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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Deer Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandnted sdoptlon oi "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, coniumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlci must be rooted In manutacturen' ablllty to lnnonte for thelr 
cuitomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money ?or lnferlor functlonaliq 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghh at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta tdevlsion Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerdy, 

John Nelson 
61 12 Deep Creek Drlve 
Prospect, KY 40059 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federnl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandsted adoptlon of "brosdeest 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 ultlmste 
adoptlon or O N  

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manulacturen' ablllv to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle 9tudlos to veto feitures of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlm 
what new products they can create ThIs wlll result In products that don't necerslrlly rc1Iect what consumcn Ilke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlar functlonaltFj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata I would ~ctually be less llkely to make an Investment In OW-capable r e c e h n  
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal telwlslon Thank you tor your tlma 

Slncerely, 

UrI Davld Akavla 
40 Tagore st 
TeI Avk, 69203 
Israel 



October 17, 2003 

Commipsimer Michael J Corms 

445 12th Strect, N W  
waphington, D c 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wri- to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandptcd adoption of "brodcmt flag t cchdogy for digital tclcvLion AS a c M N m a  
and citizen, I feel mongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatiops c o m e r  

A robuef competitive market for c o f l w n a  &&onice mwt be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cubtomen AUo- 
movie studios to veto featurea of DTVvleccption qdpent dl mshlt  the &M to tell ttchnalo@ what new prodnct, they can 
create Thir wiU r e d t  in producte that dm't ncceimdy reflect w h t  c o m m  like me a c h d y  want and it could nml t  in me b t k g  
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC Lmes a hoadcaot 5q+ mandntc. I would actually be lais lJrely to mnke an inverbnent in DTV-cnpnblc raceivm and other 
equipment I will not pay mom for device# that llmit my 
technology for digital tclevieion The.& you for y o u  time 

and tha u l h n t e  adoption of DIV 

at the behtrt of Hollyood Pleue do not mandnte broadcnrt flq 

Sincerely, 

Steven Rimicci 
20 Simpson Drive 
Framinghm, MA 01701 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppe 
Fed& Commnnkations Commhoion 

Washington, D C 20554 
445 12th StneL Nw 

Dear Michacl Coppn, 

I am W+L% to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mmndnted adopion of ttbroadcwt fine" technoloay for digitnl t e l e v i k  .as a c o m e r  
and ci- I feel n h d y  thnt nucha p n h y  would be bid fcw h v n t i o n ,  C~IIBWIICT +U. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o m m a  electmnica mwt be rooted in m n a u k t u m '  pbilitr to h v a t e  forth& nutmnm Allowing 
movie ntudion to veto feature# of W - n c c p t i o n  equipment will enable the rtudioi to tell technolo&tn what new productr they can 
create ? l i s  will renult in producu thnt d m Z  ncceoiptily n&ct w h t  c o m m m  like me actunlly want, nnd it could renult in me being 
chaged more money for inferior funct iodty 

If the FCC wsues a broadcast t l q  mandate, I would actuaUy be leen M y  to make an invcrtment in LXV-capable receiveri and o h  
equipment I will not pay more for devicen that limit my rights nt the behent of Hollywood Pleme do not mandate brondcart flag 
technology for digitnl telehion i%nk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Cameron Liner 
185 RivaWoodDr 
Manchester, TN 37355 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adaptlon d "brosdcaol flag" technology far dlgkal blwlslon As a 
consumer and CRlzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rights, and the uitlmate 
adoptlon d D N  

A robust, campetitbe market for consumer electronlei must be rooted In msnuhcturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle oludlos to veto features d DTV-reeeptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesmrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually wmt, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvan 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that IlmR my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you (ar your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Kelth Trussell 
10865 Blumlde Dr #209 
Studlo Cky, CA 91604 
USA 



T O  Page 1 of 1 10 26 43 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099 

October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCGmandated sdoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bad for lnnmtbn, Consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D l V  

A robust, competltt4e market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle Studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new produas they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
aetually want, and R could result In m e  belng charged more money tor lnhrlor tunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate. I would actually be leas llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devices thnt llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology for dlgb l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Tyler Jenklns 
7070 la Jean 
Byron Center, MI 49315 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federd Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCCmmdated dophon of "broadcast flag" tedrnology for c h g d  
relension. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovntion, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competttlve marh t  for consumer elcctromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abihty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stuchos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment vnll enable the stuchos to 
tell technolog~sts what new products thsy c m  create. n s  will result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and It could result m m e  b a g  -d more money for infenor 
functtonplty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acctudly be less hkely to m& an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers md other equipment. I wl l  not pay more for devices that k t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for cLDtal television. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Mxhael Jorgmsen 
240 Oakbnar Farms Dr 
Bdlum, MO 63021 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostlon to m y  FCGrnandated adoptlon of "broadcssttlag" technology lor d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Inncvatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competftke market for consumer electronlc9 must be rooted In manutacturers' abWy to lnnomte Tor thelr 
Customers Allowlng mwle studloi to veto teaturer of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Th19 wlll result In products that don't necesrrrlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnterlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issue9 a broadcast llag mandate, I would actually be less llkelyta make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that l lmt my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Kenneth Dykstrd 
8352 Montgomery run rd 
Elllcott City MD 21043 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngtnn. D C 20554 

Dear MIchaeI Copps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  blwlslon As a 
consumer and etlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innnvatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compet th  market for consumer electmnlcs mun  be rooted In rnanuhcturers' r b l l h  to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veb features ot DlV-reeeptlon cqulpment wlll enable the studlos to td technologlrts 
what new produch they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumen Ilk me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged mort money for lnferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mtke an Investment In DlV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcss that l lmt  my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do nbt mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl telwhlon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely. 

thrlstopher Sloan 
204 Pennsylvanla Avenue 
Oakmont, PA 15139 
USA 



16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enJoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  additlon, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a W D  and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove thls control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transkiin by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Gabbert 
1821 Himrod S t  
Ridgewood, NY 11385 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  swltching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  discardlng m y  existing home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in my living room.  Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my child'sfootball game to  a distant relative; or record a 
W program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove thls control  and flexlbllity tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital televislon does not  make t h e  public's viewlng experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  W picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne Kosso 

Virginia Beach, VA 23451 
216- B 58th St .  



Friday. October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

AS a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transrtion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Steven Laubach 
7202 Mastin 
Shawnee, KS 66203 



2003-10?72227 IO(GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am graveiy concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy televislon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hlnder the translt in 
by making us buy special-purpose D l V  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Rich Spoley 
2112 w leland ave 
Chicago, IL  60625 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Charles Greene 
9100 9th St N St Petersburg, Fla 
Saint Petersburg. FL 33702 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buylng 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if Switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findlng room 
for yet another device In my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hlnder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use impllcations of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modty, create,'and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an emall cllp of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my frlend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Drew Hild 
825 S .  Barrington Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90049 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I.  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if swltching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my livlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allles to  hlnder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an ernall clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove thls control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Randall B Everett 
2006 Lorric Rd. 
Malvern, OH 44644 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

John 

Chicago, IL 60617 



16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrlct the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buylng 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dlsplays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my livlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and I& allies to  hlnder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. k a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transitlon by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Q. Thede 
435-4 Chandler Drive 
Aurora, OH 44202 



To Page 1 Of  1 2003-101722 18OZ(GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communicatlons Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implicatlons of the broadcastflag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and partlcipate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice It into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment?A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televklon, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposlng the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kirk Steigler 
155 Slater Street 
Attleboro, MA 02703 
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Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convlnctng consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPA4 and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Robert Hennessy 
101 Loma Vista Ct 
Los Gatos. CA 95032 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefi ts of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer I f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for ye t  another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use lmpllcatlons of  the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control  and flexibility tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital television does not  make  the  publlc's vlewing experience more  
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Sheppard 
10 Waterside Lane 
New PaItz, NY 12561 
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Commissioner Michael  J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict  t h e  way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digi ta l  television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching t o  and buying 
digi ta l  television equipment. That transit ion wlll be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exist ing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and f inding room 
for ye t  another device in my l iv ing room. Please do not al low t h e  MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder t h e  
transit ion by making us buy spedal-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broadcast flag. W i th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive rectpient of content - -  I can modify, create, and part icipate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later;  c l ip  a small piece o f  TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an emai l  c l i p  
of my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
f r iends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove thls control and f lex ib i l i ty  t ha t  I enjoy. 

If t h e  move t o  digi ta l  tetevision does n o t  make t h e  public's v iewing experience more enjoyable, f lexlble, 
and exciting, what compellinq reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digi ta l  equipment? A p re t t ie r  TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense w i t h  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a c i t izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote t h e  digi ta l  
transit ion by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ed Johlman 
43 15th Street 
Wheatland, WY 82201 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer If switching doesn't mean discardlng m y  existing home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in my living room.  Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  falr-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of my child'sfootball game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove thls control  and flexiblllty that  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  publlc's viewlng experlence m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and excitlng, w h a t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dlspense with al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Funk 
103 Caverns Blvd 
Grottoes, VA 24441  



To Page 1 of 1 20051017 22 11 57 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPA4 and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content _- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewrng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what Compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Craig Baldwin 
374 Deerfield Rd 
Pomfret, CT 06258 
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Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag '* I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network. buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Mike McGee 
322 Monte Vista Ave #lo5 
Oakland. CA 9461 1 


