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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commussioner Michael I Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
i switchmg doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modify, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a2 home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag,

I wish to remind vou that the broadcast spectrum that you are the guardians of belongs to the
public After content is broadcast using this medium the material belongs to the public and the
public must be free to enjoy it as they wish.

As guardians of the public air ways it is your responsibility to guarantee our freedoms. To adopt the
“broadcast flag” flies 1n the face of that responsibility If you do not protect us who wiil? 1 urge
vou not to abdicate your responsibilities to wealthy private interests and do your duty

Jere Kendall
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Sincerely,

Jere L Kendall
10320 Kilkenny Pl
Dallas, TX 75228
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, | urge the Federat
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regutation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 1If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device 1in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTY devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addhtion, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technolegy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Ellis Arrondo

10612 Ouis St
South Gate, CA 90280
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadecast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
drgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
far yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of contenl -- I can modify, create, and participate. [ can
record TV to watch later; elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mowvie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibulity that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
preture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current eonsurmer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Shane Lekich

21000 Strawberry Hills Drive
Macomb, MI 48044
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commussioner Michael I. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

Asside from the traditional hum-drum argument about the fact that I like to record television to
watch later, ete etc | think the broadcast flag is flat out stupid because 1t will have the chilling
effect of stifling innovation The freedom to watch moving pictures projected inside a noisy box 1s
not what has been fought for all these years, in the US It is the freedom to inovate and do new
different and exciting things. 1f we lock ourselves to a technological requirement, we will destroy
our ability to do new things. Just because a certain business mode! isn't working right, does not
mean it 1s time for the government to step in and say well this model needs to work right or 1ts
ilegal There are existing copyright laws. They should be enforced. Since the Internet went
mainstream, the media corporations have tried as hard as possible to tumn my computer into a
television, don't let them win, allow me to continue to interact and innovate.

BEGIN boilerplate argument that [ also agree with.

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely
concemed that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equupment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
it switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate Icanrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexability that [ enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
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consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Kevin McAllister
1250 Boone Avenue
Abington, PA 19001
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael ]. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissianer Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote AGAINST the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am greatly
concerned, because such a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I use television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will only be acceptable to me as a
consumer If switching does NOT mean having to discard my existing home network, buy new
high -resolution displays, and find room for yet another device in my living room. Please do
NOT allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose
DTV devices that are more expensive but less valuable than our current equipment.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag would
apparently remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
Joseph E. Cunningham

9947 Phillips Road
Lafayette, CO 80026
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Tuesday October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
445 12h Streef, NW
Washington, DC 20524

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag ' | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation wauld restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching te and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room Please de not allow the MPAA and s allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and paticipate | can
record TV to watch later, clip 2 small piece of TV and splice it iInto a home movie, send an email ¢clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture I1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
oppoesing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Cory Petkovsek

1814 Cal Young Rd Apt 96
Eugene OR 97402
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commussioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Streat, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast televiston, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing hame network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and participate, [ can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email chp of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DYD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Thomas C. Cook

39 Breston Drive West
Shirfey, NY 11967
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concaerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital teievision equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying naw high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living rocom. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove thils control and flexibility that I enjoy,

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

Sincerely,
Blane Johnson

12818 Club Lane
Houston, TX 77099

rom
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

¥1A FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home netwark, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy specdial-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. with today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it intc 2 home movie; send an email clip
of my cild's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flextbility that | enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexibie,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Chnistopher L. Meadows

13001 Chameleon Dr
Jacksonville, FIL 32223
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital televislon transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can madify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this contral and flexibility that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
REED BRICKELL

17896 E POWERS DR
Aurora, CO 80015




Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 17th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Cemmissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; chp a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Christian B. Karam

314 Rt. 106 S
Loudan, NH 03307
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commuissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Comnmussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely
concemed that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
it switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays. and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate [ canrecord TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie, send an email clip of my chuld's football game to a distant relative;, or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that [ enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
Marvin George

1233 E Katherine Drive
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my llving room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are mare expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive reciplent of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
Marshall Thompson

2019 Maryland St
Redwood City, CA 94061
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital telewvision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Ptease do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Joe Diver

2732 Woodmont Dr.
Durham, NC 27705
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Tuesday, October 28 2003

Commisstoner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

I am writing to you in regards to the Broadcast Flag proposal before the FCC. It was introduced by the
Mobion Picture Association of America (MPAA) as an attempt to curb the piracy of broadcast television,
among other things.

T oppose this mandate for the following reasons:

1) There 1s no tangible benefit to me. I would be forced to purchase more equipment just to have my
rights under fair use taken away. This would be the first step to the socialization of American broadcast
television.

2.) Though the MPAA has promised the rules they set forth In this Broadcast Flag preposition would be less
restrictive, there would be nothing to stop them from promoting another Broadcast Flag with further
restrictions, and then another with more restrictions, and then anather, until all programming becomes pay-
per-view, and the concept of consumer ownership of entertainment content is no mare.

3.) It won't work. It wouldn't be too much of an exaggeration that once Flag-compatible equipment 1s
avallable, hackers will produce a box or find some measure to circumvent the Flag within say a month. This
doesn't even address the "analog hole” problem,

4.) U.S. broadcast television's value Is eroding. More and more commercials are being squeezed into
television shows, and I simply do not belleve In paying money just to see more advertlsements, If the
varied television stations / MPAA want me to pay just to see higher-resolution advertisements, they can
keep thair money. (See http://www.vidiot.com/st-ent/ for just one specific example.)

Several more reasons follow in the following form letter:

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition refies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television eguipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home mavle; send an email clip of my
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child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove thls control and flexibility that T enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

News items gathered by Digital Consumer.org (http://www.digitalconsumer.org/) can verify many of these
statements. Please, do not allow the MPAA and the television stations start us on the road to the
socialization of American broadcast television.

Sincerely,

Jasan F. Kircher Providence, RI 02903

Sincerely,

Jason F. Kircher

1 Chestnut St. Apt 511
Providence, RI 02903



http://Consumer.org
http://www.digitalconsumer.org

Thomas Bitsky
16421 Francis Ct
Orland Park, IL 60467
Comuussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. 1 am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flay
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

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

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

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
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 are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digjtal television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you ©
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Thomas Bitsky




Steve Blass
620 ELinda ILn
Gilbert AZ 85234
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

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

It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consumers must use i order 1o watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

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

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
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 are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Steve Blass
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and camputer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. [ can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
David Ethington

221 E. Crestone Ave Apt C
Salt Lake City, UT 84115
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commissicner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commissjon to vote against the adoption of a "breadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer If switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In additicn, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my chiid's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibllity that I enjoy.

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

Sincerely,
Alan Hong

629 Old State Rt 74, Sujte 1
Cincinnati, OH 45244
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commussioner Michael ] Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
i’ switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In additiory, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
partictpate I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digtital
equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Helping the MPAA and 1ts allies support out of date business models is not the job of the United
States government. Broadcasting over the air is the same as posting a document for all to access on
the web [f broadcast digital television turns into nothing more than a bundle of public access
stations, 1t will be worth it if the nghts of Americans are upheld. Do not give in to big business.
oppose the broadcast flag

Sincerely,

Adam Eakins
832 Kings Canyon Dr,
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Thursday, October 30 2003

Commssioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federat
Commumications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use 1mplications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TY program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Eric Scott

267 W 25th S5t
Holland, MI 49423




