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Friday October 17 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
443 12th Street, N
Washington DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electranics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation wouid restrict the way | 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 1o 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 | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | 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
chiid's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program ento a DVD and play it at my fnend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely
Larry D Carl

2510 Carnage Creek Court
Miglothian, VA 23112
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friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commrssioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Commumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | 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 1n 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.

fn addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TY and splice 1t 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 | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transitron by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Vernon W Miller

2344 Justy Way
Orlando, FL 32817
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washingtan, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner 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 valuabie.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive rectpient 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 television does not make the public's viewing experienice mare enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s 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 Zabritske

888 E Clinton St
Phoenix, AZ 85020
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA 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 requlation 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 vaiuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, T 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 a2 home movie; send an email chip 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 desighed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier v
picture 15 hardly enaugh 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 plerce ave
Gloucester, MA 01930
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissicner 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 hame netwark, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device 11 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, T 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; chp 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 television does not make the pubiic’s viewing experierice more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s 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,
Bernard HP Gilroy

176 Edgerstoune Road
Princeton, N1 08540
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Iriday. October 17 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q Abernathv
445 121th Street. NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Aberathy,

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

Ihe digital television transiion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buyving digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
i switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displavs. and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and 1ts allies to lunder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable

Inaddition. 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, [ can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate I canrecord 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 DVI1) and plav 1t at my fniend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjov

If 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 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electromcs and computer equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, [
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely.
Velma Spninkles

1181 Iid Graves Rd
Murphy. NC 28906
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner 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 -- T 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 [t at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If 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 1s 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 transtion by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Don Howdeshell

n/a
Oklahoma Crty, OK 73160
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Cetaber 17, 2003

Commilssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathizan Abernathy,

I am writing te volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dightal television As a
esnsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of OTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablifty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios 1o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlios to tell teehnolagists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and 1t could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less itkely to make &n investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will nat pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
Broageast flag technology for dightal televislen Thank you far your time

Sincerely,

John Macre

8102 Christophar Wren Dr
Wextord, PA 15080

Usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA 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 T enjoy television

The digital television transition reites 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 nat
allow the MPAA and its alles 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 imphcations 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 chp 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 television does not make the public's viewing expenence more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with allmy
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,

Chint Reed
Coleman, FI
Coleman, FL 33521
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Friday OCctober 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcas! flag regulation would restrict the way | 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 2 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 hving 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 additien | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t 1nto a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or recard a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibdity that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely
THATCHER ELY

3520 QLENTANGY RIVER RCAD COLUMBUS OHIO
Columbus, OH 43214
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October 20, 2003

Commisslener Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

tam writlng to voice my cppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"' technology for dightal televislon As a
~orsumer a cltizen and a technologlst, | belleve such a pelley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights and the
Uitimate adoption of DTV

A rabust competitive market for consumer etectronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment wiill enable the studios to tell techneiogisrs
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want and It could result In ma belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It's alao worth polnting out that the technology as preposed would be nearly useless In preventing Infringement by any
dedicated content plrate A systemn that limlits my falr use rights but falls 1o prevent systematlc underground redistribution
would be In my view werse than usaless

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate | will persenally boycett DTV-capable equipment | wlill not purchase devices
tnat limit my rights at the benest af Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television
Thank you faor your time

Sinceraly

Frlc Swanson

834 Fnlgom Street

San Francisco, SA 94110
JSA
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Derober 200 2002

CLomimussioner Michael | Copps
Federal Communications Comimussion
44> 2 2th Steet, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

L 4T wonting to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast tlag" technology for dignral
relevision Az a consumer and auzen, [ feel stronglv that such a pollcy would be bad for innovatorn, consumer
nghits, and the ultimate adopuon of DTV

A robust, compettive market for consumer electrenics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
then customers Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV 1ecepuon equipment wall enable the smudios ro
rell technologsts what new pioducts they can create Thes will tesult in products that don't necessanly retlect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more monev for mferior
functonaliry

.f the FCC 155ues 1 broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV capable
cecervers and other equipment I will not pav inote for devices that lumut my nghts at the behest of Hellyaood
Ples-e do not mandate broadeast tlag technology for diptal telewision Thank you for vour ume

smcerel,

Heney Claik

1705 Meams Meadow Blvd
Ausun, T 78758

[C2A
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Jetaber 20 2003
Comnuegioner Michuel | Copps
Federal Commutucatons Comnussion
443 | 2th Street. NW

Waghington D C 20334

Denr Vichael Copps

L am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a conswmer
and ornzen [ feel swrongly that such a policy would be had for innovation. consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

+ robust competiive market for consumer electvonics must be rooted in tmanifacturers! ability to mnovate for thew customers Allowing
monte studios To veto features of DT V-recepnon equiprent will enable the stdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This walk result e producte that dont necessarly reflect what consurmiers like me actually want wnd it could result in me being
shurged moze money for infenor functonality

“Cthe FCC 1s9ues a broudeast flag mandate. [ would actually be less likely to make an insestment im DT V-capable recewvers and other
equpment [ will nof pay mote for devices that lunat my 1ights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
iechnelogy for dipital television Thank you for vour time

Smeetely

Dienald W akefield

%665 SW Umatilla Straet
Tuaiaun QR 87067
US4
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Teztwber 20, 2000

Tommissioner Hichael J  Copps
Federal Commurications Commission
114 12th Street  NHUW

Wesningtomn D € 20554

—

ear Hichael Copps

T oam owribing to volce my opposition to any FCC—nandeted adoption of "brosdocast
t Lag” technology for digital teslevision As a consumner and citizen, 1 feel
stronglv that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumelr rights. and the
altimeste adoption of DTV

A roabust conpetitive merket for consuner electronics must be rooted 1n
manufacturers' ahility to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto teatures of DTV—-reception eguipnent will enable the studios to tell
Sechnulogists what usw products they cen creste  This will result in products
rhat don 't necessarily reflect chat consuners like me actually mant and 1t could
result o 1n ome being charged more monery for inferior functionality

Tt the FOC i1ssues & broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less likely to
wabke ar 1nveslmnent 1u DTV-capable recsavers and other eguipment I will not pay
more tur devices that limit wm rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
maudate Frroadecast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely

Twav1d Sherohman
" Third S 3
£lh Fiver HH SL330

AR
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S beober 200 2003

ommssioner Michasl J 0 Copps
tederal Communicetions Commlission
148 17th Strest HUW

Mashongteom D 2 205514

iear Hizhasl Copps

nowriting to volce my wpposition tu any FCC-nmandated adoption wf "broadcast
lag” technoloagy for digital television 4s a consuner and citizen, 1 feel

st gly that such 2 policy would be bad tor innovation, consumner rights, and the
it _mate adoption of DTV

1 ol
[BE

A robm=t conpetitive mearket tor consumer slectrunics must be rooted in
menntasturers’ abi1lity to innowate tor their customers  Alloving movie studios to
et teatures ot DTV-reception equipment w11l enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products ther can creste This will result in products
“Loar A Tt neressarily reflect vhat consuners lilke ne actually want  and 1t conld
resnlt 1u me beins charged more money tor inferior functionalater

Tt the FZC 1zsues = broadecast flag mandate I mould actually be less likely to
axbe an i1nvestnent in DIV-capable receivers and other eguipment I will not pav
ware tor devices that limit mny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please dao not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sancere Ll

Larles Perry
LS o0 EW

Faoab ome TH A6 U2

T
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Torober 20, 2003

Lomnni=sioner Hichasl J 0 Copps
federal Commnunications Commission
145 12th Stre=t  HU

iwehaingteon, D C Z0OGGY

lear Hichael Copps.

[ 21 writing to wvolce wy opposition to ant FCC-mandated adopbion oif "broadcast
*l=ag" technolmgy for digital television &= a consumer and citizen, I feel
trongl that such a2 policy would be bad for i1nnovation. consumer rights, ond the
i

s

Itinate adoption of DTV

. robust cumpetitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted in
farmtacturers’' ability to innovate for thelr customers Allowing novie studios to
vets reatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists rhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don 't necessarilt ref lect what consumers like me actuelly want  and 1t could
1esnls 1n me being charged nore nonmey for iuferior functionalitwy

1t ths FCC 1ssues 3 brosdeoasst flag mandate I would actually be less lilely to
ol Aan investment 1n DTV—cepable receivers and other equipment I rmill not pay
moree for dewvices that limit wy rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
w=nd=te broadcast tlag technology for digital television  Thenkh vou [or your time

IR NI SR

Tatnn S1ltanen
'ortaanpaantie 63
Lapinlahty 72100
Fiuland
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Cintober 20 2002

Tewmissioner Hicheasl J 0 Copps
Federal Conmunications Commlssion
148 12t Street HU

Wazliington, D C 20554

lv=a1r Hichael Copps.
D oam ovriting to wvolce ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption ot “"broadcast
rlag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen, 1 feel
<troungle that sush a policy would be bad for innovation consumer rights., aud the
dtimate adoption ot DTV

A robust competitive market tor consumer electronlcs nust be rooted 1n
wonntacturers' abilitt to innovate for thelr customers Allowving movie studios to
nertn features ot DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what pev products they can create This wall result in products
thar drn't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, ond 1t could
resalt 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC 1ssuess a broadcast flag mandate. I mould actually be less likely tao
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipnent 1 will not pay
nwrre tor devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
maniate hroadeast flag technology for digital television Thank wou for your time

Tincerely

bomwain Thite

3 Carrick Ct
Dublin OH 43017
154
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{Ooetobet 20 7003

Conumsstoner Michael T Copps
Taderal Comminseabors Commission
44+ 1 2th Street. NW

Waslingron DC 20354

Deai \hchael Copps

. am wrnbng 1o veice my opposition 10 any FCC-mandated edoption of "hioadeast flag” techuiology for digatal television Ae a consumer
ind citizen 1 feel stiongly that such a poliey would be bad for mnovation. consumer nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV

v ebust competinve marhet for consumer electronics must be rooted i manufacturers’ abihity to innovate for thewr customers Allowing
siene smclios to veto features of DTV .reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopsts what new products they can
create Thus wall result i produets that don't necessanly reflect what consumers like me actually wont end it could repult in me beng
charged more money fon nfenor funchonahty

1t the FCC msnes o broadeast flag mandate 1 would actually be less likely to make an mvestment m DTV -copable receivers end vther
equpment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do net mandate broadeast flag
technology for digatal television Thank you for your ime

Scerely

ames MeCallam

V2200 W A Alomead
Flushang AT 484233

L Sa
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Detober 20 2002

_zmmussionet Michael | Copps
Federal Commurications Commussion
4435 12th Steet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Michael Copps,

I um wnng to veice my epposition to any FCC-mandated adopuon ot "broadeast flag" technolegy for digtal
television Az a consumer and aitizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovaton, consumer
ughts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A tobust, competuve maket for consumner electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abdity to mnovate for
rheu customers Allowing mowie studios to vers features of DTV-teception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new pioducts they can create. This wall resultin products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like e actually want and it could result in me bemg chaiged more money fornfenor
funcuonality.

f the FCC 1s7ues 4 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mnvestment i DTV-capable
tecervers and other equipment [ wall not pay more for devices that lymit my nghts at the behest of Hollyweood.
Meaze do not mandate broadcast flag technology tor dimtal televizion. Thank you for your tume

Seetely,

David Finbeg
ANT Chestnut 3t
\V;hmng‘ton. Ma 01887
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October 20, 2003

Zommissioner Michael J Cepps
Federal Commuhlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NV

wWashingron D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps

am wrlrlng to velee my opposlition to any FCC-mandzted adoptlon of "broadeast flag” technology for digital tefevision As a
=ansumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

& robust competithve market for comsumear electronles must be reoted I manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to telf technoiogists
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 belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be fess lkely tc make an Investment in DTV-capable recalvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that IImit my rights at the behest of Holiywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televisien Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Howard Bowers

235 14th Ave N

Saint Petersburg, FL 33701
U3A



Page 1 of 1 8 59 51 AM, 10/20/03 5413023099

October 20 2003

Commssioner Michael I Copps
Federal Commurucations Commnussion
443 12th Sueet. NW

Washington D C 20334

Deas Vachael Copps

. am writmg to vowce my opposiion to any FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadeast flag” technology for digntal television 4s a consumer
uid sizer, I feel strongly thet such a poley would be bad for novation consusner nghts. and the ultirnate adoption of DTV

- free matket system 15 not served by ellowing one ndustry to politeally mandate another Thig proposal is anti-free market
Aiftemnovation. and anti-consumer

'f the FCC 1ssuew o broadenst tlag mandate. T will not purchase new equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my righis at the
hehest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tume

Sincerely

K Ens

siddlebrook Pike
raoavitle, TN 37909
154
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Zemmussioner Michael | Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
345 12th Street, NW

Washingron, D.C, 20554

Jear Michael Copps,

[ am wrinng 1o voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adopuon of "broadcast flag” technology for digiral
relevizion As a consumer and ethzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation. consumer
ughts. and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A tobust, compentve market for consumer electromics must be rooted w1 manufacturers' ability to innovate fou
theit customers Allowing mowie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
el technologsts what new products they can ereate. This will resultin products that don't necessanly reflect
what consume:rs hke me actually want, 1nd it could tesult in me bewng charged mere money for infenor
Tuncuonabit

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
.ecervers and other equipment [ will not pay more fo: devices that lunit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood
Meaze do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you fo: vour time

Suicerelv,

T Fottley

5505 5 Fletcher 5t
Jeatde WA 98118
ISA
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Ccrober 20 2003

omrmzsioner Michael [, Copps
Feoderal Commumicauens Commission
445 12tk Streer, NW

Wazhingron, ID C. 20554

Deay Michael Copps,

1

an wunng to voice my oppositon to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital

elevision As a conzurner and aiuzen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad tor mnovanon, consume
ughts and the ulomate adopnon ot DTV

. Lobust competbve market for consumer electionics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
then custemers Allowing mowie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wrll enable the studios to
rell technologists what new pioducts they can create. Thus will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consuwmers Lke me actually want, and it could 1esult in me being charged mote money for infenor
funcuonality

.f the FCC 1s:ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an imvestment in DTV.-capable
iecervers and other equipment I will not pav mote for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood
Pleaze do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal television. Thank you fou your tume.

Smncerelv,

menneth Knsta
3 Colonv Cr
Hazler, NJ 07720
1I5A
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Uctnber 20 20032

Comussionet Michael I Cepps
Federal Communicanans Comiesion
443 12th Steet. NW

Wastunpton D C 20534

Dear Michael Copps

Pam wriling to vowee 1y opposiion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dipptal television As a consumer
and ertuzen [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer rights, and the ultunate adoption of DTV

-+ 10bust competitive market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted it mancfacturers' ability o innovate for Sherr customers Allowang
mes e studios 1o veto featines of DTV-reception equupment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new praducts they can
cteste Thus will result m products that don't necessarily reflect what consuniers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me beng
chiarged moie money for miternor funchonaliy

It the FCC josues 4 broadesst flag mandate. | would actually be less hihely to make an investment 1 DTV-capable tecewvers and other
eampment T widl not pay mote for devices that hmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate bioadeast flag
rechniology for digtal television Thank you for your tine

Sucerely

M Adet]eany

=30 Prospect St

~New Haver, CT 0651)
['Sé
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October 20, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps

I am writing to volce my oppositlon ta any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technoiogy for dighal televislon As a
~ensumer and cltlzen | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Ailowlng movie studios to veto featlres of DTv-receptian equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonality

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivera
and other equipment [ will not pay more for devices that iimit my rights at the behast of Hallywood Flease deo not mandate
nroadcast flag technology for digltal televislon Thank you for your time

Slncerely

Sreven Hess

185 Prospect Ave - 38
Harkensack NJ 07801
JSA



