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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of"broadcastfIag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon 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 Inferlor functlonalty. 

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 llag technology Tor dlgital televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

martln glusberg 
906 rldge ave 
Evanston, IL 60202 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcsst flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer rights, and the u l h s t e  sdoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electronico must be rooted in manufnchuen' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studio# to veta features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the ~tudios to tell technologists whst new product. they can 
create. This will result in products thst don't nechrarily reflect whst consumen like me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior fmctionality 

If the FCC issues a broadoad tlag mandate, I would actually be less Uely to mdie an inveutment in DTV-capable receiven 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 broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. ThanL you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Remy Fiorenrino 
161 I Springdale Rd 
Chmy Hill, NJ 08003 
USA 
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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 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 markt  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 studio5 to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers l i k  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 mOKe for devices that limit my ughts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeromey Gaudreau 
4900 Boardwalk DK. #N303 
F o ~ t  Collins, CO 80525 
USA 
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October 11. 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 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. 

Michael L. Love 
Cornel1 University 
209 Biotechnology Bldg 
Ithaca. NY 14853 
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 wrltlng to VOlce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for InnovPtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon e? 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 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonallky 

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 dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Joseph Heck 
302 Girlleld St 
Seattle, WA 98109 
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 "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, 

Timothy Hatch 
16330 Dexter Point Dr 
Cypress, TX 7 7 4 2 9  
USA 



Page 1 of 1 2:45:55 PM, 10~11/03 5413023099 . 

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 t l ac  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 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 III 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 &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Goldman 
2912 Diamond St  #181 
San Francisco, CA 94131 
USA 
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October 11. 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 
flay" 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, 

Allen Cook 
236 Alston Circle 
Goose Creek, SC 2 9 4 4 5  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahons 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 dit@ 
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 muldate, 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 broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Allen Adamson 
913 6th Ave NE Apt 204 
Buffalo, MN 55313 
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 wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgRPl telwlslon. As a 
consumer and clthen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competRlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abMy 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 Inferior functlonallty. 

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

Slncerely, 

Rob Hemmlck 
2636 Keystone a. N 
Salnt Petersburg, FL 33743 
USA 

c/o PO BOX 47880 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

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

Dear Michael Powell, 

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

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

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

Sincerely 

Don Hanson I1 
5070 SW 158th Ave 
Beaverton. OR 97007 
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 writlng to volce my opposklon 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 ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competklve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllly to Innovate 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 lnferlor 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 Uevlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slnceraly, 

llan Rablnovltch 
420 Pepperdlne ct 
Goleta, CA 93117 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chainnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Ccmmunicsticns Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingtcn, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wri+ing to voice my oppooition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brcsdcast flsg" technology for digital television. Al s ccnsumer 
and cilizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaticn. consumer right@. and the ultimate adoption of DN. 

Arobusf competitive msket for consumer electrcnicr must be rooted in manufnchrren' sbility tc innovate for their cuotcmem. Mowing 
movie studio. tc veto feshrrep cf DN.reeep6on equipment will enable the itudioi to tell technclogidm whst new product. they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect whnt ccnsumen like me sctudy want. and it could result in me being 
charged more mcney for inferior functionally. 

lfthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wculd actudly be leos likely to mdie an inveotment in DN-capsble receivers and cther 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my right. at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brcsdcast flag 
technology for digital televisicn. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Magee 
715 Stndium Dr 
f12208 
San Antonio, TX 78212 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

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

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

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

Slncerely, 

James West 
2626 E. Devon St. 
Tucson, AZ 85716 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

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

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity 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 necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le09 llkely to make an Investment In DTV-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 dlgRal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Stephen t. Carpenter 
9969 Aldrldge Dr. 
Columbla Statlon, OH 44028 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

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

Dear MlChPel Powell, 

I am wrrlng to volce my opposition to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal teievlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttve market for conwner electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlslo 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

John Baker 
Box 16501 
Austln, TX rar61 
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 electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

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

Sincerely. 
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ChPllmPn 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 cltlren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ablllty to innovate for their 
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell teehnologlsts 
what new prM1ucts 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,'l would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest o? Hollvwood. Please do not mandate 
broadcasttlag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

Zachary Landau 
15 Alfle Drbe 
Rochester, NY 14623 
USA 
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October I1,2003 

Chairman Michnel K. Powell 
Federd Communicationo Commission 
445 lzthSbeet,NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flsg" technology for digital television. A# n consumer 
and citizen, I feel skondy that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robunf competitive market for consumer elecboonicv must be rooted in manufnchuen' nbility to innovate for their cuotomen. Mowing 
movie ~hldioo to veto fenhum of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the shldioi to tell tcchnologioto whst new products they om 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumen lke  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior iimunotion&ty. 

If the FCC iioueo n brosdcsst flsg mandnte, 1 would schlally be leoo Wiely to mnke an investment in DN-cspable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices thst limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnnn!i you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Daniel QUinlilid 
2134 Odd Key Est. 
Milford, FA 18337 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new product0 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 functbnallty 

If the FCC IJsues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devbes that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mark Durkln 
13 Wlnnemay Street 
Natbk, MA 01760 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michnel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sb'eet, N W  
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I om miting to voice my oppooition to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcaut flag" technology for digital television. h s consumer 
and citizen. I feel @bandy that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer lights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for conswner elechonics must be rooted in manufactwen' ability to innovste for theu customen. ~l lowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studio# to tell technologist# what new product# they can 
create. This will r e d  in products thst don't necessdy reflect what consumen &e me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondty 

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to m&e 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicep that limit my ti& at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. 7hnnk you for your t h e .  

investment in DTV.capable receiver# and other 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Klare 
2529 F d  St 
VillaHills,KY41017 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chlirman 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 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 fox 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 5 h l d i 0 5  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, 

Bjom Billing 
2408 Westport Circle 
Muietta, GA 30064 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

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

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

If the FCC issues a broadcast 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 

Jason Walker 
843 N. Washtenaw. FL 3 
Chicago, IL 60622 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Deaf Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 
rightr, 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. 

policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 

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 &gtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Lamb 
21902 Albion Ave 
Farmington Hills, MI 48336 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commirsion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d@al 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
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 technologirts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers l i k  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 ictually 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 i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Crouch 
802 North B Street 
Lenoir City, TN 37771 
USA 


