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Qctober 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

{ am writing to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television Asa
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights and the ultimate
adoptien of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing mavie studlas to veta features of DTV.recaption equipmant wiil enable the studios ta tall tachnologists
what new praducts they can creata This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflest what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me baing charged more manay for inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuaily be less Ilkely o make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
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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 acon sumer of broadcast televnslon glec_tro.mss and computer nroduets. I urge the Federal
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Friday, October 17 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE

Avad snpywmernf hrnaﬁr.aaLtﬂﬂrlsmn_elemgmm_and_mmnmgr nrnadhirts Tiurge the Federal
(Communications Commission to vote aeainst the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravelv concerned that
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October 17, 2003

Chalrman Michael K Pawell

Faderal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Poweli,

| am writing to volce my apposition ta any FCC-mancated adoption of "broadcast flag" technaiogy for digital talevision As a
consumar and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compatitive market for consumer etectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Irnovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers {lke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be lass llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment 1 wiil nat pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do nat mandate
broadcast flag tachnology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Dave Camp

17373 SW Paclfica Ct
Aloha, OR 97006
USA
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Qetober 17, 2003

Chairmgn Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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

A robust, competitive market for constimer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnnovate for their customers Allowing
movie sfudios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technslogists what new praduets 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 likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Eri¢ Coolman

8 Alayne Cresent
London, ON N5Y 322
Canada
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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 dip 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 mare
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,
Joseph Lomuscio

8 east bayview ave
Englewood Cliffs, N 07632
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Qetober 17, 2003

Chairman Michasl K Powell

Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and c:tizen, I fee] 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 menufacturers’ ability to nnovate for their customers allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technalogists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers live me actually want, and it could result in me heing
charged more money for inferior functionality

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

Sincerely,

David Hensley

301 8 Hamnlton St
Qeorgetown, KY 40324
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." 1 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 fajr-yse implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
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Cetober 17, 2003

Chaipman Michae] I Powell

Federal Commmunications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washmgton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadeast flag’ technology for digital
television, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive mazket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
the:r customers, Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the srudios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wll result 1n products that den't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor

functonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for devices that imit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewsion. Thank you for your tme.

Sincezely,

m reed

Cecelia Ave
Cowington, KY 41011
USA
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October 17, 2003

Chalrman Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,
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A robust, competitive market for consumer alectronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new praducts thay can create This will result In producte that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Please do not mandate
broadcast fiag technology for digital talevision Thank you for your time
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Qctober 17, 2003

Chalrman Michaal K Pawell

Federal Communlcations Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Powel!,

| am writihg to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnelogy for digltal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a palicy would be bad for innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlos to vato features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tall tachnologlsts
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 being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment { wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag tachnology for digital talevision Thank yau for your time

Sincerely,

Olivler Dagenals
27508 Marle street
Apt 30

Oftawa, ON K28 7E7
Canada
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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, 1 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 1 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, Iam 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,
Jerry Schneider

6303 E. Tanque Verde
Tucson, AZ 85715
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Qctober 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federsl Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadesst flag” technalogy for digital television A 4 consumer
and etizen, 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 menufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
mavie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they can
crpate JThia gt n;*nﬂ;__ip,ag-}@Mg Annit nanassarile vaflant what saneumnrg Jibe me schielly want pnditealdersitin me heing

-







To Page 10of 1 2003-10-17 21 42 23 (GMT) 16506181679 From

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 [ 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 -- [ can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home movie; send an email chip 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 flexibiity 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,
Eric Lawrence

1401 E 34th St
Austin, TX 78722
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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. 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.

Skl " T I | r] i} o I a2l [T | - = : : ) £ 21 1 I




Ta Page 10f 1 2003-10-17 21 37 48 (GMT) 16506181679 From

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. I can record 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




