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October 17 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q abemathy
Federal Commurucatons Commission
445 12th Street N'W

Washington, D C 20334

Dear Kathieen Avernathy,

! am wnhng fo veice my oppoesiion to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for digstal television As a consumer
and cizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ulnmate adeption of DTV

A robust. compentive 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 wall result in producte that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me setally want, and it could resuit in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capeble receivers and other
equpment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techrology for digital television Thank you for your hme

Sincerely

Adam Ely

5740 Guif Rd
Miltan FL 32383
LSa
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Ocrober 17, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q Abermathy
Faderal Communications Cammiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

I am writing to volee my oppashtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeest flag” technology for dightal televialon As a
eansutmer and ciizen, | feal strongly that such a polley would be bad far Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competittive market for consumer eiaetranies must be rested In manufscturers' ablity ta Innovate for their
customers Allawing mavle studios to veto festures 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 nscessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and ft could result In me belag charged more money for Infarior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to meke an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed Flease do not mandate
braadeast flag technology for digital talevisian Thank ysu for your tima

Sincerely,

Ethan Marcotte

4 Greenough Avenue
Apartrnent #1
Cambridge, MA 02135
Usa



Page 1 0f 1 10 28 56 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099 .

October 172003

Commussioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Corurmission
445 ]2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemnathy,

1 am wmnng to voice my opposhon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digiral television As a consumer
and erazen. | fee| strongly that such a policy would be bad for nnovaton, consumer rights, and the ulnmate adoption of DTV

a robust. competitive marker for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto fearures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produete they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actuslly want. and it eonld result in me being,
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recetvery and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that hmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Andrew Potter
2670 Poplar Hill Rd
Lima NY 14483
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner [{athleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumecatons Cornrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I arn wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
television. As 1 consumer and cihzen, [ teel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatien, consumer
nghts, and the ultrmate adopuon of DTV

A robust, compentve market for consumer electrornes must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to mnnevate for
thewr custorners Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DT V.reception equpment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thus wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result m me being charged more money for infenor
funenonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likaly to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. | wall not pav more for dewces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag techniology for digital telewsion Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely.

Daniel Westnck

3157 Bremerton Place
LaJella, CA 92037
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commlssioner Kathleen Q Abarnethy
Federal Communications Commlssian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Apernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition te any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televislen As a
censumer and citlizen, | fzel strangly that such g poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compatitive markeat for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abliity to Innovate for their
clustomers Allowing movie studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios 1o tell technolegists
what new products they can create Thig will result In preducts that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recalvers
and other equipment | wlill nat pay mere for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Chad Keep

10471 Livingston Dr
Neorthglenn, CO 80234
USA
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Cctober 17 2003

Commis=sioner Kathleen Q é&bernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HU

Washington D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
tlag’' technology for digital television &S a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
manufacturers’ ability to 1nnovate for thelr customers Allowing movie studios to
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will emnable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result i1n products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an 1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for dewvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for vour time

Sincerely

John Helson

6112 Deep Creek Drive
Prospect. KY 400%9
USa
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October 16 2003

Commiss:icner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street NW

Washington, D C 20554

Pear Kathleen Abernathy
I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television 4s a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoptaon of DTV

4 robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto teatures ot 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 i1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC 1ssues a broadecast tlag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holiywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sancerely

Dudley Carr

22 Hazard Ave
Providence FRI 02906
UsSh
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Qeteber 17, 2003

Commlssloner Kathieen Q Abernathy
Federai Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dightal television As e
censumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatisn, conaumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market far consumer etectronics must be rasted in manufacturers' aplity to innovate for thelr
custsmers Allewing movie studles to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment wiil enable the studios 1o tell technaloglsts
what new products they car create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
actually want, and ft could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferior functionailty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be |ess Ilkely to make an Investment in DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that ilmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag rechnology for digtal relevision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Steven Rimicet

20 Simpson Drive
Framingham, MA 01701
USA
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Octabar 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communlcations Cammisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Waeshington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volece my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tezhnology for dighal television As a
congumer and citizen, | feal strengly that sueh a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoptior of DTV

A robust campetitive merket for consumer electronles must ba raoted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios t veto features of DTV-reception equipment wili enabie the studios 1o tell technologlsts
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necesssrily reflect what consumers like me
ectuaily want and ft could result In me belng ¢harged mare money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC issues & broadcrst flag mandate, | would actuslly be legs likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for deviees that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digitai television Thank you fer your time

Sinceraly,

iJrl David Akavla
40 Tagore st
Tel Aviv, 85203
lgrael
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Cetober 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Commurucetions Commission
4435 | 2th Street. N'W

Washungton, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

! am wnhng fo voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technelogy for digital television As e consumer
and cihzen. T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer rights, and the ultmate adopton of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
mavie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell tachnologists 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 functionahty

If the FCC ipsues a broadcest 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 et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mendste broadcast flag
technology for dygtal television Thenk you for your time

Sincerely.

3tephen Jacobs

203 Pinecove Ave
Odenton MD 21113
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commlissloner Kathleen Q Abarnathy
Federal Communlcations Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngtan, D C 20554

Dear Kathlean Abernathy,

I am writing to volee my oppostition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdeast flag” technology for digitel television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovetlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranies must be raated In manutacturers' ablitty te innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng mavie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This wlll result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumars like me
actually want, and It could result [n me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wouid actuslly be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capible recelvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod Please do nat mandate
broadecast flag teehnalegy far digital talevision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Andrew Mol

3678 Wheelock Student Center
Unlversity of Puget Sound
Tacame, WA 38416

USA
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October 16 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q  Abernathy
Federal Commnunicaticns Commission
445 12th Street HW

Washington D T 20553

Dear Kathleen Abernathy

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital telewvision 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 cCompetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features ot DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This wall result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functicmnalaty

It the FLL 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. 1 would actually be less likely to
make an inwvestment 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 technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Daniel Antony

705 Imperial Dr Apt Zle
Morris MH L6267

US4
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October 17, 2003

Commissianer Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communlcatians Cemmission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathlaen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnology for dightal televislon As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad far innovatian, esnsumaer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for congsumer electronles must be rootad In manufactursrs’ abllity to Innovate for their
custemers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptien equipmant will enable the studles to teli techneloglsts
what new products they can ¢reate This wllii result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like ma
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues & broadcast flag mandate, i would actually be Iess Ilkely to make &n Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Piease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digitat tefevislon Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

Cameren Liner

185 River Woad Dr
Manchestar, TN 37355
Usa
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October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen ¢ Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NUY

Washington D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy

I am writing to wvoice mv opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" techrnology 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 i1nnovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto teatures of DTV-reception 2quipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists yhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC issues a broadcast tlag mandate [ would actually be less likely to
make an investnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment 1 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 tinme

Sincerely

J HMaynard Gelinas
24 Bowdoln St
Somerwille Mh 02143
1S4
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October 17, 2003

Commlgsloner Kathleen Q1 Abernathy
Federa! Coammunlzations Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, & & 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wrlting 1o volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digita| televislon As e
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad far Innovatian, consumer righrs, end the ultimates
adoptior of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must ba rooted in manufacturery’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Aliowing movie studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios te te!l technolopists
what new products they can create Thls wlll result in products that don't necessarlly refleet what consumers llke me
actually want, and ® could result In me being charged more meney for Inferior functionality

't the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment | will net pay more for devices that Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Fleese do not mandate
broadeast fiag technology far dighal televislan Thank you fer your fime

Sincerely,

Danlet Jimenez
1023 Crocker Street
Housgton, TX 77048
USA
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October 17 2003

Commusmoner Kathleen  abernathy
Federal Commumnications Commission
445 ]12th Street. N'W

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wnnng to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital televimon As a consumer
and einzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for imnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroracs must be rooted in manufacturery' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie stidics 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 congurners like me actually want. and it could result in me being
¢harged more money for infenor funetionality

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be lees likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital televinon Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Kenneth Dykstra

8332 Montgomery run rd
Elicott City. MD 21043
TUsa
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Oetober 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathlean Q@ Abernathy
Federal Communlecatians Cammissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

tam writing 1o voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of “broadeast flag” technology for dighal television Asa
consumer and cktizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innevatien, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market far consumer electronics must be rooted tn manufacturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
custorners Allewing maevie studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create This wiil result In products that don't necassarily raflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionzliity

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that 'mit my rights st the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technalogy for dighal teievislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mishael Jargensan
240 Oakbriar Farms Dr
Rallwin, MO 83021
USA
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Qctober 17 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q Ahernathy
Federal Cammumncations Commission
443 12th Street. N'W

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wnhng fo voice my opposthon to any FCC-mandated edophion of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television Ara consumer
and citizen [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust competiive market for consumer electronics must be rocted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios 1o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste what new products they can
create Th 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
equpment | 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.

Carlos Aviles

43 Pheasant Brook Court
Bedminster. NJ 07921
USa
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October 17, 2002

Commussioner Kathleen @ Abernathy
Federal Commumecations Commussion
445 12th Street. VW

Washuington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

[ am wmting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and ettizert. | feel srrongly that such a policy would be bad for inovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competinve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to velo features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create Thiw will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could remilt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC ispuce a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not puy more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for duygtal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Brian Pugh
443A Perk St

Redwood City CA 94061
USA
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Faderal Communicatians Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am wrlting to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a palicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and tha uitimate
adoption of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablifty to Innovate for their
custamers Aliewing mavie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will rasult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers lke ms
actually want, and it could result In rme belng charged more money for inferier functionality

It the FCC lssues u broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Plesse do not mandate
broadcast fleg technology for digltal television Thank you for your time

S'ncerely,

Tyler Jenkins

7070 la jean

Byron Center, Wi 48315
USA
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October 17, 2003

Cammigslaner Kathleen Q Abarnathy
Federal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposttion te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitsl television As a
consumer and chizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of BTV

A rabust, competitive market far consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' eblity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studies 1o vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result [n products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC l9aues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less Iikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment i will not pay more for devices that lim't my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technolagy far digltal televislan Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Elgin Gregg

5710 4th Street
Apt 2304

Lubbock, TX 78418
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, 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 would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition rehies 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.

in add:tion, | am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of centent -- | can madify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mavie; 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 flembitity 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 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,
wWilllam Jones

11 Wyndham Hill Dr
Reading, PA 19606
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washingten, 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 I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment That transition wilf 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 imphcations of the broadcast flag. With
today's technolagy, 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 flexibiity 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 citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag. '

Sincerely,
Peter Ashley

31 alexander road
Hopkinton, MA 01748
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Commissionel Kalhleen Q. Abernalhy
445 12th Street NW
Washinglon DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer preducts, I urge the Federal
Communicalions Commission Lo vote agamnsl the adoplion of a "broadeast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

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

In addition. I am very concerned about the farr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later, chip a small prece 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 1t at my friend's
apartiment 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 [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prethier 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 lelevision, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely
Ernest Roiz

24342 Andrea St laguna Hills
Also Viejo. CA 92656
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Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washigton, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Comimissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commrssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” 1 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 henefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transiiion 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, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be mare than a passive recipient of content -- T can moddy, 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 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 citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digntal transttion by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Hope Eliiott

7704 Horseshoe Creek Dr.
Huntersville, NC 28078



