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October I I ,  2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televieion. AB a consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a poNcy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for conumer electronics muit be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto feahvso of DTV.rceeption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiits what new productl they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
c h a e d  more money for infedor timctiondty. 

lfthe FCC iiiues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actudy be lesu likely to mnke an investment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my tighte at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. The& you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Roben Lyons 
14925 Cinchring Drive 
PQW~Y,  CA 92064 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchnel K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated ndoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competklve market for congumer 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 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 llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Lynn Cox 
695 Mohlean Way 
Westewllle, OH 43081 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

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 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be had 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, 

"broadcast 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicabonr 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 dig~tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie shldios to veto f eah~es  of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stuudios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers likc 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 cbgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Judd Hardy 
23133 SE 58th St 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII 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 Interlor 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 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, 

Dank Gary 
1610 Carnfleld circle 
Farmlngton, NY 14425 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Fedeml Communications Commission 
445 12th She& NW 
Waihington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. An a coniumer 
and citizen. I feel shongly thst such s policy would be bad for innovation, conuumer rights, and the ultimste sdoption of D N .  

A robuif competitive mwket for consumer elechoics must be rooted in mnnufnoturen' ability to innovate for their cuvtomen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto feahlreu of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they CM 

create. lhis will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior bctionality. 

If the FCC issues a brosdcaut flsg mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DN-capable receivcn and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcslt flsg 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Sebsstien Bailard 
2206 Kendall Ave, Apt A 
Madison, WI 53726 
USA 



Page1 of1 12:51:58 AM, 10/12/03 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I pm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fl4 technology for da t a l  
television. As P 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 achlally want, and it could cesult 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 m 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 broadcart flag technology for digitd television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Hermansen 
23517 Alsea Huy. 
Philomath, OR 97370 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

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

Dear Michnel Powell, 

I MI writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted sdoption of "broadcast flng" technology for digital television. Am a consumer 
and citwn. I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bad for imovation, consumer rights, and the u l h s t e  adoption of DTV 

A robwf competitive market for conuumer elecbonics must be rooted in manufachuen' abiliq to innovate for their cwtomen. Allowing 
movie studio8 to veto fenlures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new products they om 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect what consumers like me sctudy want. and it could result in me being 
chsrged more money for inferior hctionali ty 

lfthe FCC issues a brondcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mdie 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicts that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technoloey for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Sham Tude 
9012 w Jackson 
Munoie, IN 47304 
USA 

investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
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Chnlrman Mlchael K Powell 
Fedeml 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 dlgital telewon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, conwmer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competitlve market 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 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 recetvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII 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 t h e  

Slncerely, 

Klaus Schreyack 
15371 E Ford PI #D3 
Aurora, CO 80017 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 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 mandite, I would actually be less likcly 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. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Valentine 
1725 Bay St SE 
Saint Peterrburg, FL 33701 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am mithg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcast flsg" technology for digital television. AB B consumer 
end c i ~ e n .  I feel skongly thst such a policy would be bad for hovation, consumer ri&ts, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electxonico must be rooted in mnnufncturen' nbility to innovate for their customers. ~ U O W ~ E  
movie studios tc veto features of DN-reception equipment will ensbie the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. i%s will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers U e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadoad flsg mandate, I would actually be less Uely to make an investment in DN-eapsbie reeeivern and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my ri&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mendate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sinoerely, 

Adam Oretdnger 
1360 Howell Prsirie Rd SE 
Salem, OR 97301 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor 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 rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Henry Behnen 
7100 Kenwood Rd 
Salnt Cloud, MN 56303 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslor 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngtor, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlor to any FCCmardated adoptlon of "broadcast 1lag"technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
corsumer and cltlzen, I lee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the uitlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competltve market for consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
customero Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlor equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for lrlerlorlunctlonallty 

11 the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable reCelver9 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology lor dlgltal televlslor Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Glenn Devln 
99 Franklin St Apt 2R 
Brooklyn, NY 11222 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11. 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 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. 

Paul Schreiber 
388 Stowell Avenue 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  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 digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robus\ 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 cm 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 dcvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitnl television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Uevin Atkinson 
7962 Helmart Dr. 
Laurel, MD 20723 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chninnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Wee< NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am h t h g  to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandsted edoption of "broadcast flag" teohnology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such n policy would be bad for hovstion. consumer ti&to, and the u l h s t e  sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for con~umer electrodco mud be rooted in manufactured ability to innovste for their customeri. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studiom tc tell technologists what new producb they C M  

create. This will r e d  in products thsl don't necessarily rctleot what c o n m e r s  like me actually want. and it could reldt in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to maLe M investment In DTV.capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandnte broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Bnumgardner 
10310 WUowickLn 
San Antonio, TX 78217 
USA 
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October 11. 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. 

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. 

Colin Koffel 
2 2 7  Princeton Ave 
Madison, WI 5 3 7 2 6  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman 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 "broadcart flag" technology for digtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his  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 rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Arnold 
1673 Cedar Hollow Way 
Reston, VA 20194 
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 FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty 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 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 DN-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 dlgta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

BenJamln Gllbert 
5712 Phllllps Ave. 
Apt. B1 
Plttsburgh, PA 15217 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

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

Dear Mifhsel Powell, 

I m Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcast flsg" technology for digital television. As s C O N W C ~  

and citizen. 1 feel strongly ulat such a policy would be bad for innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufacturerm' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto fenhues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new products they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect whst consumers &e me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior hctionali ty 

If the FCC issues s brosdcsst flsg mandstc, I would ectunlly be ]em likely to make an investment in DTV-capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices thst limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandnte broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

W e  Hunter 
I-F Summerbee Loop 
Ctreensboro, NC 27406 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

C h a L m ~  Miohsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, N W  
Wauhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm uliting to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcant flag" technology for digital television. AB B consumer 
and citiren. I feel sbcngly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimste adoption of D W .  

A robuit, competitive mnrket for ccniumer elecwonics must be rooted in mnnufacturem' ability to innovate for their customem. nUowing 
movie studios to veto featurei of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologists whst new products they CM 

creste. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers IiLe me actudy want, and it could result in me bein8 
ohaged more money for inferior fimctiondity. 

lfthe FCC iisues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less k e l y  to m&e M investment in DTV-capable rcceivcn and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadonat tlag 
technology for digital television. innnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Karrie Hunter 
I-F Svmmertree Loop 
Oreenwbaro, NC 27406 
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 disital 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 flaa mandate I would actuallv he less likelv to 
I ~~ ~~~~ ~~~~~~ I ~~ 

~~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~ ~~~ ~ ~~~~~~~ ~. ~ ~ ~~~ ~~~~~~~~~ 

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 I 

Sincerely, 

Nathaniel Smith 
2390 Parker Apt. #6 
Berkeley. CA 94704 
USA 

!lag technology for digital television. Thank you for your t ime 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flat technology for &g~tll 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 1 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what 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 r ights  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Ross 
349 Morris St Apt 13 
Pewaukee, WI 53072 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrmnn 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 dlgltPl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electranlcs 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 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 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 tlme. 

Slncerely, 

BenJamln Walllng 
4768 Rldgemoor Clr 
Palm Harbor, FL 34685 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. A# a consumer 
and citiren, I feel strondy that such s policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the drimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conoumer eleckonico muot be rooted in manufwturen' nbility to innovate for their cuutomer8. Allowing 
movie ntudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologistl what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect whst c o n m e r s  U e  me sctudy want. and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hmctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesa likely to make an invemtment in DTV-capable receiver8 and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my dghtl at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not msndate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. you for ypw time. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Tibbem 
4506 Linden Plncc 
Pearland,TX 77584 
USA 


