
2003-101721 5357(GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday October 17 2003 

Cornmissionel Kathleen Q Abernathy 
445 12th Street, FJW 
Washingtori DC ,20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications ICommission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
!ethnology, I can he more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
iecord TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football garne to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and COmpUter 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Larry D Carl 
2510 Carriage Creek Court 
Miolothian, VA 23112 



2003-10-17 21 5303 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday. October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications (Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlqh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications o f  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive reclpient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can recard TV t o  watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Vernon W Miller 
2344 Justy Way 
Orlando, FL 32817 



2003- 10- 17 2 1 44 50 (GMT) 16506181678 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washiiigton, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Aberiiathy, 

As a coiisumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Comrnuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

The digital television transtion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  additioii, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wth  today’s 
technology, I can be more than a passive reclpient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It a t  my friend’s 
apartmeiit. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enJoy. 

I f  the move to digital televisioii does i iot make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Zabritski 
888 E Clinton St 
Phoeiiix, A2 85020 



200310-1721 5053(GMT) 16506181679 F r m  

Friday, October 1 7  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliiiigtoii, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transtion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equlpment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my livtng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passwe recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relatrve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my frlend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does i iot make the public's viewing experience more enloyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a ctizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Chadbourne 
4 pierce ave 
Gloucester, MA 01930 



2003-10-17 21 4952(GMTI 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 1 7  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 l 2 t l i  Street, NW 
Wasiiiiigtoii, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernatliy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tecliiiology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modlfy, create, and participate. I can  
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing expeneiice more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard HP Gilroy 
176 Edgerstoune Road 
Princeton, N1 08540 
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E 2003-1P17 21 4 8  43 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Coiiiniissioiier KathlcenQ Abernathv 
-115 12th Street. NW 
Wasliiiigtoti. M_' 20554 

VIA I~ACSIMILE 

Dear Coiiiinissioiier Abernathy. 

As 3 consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coniinunications Commission to vote against the adoptionof a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
coiicrnird !hat 3 broadcar! flag regulation would reFtrict the way I enjoy television 

I'lie digit31 lelev~sion transitloii relies on coiiviticing consumers of the benefits of switchng to and 
hu\ing digital television equipment l h a t  transition wwll be far more palatable to me a s  a consumer 
if\uitcliiiig doesn't iiieaii discarding my exlsting lionie network buying new high-resolution 
display.;. and finding rooin for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by iiialung us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that 
are inore expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition. 1 am \.ev concerned about the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnolog. I can bc inorc than a passivc rccipicnt of content - I can modify, create, and 
pai-ticipatc I can rccord TV to watch latcr, clip a small pece  of TV and splice it into a home 
movie. send an einail clip of iny child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a IIVI) and play i t  at my friends apartment 'l'he broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flevl bility that I enjoy 

Ifthc move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable, 
flewble. and exciting. what compelling reason do I have as  a consumer to buy new dlgital 
equipment'' A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
coiisunier electronics and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisiorl, I 
urge ! .ON to proiiiotc the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Siiicerel?. 

Velnia Sprinkles 
1 I81 Ed Graves Rd 
Murpli!. NC 28906 



2003-1O- 17 21 40 53 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliiiigtoii, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a coiisumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 additioii, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wrth today's 
tecliiiology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my frlend's 
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment7A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a crtizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digrtal transrtion by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Doli Howdeshell 
n/a 
Oklahoma C t y ,  OK 73160 

I am gravely concerned 



P a g e 1  d l  2 4 4  1 0 P M , ? 1 0 3  5 

Cornmlssloner Kathleen C2 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

i am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcottllag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmt lon,  conwmer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust, competkbe market ?or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In m inuhburen '  abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features 01 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the ttudlos to tell technologloto 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng churged more money lor lnferlor lUnc t l onP l~  

ir the F c c  Issues a broudcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make on Investment In DN-capPble recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlee9 that l lmt  my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcasr flag technology for d l g h l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

John Moore 
8102 Christopher Wren Dr 
Werlord, PA 15090 
USA 



2003-101721 36 12(GMT) 16506 18 1679 From 

Friday, Octobet 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q.  Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear C o m m  issioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That transit ion will be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't m e a n  discarding m y  existing home network, buying new h igh-  
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for yet another  device in m y  living r o o m .  Please d o  no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify,  create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece o f W  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
Ti/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this contro l  and flexibil i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

I f  t he  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  m a k e  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture IS hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer equipment.  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Clint Reed 
Coleman, FI 
Coleman, FL 33521 



20031C-1721 41 40iGMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday October l i  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Abernathy 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital lelevision does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enougn reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

THATCHER ELY 
3920 OLENTANGY RIVER ROAD COLUMBUS OHIO 
Columbus, OH 43214 



October 20, 2003 

Cammissloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcarlons Commlsslon 
445  72th Street, NW 
\Nashlngton D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

! am wrlrlng to vnlcc my OppoSItlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglral televlslon As a 
?oPsumer a cltlzen and a technologlsr, I belleve such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts and the 
iiltimate adoptlon of O N  

P robust competltlve market ror consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo3 t o  veto features at DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologisrs 
dhar new proaucrs they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflecr what consumers llke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

11's also wonh polnrlng out that the technology as proposed would be nearly useless In prevenrlng Infrlngement by any 
tledlcated conrenr plrate A system thar llmlts my falr use rlghts but falls IO prevent systematlc underground redlstrlbutlon 
*ucu!d be In my vlew worse than useless 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I wlll personally boycort DN-capable equlpmenr I wlll not purchase devlces 
tnat i lmt my rlghrs at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal teleVlSlon 
Thank yoi i  for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Crlc Swanson 
-914 Folsom Street 
San rranclsco, E A  941 10 
.)SA 
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3ctOber 20, 2003 

Zommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Cede'al Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
043 12th Street, NW 
tdashlngton D C 20554 

9ear Mlchael Copps 

am wrlTlng to vnlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
.-ansumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of OW 

4 robust competlrbe market tor consumer elecrronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Ailowlng movle srudlos to veta features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlo9 to tell technologists 
,"hat new products they can create Thls wIIl re3ult In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
acrually want and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor lunctlonalky 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely 10 make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that  llmlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do no1 mandate 
broa3cast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlrne 

sincerely 

doward Bowers 
835 14th Ave N 
Salnr Pcrersburg, FI. 33701 
'JSA 
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C?ct-.nm 21' 20103 

;c~mmlr:>ol,eL ~il>cliael J copp .  
? e & d  Coinmunicauoni Commiss>or 
445 1 ?th Street, X\X' 
K ' i : l x n p n ,  D . C .  70554 

3 r a  Lllchael Copps. 

I dm v n u n g  to v m c e  in) OpposiPon to my FCC-mandated Idopaon  oi"broadcart flag" technology for & s t a l  
tr1wJsion -4s a c o n w n e 1  atid citimi. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for ~nnouahon.  conwmer  
ughri. a i d  the  ulhinate adopuon of DTV 

-4. ~ o b u r t .  ,:ampcuuve Inaikct for consumer electronics must  be rooted In manufacturers' abilih to innovate foi  
~ / - , P I I  customec: ;illowng ,nome studios to veto feature? of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the studor to 
:ell tccl~~nalogrt:  w l i i t  nmi. products they can create. T h i ~  wil l  result 111 products that don't necessarily retlect 
\ \ .hit  coiiiumei: like m e  ~ t u . d l y ~ x ' w t .  md I t  could i e d t  In m e  being charged more moilel- for d e n o r  
Inc t Jon2L  n 

I! the FCC. iisue: 2 biuadcast tlagrnaidate. I -.odd actually be leis likely to i n a h  uu1 mveshnent m DTV-capable 
.rctlrie~; Aid other  equhprnent I mill n o t  psy more foi devices d isc  limit m y  nghti .zt die behest oiHolly~vood 
?lca;e do n o t  maidate  broadcast ilag technology fo i  & g t d  television. Thank you Cot your tlme 

: U , W & .  

r 

.~ 

r,m I<oi t ly  
i % 3  S Fletcher S t  
Ssitl le W.4 98116 
l-.l.i 
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October 20, 2003 

Cominlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmls~lon 
143 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

i arn wrltlng to volre v y  opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlglral televlslon A3 a 
ccnsdmer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rlghls, and the ultlmate 
ndoptlon of O N  

4 robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate 101 rhelr 
customers Allowlng movle StUdIoS t o  veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsrs 
dhat new products tney can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, anu It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlanallty 

I f  the FCC 1s9ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually he less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpmenr I wlll not pay more for devices that llmf my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
I)rcadCast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Sreven Hess 
18.5 Prospect Ave - 38 
Harkensack NJ 07601 
'JSP 


