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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for inhovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturars' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movie studios te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that dan't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Robert Patocka

5580 Avenida Florencla
Yorba Linda, CA 92887
USA
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Cetober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital talevision. As a
consumetr and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me beihg charged mare money for Inferlor functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Jim Hebert

250 Paclflc Drive
Paradise, CA 85969
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell

Federal Communicatlons Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wili result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast ftag technology for digita! television. Thank you for your time.

Slneerely,

Jules White

PO Box 428
Montroge, AL 36559
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powell,

| am writing to volce my oppoesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technelogy for digital television. As a

consumer and clitizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wouid be bad for [nnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be reoted in manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod. Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jagon Crittenden

1805 SE 6th ST

East Wenatchee, WA 98802
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powel|

Federal Communleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

t am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital telavision. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing maovie studlos 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 necessarlly reflect what consumera llke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuglly be less llkely to make an [nvestment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do nhot mandate
brozdeast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.,

Sincerely,

Davld Radloff

432 E 13th St, Apt 30
New York, NY 10009
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chailrman Michaal K. Pawell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts
what new products they ean create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result Ih me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTVecapable receivers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywsod. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rob Friedman
15 Pergola
Irvine, CA 92612
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice 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, 1 would actually be lese likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devicer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Renzuifi

930 South Dobson Road #39
Mepa, AZ 85202

USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Wasghington, 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 finctionality.

If the FCC issues e broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and ather
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,

Richard MoQowen
1013 Relvedere Coust
Fort Collins, CO 80525
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Cornmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferor
functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Michael Giese

42 Crown Ct

Powder Springs, GA 30127
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communleations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mahdated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adsption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more mohey for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC lssues s broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for deviees that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sinceraly,

Peter Kazmler

2312 Archstone Ave
Tewksbury, MA 01876
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michagl Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos te tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and i could result In me belhg charged more money for Inferior functionality.

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

Sincerely,

Kevin Videll

3813 Treon Pl
Modesto, CA 95357
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Poweil

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my epposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would ke bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
sdoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result In me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionality,

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
ahd other equipmant. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do hot mandate
broadeast flag technology for dights! television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sanford Olson

226 Randolph Dr Apt 1168
Madlson, Wi 53717

USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Cormnrmnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

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

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

Sincerely,

Chades Bingham
$625 Harrison Rd
Lakeland, FL 33810
Usa
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October 14, 2003

Chalrman Michaeal K. Powell

Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

| am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | fzel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturars' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTVe=reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Isaues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Josh Medley

4321 St. Domlnle
Salnt Ann, MO 63074
Usa
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October 11, 2003

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

Wazhington, D.C. 205G4

Dear Michasl Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat 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
mnore 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,

Ken Wakabayashi
1402 Astor Drive
Ann Arbor. MI 48104
USi
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairnan Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

{ am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that snch 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 manufacturery' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie stidios 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 neceswarily 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,

Marilyn Dinger

164 North 650 East
Kaysville, UT 84037
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K, Powel!

Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am wrlfln to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such 2 pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they ean create. This will result In products that don't hecessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

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

Sincerely,

Christopher Kaln
340 E. Foothlil Bivd.
Claremont, CA 91711
USA
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Octobex 11. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Stre=t, NU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Hichael Powell,

I am writing to voice my cpposition tgo 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 consuner electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don’'t necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not 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 tinme.

Sincerely,

Bryvan Patterson

309 E 0Old Orchard Drive
Hount Pleasant, IA 52641
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

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

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 slectronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat 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 monev 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.

Larry Granell
1155-26 st
Moline, IL 61265
Usa



Page 1 of 1 11:21:43 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

Cotober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Wash.i.ngton, 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, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new 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 inferlor 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,

Cesar Barria

1953 Hu.ntington Hall CT
Atlanta, GA 30338

USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to voice my eppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digital talevision. As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be kad for Innevation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mevie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can ereate. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumaers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technhology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

James Caruso

415 State

Roswell, GA 30075
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ebility to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anable 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 inferlor functionality.

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

Sincerely,

James Baer

206 E30th St# 5
Kearney, NE 68847
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to a.ﬁy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and catzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatien, consumer
nights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactirers' 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 necessasly 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 broadeast flag mandate, [ 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 rghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Prnzi

471 Glen QOaks Drive
Apartment #1b
Muskegon, MI 49442
USA
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QOctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
4435 |2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists 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 finetionality.

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

Sincerely,

Michael Skaltas
2318 W. Wilson
Chicago, IL 60625
uUsa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition te ahy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios te veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wili result In products that don't necessatlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lesues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas Ditmars
151 Blenhelm Dr
Easton, PA 18045
usa



