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QOctober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michaet I Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie pradics to veto features of DTV-reception eqnipment will enable the pudios to tall technologists what new products they can
create Tus will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually 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 1 will not pay more for devices that limir my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Xohler

217 Faitlawn Avenue
Daly City, CA 94015
USa
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QOctober 12. 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing fo voice my opposition to any FCCsmandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digital television As 8 consumer
end eitizen, 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
cteate This will result in products that don't necessarily reflact what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be lees 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 television Thank you for your time

Smcerely,

Brian DeVane

333 Holden CT

Newport News, VA 23606
usa
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October 12. 2003

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

Vashington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC-nandated 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
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually wvant, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less lakely 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
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your tine

Sincerely,

Shawn Anderson
4202 Waltham Ct
Yardley. PA 19067
USA
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October 12, 2003

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

Washington, © C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandsated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As 2
consumar and chizen, | fael strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer elactronies must be rooted In manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consutmers |ike me
actually want, and It could resuit [h me being charged more money for Inferior functionhallty

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

Sincerely,

Robert Sossomon
1124 Poplar Creak trall
Raleigh, NC 27810
Usa
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October 12, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal

telewsion, As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, comnpettive matket for consumer alectronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abihity to snovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV.cecephon equipment will enable the stuchos to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wll result n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay mote for devices that lumut my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Aaron Spinak

560 Steching Rd

Virgima Beach, VA 23464
UsA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Commigsioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlications Commlgsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volece my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digital television As a

cansumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adeption of BTV

A robust, competitive market for conaumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV.reception aquipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can craate This will result in sroducts that don't necassarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandets, | wouid actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit rmy rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Miehael Rogawskl
9837 Cold Star Court
Columbla, MD 21048
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michgel J. Copps
Federal Commumcatiens Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wrotng to voiwce my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for dimtal
telewision. As 2 consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultrnate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compeutive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
their customners. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-recephion equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that den't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenoc
funchonality.

[f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuslly be less likely to make an imvestment 1n DTV-capable
teceivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision, Thank you for your tumne.

Sincerely,

Richard Brumpton
938 S Geyer Rd
Irkwood, MO 63122
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techtiolopy for digital televinon As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such & 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 whas 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

It the FCC 1sues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investnent 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,

Jonathen Baumgardner
10310 Willowick Ln
San Antonio, TX 78217
Usa
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Detober 12, 2003

Commussiotier Michael I Copp#
Federal Commutications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
end ciuzen, 1 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 studics to veto feanires 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 beng
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC wssues 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,

Nathaniel Smith
2390 Parker Apt #6
Berkeley, CA 94704
usa

s
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October 11, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my oppositicn to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digytal
television. As 2 consumer and aitizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for nnovaten, consumer
nghts, and the ulymate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing movwie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the studios to
tel! technologsts what new products they can create, This wall result in products that don't necessanly refiect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bemng charged mose money for infenot
funchonaliry.

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

Sincerely,

Chnstopher Kain
3140 E. Foothill Blvd.
Claremeont, CA 91711
Usa



To

Page 1 of 1 41992 PM, 10/28/03 5413023099

October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
44¢ 12th Street. NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

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

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nalke an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pavw
mnore for devices that limit my raights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Karrie Hunter

1-F Summertre= Loop
Greensboro. NC 27406
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federz] Commumcations Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

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

A robust, competinve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers' ability to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV .recephon equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mnfenor
functhonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DT V-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for diggtal television. Thank you for your tume.

Swincerely,

Harry Regan

PO Box 327
Rockuille, MD 20848
UsA
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Octeber 22, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

tam writing to velee my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consurner and citizen, | fesl strongly that such a pollicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlen of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufscturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investmant In DTVecapable recelvers
and other equipment | wlli not pay more for devices that limtt my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadeast flag tachnology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kirk Biglione

1403 N Oxford Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104
uUsAa
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October 22, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technelogy for dighal talevision As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, eonsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be raotad In manutacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable tha studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and % could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor funcetionallty

t* the FCC lssues a broadeast 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 righta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology fer digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David Wilhelm
344 Lama Place
Kallua, Hi 88734
USA




To

Page 1 of 1 531 48 PM, 10/28/03 5413023099

QOctober 12, 2003

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

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volice 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
ultinate adoption of DTV

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

If the FCC i1ssues a broadecast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit nv rights at the bshest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerelvy,

hdlan Faield

2917 Debra Drive
Raleigh., NC 27607
1SA
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Qetober 12, 2003

Commissioner Michaat J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
446 12th Strast, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing te volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital televislon As a

consumer and clitizen, | 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 slectronles must be rooted In manufasturers' ablitty to innavate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmant wiil anable the studlos to tall technologlsts
what new produets they can create This will result In products that dor't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC lasues a broadcast 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 limft my rights at the behest of Hollywoed Please do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for digital talevision Thank you fof your time

Sineerely,

Davie Dugan
920 W Divislon
Narmal, IL 81781
USA




1=

HFageTof T 52932 FPM, 10/28/03 5413023092 -

October 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Coppe
Federal Comimunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washmgton, 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, 1 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 Thit will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mandate, I 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 tights at the behest of Hollywood Please do ot mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Karl Palutke

800 Leisure Lake Drive
Apartment 18-B

Warner Robitw, GA 31088
UsSA
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October 22, 2003

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

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Wichael Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

atrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to i1nnovate 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 vhat consumers like ne actually want., and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functicnality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely,

Patrick Wagstrom
2369 Ellen Court
ILino Lakes, MH 55038
USA
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October 21, 2003

Commlssioner Michael .| Capps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCE-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dighali television As a

consumer and ehtizen, | feet strongly that such a policy would be bad tor innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for conaumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelir
customers Aliowing movie studios te veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will resuit In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty

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

Sincerely,

Davld Stoddard
8309 Tintinhull Lane
Waxhaw, NC 28173
USA
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Octobar 12, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commiesion
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

! 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 poliay would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted in manmfacturers' 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 regult 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 fanctionality

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

Sincerely,

David Wood

408 8th Ave

Z1B

Brooklyn, NY 11215
USA
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October 11, 2003

Comurussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comirmssion
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wotng to voice my opposithon to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulumate adopton of DTV.

A robust, competutuve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abihity to innovate for
their customers, Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will resultin products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonahty.

If the FCC 1ss5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that kit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tune.

If for some reason you need to call me my #414-672-3888, or feel free to wnte
Sincetely,

Bruce Cole

3920 W Greenfield

Milwaukee, W1 53215
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dighal television As a

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

A robust, competitive rmarket for conaumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abitity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios ta vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technolagists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionaiity

If the FCC Issues a broadceast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvars
and other equlpment | wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank yeu for your time

Sincerety,

Chrls Binder

535 Misty Moss Ln
Salnt Peters, MO 83378
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlications Commission
445 17th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing te volce my opposition to arny FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such & policy would be bad far innovation, consurmer rights. and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market fer consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlios to teil technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged maore monhey for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast 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 limft my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag tachnelogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Rob Friedman
15 Pergota
Irvine, CA 92812
USA
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October 11, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NV

Vashington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of “broadcast
tlag" 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 i1nnovate for their customers Alloving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in mne being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV¥-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for vour tine

Sincerely.

Douglas MacIntyre
1507 5 Duke St
York, PA 17403
USh
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QOctober 11, 2003

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

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnhng to voice my opposthon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dighral
television. As a consumer and anzen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competiitve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 11 manufactucess’ ability to innovate for
their customess. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV .reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bewng charged more money for infenor
funcucnahry.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable
tecervers and other equpment. ] will not pay mose for devices that lumut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do niot mandate broadeast flag technology for digntal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Dawid Radloff

432 E 13th St, Apt 30
New York, NY 10009
USA




