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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 dgital 
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 consumec 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 technologrts 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 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 television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mario Burgos 
1414 Everett St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
USA 
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October I 1, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am w r h g  to Volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of ''broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust. competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlas to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlas to tell technolo(llsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferbr functbnallty. 

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

Slncerely, 

Jon Goldsteln 
123Alhambra St 
San Franclsco, CA 94123 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create. Thls wlli 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 rlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetders 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more ror devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Nathanlel Lynch 
4631 NE 5tn st 
Renton, W ~ 9 8 0 5 9  
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 IZthStreet,NW 
Wnuhingtcn, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mioheel Powall, 

I am H?iting to voice my oppcsiticn to any FCC-mandnted sdoption of "broadca#t flag' technology for digital television. PII a consmei 
and citken, I feel sbongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l b a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electionici must be rooted in manufscturers' ability to innovate for their custcmers. Allowing 
movie ihldios to vetc features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldios to tell teehncicgistl what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers &e me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more mcney for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issueu a broadcast flag mandate, I would achlally be ICPP likeiy ta make an investment in DlV-cspable receivers and other 
equipment. I wil! not pay mcre for devices that limit my rightl at the behest of Hollywood. Please dc not mandate broadcast flag 
technology fcr digital television. Thmk you for your b e .  

Sincerely, 

William Beegle 
5557 Hobnrt St. Apt. E 
Pittubugh, PA 15217 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal teievlsion. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I !eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for 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 necessarily rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalltj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces tnat limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerel y, 

Manas Tungare 
2113 DeFoors Ferry Rd 
Apt D5 
Atlanta, GA 30316 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chninnan Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm URik6 to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated odoption of "broadcast flag" teehnology faor digitel televiiicn. AP s consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, conmner rights, nnd the ultimate adoption of DTY. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronicr must be rooted in mmufschrren' ability to innovate for theu cuutomen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTY-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiets what new products they can 
create. "his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen &e me actually wnnt, and it could result in ma being 
charged more money for inferior hctionali ty 

If the FCC issues s broadcsst flag mnndste, I would sctudy be less likely to make nn invenknent in DTWcapable recsivm and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my d&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mnndnte brcadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Inn Reuoad 
2179 S. Helenwood Dr. 
Beavermeek, OH 45431 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 IZthStreetNW 
Wauhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flsgl' tcehnology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a poticy would be bsd for innovation, consumer tights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust competitive mwket for conwmer eleckonics must be rooted in manufnchrren' nbUQ to innovate for their customers. nUowing 
movie studioa to veto fenlures of DN-reception equipment will enable the  studio^ to tell technologiits what new products they can 
create. This will renult in products that don't necessdy reflect what conmmers like me actuelly want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionall ty 

If the FCC iusues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be l e r  liLely to m&e an investment in DW-capshie receiven and othw 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thnt limit my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandnte broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thant you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Lester Schweiw 
4038 Aveiy Ln. 
Bridgeton, MO 63044 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chicman Michael IC 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 flat technology for ds& 
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 stud~os 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 necessadly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues il 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 r ights  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Julian Kongslie 
16905 NW Joscelyn St 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLmnn Michsel K. Powell 
Federsl Communicatians Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m m i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-msndsted adoption of "brosdcast flag" technology for digital television Ap a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly th0t such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer righte, and the u l h s t e  sdoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufuchuerp' nbikty to innovate for theu customers flowing 
movie utudios to veto featureu of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiPtP what new productp they cnn 
creste. This will result in products thst don't necesserily reflect what consumere like me actually wnn¶, and it could rwult in me being 
charged more mcney for inferior hmationdity 

If the FCC issues s brosdeast flag mandete, I would actudly be less liLely to maLe nn investment in DTV-cspable reeeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hallywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology far digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Lourenco 
471 1 S E h  Ave 
Frema, CA 93706 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgka televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features o? 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 It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

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 Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Franklln Alden 
232 S. Colllngton Ave 
Baltlmare, M i  21231 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Hichael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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

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

Sincerely, 
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October I I, 2003 

Chnlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C, 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology (or d lgb l  telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
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 DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Benjamln FrantzDale 
2683 34th St. Apt 6 
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 my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Russell Henry 
8511 Timberwood Lane 
Haughton, LA 71037 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my epposltion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a poilcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultimate 
adoption of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronbs must be rooted in manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptbn equlpment wIIl enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlli result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like 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 DN-capable recehers 
and other equipment. I wlli not pay more for devlees that Ilmlt my rlghb at the behest e? Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgita televlslon. Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely, 

Christopher Koertz 
794 Branch Road 
Scottsvllle, VA 24590 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

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

Sincerely 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chnirman'Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commiwion 
445 12thStreefNW 
Walhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Micheel Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flag" technology for digital television. As a consmer 
and citizen. I feel skongly thst such a policy would be bed for hovstion, oommer riats,  and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for oonsmer electronics must be rooted in manufactwen' sbility to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie sludioa to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the ~(Udioo ta tell teohnologists what new product, thcy CM 

create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumem U e  me actudy want, end it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior funotionality. 

If the FCC iaauei a brosdcast flag mandate, I would actualiy be Isis likely to make an inveutment in DTV-capable reeeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices thst limit my flats st the behest of Hollywood. Piesse do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnnnk you far your time. 

Sincerely, 

ciregory Cwnmento 
14216OxfordDrive 
Laurel, MD 20707 
USA 
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October 1 I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovotlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for 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 will result h products that don't necessadly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonall~. 

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 limn my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Frank Mayhar 
615 Garnet St Apt 4 
Redondo Beach, CA 90211 
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 &y FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for cbgital 
teleGrion. A5 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. ?hk will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

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

Sincerely, 

Uchael Wozniak 
15006 Varsity St  
Apt B 
Mootpark, CA 93021 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlogton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad lor Innovatlan. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

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

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

Slncerely, 

John Llnd 
7701 Baymeadows Clr. West 
#I043 
JacKsonvllle, FL 32256 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltbn to any FCCmandated adoptlon or "broadcast nag" technology ror dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN. 

A robust, cornpetltive market ror consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. ThIs wlll result In produrn that don't necessarlly rerlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Mlke Clavarella 
4249 N Commerce St 
#2102 
N La8 Vegas. NV 89032 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thStreefNW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I MI v&ng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brcndcast tlsg" technology for digital television. Aa a consumer 
and cilizen, I feel gkongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consmer rights, and the u l h s t e  sdcption of DTY. 

A robust, competitive market for coniumer eleckonics muut be rooted in manufachuem' ability to innovate for theu customem. dowing 
movie mdioi to veto feahrres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ~ludios to tell technologistm whst new products they c m  
crente. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect what consumers U e  me aclually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionallty. 

lfthc FCC  issue^ B broadoast flsg mandate, I would aetudy be less likely to make an investment in DN-capnble receiver8 and other 
equipment. I will not pay mcre for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for di&d television. l l~nn!i you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

G~egoty Sutter 
1501 MilviaSt 
Berkeley, CA 94709 
USA 
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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 would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Michael Bojko 
564 Harvest Dr 
Rochester. NY 14626 
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 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 nust be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

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

Sincerely. 

Chris Schmelzer 
1789 Weatherstone Drive 
Ann Arbor, MI 48108 
USA 

I 
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October 1 I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ?or Ulgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?or Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electrenlcs must be rooted In manuMcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto ?eatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
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 likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for davlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jack Herston 
709 N Azalea Blvd 
Barberton, OH 44203 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon . 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adopthn of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

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

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-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 dlgItal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Kevln Savetz 
P.O. Box 1205 
740 3rd Ave. 
Blue Lake, CA 95525 
USA 


