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Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, T u
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy telev|

2 82003

Faderal Commt;jﬂcations Commission

the Secretary

rge the Federal
"1am gravely
ision.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits lpof switching to

and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palata

ble 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 specialtpurpose 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 sp
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relativ
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flg
designed to remove this control and flexibility that T enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason de I have as a consul
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to disp
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consu
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing t
flag.

Sincerely,
Lucas Pate

20531 Myers RD
Athens, AL 35614
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps .
445 12th Street, NW Federai chc;_m nications Commission
Washington, DC 20554 icejof the Secretary

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

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

The digital televisicn transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t¢ 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, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With tpday's
technclogy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and pdricipate. | can
record TV to watch later; ¢lip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mevie, send an dmail clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it atimy friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | ejuoy.

If the move to digital felevision does not make the public's viewing expernence more enjoyaifle, flexiple, and
exciting, what compelfling reascn do | 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 efectronicg and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the didital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Pandu Rao

3251 Bloomfield Lane
Auburn Hills, M1 48326
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Washington, DC 20554

Federal Communicat,

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronies, and computer preducts, I urge the Fede

ons Commission

Office of the Secretary

ral

Communicalions Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ am gravély concerned that

4 broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

‘The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumel
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, 4
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to and buyving
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nd 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. T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of contenl -- I can modify, ereale, and pd
record TV to walch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an ¢
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that T ¢

taday's
rticipale. I can
mail clip of my
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njoy.

11 the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and

exeiting, 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 electronids and computer

equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the dif
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
[David Roush

1028 N. Clay Ave.
Springfield, MO 65802

pital transition by
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VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissianer Capps,

Iam opposed to adoption of the "hroadcast flag”. I am an early adopter and miy equipment
investmant would be compromised. FT

I deubt that Hoilywood would be glad to reimburse me for the the approximate $8500
investment in equipment which would be obsoleted!

Iam not alone; there are nearly 5 million early adopters with equipment which does not have
broadcast flag capability.

If the broadcst flag is adopted, as an equipment requirement, its use must be fdelayed for at
least 15 years.

Sincerely,

H. A. Blackstead
16225 Oak Hill Blvd
Granger, IN 46530
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Thursday, October 23 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Fedd
Communications Caommission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” | am grave
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

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

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With t
technelogy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can maodify, create, and pa
record TV to watch later; clip @ small piece of TV and sphice it into a home movie; send an &
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | e

If the move to digital television dogs not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyai
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrenics)
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to premote the dig
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sinceraly,
Chris Walsh

11383 Pyramid Peak Ct, Alta Loma
Rancho Cucamenga, CA 91737
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Hicheel J. Copps
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street, HU

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

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

& robust, competitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movig studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tgll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in groducts
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like mne actually want, and i1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functicnality.

Tf the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lhikely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I willl not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plegse do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Sincerelv.

knand Thalkur
13665 Midway Rd
Apt. 1413
Dallas, TE 75287
USA
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Oetober 15, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federzal Communlcations Cammisslion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

MM, 10/22/03 5413023099

I'am writing to volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag” technology for diglhtal televislon As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, andg
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be raoted in manufacturers' abllity to Innavatg
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to
what hew products thay can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consum
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeasgt flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV

the ultimate

for thelr

tell technologists
ers llke me

capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleade do not mandate

broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Grag Hard

24 Essex St
Weymouth, MA 02188
UsAa
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, 12.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolagy for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatibn, consumer

nghts, and the ultimate adeption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability th innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of IDTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to

tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't neces

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for ig
functionality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest 4
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Nancy Ayles
7646 5th St

Pasadena, MD 21122
IsA

anly reflect
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

AM, 10/22/03 5413023099

[ am wiiting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolpgy for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovafion, consumer

nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in tnanufacturers’ ability fo innovate for
their customers. Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTV -teception equipment will ensble the stadios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necegsanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charped more money for ihferior

functonality.

It the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investmen
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Theodore Borreson
1210 N Cherokee Ave
#2222

Los Angeles, CA 90038
USA

in DTV-capable
bt Hollywood.
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I utge 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 ¢f 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, buyling new high-
resolution displays, and finding rcom for yet another device in my living room.iPlease do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy specialdpurpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcgst flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can recard TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spllce 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 experiencejmore
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consuiner to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispgense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consuimer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Kurt Congdan

886 Cherry Creek Dr
Grayslake, IL 60030




To: Page 1 of 1 2003-10-22 01:23:04 (GMT) 168506181679 From

Tuesday, October 21 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 uj’ge 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 televjsion.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits pf 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 ancother 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 recard 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 relativle; 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 experienceimore
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reascn do I have as a consufner to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to disgense 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,
Jim Martin

16235 SW 138 PLACE
Miami, FL 33177
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissicner Michael ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, T u
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy telev

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

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadca
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can 1
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spl
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relativd
TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flg
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reascn do I have as a consur
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardily enough reason for me to disp
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consu
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing t
flag.

Sincerely,
Patrick Helwig

335 N 8th st. #603
Lincoln, NE 685038
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

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

V1A FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Feder:
ely concerned that

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag.” I am gravi
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hin
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 broadeast flag. Wit

16506181679 From

to and buying
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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 ¢mail 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 ¢njoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A

ble, flexible, and
prettier TV

picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronips and computer

cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, | urge you to promote the di
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Anne Uys

1774 W 5th St.
Fort Worth, TX 76107

gital transition by
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20534

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, T urge

he Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ gm 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 s

vitching to and

buying digital television equiptment. 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-
displays, and finding room for vet another device in my living room. Please do not

resoltution
allow the

MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DT‘V devices that

are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast {1
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modify, creats

participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it in
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or recor

onto a DV and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems desiegnd
play Y p g g

control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mos

lexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with

consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broad

urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.
Sincerely,
Timothy Burris

7527 Honnen Dr. §.
Indianapolis, IN 46256
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Tuesday, October 21 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 Fed
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gra
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

ral
ely concerned

to and buying

digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumar if switching
deesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding roam
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies ta 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. Wit
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can medify, create, and
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an

P today's
participate. I can
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

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy

exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A

picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the g
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
K. C. Wong

558 Gail Ave,
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commlissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcatlons Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 205654

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am largely confused by the Federal Communications Commisslon's pending foray Into copyright enforcpment.

The broadcast flag cannot be construed, at any level, as belng pro-consumer or In any way of beneflt to

fhe average user

of broadcast material It alse belles any true understanding of market forces, and the history of content distribution

technologles. | hope you will see your way to ellminating this threat to consumer rights and allowing the
to declde what he or she Is wllling to accept.

Since the advent of recordable medla, the publle has roundly REJECTED any form of copy protection. T
entertainment and computer software, which are often distributed using the same technology. The probl
protection Is this: any system that provides a level of control sufficlent to satlsfy the RIAA, MPAA and the

ndlvidual viewer

hls applles to both
b with copy
r Ik, Invarlably

causes too many problems for lagitimate consumers, wha frequently percelve such "protectlon” as an edulpment

malfunctlon. Please keep firmly In mind that these are the very peopie that the content producers are co
thelr produets! This |5 a Catch-22 that cannot be solved by a simple mandate.

Legitimate consumers bitterly resent this presumption of criminallty, and the loss of control over thelr ow

inting on to buy

n property. That s

why computer soffware Is rarely copy protected anymore: the software vendors have found that such pratection LOSES
CUSTOMERS! Witness the recent formal apalogy from Intult, Ine. over the product activation requiremerits of thelr

TurboTax software. | am hot alone In telling you this: the first time my digital video recorder trles to tell m

e that | can't make

a copy of a mavie to watch on the VCR In my bedrooim, | will return that useless machine and get my maney back. Either

that, or | wlll find @ way tc copy It anyway. Current copyright iaw still grants me the right to do so, I | can
software englnear with twenty years experlence, there's a good chance that | will.

In solte of what the medla companles may have told you, the VAST majority of consumers purchase thel
anhd honestly. That s why those very same companles have been able to stay Ih the black for as long as
Luddlites all, they are once agaln crylng "toul", as they did with the audlo cassette, the video cassette an

CD. | might add that, when the legal system and the courfs refused to grant them the power to destroy those technologles,

they actuzlly managed to use them to turn a profit

and asa

f products legally
they have.
tl the recordable

Please ... do not grant a major cartel such as the MPAA the power to kil a potentlally valuable technologdy llke HDTV. Give
the market a chance to accept HDTV before you risk the Inevitable consumer backlash. Remember that the content
companles and thelr representative organlzations would be perfactly happy to see HDTV fall miserably, § It would malntaln
thelr current business structure and profit margins. They see absolutely no benefit to an Improved televigion system,

unless they can completely control and moneopollze It to further thelr own ends.

Aftar all, where s it written that the Federal Government should guarantee any organlization or business
revenue stream? Allow them to compete for thelr market share Just llke every other corporatlon must. An
the first go-round ... so be It. The free market wlll have spoken.

Slncerely,

James Karaganls
225 Pralrle Ave
Highwood, IL 80040
usa

a neverending
H It HDTV talls on

PM, 10/21/03 5413023099
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael ). 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 ¢f 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 -- T 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 fldg 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 consurher to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason far me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of

broadcast television, I urge you to promeote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Laurel LaFayette

1655 Centerview Dr, Apt 1817
Duluth, GA 30096
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October 11, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federzl Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B.C. 20554

Dear Mlchael Copps,

I'am wrlting to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television, As a

cansumer and citizen, | feel strangly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovatian, consumar rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptien equipment will enable the studlos tg tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It colild result In me belng charged maore monhey for Inferlor funetlonality.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast tiag mandate, | would actually be |less llkely to make an lhvestment In DTV-capatle recelvers

and other equliptnent. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slnceraly,

Trever Roy

218 N Plum &t
Lancaster, PA 17802
UsA




To:

Page 1 of 1 2003-10-22 01:27:30 (GMT)

Tuesday, October 21 2003

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

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fede
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.”" I am gravq
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching
digital television equipment. Thal transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays,
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hin
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
rticipate. I can

technology, L can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and p

16506181679 Fram

Hy concerned that

to and buying

- if swilching

and finding room
der the transition

record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an dmail clip of my
child's foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it af my friend's

apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I ¢njoy.

11 the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoy
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni

le, flexible, and
prettier TV
s 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,
William H. Terry

1650 Ashford Dunwoody gD
Atlanta, GA 30319
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Ocztober 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comnmunications Comnilission
445 12th Street. HY

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Michael Capps,

I an writing to volce wmy oppasiticon to any FCC-nandated adoption of “"Hroadcast

flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, T

feel

strongly that such a policy vould be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the

ultimatse adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in

mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movig studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tgll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in groducts
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,
mnake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipnent .

I would actually be less likelvy to
I willl not pay

more for deviees that limit my rights at the behest of Hollwwood. Plesse do not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital telewvision. Thank vou fdr yvour tine.

Sincerely,

Hatthew Kindy

1386 Hvde Fark Drive
Fort Orange, FL 32128
USA
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Cammissioner Copps,

As a cansumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Fed

16506181678 Fram.

eral

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am graviely concerned

that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjay television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching
digita! television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume

to and buying
r 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, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it g
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remave this control and flexibility that I

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoy

participate. I can
email clip of my
t my friend's
enjoy.,

able, flexible, and

exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV

picture is hardly enough reascn for me to dispense with all my current consumer electroni
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the d
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Mary Mastenbrook

1015 Brighton Ct.
Schaumburg, IL 60193

ts and computer
igital transition by




To:

Page 1 of 1 63712

Octobex 11, 2003

Comnissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HUW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "H
flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I
strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer righ
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted i
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movis
veto features of DITV-reception equipment will enable the studios to td
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in g
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, 3
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less 1
mnake an investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I wil
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1 not pay

nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pledse do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank wou fgr yvour tine.

Sincerely,

Dan Renner

9107 Falcon Greens Drive
Village 0f Lakewood, IL 60014
US4
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 s writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadéast flag" technology for digital televiion. As a consumer

and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoptiod

A robust, cotnpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for theit
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment witl enable the studios to tell technologists what new prd
create, Tids will regult in products that don't necesgarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could r
charged more money for inferior functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Patrick McFarland
298 State Street
APT #9

Ellswarth, ME 04605
USA

PM, 10/21/03 5413023099
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Tuesday, October 21 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 u
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag

concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy teley

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palata

Fge the Federal
"I am gravely
Jsion.

kf switching to
ble 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.
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcd
today's technology, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can
and participate. I can recard TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spl
home movie; send an email ¢lip of my child's football game to a distant relativ
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast fl4
designed to remaove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
John F. Coughlan

1200 Coral Lane
Englewood, FL 34224
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