f£lag"
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 -¢ustomers. Allowing movie studios:to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studlios 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
functicnality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in IiTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will wnot pay more for devices-
. that limit my rights at rhe behest of Hollywood. Please do unot mandate broadecast flag-
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. :

Sincerely,
Douglas McRae, Jr.
21 Patricia Dr.

Covington, LA 70433
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Travis Givan [tgivan@swbell.net)

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 9:40 AM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

November 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

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

A robust, competitive market for consumesr electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studicos to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios tou 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
tunctionality. '

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ke iess. likely to make an
‘investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay more ror devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology Ffor digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Travis Givan
233 N. Griffith

Hannibal, MO 63401
UsSA
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