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October I I, 2003 

Commlsoloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtta televlslon. As a 
consumer and eitlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovltlon, consumer rlghts nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng movk studbs to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpmentwlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeesoarlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

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

Slncerely, 

Rob knauerhase 
4926 SW Corbett Ave. #IO8 
Panland, OR 97239 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to VOlCe my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgRal televlslon As a 
consumer end cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptbn of DTV 

A robus, competlthe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innomte for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlen equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor lunctlonalky 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehers 
end other equlpment I wlll not pey more lor devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Benson 
1463 Manor Way 
Freeland, WA 98249 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

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

A robust. competlttve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manuIPc(uren' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly refleet what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmii my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broedcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Chrlstopher Granade 
PO Box 751617 
Falrbanks, AK 99775 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrItlng to volce my OpposItlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology lor dlgkal televlolon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competnlve market tor consumer electranks must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlo9 to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalRy 

If the FCC Issue9 P 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 limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

John Powell 
547 ~ e w l s  Ave Apt 22 
San Andreas, CA 95249 
USA 
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October 11.  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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 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. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually he less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-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. 

Robert Berger 
15550 Wildcat Ridge 
Saratoga. CA 9 5 0 7 0  
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Coniniunicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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 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, 

Joshua Nixon 
2 9 0  North Hagadron Road 
East Lansing. MI 4 8 8 2 3  
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 Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ndopdon of "broadcast flag technology for digtal 
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 mome studos to veto features of DTV-reception e q ~ p m e n t  will enable the stu&os to 
tell technoloasts what new products they can create. T h i s  Unll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
fmctionllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I ull l  not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &tal television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Christopher Tutde 
8186 Regents Rd. #201 
San Diego, CA 92122 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Cnmmhioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicationn Commiakon 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy, 

I am ~4th~ to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for digital televinion. As a c o m e r  
and cifizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer dghts, and the ultimate adoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive market frn conomner elechonics must be rooted ffl manufachwrs' ability to innovate for their c ~ o m e r s .  Auowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologista what new producre they can 
create. This will resulr in products that don? necessarily reflect what c o m e r s  !&e me a c i d y  want and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for infedor functionality. 

If the FCC ismen a broadcaet rlag mandste, I would a c d y  be lens Uely to m&e an inveiQnent ffl DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandnte broadcnnt flag 
technology for digicsl teleipion. Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Pimiotta 
40 Fayctte St Apt 75 
Perth Amboy: NJ 08861 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 12:21:46 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mnnufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor funalonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlgMs at the behest oT Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltsl televlslon. Thank you for your the .  

Slncerely, 

John Amaral 
27 E Foster St 
Melrose, MA 02176 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innovatbn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV. 

A robust. competnlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In rnanuhcturefs' ablllty M Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what Consumers llke me 
actually want, and I( could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywand. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgka televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Paul Shedleskl 
200 Commerce Ave SW 
Grand Raplds, MI 49503 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writiny 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 custoners. 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 

Daniel Guido 
18 Cornel1 St. 
Williston Park. NY 11596 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am Wrltlng to VOlCe my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon Of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad for Innovation. consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, CompetiWe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In msnulpburen' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle stud109 to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesssrlly reflect what consumers I l k  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 recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag teennology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Jason Belasco 
522 Easter Ave 
Mllpltas, CA 95035 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federul Communkatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adopfion o? "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and Cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghh. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceso~rlly reflect what consumers I lk  me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funetlonalky 

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

Slncerely, 

Scott Shambaugh 
3073 Sundown Ct NE 
Salem, OR 97305 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 12 13 58 PM. 10/13/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studlos to tell technologlsn 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually w n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonalny 

I7 the FCC lssues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that Ilmt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dale Felker 
1 B Valley Clrcle 
Charlmesvllle, VA 22903 
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, 

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecnonics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allouing mome stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. This ulll 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 likly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I uill not pay more for devlcee that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dptd television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely. 

Tanmay Gokhale 
17343 E' Copper Lakes 
Houston, TX i 7095 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathg 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what n m  products they can create. T h i s  will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Plense do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your h e .  

Stncerely, 

Benjamin Conner 
6337 S. College Ave. 
Tempe, AZ 85283 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Ahernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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 he 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 flay technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Copeland 
2 Vulcan Stairway 
San Francisco. CA 9 4 1 1 4  
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volee my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed ?or Innovatlon, consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In mnnuhcturen' abllty to Innovate (or thelr 
customem. Allawlng mwle studlos to veto Teatures o? DW-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 I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonaiRy. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcastflag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltsl televlslon Thank you for your clme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Knlerlemen 
2800 Foreswlew Dr 
Carpenterwllle, IL 60110 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssion 
445 12th sreet, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadeast ?lagu technology Tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that 9uch a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, campetitbe market Tor consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money Tor Inferlor functlonalky 

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

Slncerely, 

Stuart Horner 
502 Broee Dr #46 
Blacksburg, VA 24060 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Conununicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

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

Andrew Dehel 
1549 Oregon St. 
Berkeley. CA 94703 
USA 



Commissioner Ihthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
televlrion. As a consumei and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy mould be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentarill enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ' h s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whit consumeis hke me actullly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

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

Sbncerely, 

Michael Roy 
4828 Slayden Rd. NE 
Tacoma, WA 98422 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation,  consume^ 

rights, and the ulbmate 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 mill enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. 'hi5 will result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result m me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an kvestx7nent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demccs that limit my right5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. ?hank you for your h e .  

Smcerely, 

Rob Pugh 
622 N Howard S t  Apt 204 
Alexandria, VA 22304 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Cammlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlan to any FCCmandated adoptlon a("broadcastfIag" technology for dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettthre market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movk studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studios to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonalky. 

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

Slneerely, 

Stephen Cotter111 
46852 Red Oak Drlve 
Northvllle, MI 48167 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12m Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

1 am wrttlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast nag" technology for dlgital televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel stronolv that such a DOIICV would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlohh. and the ultlmate -. I ,  - 
adoptlon or DN. 

A robust, competlttve market tor consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manulpeturen' ablllry to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures 07 DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor funetlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely M make an Investment In DW-capable recetven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlees that llmk my rlghn at the behest O7 Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Nlcholas Moore 
531 1 Mlllwood Ct 
Loulsvllle, KY 40291 
USA 



- 
October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen CI Abernathy 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon at "broadcast (lag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and eltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a policy would be bad tor Innovatbn, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllky la Innovate tor thelr 
c u ~ t ~ m e r s  Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures ot DW-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor tunctlonalky 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest et Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology tor d l g k l  televblon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Terry G'uyant 
1015 Otls Street 
Sulte # 121 
Belllngham, WA 98225 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. 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 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 

Paul Nicholson 
312 Mountain High Dr 
Antloch. TN 37013 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Conimunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

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 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 ne being charged mare 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 

Todd Ross 
3 4 9  Morris St Apt 13 
Pewaukee. WI 5 3 0 7 2  
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me ictudy want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devlces that h i t  my rights at the behest of HoUFood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for & g d  telexiston. Th+nk you for your time. 

Smcerely, 

Ross Fontenot 
3121 Johnston St 
Lafayette, LA 70503 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Commumcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

D e u  IGthleen Abernathy, 

I am wndng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brodcast fl%" technology for &,@tal 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. AUowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment mill enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. "lis wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chacged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inves'anent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyruood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d@al television. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely. 

&chard Fitch 
138 Club Ln 
Earleville, MD 21919 
USA 



Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultimate 
adoption of DN 

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutactureIs' abllky to lnnovste for their 
customers AllOWlng movie studios to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produets they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrsarlly reflect what eonsumen I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlgta televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Leonard Gottesman 
3035 Federal Hlll Dr 
Falls Church, VA 22044 
USA 


