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Qctober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 205354

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to voice my epposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadeast flag" technalogy for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, [ 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 thelr customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tel] technologiste what new products they can
create. This will result in products thet don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

Ifthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capabls recelvers 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 dipital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

A) Baats

W768 Hwy 60
Rubicon, WI 53078
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 Powall,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” tachnology for digital television. As a
consumar and citizen, | fee! strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of OTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlca must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mevie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to telf technologlats
what new products they can create. This will 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 Inferior functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make &n Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay maore 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,

Darryl Levingston
89103 Dorelia Ln
Austin, TX 78736
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Cornmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wniting 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 a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

rights, and the ultmate 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 infenor

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 mare for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

andrew morton

1831 sw park ave #205
Portland, OR 97201
USA



Page 1 of 1 3:41:18 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099

October 11, 2003

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

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
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, conpetitive 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 wvhat nev 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 ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chris Denisch

435 Round Hill Rd
Greenwich, CT 06831
UsSa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powall

Federal Communieations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20564

Daar Michaal Powell,

| am writing to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Inhovatlon, cohsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV, '

A robust, compatitive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movile studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
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 being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an [nvestment [n DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Holiywood. Please do hot mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Davld DIPletre

3085 Memphls St
Philadelphla, PA 19134
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 asn 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
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics rmust be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios ta veto features of [T 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 infenor
functonality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast 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,

Quentin Hartman
24928 W Broadway
Veneta, QR 97487
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatons Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for 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 innavate for
their customers. Allowing mowie 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 necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast 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 oights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Eldon Blancher
300 Fern Hill Ct
Mobile, AL 36608
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powel)

Federal Communlcations CommIssion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my SUPPORT of the FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television, As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be GOOGD for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptien of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will be a favorable move.

If the FCC issues a broedcast flag mandate, | would actually be more likely to make an Investment In DTVe=capable
receivers and other equipment.

Please mandate broadcast fiag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Porter Versfelt

4441 Freeman Road, NE

Marletta, GA 30062
UsSA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voiee 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 electronios must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cuetomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
ereate. This wilt 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 fiinetionality.

If the FCC igsues 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 broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

‘Tas Dienes

2825 Floral Ave
Riverside, CA 92507
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,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
ond citizen, 1 feel ptrongly 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 customery. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necesparily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior fiunctonality.

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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Daniel O'Connell

22 Hollow Tree Lane
Monroe, CT 06468
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powall

Federal Communications Commlission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumner lectronics 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 technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues @ 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 Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Josh Steadmon

681 Shasteen Bend Dr.
Winchester, TN 37368
USA
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Oectaber 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am wrlting to volce my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast fiag" 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 eiectronles must be racted in manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mevile studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technhologlsts
what new products they ean create. This will result In produets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It 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 Hollywood. Please de not mandate
broadcast flag technology for diglital television. Thank you for your time,

Slncerely,

Robert Moletl

118 Farner Av.
Selden, NY 11784
USA
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October 11, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Hichael 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 rcobust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics 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 nev 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
nore 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.

Dominic Cerguetti
4416 Fieldgreen Rd
Baltimore, MD 21236
USA



Page 1 of 1 4:06:16 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 | 2th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing fo voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. Ax 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
oreate. 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 igsues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be leaw 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 broadcest flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chrigtopher Creal
11020 8 Eastwood Dr
Palos Hille, IL 60465
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nights, 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 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, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
teceivers 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,

John Hayes

3806 C Grey Fox Circle
Williamsburg, VA 23188
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairrnan Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I2.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, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

rghts, 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 necessanly reflect

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

Lee Hutchinson

16100 Space Center Bivd
Apartment #411
Houston, TX 77062
UsA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Faderal Communlecations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to velce my oppositien te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" teehnology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongiy that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, compatitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie 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 products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
ahd 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 television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Seth de l'lsle

331 SE 25th Ave.
Portland, OR 87214
USA
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October 11, 2003

Cheirman 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 dipital 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 consumens like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionslity.

If the FCC issues a broadoast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capeble 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 Welngartner
45 Wharton Ave
Nutley, NI 07110
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ID.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 fee] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer slectronics 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 necessasily reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor
functonality,

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 broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

William Krueger

512 14th Street
Farmington, MN 55024
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commlsslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feal 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' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV=reception equipment wiil enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can 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 lssues a broadcast flag mandate,.| would actually be less likely to make an Ihvestment 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,

Robert Seace

120 Bralnerd Road, Apt. 2
Allston, MA 02134

USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Miohasl Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted 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, constuner 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 technologints what new produsts they can
ereate. 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, ] would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers 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,

Jorge Paz

1524 EStApt S
Lincoln, NE 68508
usa



Page 1 of 1 4:26:37 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 -

October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powel|

Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20854

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volee my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digital televislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell technolegista
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 money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast 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 |imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technoelogy for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gabrlella Turek

112 N Michigan Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91108
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast fiag" technology for digital televislon. 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 electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what hew 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 being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty.

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 [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast fiag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Peter Kazmir

15009 Red Heron Dr
Leander, TX 78641
USA
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Qectober 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 produots they can
oreate, This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what constimers 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 actuatly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-cepable 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 digita) television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Fillanlt

1149 Dutton St

New Bedford, MA 02745
USA




