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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 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 limlt my r19hts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely. 

Steve Prakope 
115 2nd Ave S 
Apt 816 
Minneapolis. MN 55401 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wauhington,D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wpiting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdoset flag" teohnolagy for digital television. Ai B consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel &ongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robuof competitive market for consumer electionics must be rooted in manufacturen' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie itudior to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologistm whst new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior hunctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leis likely to msLe 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 brosdcwt flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Justin casp 
6814NW 52ndTemce 
OainePville, FL 32653 
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. 

Matthew Reynolds 
6913 Valley View Lane 
Apt 3 3 2  
Irving, TX 75039 
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, 

Courtney Gibbons 
32 Morris Rd 
Woodbridge, CT 0 6 5 2 5  
USA 
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October 10. 2 0 0 3  

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. 

Torn Gromak 
907 Twin Circle Drive 
South Windsor, CT 06074 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgllal 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 DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eledronlcs must be rooted In msnufacturers' ablllty 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 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 recelvers 
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 dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jonathan Golub 
3664 Boke Aye. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon ' 

445 12th Street, NW 
Weshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, 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-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 Ilke 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 recelven 
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 dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

lndla Amos 
329 Unlon St. #9 
Brooklyn, NY 11231 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 l2th 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 d lgb l  televlslon. AS a 
consumer and clthen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, cempetltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessar~y reflect what consumen 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 DW-capable receivers 
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 , 

Justln Goeres 
3008 Euclld Ave. 
Concord, CA 94519 
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 wrltlng to volce my opposRlon to any FCC-mandated adaptlon 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 or DTV 

A robust. competttke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan 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 WIII not pay more for dwlces that h i t  my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Ben Selgel 
1624 Fordem Ave #305 
Madlson, WI 53704 
USA 



Chlltman 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 flag" technology for d@d 
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 rtu&os to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necerradly 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, 

Will Deutsch 
1010 Golf Ct. 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng In regards my flrrn opposltlon to any FC 
televlslon. As an enteftalnment software professlonal, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. 
consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate adoptlon of DN. 

As a maker of entertalnment IP that runs on computer systems, I depend on having full freedom to Innovate both In terms 
of content, and technology. I am ektremely concerned over the potentlal threat to the competltiveness of my own products, 
and the platforms they run on, In the global market, that an adoptlon of the proposed "broadcast flag" would represent. 
We must retaln our freedom to Innovate and grow the Amerlcan economy. 

The sohvare entertalnment Industry 1s hlghly successful, hlghly profltable and an area where Amerlca produces world 
class content. We have thrlved desplte the ease wkh whlch our product can be copled by plrates, due to our ablllty to 
Innovate and create new content that consumers deslre. It seems to be a poor Idea to crlpple the technologlcal base we 
rely upon slmply because a dmerent paft of the entemlnment Industry 1s scared of potentlal losses that we have proven 
repeatedly are InslgnWlcant compared to the proflts that can be made on unfettered hardware. 

Please do not approve the crlppllng of the technologlcal base upon whlch our Industry funCtlOnS. 

Slncerely, 

Cormac Russell 
1849 Strawberry Ln 
Mllpltas, CA 95034 
USA 

rqulred implementation of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal 
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_ _  
October 1 0 .  2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  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 flay 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 flay technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Mark Silverman 
2722 Washington Avenue 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon. 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, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create. Tkls wlll result In products that don't necessarily 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 DTV-capable recelvero 
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 dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Marshall Robln 
PMB 122, 12405 Venlee Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
USA 
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October 10. 2 0 0 3  

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, 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “brosdcast flsg” technology for digital televiaion. ps s consumer 
and citiren. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robuof competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactured ability to h o v a t e  for their cuDtomen. Allowing 
movie Btudios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the itudioi to tell technologistu what new products they can 
creste. This will result in products that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior hctionality. 

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

Sincerely, 

Ben Levitt 
1864 W h u t  Dive 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
USA 
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Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
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 DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can creite. '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 dgitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

T Krirtian Spindler 
1263 California St 
Mountain View, CA 94041 
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 wrklng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated 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 DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate ror thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent 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 tunctlonallty 

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

Slncerely, 

Mark Donovan 
13a Buckley Road 
Auckland, 1003 
New Zealand 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglkal televlslon. 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, competltlve 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 technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Infellor functlonallty 

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 dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Cole Moeller 
212 Taylor St. 
Twln Falls, ID 83301 
USA 
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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 "broadcast flag" technology for d@al 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
iights, and the ultimate adoptton 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 likc me achlally 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 likcly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers m d  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 di@.l television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Mittell 
389 E. Main St. 
Middlebury, VT 05753 
USA 
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_ _  
October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m 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 
rightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufxlcturers' ability to innovate foc 
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 infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le55 likely to make an invesbnent 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 broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Kohler 
119 Guava Ave 
ChulaVirta, CA 91910 
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 ot 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, 

Fred Sampson 
7 6  Cutter Dr. 
Watsonville, CA 95076 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 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 f o r  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 

Gary O'Brien 
11906 Meadowpark Ct 
Maryland Heights, MO 6 3 0 4 3  
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. As a 
consumer, amateur radlo operator, and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer 
rlghts, and the ultlmate adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-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 functlonalky 

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

Slncerely, 

Myron Getman 
259 State Street 
Apartment A 
Albany, NY 12210 
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 wrnlng 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 DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of 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 Inferlorfunctlonallhl. 

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

Slncerely, 

Chrls Coldewey 
744 Guerrero it7 
San Franclseo, CA 941 10 
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 xn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for distal 
tel-sion. 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 manufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie Studio5 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 makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telmsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Aaron Kurtz 
2355 kith Road 
Glendale, CA 91206 
USA 


