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Sprint
prm 40 Irh Srecer, NW Suite 400

Washingron, DC 20004
October 13, 2003

Hello,

Can I request a meeting with Matthew Brill to discuss the AT&T petition in WC Docket
No. 02-361 rcgarding phone-to-phone IP telephony services? Attending would be Dick
Juhnke, VP Federal Regulatory Affairs for Sprint, and mysell. We are availablc anytime
on October 14-16 (except from 3-4:00 on October 15), October 20, or October 27-29.

Thank vou,

Norina Moy

Director, Federal Regulatory
(202) 585-1915

ool1s001
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QOctober 11. 20083

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
4345 12th Street, NU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I an writing to woice nv opposition to any FCC-nmandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat 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 functionalitw.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likelv to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pavy
nore for dewices that limit mv rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely.

Gabriella Turek

112 N Michigan Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106
usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlecations Cemmisslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathlean Abernathy,

[ am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As 2
consumer and eitizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adaption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studies to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. Thls will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less ilkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital tetevislen. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jason Welngartner
45 Wharton Ave
Nutiey, NJ 07110
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemnathy,

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 poliey 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 wilt 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 finctionality.

If the FCC issues 2 broadesst flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT Vacapable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rabert Seace

120 Brainerd Road, Apt. 2
Allgton, Ma 02134

Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Aberathy,

1 am wnhng to vorce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovatien, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ablity to innovare for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of IITV-reception equipment will enable the studies to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemng charged more money for inferior
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V.capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast tlag technalogy tor digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Alexander Harvey

6525 62nd Avenue North
Pinellas Park, FL 33781
Usa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, 1.C. 20654

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
telewision. As 2 consurner and citizen, I feel strongly that zuch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
aghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of IDTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actudlly want, and 1t could result m me being charged more money for wnfenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digntal television. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

John Spragens

P.O. Box 61001
Palo Alto, CA 94306
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissionar Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dighal television. As 2
consumer and eitizen, | feal strangly that such a palicy 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' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Aliowing mevie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't nacessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

if the FCC lssues & broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
breadcast flag technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sinceratly,

Seth de |'lsle

331 SE 26th Ave,
Portiand, OR 97214
USA
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Qetobar 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadesst flag” tachnology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, eonsumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer glectranles must be rosted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allawing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflact what consumers Hke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferter functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadecast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Willlam Krueger

512 14th Street
Farmington, MN 55024
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Federal Coammunications Commlssion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

[ am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technelogy for digltal televislon. As &
eohsumer and citizen, | feel strongly that sueh a polley wolld be bad for Innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoptien of DTV.

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted in manufacturers’ ablity to Innovate for thelr
custamers. Allowing movie studios to veto featUres of DTV-recaption equipment will enabie the studlos to tall technologists
what naw products they can creste. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actuzlly want, and It could result In me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functionalfty.

It the FCC Isgues a brogdeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and cther equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please de not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christopher Craal
11020 S Eastwood Dr
Palos Hillg, IL 80485
Usa
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Oetober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a
consurner and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be tad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
edoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rcoted In manufacturars' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

if the FCC lssues a broadceast fiag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wili not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television. Thank you for yeur time.

Sincerely,

Dominle Cerquett|
4418 Fleldgreen Rd
Baltimore, MD 21238
UsAa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

1 am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televirion. 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 equiptent will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in produots that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could resuit 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dennis Owens

30 Renwick Ave

Staten Island, NY 10301
usa
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Oetober 13, 2003

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abarnathy,

| am writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As &
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for [nnovation, conaumer tights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mevie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadecast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislan Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christlan Braverman
188 Quesada Drive
Rochester, NY 14818
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Commurnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

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

A robust, competiive markst for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innevate for
thetr 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 wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more tor devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywooed.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital televisien, Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Steve Latsch

3211 Parkwood Ave
Toledo, OH 43610
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commisgsion
445 12th Street. NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
mevie studios to veto fearures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produets they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consnmers like me actally want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues v broadcest 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,

Jess Jessen

3109 Knox St #6548
Dallas, TX 73205
Usa
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Oetober 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communicatians Cammissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathlean Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a

consurner and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market far cansumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customars. Allowing meovie studios to veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studies to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC lssues @ broadeast fiag mandste, | would actuglly be less likely ta make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kenan Dailey
5710 Purdue
Amarillo, TX 79408
USA
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Oetober 13, 2003

Comimlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathlean Abernathy,

{ am writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag" technology for dightal television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, eonsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

Arobust, cempetitive market for consumer electronles must be racted In manufacturers' abllity ta Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing maovie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlists
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mere money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lgsues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuaily be |ess [lkely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recaivers
and other equipment. { will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag tachnology for digital televislan. Thank you for your time.

Sinceraly,

Tim Zieltngkl

2482 & 95th Street
West Allls, Wl 53227
LUsa
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October 13, 2002

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wniting to voice my epposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultumate 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 IYTV-reception equiprment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionaity.

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. [ will net pay more for devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate breadeast flag technology for dyntal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Carey Camazine

788 Columbus Ave. Apt 5D
New York, NY 10025

USA
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Qctober 13_ 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

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

A robust, competitive maritet 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 technolopists what new products they can
create. Trie will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actnally want, and it coild result in me being
charged more money for inferior finctionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ wonld 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. Plense do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Richard Coleman
44 Jefferson St.
Bangor, ME 04401
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, end 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 conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior funetionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, | 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 breadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Daniel O0'Connell

22 Hollow Tree Lane
Monroe, CT 06468
UsA
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Cctober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathlean Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon. As 8
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that sueh & policy would be bad for Innovatlon, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rosted In manufecturars' ablity to Innovate for their
customers. Allewing movie studios to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable tha studios te tell techneloglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mote money for Inferlor functlonality.

it the FCC issues a brondcast flag mandate, | would actually be less [ikely to make an Investmeant In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technology for digital television Thank yau for your time.

Sinceraly,

Quentin Hartman
24928 W Broadway
Veneta, OR 57487
USA
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QOctober 11, 2003

Cormnmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am wrting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "breadeast flag" technelogy for digital
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromes must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie 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 necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1 me being charged more money for nfenor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mere for devices that hmst my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewnsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dawvid IhPietro

3085 Memplus St
Philadelphia, PA 19134
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Faderal Communleations Commilsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
censumer and cltizen, | fae| strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be rosted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custorners. Allowlng movie studlos to veto faatures of DTV-reception equipment wil enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what néw products they cen create. This wilf result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what cansurmers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged maore money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make sn investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televiglon. Thank you for yaur time.

Sincerely,

Davld HIi

8148 S Monaco CIr.
Centennlal, CO 80112
UsA
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October 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federai Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathlean Abernathy,

[ am writting to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a

congumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for (nnovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adeption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be rooted in manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
eustomers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to telt technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what congsumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holiywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Petar Weisch

117 N. Falrview 5t.
Apt. A

Bloomingtan, IN 47404
USA
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October 13, 2003

Comnmussioner [Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communication: Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

[ amn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technelogy for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
ughts, and the ultinate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell techriologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemg charged more money for inferior
funchonality.

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

Sincerely,

John Custer

43 Hunters Run

Newtown Square, PA 19073
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlecations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Whashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

{ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digitai televislon. As a
consumer and effizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rasted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate far thelr
customers. Allowing movie stuclos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It couid result In me belng charged more money for nferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually ke (ess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and cther equipment. | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights &t the benest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag tachnology for digitai television. Thank you for yeur time

Singerely,

Chris Demlsch

435 Round HIll Rd
Greenwlch, CT 06831
USA
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consurner and cihzen, [ feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adophon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for conzurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DT V-reception equiprnent will enable the studios to
tell technelogists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor
functionabty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadceast flag mandate, I would actually be Jess likely to make an investrnent in IJT V-capable
receivers and other equiprment. [ wall not pay more tor devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digtal telewsion, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Darryl Lewmngston
9103 Dorella Ln
Ausnn, TX 78736
USA
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Qetober 11, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Cammisslon
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and citizen, L feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innavatian, consumer rights, and the ultimsate
adeption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market far consumer electronlcs must be rootad In manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studles fo tell technoleglsts
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could rasult In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC tssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actuslly be less iikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal tefevision. Thank you for yasur time.

Sincerely,

Al Baars

W788 Hwy 60
Rubleon, WI 53078
USA
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Ogtober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 172th Street. HU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathwy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for inmovation. 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 squipment 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 monevy for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DT¥-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rightg at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for wour time.

Sincerely.

Charles Crouch

802 Horth B Street
Lenonir City, TH 37771
s
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October 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumer and clitizen, | feel strangly that sush a pollcy would be bad for Inrevation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to vets features of DTv-raception equipment will enable the studios to teil tachnologlsts
what new praducts they can create. This wiil result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what cangumars ke me
actually want, and i could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag tachnalogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Mary Madden

1535 Clement Street

San Franclsco, CA 94118
LUSA
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October 11, 2003

Commlssioner Kathlean Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon. As a

consumer and citizen, | feal strongly that such a polley would be bad for innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wliil énabie the studlos to tell technologists
what new products thay can create. Thig will resuit in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actuslly want, and It could result In me belng charged meore money far Inferlor functionallty,

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Hkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | wlll not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Slncarely,

Davld Mahida

7 Seyamore \Way
Warren, NJ 07059
Usa



