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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

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

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  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 t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l 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 i t s  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 t o  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 t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends 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 t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Allen 
48856 Chardonnay Court 
Frernont, CA 94539 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Cornmissioner 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." 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 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 seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the mflve 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 consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Albert F Jones 
7204 Waterford Trace 
Huntsviile. AL 35802 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
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" technology for d i g d  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
mglits, 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 studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts 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 infeuor 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTWcapable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgttal television. 'Ihmk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

andrew mocton 
1631 SUI park w e  #205 
Portland, OR 97201 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 3 1652 PM, 10/21/03 5413023099 1 0  

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtd 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 1 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rootedin manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T h i s  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 infenor 
funcbondity. 

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 demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. lhank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Zachary Landau 
15 Alfie Drive 
Rochester, NY 14623 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicatluns Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, 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 studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stu&os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what cunsumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chvged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DW-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 dtgtal television. Thank you for your time. 

445 12th Street, NW 

Sincerely, 

Ian Miller 
7520 20th Ave N E  
Seattle, WA 98115 
USA 



T O  Page 1 of 1 3 12 57 PM, 10/21/03 5413023099 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
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" technology for dgtal 
teleasion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie s t u d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studtos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his 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 
functiollality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recelvets 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 dtgtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Quintiliani 
2134 Gold Key Est 
Mdford, PA 18337 
USA 
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Tursday, October 21 2003 

C.ommissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NIV 
~Vnshingtou, DC 20554 

\:I!. F.4CSIMILE 

Dcnr Commissioner Copps, 

As :i 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. 

'I'hc 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 transitiou 
by innking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  nddition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
Leclinology, I can be more than a passive recipient of conlent -- 1 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 friends 
apnrtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the more to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more eujoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
piclurc 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, 

Martin Ranks 
,j789 Mosswood Cv. 
Sail Diego, CA 92130 
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Tuesday, October 21 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, 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 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 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 consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Harold Holmberg 
8830 Quinault Dr NE 
Olympia. WA 98516 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2 0 0 3  

commiss ioner  Michael I .  Copps 
445  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network,  buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  for  y e t  another  device in my l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us  buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications o f  t he  broadcast f lag. Wi th  
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify,  create, 
and par t ic ipate.  I can record TV to watch  later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of my child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy .  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason fo r  m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  my 
current  consumer electronics a n d  computer  equipment .  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I u r g e  you t o  p romote  the  digital t rans i t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Guy Laurora 
P.O. Box 193 Ferndale, N.Y. 
Ferndale. NY 1 2 7 3 4  



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Cornmissioner 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." 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 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 seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  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 consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Brien M Poutry 
125 Twin Oaks Dr Unit 103 
Joliet, IL 60431 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  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 o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  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 i t s  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 t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty 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 i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  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, 

Tom Wekell 
4102 North Mullen Street 
Tacoma, WA 98407 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael topps ,  

I am wrtlng to VOlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon 4s a 
conwmer and cltlzen I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adaptlon of D N  

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Michael Passer 
8962 East 54th Street 
Raytown, MO 64133 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to Yoke my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

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

Slncerely, 

Tyler Jenklns 
7070 la lean 
Byron <enter, MI 49315 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Cotnmiesioner Michael J. Copps 
Federnl Communkntions Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
Washbgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I wn writing to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for di&d television. As a cmmmer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate sdoption of  D W .  

A robust, oompetitive mwket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to urnovate for their customers. Auowirig 
movie etudios to veto feanues of DTVmception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they c m  
create This w i l  result irk products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers l i te me actually want, atid it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC iseues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be less titely to make an uwestment in DTV-capable reoeivem and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that limit my rights at the behest af Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your b e .  

Sincerely: 

Christopher Ormade 
POBox751617 
FuLbnnks, AK 99775 
us4 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppa 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
Wnshuigton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I ani writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" teohnology for diigitd television. As a consumer 
mid citizen: I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, arid the ultimate adoption of D W .  

The market must be competitive, with the ability to deliver products that meet the cofloumers needs and wants. We've h e a d y  seen how 
hard the entertainment indusw has lobbied against now everyday technologies such as the cassette tape, VCRs, Digital Video Recorders 
such 88  TiVo. These technologies were all hailed BS the end of Hollywood, the end of the theaters, etc. None of these innovative 
teclrriologies would have been allowed to improve the lives of the c o n m e r  as they have done. We would not be able to watch DVDs at 
tinine, time-shift nnd space shift TV and music Instead, we would be prisoners to their business models, and their short-sighted claptrapp 
which called the VCR the "boston-strangler." 

.4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto feahllea of DTV-receptim equipment will enable the studios to tell teohnologists what new produota they c m  
create This will result in products that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect what consumers lite me achlally wont, and it o d d  result in me being 
charged more money for uiferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcaa flag mandste, I would actuelly not mate  an investment in D?V-capable receivers and other equipment. I 
will not pay more for devices that limit my +ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag techno lo^ for di@ 
televiaion T h d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

ABf'Oll  HickrIl%TUI 
4873 Excelente Dr 
Woodland Has, CA91364 
USA 
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T~iesday, October 21 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, 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 dizital television tramition relies on convincing consumem ofthe benefits of switching to and 
huvin_e digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
il'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 thc 
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 veiy 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 niocli@, 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. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
ccluipment? 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 televisioih I 
ui-pe you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si lice rely, 

Celeste Ball 
P. 0. Box 1528 
Mesa, AZ 8521 1 
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October I I, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wrltlng to volce my OppOSltlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

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

Slncerely, 

Benjamln Conner 
6337 S College Ave 
Tempe, A2 85283 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Cominissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
M';ishington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear C.ommissioner Copps, 

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 consnnier 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 MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
hy  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 
tcrhnology, I ciin be more than a passive recipient of conlent -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record ' I l J  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 friends 
nyartment. 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 inore enjoyable, flexible, and 
exriting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough re,?son 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, 

' rrwis Nichols 
1541 Eighth Street 
Alnmrda, CA 94501 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2 0 0 3  

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, a n d  computer  products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  w a y  I enjoy  television. 

The digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buy ing digital television equipment .  That  transit ion wil l  be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  a5 a 
consumer if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f inding r o o m  fo r  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making u s  buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  v e r y  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications o f  t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content  -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV a n d  splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
TV program onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The  broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  cont ro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy .  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  television does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  n e w  
digitai equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough  reason for  m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and compu te r  equipment .  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Rhoten 
2 4 3  S .  Old Manor  Rd. 
Wichita, KS 6 7 2 1 8  
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Tuesday. October 21 2003 

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

VIA FACSlMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commiinications 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 consumes of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consnmer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yct 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. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece ofTV 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. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A pi-ettier 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, 

Steve Axthelm 
222 SW Harrison #10E 
Portland OR 97201 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  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 television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  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 t o  hinder the transitioii 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  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. 1 can 
record TV t o  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 t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  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, 

lesse Salinas 
17905 East Telegraph Road 
Santa Paula, CA 93060 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly re7lect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor functlonallty. 

I1 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 lor devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of HollyWood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely 

Klmberlee Chestnut Chang 
21 Medlord St. 
Medlord, MA 02155 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C o m m i s s i o n e r -  Ilichael J . Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
TJJashington. 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 cltizsn. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ult.imate 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 
vet.0 features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios ta tell 
te&nologists 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, 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioncr- Ilichael 3 .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Vashington. D.C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 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 
ma.ke an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more f o r  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. 

Richard Shaw 
112 South Lafayetts Street 
Denver. CO 8 0 2 0 9  
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

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

V I A  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 television transition relies on convincing coiisumers 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 i iot allow the MPAA and its allies t o  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 movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  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 t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ryan Hollhz 
4107 Shelter Creek Lane 
San Bruno, CA 94066 
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Tuesday, October 21 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, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  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 wi l l  be far  more palatable t o  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 i t s  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 t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty 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 i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  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, 

Carl A. Hellner 
P.O. Box 164 
Kenesaw, NE 68956 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a coiisumer 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 t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  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 t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  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 lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  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 t o  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, 

Scott Plante 
3563 Idlewood Tr 
Atlanta, GA 30319 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

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

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  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 o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l 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 i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  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 o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems desiqned to  remove this control and flexibil i ty 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 i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Miriam 8 .  Talley 
8310 Beauty Oaks 
San Antonio, TX 78251 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner 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." 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 t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  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 DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  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 seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  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 consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Farid Slienassa 
730 Olde Clubs Drive 
Alpliaretta, GA 30022 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gird 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
lights, and the ulhmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactorerr' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studmi to 
tell technologtsts 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 infenor 
functionality. 

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

Sincerely> 

Dan Llebgold 
2620 Aiizona Ave. 
Santa Monica, CA 90404 
LISA 


