Page 1 of 1 8:03:52 PM, 10/14/03 5413023099 -

October 14, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As @
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 electronics 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 creste This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and [t could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly 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,

Andrew Lewman

27 Fulton Street
Dedham, MA 02028
USA




f d. jones
1225 shelter rock road
orlando 11, 32835

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,

f. d. jones



David R. Barrett
1110 Curtin Street
Houston, TX 77018

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abermathy:

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 1 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,

David R. Barrett




B.T. Murtagh
101 Hutson Drive K8
Summerville, SC 29483
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 content to accept the upcoming changes in the broadcast standard, despite the costs, because I believe
they will add new functionality and choice. If that change in standard is perverted into becoming a tool for
restricting functionality and choices T currently possess then I am outraged and appalled.

The FCC is supposed to be a body acting in the interests of the public. The broadcast flag is not in the public's
interest, only in those of a small oligarchy of powerful media conglomerates. The FCC has in the past had to
control access to the *public* airwaves only because of the natural scarcity of usable spectrum; its mandate is
not and should never be to protect the profits of corpoorations at the expense of the public's historical right
and ability to time— and media—shift materials broadcast over those *public* airwaves.

The proposed broadcast flag would not only restrict legal functionality I enjoy today, but would also restrict
and chill innovation in functionality in the future. That is patently the entire and only purpose of the flag; it is
therefore patently not in the public interest, and the FCC, as a government organization which is supposed to
protect the public interest, should not support the notion. T urge you to promote the digital television transition
by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
B.T. Murtagh
Sincerely,

B.T. Murtagh




Andrew Stiller
810 S. Saint Bernard St.
Philadelphia PA 19143-3309

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commiissioner 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." T 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—rfor 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Andrew Stiller




Craig Wolf
9005 Park View Blvd.
LaVista, NE 68128
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 digijtal
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 alse lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Craig Wolf




Edward Haverly
1544 W Valerio St
Santa Barbara

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." [ 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Edward Haverly



Dan Lombardo
4204 Greenwood St.
Newbury Park, CA 91320—5229

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 T 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Dan Lombardo




John Ziriax
115 Verdant
San Antonio, TX 78209

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

Don't let the movie industry control my TV. Let the digital revolution in television empower the OWNERS
OF THE TELEVISIONS not the movie industry and the broadcast industry. If they don't want to allow
recording and time shifting of their programs, then let them keep their material OFF THE AIR.

Why should my equipment become someoneelse's agent? I want total control of MY STUFF.

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
broadeast 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

John Ziriax




Eliot Freidson
1950 Clay St., #302
San Francisco, CA 94109

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

I urge the Federal Communications Comumission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am
outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation that 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 T 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 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 and the Windows
Media Center PC, which exist today because they were built to open standards using inexpensive,
off—the—shelf computer parts.

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,

Eliot Freidson




Andrew Bezella

215 BROADWAY ST NE

APT 502

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55413—1948

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 1 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Andrew Bezella




Daniel Shookowsky
1348 Stonegate Drive
Downingtown PA, 19335

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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Daniel Shookowsky




Eliot Freidson
1950 Clay St., #302
San Francisco, CA 94109

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

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 that would restrict the way I enjoy television.




Andrea Boyd
2213 Lafayette Drive
Norman, OK 73071

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Conumission
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 T 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. My job takes me all over the
world and therefore, I don't get to see my television shows, kids' sporting events, or a movie unless I play
them on my computer on the plane, much of the time. This really blows what little interaction I have with my
kids already. PLEASE DO NOT CREATE THESE FLAGS. I STILL LIVE IN A FREE COUNTRY AND
WOULD LIKE TO THINK THAT I CAN CONTROL MY OWN ENTERTAINMENT WITHOUT
GOVERNMENT INTERFERENCE. The benefits of digital television are lost when it is less flexible than
analog television—this means that my computer should interact with digital television content and my other
consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog television.

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 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,

Andrea Boyd




Michael Tefft
207 Poplar Hill Rd
Chesapeake, VA 23321

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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

Furthermore, if computers cannot frecly reccive 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 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.

I am sick and tired of self—interest groups like the RIAA and MPAA dictating what we can and cannot do
with products and services we pay for with our hard eamed money. Please help us to prevent the passage of

legislation that will impose such restrictive and unfair limits on our rights to enjoy what we see and listen to.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Tefft




Magda Chia

922 St Pail Street

3R

Baltimore, MD 21202

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

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a VOTER, 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Magda Chia




J. Huston
224 Sackett St.
Brooklyn, NY 11231

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 room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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 consurner 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,

J. Huston




Andrew Stiller
810 S. Saint Bemard St.
Philadelphia PA 19143—3309
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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Andrew Stiller




Brian P. Skahan

922 St. Paul Street
3R

Baltimore, MD 21202

Commiissioner 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.




David Harkness
1814 S. Bundy Dr.
Apt. 10
Los Angeles, CA 90025
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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

David Harkness




Lora Friedenthal
86 Welisewitz Rd
Ringoes, NJ 08551

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, [ 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 1 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they were built to
open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

You will be killing new and valuable industry by caving to luddites. I want to see advances in technology, not
restrictions on its uses because a company thinks it may cost them money. I have a TiVo. I use it daily. Both
the manufacturers of the equipment, the TiVo company, and Tribune who sells the programming data, as well
as hundreds of small time businesses make money off this market. And it's a market that is constantly
expanding. These people deserve to make money as much as the big boys do. And for letting broadcasters
throw ads at me through a service that I PAY to have, I deserve to be able to watch my shows whenever I can.




Mark McCormick
2008 Judah St
San Francisco, CA 94122

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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consummer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they were built to
open standards using inexpensive, oft—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,

Mark McCormick




Edward Heil
5713 Christie SE
Kentwood, MI 49508

Commissioner Kathleen QQ. 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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Edward Heil




Peter A Royal JR
1629 Belmonte Ave
Jacksonville, FL 32207

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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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,

Peter A Royal JR




Brian P. Skahan

922 St. Paul Street
3R

Baltimore, MD 21202

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 on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
are lost when it is less flexible than analog television—this means that my computer should interact with
digital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog
television.

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 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.

Thank you,

Brian Skahan

Sincerely,

Brian P. Skahan




Nephi Ferguson
5912 Luna St.
Houston, TX 770764111

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 10 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,

Nephi Ferguson




