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Cetober 11, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslan
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaei Copps,

[ am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such & polley would be bad for Innavation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must ba rosted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto featurea of DTV.reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create This will result In praducts that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

iIf the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lass llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capabte recelvers
and ather equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast fag technology for digital telavision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ken Wakabayashl|
1402 Agtar Drive
Ann Arbor, M| 48104
Usa
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October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Comission
445 12th Street, NW

Washitigton, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

A tobust, competitive market for confumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create Thie will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital televirion Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Barton Meeks

209 Snowden Place
Raleigh, NC 27615
Usa
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October 28, 2003

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

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a poltey would be bad for mnnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competihve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
thexu customners. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-1eception 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, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 1investment 11 DTV-capable
tecewvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that hut my aghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal television. Thank vou for your hme.

Sancerely,

Jeshua Colwin

0885 Orange Park Tral
Boca Raton, FL 33428
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Bear Michael Copps,

I am wrlting to volce my oppeosition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technalagy for digital talevisioh As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive markiet for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' ablifty to innovate tor thair
customers Allowihg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studiss to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly raflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferfor functionality

It the FCC Issues a breadcast flag mandate, | would actually be l8as Ykely 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 Hollyweaed Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Slncerely,

tlchael Renzutil

830 South Dobson Road #39
Mesa, AZ 85202

usa
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Cctober 11, 2003

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

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposttien to eny FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowihg movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios 1o tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me balng charged mare maney for Interlar functionality

If the FCC Igsues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Hkely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that HimMt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technclogy for dighal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Geoffray Peck

3075 Marston Way
San Jose, CA 95148
USA
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OCctober 11, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Cear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandated aedoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digltal television As a

consumer and citizan, | feel strongly that such a polley 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' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studioa to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell technolaglsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurmers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionalfty

It the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recalvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at tha behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal televisien Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mlchael Moles

787 SE 1Tth St #281

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33318
usa
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October 22, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street. NW

Washingtan, D C 20564

Dear HMichael 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

A4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate 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 1n products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
maks an investiment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pav
more for devices that limit mv rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tiue

Sincerely,

Lance Johnson

2561 Exeter Court
Camarillo, CA 93010
USA
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October 11, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am woung to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"” technology for digntal
telewision. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovauon, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compeutive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mfenos
funcuonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would setually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV.capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wll not pay more for dewices that lumit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for chgtal television, Thank you for your hme.

Sincerely.

Geotfrey Lee

2651 N Kennedy 5t
Orange, CA 92865
USA
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October 28, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleatiens Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, O C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to voice my opposktion ta any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolagy for digital televislan As a
consumer gnd 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 rooted In manufacturers' abllfty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and ft could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

i the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkaly to make &n 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 technology for dighal television Thank you for your time

Singerely,

Andrew Starr

185 Massachusetts Ave
#4014

Bostan, MA 02115

USA
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October 11, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Lea: Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast flag” technology for digtal
televimon. Ae a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevanon, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abiity to mnovate for
their customners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurmers like me actually want, and 1t could result i1n me being charged moze money for infenor
fuacuonality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that himut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood,
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision, Thank you for your nme.

Sincewely,

Bill Rickords

8010 Wastlakes
Wichita, K58 67205
USA
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October 11, 2003

Cormnmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadeast flag” technology for diptal
television, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer

nghts, and the ultumate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competiive market for consumer electronics must be rooted i manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thear customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly seflect
what consumers like me ectually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged moze money for infenor
functionality,

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devicas that hmit my nghts at the behest of Hollyarood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your uma,

Sincerely,

Andrew Lansford
634 E. Norman Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006
USA
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October 22, 2003

Commissioner Michaal J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal television As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of OTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equlpment will enable the studies to tell technelogists
what new products they can create This will reauit in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionaiity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lesa llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleage do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Matthew Critas

231 Salnt Christopher Ln
Whitehall, OH 43213
UsSA
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October 11, 2003

Commilgsloner Michael J Copps
Federal Cormmunications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal television As a

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

A robust, compeatitive market for consumer elactronica must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelir
customers Allowing movle studics to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can craate 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 money for interlor functlonatity

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would sctually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and ather equipment | will hot pay more for devices that lim my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technalogy for digital televislan Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Rob khauerhase

4928 SW Corbett Ave #108
Portland QR 97239

Usa
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Qctober 11, 2003

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

Washlngton, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad fer Innovatlon, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrohles must be rootad In manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate far thelr
customers Allowing movie atudlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techhalogists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maoney for Infarior functionallty

'f the FCC (ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely 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 technology for digital televisien Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Dan Fltzpatrick

878 east 44th straet
Indlanapolls, IN 48205
USA
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Qctober 22, 2003

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

VWashington, D C 20554

Cear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital talevision As a
consumner and citizen, | teel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrohics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
custormers Aliowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment whl enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Itke me
actually want, and It couid result In me being charged mare money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be less likaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hoflywood Please do hot mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television Thank you fof your time

Sincerely,

Lance Starck

221 Bello Court

San Raman, CA 94583
Usa
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October 22, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

tam writing to volee my oppaesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dightal television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bed for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to innavate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly retiect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more monay for inferlor funetionallty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess Ilkely to make an investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment [ wiil not pay more for devicea that iimit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ryan Manly

281 Evergreen Ave
Elmhurst, IL 80128
UsA
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October 11,2003

Comumissioner Michael J Coppe
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 12th Street, NW

Wavhington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As 2 consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufaoturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create Thie will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me ectually want, and it could result in me beung
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investiment 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital televigion Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Jason Crittenden

1805 SE 6th ST

East Wenatchee, WA 98802
UsA




To

Page 10of 1 337 23 PM, 10/26/03 5413023099

October 11, 2003

Commlssiener Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commlission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing ta velee my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "oroadeast flag" technology for dightal television Ag a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronicy must be rooted In manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVareception equipment wlill enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionallty

if the FCC Iasues a breadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |Ikely to make an Investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | wlill not pay more for devices that limit rmy rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mangate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Sabrina Patka

1085 Prouty Way
San Jogse, CA 95129
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, HY

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
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their custamers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will =nable 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 i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pavw
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do nct
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Andrew Shearer

199 Wavland Avenue
Providence, RI 02306
USh
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Qctober 11, 2003

Cemmissloner Michael J Copps
Federa! Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I 'am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digitai television As a

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custorners Allowitg movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can creste 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 Inferior functionaltty

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal talevialon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jody Bruchon

118 Mldway Drive
Hilsborough, NC 27278
usa
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November 2, 2003

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

Washlngton, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandeated adoption of "broadcaest flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citlzen, 1 fee! strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultirnate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception squipmaent will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products thay can create This will result In preducts that don't neceasarlly reflect what conaumers (ke me
actually want, and It coufd result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wouid actually be less Ilkely ta make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technolagy for digital talevislon Thank you fer your time

Sincerely,

Jason Larke

1435 Wedgewnod Dr
Sallne, M| 48178
usa




Robert Heym
1308 Whispering Hills Cir NW
Hartselle, AL 35640
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Waslungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean T am unable to recerve digital television broadcasts on my computer. Public policy both now and in
the future will be better served by ensunng that open source and free software implementations of digital
communications techriques used by television are specifically encouraged s0 as to ensure as much free and
unencumbered access to information as possible remains in the hands of the people.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is far outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. [t is also not the
FCC's place to issue regulations which mandate a free people pay license fees to corporations in order to be
able 1 use their own computers as they see fit.

Additionally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer prograrumers and “tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constnt
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
mwodulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techruques used by television. This places an unwarranted restriction on technological
innovation which could hinder and delay the development of technological improvement and even the
development of future technologies.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
televiston programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able 10 watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software, It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert Heym




liz rose
3227 Rittenhouse St., NW
‘Washington, DC 20015
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comunisstoner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of ejectronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Commurcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag 1s neither in my 1nterest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ahihity to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friencis

Furthermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovatve devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off~the—shelf computer parts.

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

Sincerely.

liz rose




dave vanderkloot
1530 8. State St.
#1014
Chicago. II. 60605
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Waslungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consurners have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control™ which is outside tts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or cormputer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digrtal
comumunications fechniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digjtal television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

dave vanderkloot




Harley D. Eades III
1509 Fenley Ave.
Pekin, IL 61554

Cormmissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of Free software, adoption of the broadcast flag wall
mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role Iti1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systens
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of Free software are computer
programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant innovatuon
15 what rakes Free software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban Free software implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing Free Software programmers from innovating in field of digal
commurucations techriques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore. the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using Free software. It is for these reasons I urge you to promote the
digital television wransition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Free as in Freedom
—Harley D. Eades II1
Sincerely,

Harley D. Eades III




