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Ostober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HUW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce ny 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. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat newv products they can create This will result in products
that don’'t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalaity

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuwally be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and ather equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technolegy for digital television Thank vou for your tine

Sincerely,

He1l Mehta

71 Glen Road %3

Jamaica Plain. HA 02130
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wating to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimare adopton of DTV.

A robust, competiive market for consumer electronics must be zooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment 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 bewng charged more money for mfenor
funchonaliry.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less bkely to make an investment n DTV-capable
receivers and other equpment. [ will not pay more for dewices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Derek Suzula

320 N, Ciwvic D, #103
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Usa




Page 1 of 1 5 46 35 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099

October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Faderal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the sdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actnally 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 likaly 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 Hollyweod Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for dipital televigion Thank you for your time

Sihcerely,

Mark Lilback

200 Rector Place #18g
New York, NY 10280
UsA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my oppositian ta any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadeest fiag" technology for digital teievision As a
consumer and cltizen, | fee| strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featurea of DTV-raception equipment wliil enable tha studlos to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result in products thet don't necassarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and ¥ could result In me baing charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be ieas llkely to make an investment In DTV-capabie recalvers
and other aguipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digttal teievision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Scott Castelll

188 Hanry Street

San Franclseo, CA 94114
USA
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October 17. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington., D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

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

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to i1nnovate for their custoners Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumners like ne actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functicnality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n 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 vou for vour time

Sincerely.

Anthony Giannini
1705 Briarwood Dr
Johnsburg. IL 60050
USi
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October 17, 2003

Commlssioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" tashnalogy for digttal televislon Asa
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a palley would be bad for Innovation, consumer fights, and the ultimats
adaptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate far thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enabla the studios to tell technolog sty
what hew products thay can create This wili reault 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 functionality

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other aqulpment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislan Thank you for your time

Sineerely,

Vineent Sheral

4718 Third Ave
Bensalern, PA 15020
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commlgsloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Comrmisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adeption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television Asa
cansumer and citizen, | feal strengly that such 2 policy would be bed for iInncvation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablifty to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto featuras 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 necassarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It couid result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuaily be less likely to make an Investment In DTV=capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahast of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digttal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mark Scrivener
1422 Sajak Ave
San Jose, CA 55131
USA
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October 17, 2003

Comumussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ID.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-teception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to male an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that Limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dipital telemsion. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Trevor Placker

2235 Californa St

H235

Mountain View, CA 94040
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Comnunications Commlssion
445 12th Street., NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

4 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 wvhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues 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 laimit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely.

Michael Gibson

707 West 1400 South
Voods Cross. UT 84087
USA
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October 17, 2003

Conmissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

LDear HMichael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-nmandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., 1 feml
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 &4llowing movie studias to
veto features of DIV-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 caonsumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely te
make an invesiment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devieces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast f{lag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Saincerely,

liza ezbiansky

109 Ludlow St

¥17

Hew York, NY 10002
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am watng to vowce my oppositon to any FCC.mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavation, consumer
nghts, and the ultumate adophon of DTV.

A robust, compeutive marcket for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV -recephon equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don’t necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, aad 1t could result 1n me bemng charged more money for mfenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recewvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag techaology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Scott Bamhart

290 SE 10th Circle
North Bend, WA 98045
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

A tobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' ablity to (nnovate for thelr
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 necesserlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and ft could result In me belng charged more monay for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Iasues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and cther equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandats
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Stave Pellatier
1231 Qaklawn Rd
Arcadla, CA 91008
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 {2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

{ am writing to volce my oppesltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polizy would be bad for Innovation, eanaumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for cangumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to innovate for thelr
customars Allowing movie studies to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studies to tall technologlists
what new products they can create This will result In preducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functisnatity

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mendate, | would actually be less lIkely tc make an Investmant [n DTV-capabie receivers
and other equipment [ will not pay mora for devices that limit my rights at tha behast of Hellywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Greg White

1014 E Evelyn Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94088
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for diglhtal television As @
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for inncvation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thalr
customers Allowing movie studies to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoiogists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Infericr functionality

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

Sincerely,

George Nemeyer
4885 Bath Rd
Dayton, OH 45424
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, b C 20554

Dear Michaei Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dighal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel atrongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufasturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featiures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technolog|sts
what new products they can create This will resuit In praducta that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and ft could result In me belng charged more money for (nferior functionallty

If the FCC lasuas a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less lIkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recaivars
and other equipment | witl not pay more for devices that Ilmit my rights at tha behest of Hallywood Please do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Tony Balas

1754 Wellington
Chicago, IL 80857
Usa
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QOctober 17, 2003

Commlssioner Michasl 4 Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission

* 445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposttion te any FCCG-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, 1 fzel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted [n manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will anable the studias to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could rasult in me being charged more money for Inferior funetionality.

If the FCC lsgues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an [nveatmaent In DTV-capabls recalvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that Hmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Fleadse do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital televialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael Taylor

70 Paclfie Street #211
Cambridge, MA 02139
Usa
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Octobexr 17, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Comnlssion
445 12th Street., KNV

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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
technclogists vhat nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devieces that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Dan Anghelescu

9%% East Ridgewood Blvd
Township Of Washington. HJ (07676
US4
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dightal television As e
consumer and cltizen, i feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTY

A rabust, competitive mariet for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studics 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 reflact what consumers lika me
actually want, and It could result In me baing charged more maney for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be lass likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipment | will not pay mone for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywoed Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincarely,

Richard G Harman Jr
5810 Pratt Court
Alexandria, VA 22310
UsaA
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October 17, 2003

Commisslener Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, O C 20654

Dear Michael Copps,

l'am writing to vaice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technolegy 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 elactronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featuras of DTV-raception equipmant will snable the studios to tell technologlsts
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 I me being charged more money for Inferior functionaitty

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less Ilkaly to make an investment In DTV-capabla receivers
and other equipment | will net pdy more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Douglas Harrls
1517 Stardust Way
Medtord, OR 97504
usa
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Octobexr 17, 2003

Conmissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, KW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice ny opposaition to any FOC-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., consuner rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie 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 what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

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

Sincerely.

Brian Foster

56 E Hain St #9
Herrimac, MA 01860
UShA

eI -
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. RV

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to volce 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 i1nnovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DIV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-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 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely ta
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 technolagy for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

James Kania

903 Kings Post Rd
Rockledge., FL 32955
USa
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Qctober 17, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Deac Michael Copps,

I am wniting to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and anzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to inovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptton equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment ;n DT V.capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay moze for devices that hrrut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Bnan Galstrap

129 N. Bomnpart

Webster Groves, MO 63119
USA
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October 17. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I an writing to voice ny 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 raights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
nanufacturers' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto fsatures 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 mne actually want., and 1t could
result i1in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

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

Sincerely,

Jef frey Parker

17117 Gulf Blwd #245%

North Redington Beach, FL 33708
USi
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I 'am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television Asa
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such & pallcy would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innavate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studics to veto features of DTVereception equipmant will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new 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 belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other squipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at tha bahaest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital telavision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Christopher Laldlaw

31 McAlister Drive

New Orleans, LA 70118
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicetions Commisslon
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing ta volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technoiogy for dightat television As 8
congumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rghts, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive markat for consumar electrenles must be rooted (n meanufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thalr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoiogists
what new products they can create Thia will result in products that don't necessarliy reflect what consumers Ilke me
actuglly want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recalvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pigase do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jirl Lebl

9835 Genesse Ave E1
San Dlego, CA 92121
USA




