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October 10,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicdons Cornmiision 
445 12th Sireet,NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadosst flag" technolog for digital television. As a conmuner 
and oi&en, I feel sbongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimste adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics muit be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cuotomers. Allowing 
movie wtudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studion to tell teehnologist~ what new product) they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect whnt consumers like me 0chlaUy want, and it could renult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues s brosdesst fleg mandate, I would actually be less likely to maLe an investment in DTV-capable reoeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices thnt h i t  my rightt at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. T n d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Joe Hughes 

Somenrille, MA 02143 
USA 

32 o& st. ita 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dsar Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to a i ~ y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lag technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultlmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studor 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 Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &&tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Zachary Holman 
3765 mt. vemon ave. 
Cincinnati, OH 45209 
USA 
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October ID, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
cansumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studloo to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
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 functlonellty. 

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

Slncerely, 

Albert0 Escarlate 
163 lmperlal Ave 
Westport, cT 06880 
USA 
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October I O ,  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 dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-reception 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 functlonalny. 

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 dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Harrls 

Apaltment # I  i 
1447 West Arthur Avenue 

Chlcago, IL 60626 
USA 
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October 10, 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 digtal 
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 c m  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, 

Dave Mar% 
699 Sherrylynn Blvd #16 
Pleasant Hill, IA 50327 
USA 
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October 10. 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. 

Derek Powazek 
9 1 5  Cole Street t356 
San Francisco, CA 9 4 1 1 7  
USA 
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October IO, a003 

Chairman Micheel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commisoion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Weshingtan, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televiwion. .& s conmuner 
and citiztn, I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, conswner tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronico must be rooted in manufachuen' sbility to innovnte far thek customen. Allowing 
movie ~tudio# to veto fealures of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the itudios to tell teehnologists whet new pmducta they fan 
creete. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whet consumem like me scrunlly want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hot iondi ty .  

lfthe FCC ipsues a broadcsst flag mandate, I would sc tudy  be lem likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Lsmence Jacob Siebelt 
16960 OaLridge Lane 
Morgan Hill, CA 95037 
USA 
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October I O ,  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 FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
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 DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Kevln Scheetz 
7014 southberry Hlll 
Canfleld, OH 44406 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Michael PoweU, 

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 P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abiliq to innovate for 
their Customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts 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, 

ecic gamer 
4006 NE 11th 
Portland, OR 97212 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposition 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 Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve 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 technologlots 
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 lnferlor functlonallty 

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

Slncerely, 

Bradley Buda 
1109 Whlte st 
Ann Arbor. MI 48104 
USA 
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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 FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlOn of DTV. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mmufacturers' ablllly 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 WIII 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 lunctlonallty 

The Idea of protectlng the broadcast Industry from a threat that has yet to materlallze Is ludlcrous and personally Insultlng. 
The broadcast nelworks are scrambllng to prop up a talllng buslness model (free programmlng supponed by advenlsers). 
Thls model has falled on the web, and seems doomed to tall here as well. As a consumer, If I could pay a reasonable fee 
to tallor the channels I want to recelve and had the ablllty to turn channels on or off at wlll (or as a panlcular program I 
wanted to see came on), I would be happy to pay for that sewlce. I already have no problem paylng for HBO. Thelr model 
Is excellent. They produce quallty programmlng, I pay for thelr sewbe. That 1s not playlng the odds llke NBC, ABC, CBS 
and thelr Ilk - that 1s common sense. 

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 devlees that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jason Gessner 
1237 Summersweet Ln 
Banlett, IL 60103 
USA 
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October IO, 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 FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competklve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
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 being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallky 

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 WIII 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 tlme. 

Slncerely, 

James Nash 
84 Park St. 
Buffalo, NY 14201 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

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

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

Slncerely, 

Patrlck Murphy 
2726 E. Volhlre Ave 
Phoenlx, AZ 85032 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman 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 "broadcart flat technology for digtal 
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 D T .  

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

Scott LePera 
4407 Meridian Ave. N. 
Seattle, WA 98103 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to express my deep opposition to any government(FCC)-mandated adaptlon of "broadca9t flag" technology for 
dlgltal telwlslon. As an Amerlcan, a voter, and a movle goer, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon 
In the Industry, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate adoptlon of D N .  

The people who brought us Dlglta TV were only able to do so because of a market that favored lnnovatlon wlthout Industry 
ovenlght. 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 reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty Thls Ls contrary to our current 
economlc model and 1s slmply not necessary. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less IlKely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. The consumers wlll not acceDt It and the FCC wln have hlndered 
expresslon and lnnovatlon yet agaln. Thanks for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Bryan Kennedy 
1274 Selby Avenue 
Salnt Paul, MN 55104 
USA 
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October I O ,  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 FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that sueh a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, con~umer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competlth'e market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
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 DN-capable recekers 
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 dlgltsl televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Paul Mueller 
3956 E Flower St 
Tucson, AZ 85712 
USA 
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October 10, 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 oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon or "broadcastrlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and CklZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, Consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate ror thelr 
customers. AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and 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 equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Kevln Chell-Colando 
4514 Valley West Blvd. Apt B 
Arcata CA 95521 
USA 
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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 

Edvin Aghanian 
536 E. Cypress Ave. #lo3 
Burbank, CA 91501 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writing to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology Mr dlglbl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be footed In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and 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 llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Stephen A. Kuplec 
3725 Garnet st. #202 
Torrance, CA 90503 
USA 
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_ _  
October IO, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons 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 dlglta televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-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 n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty 

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 WIII not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Scott Dnves 
116LlbeflySt 
San Franclsco, CA 941 I O  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

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

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessnrlly reflect what consumers Ilke 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 DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Davld Fetter 
25008 Magnolia Street 
Oakland, CA 94607 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington. D.C. 20554 

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

Grant Carpenter 
99 John St 
Apt 308 
New York. NY 10038 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federd 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 flng" technology for dgitd 
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 studor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studos 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 infedor 
functiondity. 

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, 

Joe Preston 
17 Mist Hill Dr. 
Brookfield, CT 06804 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Chainnan Michael K. Powell 
F e d e d  Communioetions Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 m W&g to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst sucli a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumei righm, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusf competitive msrket for consumer electranics must be rooted in manufscturers' sbility to innovate for their customers. ALl~Wing 
movie ~tudios to veto feahlres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiste whst new products they c m  
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect whst consumers like me sctualiy W M ~ ,  and it could result in me being 
ohaged more money for inferior functionality 

lfthe FCC iwiuei a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make en investment in DTV-cspable reccivern and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thant you for your tine. 

Sincerely, 

Brisn Jenkins 
1472 Univermity Ave #J 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Ch&man 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 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. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what comumers 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 p y  moce 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, 

Carlos Ezquerra 
2153 Monterey Avenue 
Santa Clara, CA 95051 
USA 



October IO, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commiosion 
445 12th Sbeet,NW 
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am miting to voice my oppouition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcast flag" teehnoloey for digital television. Ae 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 conuumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to h o v s t e  for theu customem. Allowing 
movie shldio~ to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologi~ts what new products they can 

create. This will result in products thst don't necessdy  reflect what consumers &e me ac tudy  wens and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actualiy be less &cly to m& nn investment in DTV-capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please da not mandate broadcast flag 
technoloey for digital television. Thank you far your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Bell 
2260 Divhion St NW 
415A 
Olympis. WA 98502 
USA 


