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October 13, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen 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 ultimate
adoptien of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movle 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 [ke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

if the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely 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
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Pete Crapla

8141 West 98th Street
Palos Hilis, IL 80485
USA
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October 13, 2003

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

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC—;na.ndated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telemsion, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consurner 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 products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices 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,

Bruce White

550 Lyon Street

San Franasco, CA 94117
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumcations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, !

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

nghts, and the ultunate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result i products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferor

functonality,

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. [ wll not pay more for dewices that hrmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Atlanson

3214 NE 25th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
USA
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Qctober 14, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wating 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 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 wll 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 inferior

functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers 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, .

Michael Stickel

90 Quuncy Shore Dr Apt 707
Quincy, MA 02171

USA
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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 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

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to meke 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,

Ravie Samuel

10604 Satinwood Circle
Orlando, FL 32825
usa
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October 13, 2003

Comrmussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commussion
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
telewision. As a consumner and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

aghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allownng mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wnll result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged moze money for infenor

functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Martin Remy

301 Quail Ridge Cizcle
Highlands Ranch, CO 80126
USA
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October 13, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumner
nghts, and the ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allownng 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 want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged more money for wnferior

functionahty.

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 wall not pay more for dewices that linit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digrtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mike McCam

3937 Petnfied Forest Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94588
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumnications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

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

oghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrontcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing movie studtos 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 want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mfenor
functonality.

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

Sincerely,

dan kelley

96 old canonato d
Santa Fe, NM 87505
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner 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
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customners. 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 infenor
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 limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Stuart Homer

502 Broce Dr. #46
Blacksburg, VA 24060
USA




Page 1 of 1 5:03:40 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099

October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commuscatons Comrmussion
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 aitizen, | 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 wall 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 infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
recervers and other equupment. I will not pay more for devices 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,

D. Bailey

2 Old Ozchard Lane
Orchard Park, NY 14127
USA




Kimberly Martin-Mubasu
13717 Autumn Vale Ct
Chantilly, VA 20151

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. I hate that I have lost the option
of viewing on demand films on my computer using Intertainer.com and I would hate to lose my future
viewing options as a result of this regulation.

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,

Kimberly Martin—Mubasu



http://Intertainer.com
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October 15, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition te 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 mariet for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thalr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could resuit in me belng charged more money for inferior functionaility.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Iikely 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 fiag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Douglas Flelds

400 East 77th St #8E
New York, NY 10021
USA




Page 1 of 1 3.13.26 PM, 10/15/03 5413023099 -

October 15, 2003

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

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

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

A robust, competitive markat for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers’ abliity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste
what new products they can create. This will rasult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC lssues s broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely 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
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Scott Campbell

789 61st St Apt 1
Oakland, CA 94609
USA
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October 15, 2003

Commilssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federsl Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV

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

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to maie 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 flag technology for digital television. Thank you for yeur time.

Sinceraly,

Steven Pratt

4829 North College Ave
Indlanapolls, IN 46205
Usa




Jordan S. Hatcher
3409 1/2 Banton Rd
Austin, Texas 78722

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
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 roonr—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.

As a law student and future attorney, I am appalled at a rule that would restrict consumers in such a way. The
government's role is to protect consumers as well as to encourage business. This rule would take the narrow
view of a specific special interest group and applies to all consumers. This may be a case where the special
interest group needs to change their business model, and not a case of making old models fit new problems.

As a consumer, I will steadfastly resist purchasing or contributing to such restrictive technology. I have
absolutlely no incentive to purchase new equipment that is unreasonably restrictive.

Thank you,
Sincerely,

Jordan S. Hatcher
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October 15, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy

Federal Communications 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. If you 1ssue this mandate, you will be telling consumers that innovation and individual nghts do not
matter, protecting copynght of Hollywood guants is all that counts. If a "save Hollywood" bit is required on TV,
I for one will not be buying onel

I don't tell them how to make mowies, they can't tell me how to watch TV, If they don't like the market, for
god's sake, have them stay out of itd

I will not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast
flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Swmcerely,

Rich Salz

49 Searle Street
Georgetown, MA 01833
USA
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October 15. 2003

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

Sincerely.

Phillip Karlsson

280 Park Ave S Apt 15F
New York. NY 10010

USA
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\ Anji Wiley
5921 N Oracle Rd #141
N Tucson, AZ 85704

Commissioner Kathleen &, Abemathy

Federal Communications Cbmmission

445 12th Street, NW .

Washington, D.C. 20554 ®
N

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Aberriathy:

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 thc;\) lic'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.:c‘ watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a h?éls\school football game to family and friends.
Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, dQw can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways ven't even thought of? I value

innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Centéx PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer p\ért\s

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

Sincerely,

Anji Wiley




Mark W. Alexander
8208 Steeplechase Blvd
Orlando, FL 32818

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

Broadcast television uses a public resource — the airwaves. The FCC bears the burden of managing that
public resource for the benefit of it's owners: The citizens of the United States.

The "broadcast flag” is not in the interest of the citizens. In fact, it gives license to media interests to control
when and how information carried over the public airways are viewed. This gives the broadcast media
industry far too much control over how citizens make use of the public airwaves.

Consider presidential debates. In an economy with a 24x7 workforce, only a minority of the citizenry may be
able to view the debates at the time of the broadcast. With the advent of the VCR and court rulings validating
a citizens right to "time shift" and "space shift" boradcast materials, those debates can be recorded for viewing
at a time and place more convenient for voters.

The broadcast flag gives broadcasters the ability to prevent such use, effectively constraining the flow of
important information to the American public.

The broadcast flag is NOT about reducing or eliminating copyright violations. The typical home recorder does
not record broadcast shows for sale or distribution. They record broadcast shows for convenience and to
preserve information. The courts have validated that this is a fair use of copyright materials. The broadcast
industry is proposing the implementation of the broadcast flag to bypass what the courts have already ruled is
fair use under copyright law in order to extend their bottom line. Consumers that have made personal use
copies of broadcast shows have no need to go out and buy the series on DVD. THAT is what the broadcast
industries do not like.

Not only have the courts validated home copying as a fair use activity, but the FCC rules currently require that
all broadcast media be broadcast un—encrypted, or “in the clear”. The broadcast flag is a way to bypass this
regulation. By broadcasting information in an un—encrypted form, but applying technology to prevent its
reproduction or redisplay without the content producer's authorization by—passes the intent of the ban on
encryption: That use of the public airways be available to the entire public without restriction.

If the broadcast industry is concemed about copyright infringement, they need to take the war to the real
enemy: The professional copyright infinger. These are usually overseas operations that make infinging copies
by the thousands for sale and distribution either before the media outlet makes their product available or at
locations where the the outlet does not make it available. In order to fight that battle, the media industry must
engage in both aggressive legal copyright protection and change their business and distribution model so their
original product can compete more effectively. By making the original product available in a more timely
manner and with broader distribution, the media industry could put the professional infringers out of business.
No one will purchase an inferior copy, if a superior quality and authorized version is available at the same
time and a comparable price.
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October 15, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
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 cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wouid be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablity 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 functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | witl 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,

Frank Surael

PO Box 68
Scranton, PA 18504
USA
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October 14, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I amn wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. 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 customners. Allowing mowie 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 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 wall not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mark Trynor

3532 Queen Anne Way
Colorado Spnngs, CO 80917
Usa
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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,

| 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 uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for their .
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tel! technologists
what new products they can create This wiil resuit 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.

If the FCC lgsues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ross Primrose
3537 Days Ln
Catlett, VA 20119
USA




Page 1 of 1 10:13:48 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099

QOctober 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 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.

Joseph McHahon

130 Forests Edge Place
Laurel. MD 20724

USA
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October 14, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technolegy for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel 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 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 resuit in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke 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 likely 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 digitai teievision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Greg Lineoln

2225 Nursery Rd #26-203
Clearwater, FL 33764
USA




