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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michae] K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

nights, 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 studics 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 mare money for inferios
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,

Mazo Burgos

1414 Everett St
Caldwrell, ID 83605
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Fowell,

I am writing to volee my oppasitian to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadeast tlag" technology far digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, congumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to tnnovate for thelr
customers. Allowlhg movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technolog'sts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money far Inferlor functionailty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ftkely to make an Investment in DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Holiywoed. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slnecerely,

Jon Goldstein

123 Alhambra St

San Francisco, CA 94123
Usa
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Cetober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

t am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer ahd cltizen, ! feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competithe market for consumer electronics must be rooted in rmanufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wilt enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment, | witi not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for diglital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Nathanlel Lynch
4631 NE 5th St
Renton, WA 98059
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Pawell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michge! Powell,

I'am writing to voice my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadoast 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 electyonice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featires of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste what new products they can
create. This will reeult 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 funictionality.

If the FCC issues a broadceast flag mandate, I would actually be lees 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,

William Beegle

3557 Hobart St. Apt. 8
Pittsburgh, PA 15217
usa
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October 11, 20023

Chalrman Michael K. Poweli

Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20564

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Inngvate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enabie the studios to telt technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result In me belhg charged more money for Infarlor functionality.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that fimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technolegy for digital televislion. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Manas Tungare

2113 DeFoors Ferry Rd.
Apt D5

Atlanta, GA 30318

UsA
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Qetober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 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 featires 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 constumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior finctionality.

If the FCC isnues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make an investment in DTVacapable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technolopy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

ian Rexroad

2179 8. Helenwood Dr.
Beavercreek, OH 45431
UsSA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae] Powell,

I'am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 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 produots they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me ectually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC ispuen 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Leater Schweiss

4038 Avery Ln.
Bridgeton, MO 63044
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairmian Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessasly eflect
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
teceivers and other equipment. I will niot pay mare 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,

Julian Kongslie

16905 N'W Joscelyn S5t
Beaverton, OR 97006
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfacturery' 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 ould result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issuer 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 televigion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Lourengo
4711 § Elm Ave
Fresno, CA $3706
usa



Page 1 of 1 12:35:50 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

Qctober 11, 2003

Chelrman Mlichae! K. Pawell

Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Inneovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being ¢harged more meoney for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
ahd other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television. Thank you for your time.

Slincerely,

Franklin Alden

232 5. Caollington Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21231
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Vashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell.

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. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will esnable the studias to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumsrs like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

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

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

Sincerely.

David Rogers

1535 Hazelwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 950041
LLISFN
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michae! K. Powell

Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digitsl television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manutacturers' abillty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment witl enable the studios te tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumets like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferfor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lese likely to meke an Investment in DTV.-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technelegy for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Benjamin FrantzDale
2683 34th St. Apt &
Santa Monlca, CA 90405
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington., D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, ] feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat 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 pav
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. Please do not

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

Sincerely,

Russell Henry

8511 Timberwood Lane
Haughton, LA 71037
Usi
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powall

Federal Communications CommIsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae! Powall,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaoption of "kroadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumar and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy 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' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil technotogists
what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make &n investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay maore far devices that imit my fights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thani you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chrlstopher Koerltz
794 Branch Road
Scottsville, VA 24590
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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 wopuld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

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

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

mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television., Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

GARY PAQUET

P.O. BOX 1109
Belvedere, Ci 94920
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae] Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 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 eleetronics 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 teshnologists what naw 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, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers end 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,

Gregory Casamento
14218 Oxford Drive
Lanrel, MD 20707
usAa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae! Powell,

| am writing to volee my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology tor digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that sueh 2 pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consuimer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted I manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlihg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlill enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me
actually want, anhd It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC isgues a hroedcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywsod. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dlgital television. Thank you fer your time.

Sincerely,

Frank Mayhar

€15 Garnet St Apt 4
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chgirman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am wnting to voice my opposition to ahy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As 4 consumery and citizen, I fae] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

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

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

Sincerely,

Michael Wozniale
15006 Varsity St
AptB

Moorpark, CA 93021
USA
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Qetober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commilsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Waghingten, D.C. 20884

Dear Michagl Powell,

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

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rootad In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studles to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and 1t could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast fieg mandate, | would actually be less tikely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights &t the behest of Hollywoed. Pieass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Lind

7701 Baymeadows Clr. West
#1043

Jacksanvllle, FL 32256

usa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powel|,

I am writing to velce iy opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
conhsumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to lnnovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technolegists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly refleet what congumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Mike Clavarella

42439 N Commerce St
#2102

N Las Vegas, NV 85032
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Cheirmen Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

T 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 DTVeraception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produets they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it counld reenlt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC igsues a broadoast flag mandate, 1 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank yon for your time.

Sincerely,

Gregory Suiter

1501 Milvia St
Berkeley, CA 94709
UsA
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QOctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washingten. D.C. 20554

Dear Michaml Powell,

I an vriting to voice my copposition 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 tsll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually wvant, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

1f the FCT issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

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

Sincerely,

Michael Bojko

564 Harvest Dr
Rochester, NY 14626
UsSa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Street, NUW

Vashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC~mandated adoption of “"broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consuner 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 elactronics 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 nev 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 vould actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit mnv rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

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

Sincerely.

Chris Schmelzer

1789 VUeatherstone Drive
Ann Arbor, MI 48108

Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commilssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "bBroadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technofoglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues & broadeast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less iikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywaod. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Juck Heraton

708 N Azalea Blvd
Barberton, OH 44203
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

t am wrlting to volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer anhd cltizen, ! feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products thay can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, anhd it could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less jikely 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. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kevin Savetz

P.O. Box 1205

740 3rd Ave,

Blue Lake, CA 95525
USA



