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October 1 2 .  2003 

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

Dear Uichael 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 

Bryce Hardy 
1348 Rivera Court 
Santa Rosa, CA 9 5 4 0 9  
USA 
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October 12. 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 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, campettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innoate 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 necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallky 

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 Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglbl televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Shella Lederman 
6545 NW 74th Drlve 
Parkland, FL 33067 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
465 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 ot "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 vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me ar;tually 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 dlgital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely 

Richard Hinkle 
1353 Fairfax Cir E 
Boynton Beach, FL 3 3 4 3 6  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon 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 ot DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty 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 Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I will 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. 

Slneerely, 

Vlctor Cardona 
231 S Kansas ST 
Edwardsvllle, IL 62025 
USA 
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_ _  
October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael 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 dlglta 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 DTV. 

A robust, competltlve marmet for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
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 19sues 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 devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltai televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Brlan DeVane 
333 Holden CT 
Newport News, VA 23606 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

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

Deaf Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltfl 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, compettive 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 ta 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 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 devlces that llmlt my rlghts et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Robelt Frlend 
63 Forge Rlver Pkwy 
Raynham, MA 02767 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 0%'' technology for hgxtal 
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 rtud~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 necessarily reflect 
what consumacs like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged moxe money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an rnverbnent in DW-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 dq ta l  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Brumpton 
938 S Geyer Rd 
Kirkwood, MO 63122 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael I<. 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 digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon 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 stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment, 1-11 not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Rogawsh 
9631 Cold Star Court 
Columbia, MD 21046 
USA 
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- 
October 12,2003 

Ch&m Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Michael PoweU, 

I m Writing to voice my opporition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital telednion. An a connumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thnt such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ulthate sdoption of D7v. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleebonics must be rooted in manufncturers' sbility to h o v a t e  for their customers. AUowing 
movie studioi to veto festureu of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studio8 to tell teehnologisb what new product@ they can 
create. This will result in products that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect what connumers like me ac tudy  WM< and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior iinctionality. 

If the FCC issues B broedcset flag mandate, I wohd actually be less likely to m&e an inveutment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights st the behest of HoUywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flsg 
technology for digitel television. Thank you for your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Peter Edsaom 
8665 Hde Ave S 
Conage Drove, MN 55016 
USA 
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October 1 2 .  2 0 0 3  

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 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. 

Please note that the broadcast flag technology is a fundamentally weak COPY 
protection scheme. It will NOT deter piracy and will serve only to prevent 
average consumers from making.norma1 use of broadGast programming. 

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, 

Thomas Parker 
1138 W Pratt Blvd 
Apt 2N 
Chicago. IL 60626 
USA 
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October 12, 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 oppostlon 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 ultlmate 
adoptlon of ON 

A robust, compelltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllIty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-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 Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonsllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equtpment 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, 

Josh Barrlngton 
5799 Montevldeo Rd 
Westelvllle, OH 43081 
USA 
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October 12. 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 
flas" technoloqv for disital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that &h a poiicy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

and the 

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 

Mark Zolton 
11551 Goddard St 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicetions Commission 
445 12th SkeekNW 
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCCmnndsted ndoption of "braadeast flag" teehnology for digital television. As B consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D 1 y .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in manufschwers' nbility to innovnte for thek customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new productl they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers U e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues B broedcsot fleg mandste, I would actually be less Uely  to make an investment in DTV-capeble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thst limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcsst flsg 
technology for digital televiuion. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

shane Baker 
820 Thomss St 
Stmudsburg, PA 18360 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flag" teehnology for digital television. As a conmmer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h n t e  sdoption of DTV 

A robuat, competitive market for conmmer elechonici must be rooted in manufachlrerv' ability ta innovete for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto festures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me ac tudy  wmt, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues n brosdcawt flsg mandste, I would ae tudy  be less likely to m&e an investment in DTVapable  receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not psy more for devices thst h i t  my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcaet tlng 
technology for digital television. ThhanL you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Cdeb Cinmpaglia 
300 W 55th St 
Apt. 17-0  
New York,NY 10019 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Charman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahonr 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 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 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. T h i s  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, 

Joseph Guarino 
223 Summer St  Apt 3L 
Somemille, MA 02143 
USA 
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- -  
October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated 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 or DTV. 

A robust, ccmpettke 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 studios 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 Tor Inferlor Tunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receken 
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, 

Troy Wehrle 
674 Heather Ln 
Bartlett IL 60103 
USA 



Page I of 1 8:21:57 AM, 10/12/03 5413023099 - 

October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdhng 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 adophon 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 fesult in products that don't necerradly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcart 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 dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Homan 
469 West Broadway 
S o u h  Boston, MA 02127 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chnnnan Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communicihonr Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and t h e  ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacolrerr' ability to innovate for 
their CUStOmeKS. Allowing movie s t u d o r  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologtsts 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 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acmally 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 digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

George Dumun 
7315 Birch St 
Rear 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writlng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
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-recepbon equipment will enable the stuuclos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
wh i t  consumexs 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 d g t a l  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Pascal Meunier 
811 S. 11th St 
Lafayette, IN 47905 
USA 
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October 12. 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 

George Gilsinan 
3 5 3 4  Oak Knoll Dr 
Redwood City. CA 9 4 0 6 2  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicihonr 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 dlgltal 
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 studos 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 m a k  an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hol lyood.  
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Kohler 
217 Fairlawn Avenue 
Daly City, CA 94015 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 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 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 stuhos 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 broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike 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, 

Jason Hill 

Philadelphia, PA 19147 
USA 

705 S 4th St 
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October 12, 2003 

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 opporihon to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technology for d a t a l  
television. As I consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon 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 m e  actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infetior 
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 r ights  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Jones 
14922 W. 147th St. 
Olathe, KS 66062 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

ChVnnan 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 flaf 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 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 5 t U d I O S  to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudly 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 digtal television. ?hulk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Blomstrom 
99 Linwood Street 
2nd Floor 
New Britain, CT 06052 
USA 
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October 12, 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 srudios 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 

Barry Nelson 
65 Hillside Avenue 
Newton, MA 02465 
USA 


