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October 11, 2003 

tommissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps  

I am wrtlng to volce my opposhlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast nag" technology for dlgml televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of DTV 

A robusr, competklve market for consumer eleetronlcs m w t  be rooted In manutaeturers ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos 10 veto features of DN-nceptlnn equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
whar new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke n e  
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

sincerely. 

Ken Wakabayashl 
1402 Astor Drlve 
Ann Arbor, MI 48104 
USA 
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Ocrober 28, 2003 

Coirirriiasioner Michael I Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael C a p s ,  

I am wnw~ to voice my opposition to my FCC-mnndnted adoption of "bma4cprt h.g technology for digital television As a consumer 
and cidzen, I feel strondy that much a p d c y  would be bnd for innovntion, C O M U ~ R  +ts. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

4 robust, competitive market fm conoumlef electronics mvlt be rooted in manufaciurm' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing 
mnne studios to veto fenrures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the mdios to tell technologids what new producn they can 
create This will result in products that dom't ncccsady  reflect what connunm like me nctually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior h r n c t i d l y  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flss mandate, I would actually be leis Uely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
eqwpment 1 will not pay more for device# that limit my righu nt the behert of Hollyaod Pleaue do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television Thank you for yaw time 

Suicerely~ 

Barton Meeks 
209 Snowden Place 
Raleigh, NC 27615 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Feder l l  Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa:hmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am umtmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtal  
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a poltcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate idophon of DTV. 

.\ robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m mmufacturers' abihry to innovate for 
the11 customers. Allowing mome studtor to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the studor to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. ' h s  d l  result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bung charged more money for infenor 
Lnctlonaliq. 

If the FCC ~ssues  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and orher equipment. I wrll not pay more for dencer that h t  my rights at the behest of Holljwood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptal teleolrion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Smcerely. 

Joshua Colnn 
9885 Orange PukTrvl 
Bocn Raton, FL 33428 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to 0ny Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology for dlgltal televlolon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltue market tor consumer electronks must be rooted In manutrcturen'  ablllty to Innovate Tor their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features 07 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsrs 
what new producn they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mom money tor lnterlorfuncrlonaltty 

If the FCC Iksues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be loss llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal elevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Renrulll 
930 South Dobson Road #39 
Mesa, A2 85202 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to m y  FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robust, competkbe market for consumer electronlci must be rooted in manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor 16 veta features ot DN-recepllon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoloplsts 
what new produas they can create Thls wlll n i u l t  In preduch that don't neecsiarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor functlonallty 

17 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghh at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal tdevlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Geoffrey Peck 
3075 Marston Way 
San Jose, CA 95148 
USA 



C a g e  1 of 1 3 47 OS PM, lof28103 5413023099 

October 11. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my OpposRlon to any FCt-mandsted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cttlren, 1 feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bed tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, eompetltke market for consumer electronlei must be rooted In menutacturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle StudloS to veto teatures of ow-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the 9tudlo9 to tell technologists 
what new products they can create mi9 will result In products that don't neceararlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorlunctlonaltty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be 1899 llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgtal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Mlchael Moles 
757 SE 17th St S281 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33318 
USA 



October 2 2 .  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J 
Federal Communications 
415  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

COPPS 
Commission 

I am vritinq to voice my omosition to anv FCC-mandated adoation of "broadcast ~.~~~~ _. ~ ~~~~ ~ ~~~ 
~~ 

flag" technology for digitii television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
stronqly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

_ _  - .eel 
_ _  _ _ _  1. consumer rights. and the 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
? .ha t  don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferlor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
1aak.e an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal telsvlsion Thank you for your time 

5 i ncerel y 

Lance Johnson 
2561 Exeter Court 
Camarilla. CA 33010 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnung to voice my opposiaon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcart flag" technolorn for digtd 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
nghts, m d  the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competihve market for consumer elcctronicr must be rooted m mmuficturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they CM create. ' I h ~ s  unll result m products thrt don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, ond it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
luncaonllty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkaly to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I vnll not pay more for dences that h i t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for & p a l  telemrion. Thank you for your ume. 

Sincerely. 

Geoffrey Lee 
2651 N Kennedv St 
Orange, CA 92865 
CSh 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchaei Copps 

I am wrhlng to voice my opposklon ta any FtCmandated adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology tor d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghto, snd the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, eompettke market for consumer electranlcr mu* be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlil enable the studlos to tell technologirts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In praduets that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely 0 make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay moretor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast tlag technology tor dlgltal televi8lon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Andrew Starr 
185 Massachusetts Ave 
%401 
Boston, MA02115 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stxeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deai Michael Copps, 

I an WnMg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld' technology for Agtal 
television. As a conmmer md atinen, I feel strongIy that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovauon, consumer 
nghts. and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abihy to innovate for 
h e x  customers. Allowrngmovle studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment wll enable the stuAos to 
re11 technologits what new products they can create. T h 1 5  udl result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It  could result m me being charged more money for infenor 
funcuonality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that h t  my ught5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diBtal telennon. Thank you for your h e .  

Sinceidy, 

Bill hckords 
8010 Westlakes 
Wichita. IG 67205 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Mxhael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps! 

I am wnhng to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telewsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
n&ts, and the ulbinate adophon of DTV. 

A robusr. competiuve market for consumer clectromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ibihty to innovate for 
thelr customers. Allowng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment wll  enable the studtos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thu wtll result in products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dcviccs that Lrmt my n&ts at the behest of HoUyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcchnolagy for &gtd television. ?hank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Lansford 
634 E. Norman Ave 
A r c a d q  CA 91006 
USA 
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OcIOber 22, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrlrlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlolon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, cornpetitbe market for conwmer electmnlcr m u s t  be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlo¶ to veto leolures d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll 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 Inferlor functlonrllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Matthew Cites 
231 Salnt Chrlstapher Ln 
Whltehall. OH 43213 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any Ftt-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of D N  

A robust, CompetWe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle stud109 to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor?unctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcan flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Rob knauerhase 
4926 SW Corbett Ave dl0B 
Portland, OR 97239 
USA 
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October I 1, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrltlng to vdce my oppoottlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhrl televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bad tor Innovntlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competithe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featurea of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflee( what consumers Ilke me 
actually m n f ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be loss llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I WIII not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dan Fltzpatrlck 
678 east 44th street 
Indlanapolls, IN 46205 
USA 
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October 22, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon al "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon AS a 
cansumer and cklren, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuracturen' ablllry to Innovate lor thelr 
CUstomeN Allowlng movle studlos to veto features 07 DTV.receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want. and n could result In me belng charged men money for Inferlor tunctlonattrj 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llrnlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for d lgh l  televslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Lance Starck 
221 Bello Court 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
USA 



October 22, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast nag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon. consumer rlghk, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon af DTV 

A robust. compettNe market tor Consumer elcetronlcr must be roOted In manutacturen' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll cneble the studloo to tell technologlats 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In pmducts thal don't neeessarlly re tee  what consumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor tunctlonsllty 

If The FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata, I would actually be le99 llkely M make an Investment In DN-capable reCeNer9 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for Uevlcas that llmk my r!ghts at the behest ot Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcas? flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Ryan Manly 
261 Evergreen Ave 
Elmhurst, IL 60128 
USA 



octoher I I ,  2003 

Commlo~~oncr Michael J C o p s  
Federal Communkatiotlp Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
W u h g t o n ,  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am Urnblg to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of '"brondcb flag technology for &ta! televirion An a con~uner  
and citizcq I feel mongly thst iuch a pnlicy would be bad for innovation. conmmer &u. and the ultimate sdoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for conmmer ~ h h n i c ~  mwt be moted in mnnufschlren' abUy to innovate for their customers Auowing 
movie ~tudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment arlll a b l e  the rh~dios to tell technologists whst new products they c m  
create Thio wiU result in producu thnt don't nece iody  reflect what cmmmen like me actually want, and it could r e d t  in me befflg 
charged more money for inferior funckndity 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcast t h g  mandate, I would sc tudy  be less Uely to mnke BII inveobnent in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pny more for devices thst h i t  my tights at the behest of Hal lyoad Flepse do not mmdnte broadcast flag 
technology for digital television Thank you for your h e  

Sincerely. 

Jason Crittenden 
1805 SE 6th ST 
East Wmatchee, W A  98802 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon al "broadcast flag" technology ror d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, campetitbe market for Consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlats 
wnat new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necestarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inhrlor tunctlonallty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 189s Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcei that llmk my r lghh at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgftal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely. 

Sabrlna Patka 
1095 Prouty Way 
San Jose, CA 95129 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my ovvosition to anv FCC-mandated adODtion of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digitai television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

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

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
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, 

Andrew Shearer 
198 Wayland Avenue 
Providence. RI 0 2 9 0 6  
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 l i t h  Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon d"broadcast flag" technology lor dlgttal telwlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad lor Innovstlon. consumer rlghtl, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust. competnke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' abllmy to Innovate tor thelr 
customern Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stucllos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor fundlonalty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTv-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llrnlt my rlghb et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlalon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jody Eruchon 
116 Mldway Drlve 
Hlllsborough, NC 27278 
us4 
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November 2, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon d "brosdcnst flag" technology for dlgtta televlslon AS a 
consumer and chlzen, I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bad tor Innowtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, cornpetthe market tor coniurner electmnbs must be roated In rnanuhcturers' ablllrj to lnnowts for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle %tudbs to veta (Nturer ol  DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the ltudlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llkc me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng cherged more money ldr Inferlor functlonalk, 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mnndato, I would actually be leas llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more MI device$ that llmtt my rlghm at the Wheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltll televlslon Think you ror your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Jason Larke 
1435 Wedgewood Dt 
Sallne, MI 48176 
USA 



Robert Heym 
1308 whispering Hills cir Nw 
Hartselle, AL 35640 

Conlmissioner 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 FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am wit@ to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will  mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. Public policy both now ;uui UI 

the hture will be tetter served by ensunng that open source and free software implementations of digital 
coiimimcations techques tsd by television are specifically encouraged so as to ensure as much eee ant  
imenctunbered access to information as possible remains m the hands of the people. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feded Computer Control" which is far outside its 
propzr role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer oprating systenls 
tlnt consumers must use in order to watch digital televisian broadcast on their computers. It 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 to use their own computers as they see fit. 

Additionally. adgtlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation 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 antl QAV 
nwdulaton and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techques irsed by television. ?his places an unwarranted restriction on technologcal 
innovation which coirld hinder and delay the development oftechnological unprovement and even the 
tlevelopment of fiiture technologies. 

Most Americans assimied that when television became dgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propanmmg, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility UI 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 adoptlon of digital television in addition to &g it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television UIlnsition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Robert Heym 
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liz rose 
3227 Rittenhouse St., NW 
Washington. DC 20015 

Comnussioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Commwcabons Commission 
44s 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer ofelectronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commucations Commission to vme 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watchng dlgital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it w~ll restrict m y  
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-trplace 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using m y  cholce or 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football g m e  to family anti frlentis 

Furthermore. if 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 
innovauve devices like TiVo. F.eplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using mexpenslve, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to thg~tal television does not make the public's viewing experience m r e  enjoyable. flexible. anti 
exciting, what conpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital televlsion equipment? A pretrier 
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 promte the digital television 
m i t i o n  by opposing adoptionofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Iiz rose 
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Conmssioner .Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Wadungton, D.C. 20554 

dave vanderkloot 
1530 S .  State St. 
#I014 
Chicago. IL 60605 

D m  Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource 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" whch is outside tts 
provr  role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must we in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm mvat ion .  Many users of openrsourcr: software are 
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mntributions and consant 
innovahon 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 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource progmmmers f b m  innovating in field of digtal 
communications techniques 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 air 
able to watch TV. consumers wlll 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 t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

davr vanderrkloot 
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Harley D. Eades I11 
1509 Fenley Ave. 
P e w  IL 615% 

Commissioner Michael 5. Cops 
Federal Commimicatlons Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps. 

Thousands of American consumers have  already enpressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of Free software, adoption of the broadcast flag wdl 
mean I am unable to receive drgital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will nlake the FCC stand for "Federal Conlputer Control" whichis outslile Its 
p r o p  role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systena 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theu computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation Many users of Free software are conlputw 
programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant innovauon 
is what makes Free softwm able to c o m e  in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban F r e  software implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing Free Software prcgcamrners h m  innovating in field of digital 
comnimcatiom techmques 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 u r  
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 digital television in addition to malung it lllepal to  
watchdigital television on a computer using Free software. It is for these reasons I urge you to promote the 
digital television transinon by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Free as in Freedom 

--Harley D. Eades I11 

Sincerely, 

Harley D. Eades I11 
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