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October 12,2003 

Commbdoner Michnel J Copps 
Federal Communication0 Commiwion 
445 12rh Street, NW 
Waohmpton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchnel Cope ,  

I m vlidng to voice my oppodtion to any FCCrmmdutcd ldoption of r"brondcpn 
and citizen, I feel utrongly that ouch L polby would be bld fm inn0Vsti~~1, c o m e r  r@b. md the u l h n t e  adoption of D W  

A robust, competitive mnrket for ccmnunm electronic# mwt bo rooted in mnnufMtmmn' nWly to innovnte for their c m m m  AllOlving 
movie mdioo to veto featweo of DTV-receptiom equiprent vAU m b l e  the mdiom to tall technolo& what new products they can 
create Tun rvill reodt in productl that don't ncccaiarily reflcct what ccmnunm like me n c d y  want end it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functidity 

If the FCC issueo n broadcart llq mendate, I would nctuaUy be lain likely to mnka an investment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment I dl not pny more for devlca thnt limit my 
technology for digital telcviriDn ThpnL you for y o u  time 

Sincerely, 

John Kohler 

Ddy  City, CA 94015 
US4 

technolow for dieitpl televimion As n connumer 

nt the behelt of Hollywood Pleue do not mandate broadcart fleg 

2 I I F d n w n  Avenue 
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October 12.2003 

Commisdoncr Michael 1 Copps 
Federal Cammunkationo Commisdon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingto& D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copp~ ,  

I am wTitin8 to voice my oppomlion to any FCC-mnndated PdDption of "broadcart 
e n d  c i k n ,  I feel &on&' thnt such a policy would be bad for i n n o v ~ t i ~ ,  connuncr  right^. and the ultimate adoption of DlV 

A robust, competitive mprket for cmumer ela~wmics mult be rooted in manufaohwen' ability to innovate for their customers f lowing 
mone studio$ to veto featurea of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the mdios to tell technologirts what new products they CM 

crente lhis will result in product8 that don't n e c e n d y  reflect whnt ccnnunm like me actupur want. and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If  the FCC iPPUCS n broadcast t l q  mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveltment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices thnt limit my rights at the behemt of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcart fla$ 
technology for &@tal television ThanL you for your time 

technology for digit%! televidm A3 a consumer 

Sulcerely, 

Brim DeVane 
333 Holden CT 
Yewport News, VA 23606 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

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 opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flaq" technolosv for disital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that sbch a piicy 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 

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 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. 

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

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandeted adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronles must be rwted In manulacturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the ttudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thli wlll result In products that don't necersarlly rdlect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor tunnlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandab. I would actually be lass llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgttal tnlevlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Sincerely 

Robert Sossomon 
1124 Poplar Creek tr i l l  
Ralelgh, NC 27810 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mtchael Copps, 

I m wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongjy that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

.4 robust, compeahve market for consumer electrontcs must be rooted m manufacturers' awty  to innovate for 
thelr customers. Alloulng movie stuchos to veto features of m - r e c c p h o n  equipment 4 enable the studos to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. E u s  wdl result m products that don't necersmly reflect 
what consumers Lkr me actually want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mpke an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. 1 4  not pay more for devices that h t  my Llghts at the behest of HoUyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for data television. ?hank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Aaron Spinak 
560 Sterling Rd 
Vxgnm Beach, VA 23464 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Coppo 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal telwlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b d  tor Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robus, competttke market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
cuotomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of 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 retlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged m e n  money tor Interlor functlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandata. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at tha behest of Hol lyood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgtta televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Rogawskl 
9637 Cold Star Court 
tolumbla, MD 21046 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner fichael J. Copps 
Federal Communicibons Conunission 
445 12th Street N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld' technology for &gtd  
televlsion. As i consumer and uhzm, I fed qtrongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpeutlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufactureis' abihty to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the stubos to 
tell technologstr what new products they can create. T h 5  WIU result m products that don't necessinly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funcuonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would nctudy be less kkely to make an #vestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I w d  not pay more for dences that h u t  my d&ts at the behest of Hollyood.  
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtg~td telemsion. 'Ihhmk you for your h e .  

Smcerely, 

kchnrd Brumpton 
938 S Geyer Rd 
IGrkwood, MO 63122 
LlS.4 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppe 
Federal Communication# C o m i d o n  

Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppe, 

I m wnang to voice my oppoiition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bmadcnlt tbg" technology for &@tal tcleviplon AI a comumer 
and cituen, I feel strongly that ouch a policy would be bad for innovntio- connumar righis, and the ultimate adoption of D N  

A robuut, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics mud be rooted in mmufacturen' ability to imovate for their cuetomers Auowlng 
movie ~tudios to veto fearuren of DFJ-reception equipment d a b l e  the nhldioi to tell technolo@ltn what new products they c m  
create Thie w d  reeult in product0 that don't neceeody reflect what cmumcre like me acmdy  m t ,  and it could result m me being 
charged more money for inferior fimctionplity 

It' the FCC iwucn a broadcast tlq mandate. I would actually bs le#a likely to make an invertmmt m DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment I will not pay more for  device^ thnt h 1 t  my *to at the behert of H d y o o d  Pleue do not mandate broadcart tlq 
rechnology for &@td televieion Tlmk you for your time 

445  12th sueet, Nw 

Sincerely: 

Jonathan Baumgardna 
103 10 Willosiick Ln 
SanAntonio,TX78217 
USA 



October 12,2003 

Conmissioner Michnel I Coppi 
Federal Commwhtiono Commhdon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I mi -tin8 to voice my oppotition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcwt npe" technology for di@tal telcviAon As 0 comumer 
artd cituen, I feel strorrgly thnt ouch a policy would be bad for innovation. comumer ri&ts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for cmumer electronics m u t  be rooted in manufncbxrm' ability to innovnte for their c u t c m m  Plowing 
rnorie studios to veto features of DTV-raccptiOm equipment will ennble thc &on to tell technolo@# what new productp they can 
create Thin  will renult in produca thnt don? ncccinnrily reflcct what c M u u m m  Eke me pctvnlly want, and it could result in me bnng 
charged more money far infcrior fmctiotlplity 

If the FCC moues n broadcwt flsg mandate, I would actually bn boo Uely to make an invcrtment in DlV-capable rcceivm and other 
cqulpment I wiU not pny more for device8 thnt limit my + t ~  at the behert of Hollywood Plenne do not mandnte broadcant flag 
technology for digital televinion lhd you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Nathsniel Smith 
2390 Parker Apt #6 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 4 20 57 PM,  10/28/03 541 3023099 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Nchael J .  Copps 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mmduted rdophon of "brondcast fllg" technology for dgital 
telev13ion. As a consumer m d  uhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for fflnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultlmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compebbve mvket for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturcrs' abihy to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie rtudos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment onll enable the studos to 
tell technologists what near products they c m  create. This d result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If  the FCC 1ssues a broidcast flag mandate, I would actually be less I iUy to make an inveshnent m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I wll  not pay more for devlccs that h t  my nghts a t  the behest of Hollyood.  
Please do n o t  mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Chnatopher Kun 
340 E. Foothill Blvd. 
ClaremonG CA 91711 
USA 
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October 1 2 .  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  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 
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 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
1nak.e an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more fur 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 

Karrie Hunter 
1-F Summertree Loop 
Greensboro. NC 2 7 4 0 6  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Mxhael J .  Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcnst flag" technology for d B t d  
televlsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

.i robust, compeunve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie slud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the ~tud los  to 
tell technologsts what near products they can create. T h s  d l  result m products thnt don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually wmt, and it could result in me bang chqed  more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flpg mandate, I would rctudy be less Lkely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that Lnu t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for cbg~tal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Hirry Regan 
PO Box 327 
Rochlle. M D  20648 
USA 



October 22. 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am wrHng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cllren, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competktve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' abllky to Innovate lor  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to WM features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to ell technologists 
what new products they can create ThlS wlll result In products that don't necesaarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lese I lkdy to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mom for Uevlces that llmR my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Think you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Klrk Bigllone 
1403 N Oeord Ave 
Pasadena, CA 91 104 
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 wrRlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgim televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovptlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoprlon or D N  

A robust, competkbe market for consumer eleetronlcr must be rootad In manuhcturen' abllb ta Innova(c for thelr 
cutstomera Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto lcntures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlstts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and If could result In me belng charged more money lor lnlerlor lunetlonallty 

t i  the FCC Issues a broadcast riag mandate. I would actually be less llkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equipment I wtll not pay more b r  devlces that llrnlt my rlghta at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandaIe 
broadcast flag technology b r  dlghl televlnlon Thank you b r  your tlme 

Slncerely 

Davld Wllhelm 
344 Lama Place 
Kallua, HI 98734 
USA 
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October 1 2 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J CODDS ~ _ _  ~ 

Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  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 
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 f o r  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 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 

S 1 ncerel y 

Alan Field 
2917 Debra Drive 
Raleigh. NC 27607 
USA 
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OCtobel12, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adOptlOn o?"broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competWe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuracturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle stud101 to veto features el DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to maka an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that limn my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology for dlgllsl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Davld Dugan 
920 W Dlvlslon 
Normal, IL 61761 
USA 



October 12,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communications Commislion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washurgtoq D C 20554 

Dear Micllael C o p  

I am wf i t i q~  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "broadcart tin@" technology for &&I television An a commer 
and c i w  I feel strongly h a t  such 0 policy would be bad for innovation, c o n m e r  f@b. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

.4 robuet, competitive market for c o n s m u  electronic# m w t  be rooted YI manufaaturm' ability to innovnte for their cwtomers Allowing 
movie shldios to veta feature# of DN-reception equipment will enable the nmdios to tell technologirrs what new products they can 
create % will result in produrn thnt dm't  necenndy reflect what c o m e r s  like me actudy want, and it could r e d  in me bnng 
charged more money for inferior fimctionnlity 

If the FCC issue0 a broadcast t l q  mendnts. I would nctunlly ba lais likely to mnke M hvalbnmt in DTV-capnbh r ecdvm and other 
equipment I QJU not pay more for devfcei thnt limit my rlghta nt the behest of Hollywood Plenoe do not mandate broadcart flng 
technology for &@tal t e l W o n  l h n k  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Karl Pdutke 
800 Leisure Lake Drive 
Apnrtment 18.8 
Wamer Robin#, OA 31088 
USA 
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October 22. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J CQPPS 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 3 5  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 digltal 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 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually bs 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 bkhest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Patrick Wagstrom 
2369 Ellen Court 
Lino Lakes. MI4 55038 
USA 
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October 21, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commhslon 
465 I h h  Street. NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to vclce my opposnlon to any FCGmandnted edoptlon of “broadcnst flag” technology for dlglpl televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoption of D N  

A robun. Competitlve market for consumer elecnanlcs muat be rooted In manufacturers ability to Innovate for thelr 
customers Altowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studios to tell tecnnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don’t necessarlly reflect wnat consumers Hke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlorfunctlonalRy 

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 dlgita televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Davld Stoddard 
8309 Tlntlnhull Lane 
Waxhaw, NC 28173 
USA 



October 12,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communicntiona Commisdon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I mi wri% to voice my oppodtirm to my FCC-mnndated adoptiDm of "hoadcwt tic@ technology for di&d tcLvilion PJ a consumer 
nnd citizen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bid for innovation, c o m e r  +tl. and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c m m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufactured ability to innovate for their customers AUawin$ 
movie studios to veto feature# of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudico to tell tcchob@t# what new producu they c m  
create Ths will result in producu thnt don't nccesmmnly reflect whnt c o m m  like me achldy wnnt, nnd it could reiult in me b c q  
charged more money for inferior funct iodty 

If the FCC insue# a hoadcplt flq mominto. I would ~tUpUy bo lei# likely to maLc nn i n v a h m t  in DTV-capable recciven and other 
equipment I will not pay more fm device8 that limit my ri&t~ i t  the behnt  of Hollywood Pleue do not mnndnte twndcnat t lq  
technology for Wtnl televilion ThpnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Wood 
408 8th A V C  

hlB 
Brooklyn, NY 1 12 15 
USA 



TO Page 1 01 1 6 09 37 PM, 10128/03 5413023099 . 

October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federd Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuve market for consumer elecaonics must be rooted m manufacturers' abihty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie S t u t h O S  to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment wll  enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. T h s  wdl result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being chargod more money for mfenor 
funcuonllty. 

If the  FCC issues a broadcast fl~gmandnte, I would actually be less hkaly to mnke an mvestment m DTV-capable 
rece>vers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for denccs h a t  h i t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telmsion. Thank you for your tune. 

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

Sincerely, 

Bruce Cole 
3920 W Greenfield 
Milwaukee, WI 53215 
USA 



October 1 I, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrnlng to volce my oppasklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d l g k l  televlslon As a 
consumer and CklZen, I feel strongly that such 0 poilcy would be bed lor Innorntlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robus. competnhe market lor consumer electronlca must be rooted In manutacturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featurea of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teChnOloglsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and Other equlpment I WII not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Chrls Blnder 
535 Mlsty Moss Ln 
Salnt Peters, MO 83376 
USA 
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October i I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Cornmlsalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps  

I am wrltlng to wlce my OpposRlon to any FCCmandated adoption d"broadca8t flag" technology for dlgltal televlglon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad for Innwetlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitke market b r  consumer electfonlcs must be footed In manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to vetc taatures of DN-rsceptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studlo9 to tell technologlns 
whal new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumen IIke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnferlor functlonalty 

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 llmlt my rights at the behest d Holl)mood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Rob Frledman 
15 Pergola 
Iwlne, CA 92612 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

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 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 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-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 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiplnent 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 

Douglas HacIntyre 
1 5 0 7  5 Duke St 
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October 11. 2003 

Comrnisnoner Michael J. Copps 
Federll Communicauons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I urn wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mmdnted adoption of "brodcast flag" technology for dgtd 
telension. As a consumer and auzm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmnte adopuon of DTV. 

.A robust, compeuuvc marltet for consumer electmmcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. ALlowmg movle studios to veto featores of DTV-recephon equipment WIN enable the stud~os to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. This d result m products that don't necessnnly reflect 
what consumers like me i c t u d y  want, and it could result In me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcuonhty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investmmt 10 W - c a p a b l e  
wceivers and other equpmcnt. I wll not pay more for devlces that h u t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandnte broadcast flag technology for &gta.l television. Thank you for your m e .  

jmcerely, 

David Radloff 
432 E 13th St, Apt 30 
New York NY 10009 
LISA 


