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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Poweli RECE'VED

445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

- 0CT 2 8 2003
VIA FACSIMILE
_ Federa! Communications Commission
Dear Chairman Powell, Office of the Secretary

As a consumer of broadecast 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 mowie; 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,
Keith Myers

31717 Ridge Route Rd. #214
Castaic, CA 91384
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell HECEIVED

445 12th Street, Nw/
Washington, DC 20554 .
0CT 2 8 2003

Federal Communications Commission
Dear Chairman Powell, Office of the Secretary

VIA FACSIMILE

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers cof 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-reseclution displays, and finding rcom
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, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- { can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch iater, clip a small piece of TV and spiice it intec a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's footbalt game to a distant relative, or record a TV program conto a DVD and play 1t at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibiiity that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my cusrent consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a cttizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transtion by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Matt Perry

704 King Rd
West Chester, PA 18380
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 RECE'VED

VIA FACSIMILE _
OCT 2 8 2003

Federal Communications Commission
As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer produggfeptmgéwfﬁ&vederal
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.

Dear Chairman Powell,

The digitat 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, T 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 televisian does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do 1 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,
Peter Ashley

31 alexander road
Hopkinton, MA 01748
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell RECEIVED

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 LT % 8 2003
VIA FACSIMILE Feoeral g#g::fné‘czmi eC';rnvlmission

Dear Chairman Powell.

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Commumications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concemed 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 1is allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ 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 — [ can modify, create, and
participate I canrecord 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 1t at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexsbility 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, [
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
William S. Isom

305 Blackberry Creek Dr.
Willow Spring. NC 27592
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell HECE,VEI:)

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 OCT 2 8 2003
VIA FACSIMILE Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Dear Chairman Powell,

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 medify, 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 pragram 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,
Christopher Gabbert

1821 Himrod St
Ridgewood, NY 11385
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October 17, 2003

Chalrman Michael £ Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washingten D C 20554

Cear Michael Powell,

tam writing ta volce my opposition to any FCC-mandatead adoption of "broadeast flag" technalogy for digital teisvislon As a
conaumer and citlzen, | feel strongly that such & pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer efectronles must be rooted in manufacturers' ablity to innovate tor thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enab.e the studios to tall technologlsts
what new products thay can create This will rasult in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate | would actually be lass |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that IImlt my rights at the behest of Hollywoed Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televigion Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Url Davig Akavia
40 Tagore st
Tel Aviv, 68203
Israel
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Octaber 16, 2003

Chalrman Michael K Powell

Federal Caommunications Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, O C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

tam writing o volee my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel 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 rootad in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features ef DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to teil technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuaily 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 ikely 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 tecknology for dlgltal talevision Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

Robert Flelscher
119 Nashua Ra
Groton, MA 01450
USA
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

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.” | 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 ancther 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 1 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 encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television,  urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Alan Hardacre

5801 Allwood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

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, [ 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 [ canrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t 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 1t 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.,

Michael Malcangio
11974 Handrich Dr.
San Diego, CA 92131
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a breadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | 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 rcom
for yet another device in my hving 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
technolegy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and spiice 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 BVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexbility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expernence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promate the digital transitien by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Jason Shaw

745 Burcham Dr Apt 20
East Lansing, M| 48823
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washingtan, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast tetevision, 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. Ican 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 encugh 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,
Greqgory P. Varnerin

11 High Tor Drive
Watchung, N]J 07069
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OPASTCO411

Revision of High-Cost Universal Service Support Mechanism for
Non-Rural Carriers

In response to a remand by the U.S. Court of Appeals of the Tenth Circuit, the
FCC upheld current support levels, but revised its high-cost universal service
support mechanism for the largest iocal telephone companies.

In the Order on Remand, Further Notice and Memorandum Opinion and
Order the FCC:

* Required the states to compare rates in their rural areas with a nationwide
urban rate benchmark to determine whether or not such rural an urban
rates are reasonably comparable.

= Concluded that a rate review and expanded certification process will in
duce states to achieve reasonably comparable rates.

* Reaffirmed that comparing statewide average costs to a nationwide cost
benchmark appropriately determines high-cost support for non-rural
carriers

* Defined the statutory terms “sufficient” and “reasonably comparable” more
precisely.

» Modified the high-cost mechanism for non-rural carriers by basing the
cost benchmark—which is used to determine the amount of support—on
two standard deviations above the national average cost per line.

» Seeks comment in a Further Notice on issues related to the rate review
and expanded certification process. Additionally, the Further Natice
seeks comment on whether or not additional targeted federal support
should be made available to states that implement explicit universal ser
vice mechanisms to encourage states to adopt universal service mecha
nisms that will be sustainable in a competitive environment.

Comment dates are not yet available and will be published when released.

To view the release, visit http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/
attachmatch/DOC-240035A1.doc.

NBANC Revises Fund Estimate; Reduction of Contribution Factor

The North Amencan Billing and Collection Inc. (NBANC) submitted a revised
fund size estimate for the funding of the North American Numbering Plan Ad-
ministration (NANPA). This revision will resuit in a reduction of the contribution
factor for the July 2003-June 2004, billing period from 0.000036 to 0.000021.
If the FCC approves the revision, NBANC will refund carriers that have paid the
full amount and adjust future payments for those that have not paid in full.
For more information, contact OPASTCO Technical Director John McHugh,

386/673-7955 or tm@cpastco.org.
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OPASTCO

CGRCANIZATION FOR THE PROMOTION
AND ADVANCEMIENT OF SMALL
TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANIIS

. OPASTCO NEWS

CALL FOR NOMINATIONS
FOR OPASTCO 2004
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

All names of qualified and
enthusiastic candwates for the
Beard of Directors. should be
submitied fo.

Arturo Macias, tfo Wheat
‘State Telephone Company, 106
West First, Udall, KS, 67146
or clo OPASTCO Nominations,
21 Dupont Circle NW., -Suite

700, Wiashington, DC, 20(136

FRED SCHOLARSHIP

BROCHURE UPDATE

FRED Scholarship.and Leader-
ship Through Leaming bro-
chures will arrive late next week
or in the early part of the
following week. If you do not
fegelve your company s copy,
please go fo v
where you can dawnlaad a
‘copy of both the brochure end
the application, Questions?
Contact Mindy Atwood, FRED
program coordinator at

msa@opasteo.om.
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Magruder to Attend Midwest Expo

OPASTCO Director of Membership Lora Magruder will be attending the Mid-
west Telecommunications Expo and Conference, October 20-22, at the Grand
Wayne Center in Fort Wayne, Ind. Please stop by booth # 113 to visit with
OPASTCO and associate member National Farmers Union Property and Ca-
sualty Companies.

Important Info Regarding OPASTCO Phone Service

On October 22nd, telephone service to the OPASTCO office will be unavail-
able until after 12:00 noon EST, due o the installation of OPASTCO's new
voice mail system. In the event you need to reach a member of the OPASTCO
staff during that time, please contact us via e-mail. A complete list of staff
email addresses is available at hitp.//www.opastco.org/stafflist. htm.

#204727 PAGE: 3/3

ORASTCO is accepting nomina-
tions for committee volurdeers,
To dawnload the form, vist

‘wwvwapasico.org. Formore. -

infortmation, contagt OPASTCO
Office Manager/Board Liaison
Vanessa Fountein-Allen, 202/

. 659-5890 orvif@opastco. org.
“Thie last day for the Call for

Volunteers is Nevember 1, 2003,


http://www.opastco.or&tafflist.htm
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October 7 2003

Chairman Michael K Pawell

Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Michael Pawell,

am writing to volea my oppasitien ta any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digital tefevision As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimata
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive markat for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will enable the studias ta tell technalogists
what new products thay can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuatly want, and It could result In me baing charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata | would actually be less [lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment | will not pay more for devices that {imit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Paul Allen

14215 Pecan Park Lane
Space 45

El Cajon, CA 92021
Usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

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 fiag 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 wil! 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 vaiuable.

In addition, T 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 flexibilty that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexibie, 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,
Theodore P. Kusio

224 Wellington Rd.
Buffalo, NY 14216
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Chairman Powell,

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 Ohrum
7 west main street New Kingstown
New Kingstown, PA 17072
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

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,
Nathan Chang

2 o'leary way apt 67
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130
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Friday, October 17 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Chairman Powell,

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,

Scott Rothstein
2537 15th St #19
Fargo, ND 58103
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Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching te 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-resclution 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, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
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 | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | 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, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Douglas J. Rawady

40 Gould Ave
Fairfield, CT 06430
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Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | 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, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
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 | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | 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, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Arch Blizzard
2291 Warwick Rd.
Warrington, PA 18976
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Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ 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 equpment. 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, 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
David Ortiz

24469 valle del oro#103
Newhall, CA 91321
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Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag."” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | 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 tc 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. Ptease 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, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
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 | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | 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, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jose E Perez

442 57 street
Brooklyn, NY 11220



