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October 15, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my apposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of “broadcast flag” technology ?or dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlan a? DTV 

A robust, competltlve market ?or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features o? DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don‘t necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnrerlor ?unctlonallty. 

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

Slncerely, 

Grant Hummel 
324 East Glbson Street 
Canandalgua, NY 14424 
USA 
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October 1 5 ,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NT,J 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps, 

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 
ma.ndate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Steven Pratt 
4 8 2 9  North College Bve 
Indianapolis, IN 4 6 2 0 5  
USA 
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October 15. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O n /  

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

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

Slncerely, 

Scott Campbell 
789 61st St Apt I 
Oakland, CA 94609 
USA 



Jordan S.  Hatcher 
3409 112 Banton Rd 
Austin, Texas 78722 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comniumications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conmimications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I mi 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 niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-rooni and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out niy 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. 

Ftlrthermore, if coillpiiters 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 nrle 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 nmIels 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. 

Sincerely, 

Jordan S. Hatcher 

1 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am ~ i b g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast hg'' technology for digital television. As a c o m e r  
atid citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  righb, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.4 robust, competitive rnarket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to h v a t e  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 necesmarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC issues E broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mate 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 &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Taper Wickel 
1151 N 1st St 
Springfield, OR 97477 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition wil l be fa r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in my living room.  Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record lV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  N and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control  and flexibil i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

If the  move  t o  digital television does no t  make the  public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  all m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Si n ce r ely, 

Meredith Mengel 
5657 Gosling Drive 
Clifton, VA 20124 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
ch\ld's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely, 

Alice Meronek 
7830 Tubspring Road 
Almont, MI 48003 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlthe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate ?Or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlprnent wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonallty. 

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

Slncerely, 

Rlchard Petrow 
6645 B Trlgo Road 
Sebastopol, CA 931 17 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

S it1 cerely, 

Robert Chadbourne 
4 pierce ave 
Gloucester, MA 01930 



To Page 1 of 1 16506181679 From 2003-10-16 22.38 11 (GMT) 

Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

'4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
;I broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

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

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely , 

Patrick Dalton 
13401 Hartland Street 
Van Nuys, CA 91405 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner C.opps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely, 

,Joseph G. Renauer 
1416 Shepherd Drive 
Naperville, IL 60565 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by makin2 us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
o f  my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely, 

Thomas Barnes 
1666 West S t .  
Mansfield, MA 02048 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Marty Hackett 
2101 Wilkes C t .  
Herndon, VA 20170 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modifl, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
mox4e; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely, 

Julia Opipari 

Sterling Heights, MI 483 14 
4231 Berkshire Drive 



2003-10-16 22:30 42 (GMT) 16506181679 From To Page? of 1 

Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a Tv program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sin cere ly, 

Steve Henson 
396 Seranade St. 
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Since rely, 

Fred Jeter 
60 Brackett Rd. 
Rye, NH 03870 
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* October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televipion As a conuumer 
and citizen, I feel atronjjy that such a policy would be bad fm innovation, coneumer right#, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for coneumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowhg 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new producte they can 
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sctually want, and it could result in me beifis 
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, 

Matthew Hanson 
94 Valley Hill Rd 
Riverdale, OA 30274 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

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

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

Slncerely, 

Klp Manley 
1619 SE 4a 
Portland, OR 97215 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televmon. 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, compebtwe market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mowe s t u d t o s  to veto features of DTV-receptton equipment d enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. l k s  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 infenor 
functtonality. 

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 i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Meek 
1407 Bernard St. #169 
Deiiton, TX 76201 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Since rely, 

Steven Strange 
2700 Valley View Cove 
Round Rock TX 7868 1 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to watch later; clip a small piece of Tv and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier 7V 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Roger E. Cook 
12 Coral Tree Lane 
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90274 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition wil l be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices tha t  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record n/ to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  lV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an  emai l  clip of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control  and flexibil i ty tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital television does not  make the  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier W picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Gunther 
96 County Rd 218 
Glen, MS 38846 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Si lice rely, 

Jason Benedict 
92 Brush Creek Dr 
Rochester, NY 14612 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

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

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record lV to watch later; clip a small piece of Tv and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

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

Sincerely, 

Jason Johnson 
227 H St  #lo8 
Salt Lake City, UT 84103 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. J.T. Smith 
2241 Brick Tavern Rd 
Quakertown, PA 18951 


