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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 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"br0adcast (lag" technology tar 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 D N .  

A ro~us t .  competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features at DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely 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 flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Joseph C Planta 
121 Tlllotson Clrcle 
Plmburgh, PA 15237 
USA 



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 switchiug 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 
ai-c more expensive and less valuable. 

In  additioil, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications ofthe bi-oadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, ci-eate, and 
patticipate. 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. 

If  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
Ilexible, 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 
con~~inier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of' broadcast televisioiz I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Olivcr Clode 
42 turquoise way 
San Francisco, CA 94131 
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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 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 tess 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 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 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 to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  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, 

Cameron Fry 
607 Hillside Dr. 
Clymer, PA 15728 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
iVnshington_ 1)C 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Ilcar Commissioner Copps, 

,As il 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 
n 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 
lor yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by mnking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  ;iddition, 1 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. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD nud play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 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. 

Jennifer Langley 
2()1jO Gifford Avenue 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
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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 televisioil, 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 1-elies 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 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 addilioix 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 pi-ogram 
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 inove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
Hexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A pi.etlier TV picture is liai.dly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumei- electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioix I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely: 

Charlie Comniisso 
720 C West 2nd Slreet 
Elmii-a, NY 14905 
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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 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 i n  my living room. Please do not allow theMPAA 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, 

Glenn Garman 
308 East  Commercial Street 
East Rochester, NY 14445 
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October 11,2003 

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

neut. Michael C o p s ,  

I mi Writuig to voice my oppcsiticn tc  any FCC-mandated adcpticn of "broadcant flag" technology for digit$ television. As B consumer 
m d  oitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for hova t i cn ,  ccnsumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive market for ccnsamer eleotronhs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to kmovote for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studioe to tell technologists what new products they can 
create This will result in products that don't necessgnly reflect what comumers U e  me actually want, and it could result in m e  being 
charped more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would a o t d y  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 msndnte broadcast flag 
techology for digital television niant you for your time. 

Siricerely, 

R&ln Cappelletti 
46000 Oeddes Road 
Cmtofi, MI 48188 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner 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, a n d  computer  products, I u r g e  the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restrict 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 wil l  be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as 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 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 t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us  buy  special-purpose D N  
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very  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  N and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's football g a m e  to a distant relative; o r  record a 
TV program onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does n o 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 for m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and computer  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, 

Sean Underhi l l  
9 Valley View Lane, S. Deerf ie ld 
South Deerfield. MA 01373 



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 ofthe 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 

John C McHugh 
207 Chancery Rd. 
Baltimore, MD 21218 
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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 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 i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  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 t o  watch later; clip a small piece of lV 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. 

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. 

Si  t i  cere ly, 

le f f  Peterson 
695 El Rancho Rd. 
Santa Barbara, CA 93108 



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 nag. 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 N 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 

Gregory Sutter 
1501 Milvia St 
Berkeley, CA 94709 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Coinmissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
\Vnshington, DC 20554 

Ilcnr Commissioner Copps, 

4s a cousunier 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 
ii 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 
docsn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
lor yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the traiisitiou 
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. M'ith today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record 'IT7 to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  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, aud 
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 electrouics aud computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sinrerely, 

Lee Johnson 
72.5 Kixel Street 
1.0s Angeles, CA 90017 



Tucsdiiy, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
LV:rshington, I)C 20554 

VLk FL4CSIbIILE 

I)ear Commissioner Copps, 

.'s ii 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. 

' Ihe digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
cligilal 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 MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  ;rdldition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rrcord T\j to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a11 email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 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, 

Philip J. M'ickey 
5220 E. Canton St. Long Beach, Ca. 
I.ong Beach, CA 90815 
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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 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 i f  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 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 c l ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  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 a l 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, 

Errin Rudd 
21 Rockwood 
Bediord, TX 76021 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Conmissioner Michael I. Copps 
Federd Comtriunications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
VJVnshuigton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Miohael Copps, 

I mi Writing to voice my oppo~ition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a oonsumer 
and citizen, I feel stron@y that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer n&b, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

4 robust, competitive market far oonsumer electronics must be rooted in manufaoturers' ability to innovate for their customers. mowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reoeption equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo@sts what new products they CM 

create. T I U S  wil l  result in products that don't n e c e s s d y  refleot what consumers like me actually want, arld it could result it! me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an invesbnent in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
trclmolagy for &@tal television. lhank you for you time. 

Sincerely 

Inmee Tomlinson 
3049 Hazeiton Street 
Falls Church, VA22044 
us4 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and 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 t h a t  a broadcast f lag 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 of  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buy ing 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 my existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  fo r  ye t  another  device in my l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a re  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 flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  t h a n  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 and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an emai l  clip o f  my child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relative; o r  record a 
N program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I en joy .  

If 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  publ ic 'sv 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  
digital 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 a n d  compu te r  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, 

Keith Lammers 
822 Belmont  Ave.  
Coliingswood, N l  08108 
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l'ursday, October 21 2003 

Coniinissioner NIichael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NLV 
JVnsliington, I)(; ~ 0 5 5 4  

VL% FACSIMILE 

1)cnr C,ommissioner Copps, 

4s a cousumer 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 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consunier 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 traiisitioii 
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 
t r c h n o l o ~ ,  I GTU 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 3 distant relative; or record a T\' program onto a IIVI) and play it et my friends 
apartment. 'The broudcnst 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 niore enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier ?I' 
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, 

Troy Lanphicr 
26:jO Salado Drive, Pearland, Texas 
Pr;irl;ind, TX 77584 



'l'ursday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
FV;isliington, DC 20554 

VLA FACSIMILE 

I)eur Coinmissioncr Copps, 

PW ii 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 hroadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

' lhr 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 
hy making 11s buy sperial-purpose DlV 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 
trchnology, I can be inure 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 a n  email clip of my 
rhilcl's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
upartment. 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 
pirture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computcr 
eqnipment. hs a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Emil Volosin 
89 Semel4ve 
Garfield, N J  07026 
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October 11, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I tee1 stronolv that such a POIICV would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlahts. and the ultlmate 

" I  , .  
adaptlon of OW. 

A robust, campetltbe m a r k t  tor consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money far Inferlor functlonallty 

11 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely 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 dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Claude Smlth 
2410Welcome Lane 
Jacksonvllle, FL 32216 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "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 D N  

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abilny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoloplsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money far lnlerlar functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
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 televlslan. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Thomas Connelly 
414 Mldland Ave. #6 
GarMd,  NJ 07026 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comniissioner Michael J. Capps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thStreet, NW 
Washingtan, D C 20554 

Dew Michael Copps, 

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

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 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 l k e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcost flag mandate, I would actuaUy be lees mely  to make an investment in DW-capoble receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devioes that limit my fl&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate h a d c a s t  flag 
teclmology for digital television. ?hnk you for your time. 

SUlCerdy, 

Thomas Hiil 
1441 Midvale Avenue, ft110 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
us.4 



Tuesdny, October 21 2003 

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

\ L 4  F.4CCSIMILE 

I h r  Commissioner Copps, 

-4s n 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. 

l h e  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 mirking 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 a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 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. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge yon to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony Ginis 
51 Mendowrue Drive 
Mount Laurel, N.J 08054 
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October 11. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  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 
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. 

Thomas Rini 
7018 E Elbow Bay Dr 
Tucson. A2 85710 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps 

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

B 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 sill enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

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

Sincerely. 

Henry Behnen 
7100 Kenwood Rd 
Saint Cloud, MN 56303 
USA 
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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, 

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 o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil 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 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 to  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email c l ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty 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 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, 

Linda Wekony 
102 S Adams 
Everly, I A  51338 
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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'l 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. 

Andrew Fantini 
15 McCouns Lane 
Oyster Bay, NY 11771 
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'l'uesday, 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 
colicenled 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 tramition 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 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, 1 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 modify, ci-eate, 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 DVn 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, 
Ilexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
cquipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my cunent 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
til-ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely; 

Meyer Alpert 
80 Avondale Road, Yonkers, N.Y. 
Yonkers, NY 10710 
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Tuesdayi October 21 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- 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 coiisnnier 
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 b1-oadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
paiiicipate. 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, 
llexible, 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 cument 
coiisumer 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, 

C h a  
2.3 Woodbyne Building 
Middletown, PA 17057 



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 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 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 to  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 to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

R i t a  Taylor 
1509 Orchard Street 
Coshocton, OH 43812 
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Tuesday. October21 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dcar 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. 

'l'he 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. 

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 modifi, 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 
eqnipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
coiisiniier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioii I 
wge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Sroka 
488 Dover 
Bay Village, OH 44140 


