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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathieen Q Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
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 necessarlly reflect what consumers fke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | 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,

James Tomlinson

3049 Hazelton Street
Falls Church, VA 22044
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications CommIssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | 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 eiectronies must be rooted in manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
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 necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

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 {imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Dale Bourne

108 Coney Island Rd
Ellzabethton, TN 37643
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 Abemnathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly thet such & 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 technologjsts 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 digjtal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Siebenthaler

1410 W North Loop Blvd Apt 106
Austin, TX 78756

usa
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October 11, 2003

Comuussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Aberathy,

I am woting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewsion. As a consumer and citzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. 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 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurmers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1 me being charged more money for infenor

functionality,

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

Sincerely,

Benjarnin Walling

4768 Radgemoor Cir
Palm Harbor, FL 34685
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | 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 ba rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos 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 necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast fiag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Steve Smoot

1336 Wiliard, Apt B

San Franclsco, CA 94117
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 wvriting to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

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

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

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Michael Butrym
50 arbor drave
Howell. NJ 07731
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Cornmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowie 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 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually waat, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functonality,

If the FCC 1ssues 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 limat my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dan Liebgold

2620 Anzona Ave.

Santa Monica, CA 90404
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity 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 wili result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It coulid result in me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be iess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag tachnology for digital tejevision Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Richard Shaw

112 South Lafayette Street
Denver, CO 80209

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 & 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 electronice 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 conld 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,

Tyler Jenkins

7070 1a jern

Byron Center, MI 49315
usa
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television, As a consurner and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, 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. 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 necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Fredenck Tumer
1209 San Dano Ave.
PMB 7-234

Laredo, TX 78040
USA




CHRIS DOOLEY
2807 CUMBERLAND ST
ROANOKE VA 24012

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

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

Sincerely,

CHRIS DOOLEY
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October 14. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street. RW

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.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowving 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 eguipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for wyour time.

Sincerely.

Brian Dunn

2160 Lawrence St

Apt 2N

Saint Louis. MO 63110
USa
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October 14. 2003

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

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice ny 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 Bullman

694 Winding Stream Way Unit 304
Odenton. MD 21113

Usa




Terry Johnson
11925 55th Ave NE
Marysville, WA 98271

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore., if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

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 television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Terry Johnson
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October 14, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
telemision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, 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. 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 1n products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenior

functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Dawnd De Busk
3454 Crestndge Dr
Nashwille, TN 37204
USA




Jeftrey Thomas
7321 S Camino Mirlo
Tucson, AZ 85747

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

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to-room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

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 television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Thomas
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October 14, 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 DT V-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,

Angelina Mulin

720 W

Melbourne, FL 32940
usa




Patrick Helwig
335 N 8th St
603
Lincoln, NE 68508—1349
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I cwrrently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

I currently have a DVR and before that I had 2 VCRs and the DVR has really revolutionized the way I watch
TV; no more hassling w/tapes or rewinding and fast—forwarding. TimeWarnerCable provides a very nice
DVR that lets you record 2 shows at once while watching a 3rd show on the hard drive. I would hate not to be
able to record shows anymore or not at full 10801 quality when their HDTV box comes out.

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 television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Patrick Helwig
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October 14, 2003

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

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 teatures of DTY-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.

Michael Paunovich
665 Woodbridge
Helbourne. FL 32940
USa
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October 14. 2003

Commissioner Kathlesn Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NU

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
nanufacturers' 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 wvour time.

Sincerely.

Edward Nushardt

1932 0ld Dover Road
Clarksville. TN 37042
Uusa
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October 14, 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-meandated 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 broadcest flag mandate, I would actnally 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 mendate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sam Dalton
N3362 Hwy 81
Monroe, W1 53566
usa
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October 13, 2003

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

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | fee! strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If 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 limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Fischer
5628 Ferry St.
Vermition, OH 44089
USA
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October 14, 2003

Comrmnissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As an amateur radio operator, consumer, and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad
for innovation, consurmner nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competiive 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 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functionality.

*Of specific interest is how the broadcast flag requirement would make such devices as current VCRs and
"personal mideo recorders” (TiVo, etc) unable to "time-shift” DTV programming, a nght guaranteed to the
consumer. Additionally, such a flag would gve the MPAA control of the licensing for the creation of such
equipment of VCRs, stifling the ability of small businesses to compete with the companies that are large enough
to be respected by the MPAA, or worse, great contnbutors to the MPAA (Sony). The MPAA should not be
given the nght to control the licensing or eamings of any copy protection or restitution scherne. The MPAA does
not represent the interests of the consumer, and s not interested in protecting the nghts of the consumer or the
independent artist or broadeaster.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-¢apable
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 telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas Shanks

2046 Lakesprings Way
Dunwoody, GA 30338
USA
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October 14, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting 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
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

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

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for dewices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

T. E. Srmiley

1129 Moore St
Philadelphia, PA 19148
USA
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October 13, 2003

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

‘Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy wonld 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 actuaily want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & 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 mendate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Keepper

1309 North Park Avenue
Herrin, IL 62948

Usa



