
Page 1 of 1 3:32:31 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of “broadcast flag” technology tor dlgttal televlslon. As a 
consUmer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competttive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufncturen’ ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don‘t necerssrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that limk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywod. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Thomas Connelly 
414 Mldland Ave #f6 
Gaflleld, NJ 07026 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

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

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

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

Sincerely 

Jon Bdamowicz 
99 Teaneck Road 
Unit #213 
Ridgefield Park, 
USA 

NJ 0 7 6 6 0  
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October I I I 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mrnutrcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
Customers. Allowlng mdvle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell techndloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll 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 lnferlar functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Davld Whltten 
8014 West Woodway Drlve, #do47 
Waco, TX 76712 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cam m u n lcatlons Com m lsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I fees1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll 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 lnferlor functbnaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest et Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

Thomas Balllngall 
4045 Baltlmore Ave 
D5 
Phlladelphla, PA 19104 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

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

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

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

Sincere 1 y 

Patrick Murphy 
1704 Craig's Store Road 
Afton, VA 22920 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commurucahon s Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  wrihng to voice my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of “broadcast flag” technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ a U t y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wll result M products that don’t necessarily reflect 
what consumezs hke me actually want, and it could result in me bemg chnrged more money for mfenor 
funcaonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recevers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Davld Tkaczyk 
3200 Trappers Cove Tr. 2b 
Lansing, MI 48910 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlsbn. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad Cor Innovltlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate Car thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag tdchnology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

Cralg Corbln 
1302 W Cortez Ct 
Chandler, AZ 85224 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, b C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
Consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pellcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutscturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll 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 functkmalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltrl televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchelle Vadeboncoeur 
44 Blrch St. 
Needham, MA 02494 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eledronlcs must be rooted In manuhdurers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessirlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgthl televlslon Thank you for your tlmc. 

Slncerely, 

Paul Schrelber 
388 stowell Avenue 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

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

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

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

Sincerely ~ 

David Gauthier 
1334 Castro St #2 
San Francisco. CA 94114 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 3:23:48 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099 - 

October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlgttal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovrtlon, consumer rlghM, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be mated In manufacturers1 ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallly. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely , 

Kathleen Slnnott 
3-54 27th St 
Falr Lawn, NJ 07410 
USA 
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October 11 I 2003 

Commlosloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatbn, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competttive market fer consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllky to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll 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 functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebem 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerel y, 

Kevln Hogan 
263 Washlngton St. 
San Jose, CA 951 12 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated rdoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslan. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
rdoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' rblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceooarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Erlk MaRln 
803 Oak Tree Dr 
Chapel HIII, NC 27517 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

As a citizen and taxpayer, I am resolutely opposed to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for movation, consumer nghts, 
and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloaring entertainment s p e d  interests to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will 
enable the studios to dictate which new products technologists may create. Such a shameless sop to Hollywood 
would result in products that do not reflect what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me 
being charged more money for infenor fimctionahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be motivated to boycott DTV-capable receivers and 
other equipment. I 4 1  not pay more for devices that h m t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. These 
white-collar gansters must not be allowed to subvert the prerogatives of the people. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Nichols 
204 East Meadow 
Fayettede, AR 72701 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Ryan Langley 
7723 Trestlewood Dr 
Apt 3B 
Lansing, MI 48917 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fede ra I Co m m u n lcatlon s Cam m lsslo n 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology fer d lgh l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, cons4umer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In mrnuhcturen' ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly refled what consumers Ilk8 me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallly. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll net pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Klmberlee Chestnut Chang 
21 Medford St 
Medford, MA 02155 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology tor d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlrnate 
adoptbn et DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manutaetunn' abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customers. Allawlng movle studlos to veto teatures et DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnterlor fundlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more tor devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tar dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Tor Perklns 
220 Cleveland Ave. 
Mlll Valley, CA 94941 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology far dlgltal televlslan. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghls, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In mrnuheturen' rbllky to Innovate fer their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologlsts 
whet new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly mflect what consumers ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I will not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Tlmothy Kendall 
7339-3 Wlnthrop Way 
Downers Grove, IL 60516 
USA 
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October 13: 2003 

Commiomoner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicationr C o d n o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televirion. & a conwma 
and citizen, I feel strongly that uuch a policy would be bad for innovation, conwmer I@W. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics muat be rooted in manufacturen' ability to innovate for their curtoman. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studbe to tell technologh what new productr they can 
create. Thia will reeult in producta that donZ neceeedy reflect what connumrn Ute me achlefly wnnt, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC  issue^ a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make nn invehent  in DTV-capable recuvar nnd other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that knit my +to at the behest of Hollywood. Pleate do not mnndate brondcwt flag 
technology for digital televikon. Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Oneill 
390 hhwood Lane 
Fairview, TX 75069 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

Kevin Luck 
911 S Jefferson Ave 
Apt 6 
Springfield, MO 65806 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology b r  dlglhl televblon. As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust, competttlve markct for consumer elearonlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't neceaarlly reflect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor fundlanallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technalogy fer dlglhl televlslan Thank yau for yaur tlme. 

SI n ce re1 y , 

A C  
14 106 Cody st. 
Overland Park, KS 66221 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Cam mlssloner Kathleen Q . Abernath y 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtm, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innowtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competitive market fer consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhctunn' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create. Thls wIIl result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumero llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferbr functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay mare for devlees that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywmd. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology fer dlghl  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jonathan Bernard 
2925 NW 69th 
Oklahoma Cky, OK 731 16 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to vblce my opposltbn to any FCCmandated adoptbn of "broadcast flag" technology tar dlgbl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovrtlon, conSumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon et D N  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer elearonlcs must be rooted In mrnutrcturen' ablltty to Innmta tar thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tar Inferior functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvera 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that IlmIt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Paul Nebellng 
7701 Tlmberlln Park Blvd 
Unlt 421 
Jaeksonvllle, FL 32256 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commisaoner Kathleen Q Abrmathy 
Federal Communicatiom Commiomon 
445 12th Streel, NW 
Wwhington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abrmathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadciut 
and citizen, I feel ~trongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmner *to, and the ultimate ado- of DTV. 

technology far digieal televhh. &J a conwmer 

A robut, ccunpetitive merket for co~sumec electrdca muat be rooted in mnnufacmad ability to hnovata far th&  custom^. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception eqdpment will ennble the ctudio~ to tell techmlo@~ what new products thay can 
create Thb wiU reuult in products that dont necewedy reflect what coneumern like me actually wan& and it could r d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiodty 

If the FCC irsuer a broadcart npB mandate, I would actunlly be leri likely to mnke nn hveatment in DN-copable rec&vem nnd 0th 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheet of Hollywood. Pleare do not mandate brondcnrt npB 
technology for digital television Thantr you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Tibbettlr 
4506 Linden Place 
Pearlland, TX 77584 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I a m  wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and utizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovabon, consumer 
rights, and the ultGnate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This aril1 result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers bke me actually want, and it could result in me bemg chhuged more money for mfenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telension. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Mae Lmg Mak 
7630 geiry blvd 
apt #lo6 
San Franasco, CA 94121 
USA 


