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October IO, 2003 

Commlesloner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng In regards my llrm opposklon to any FCC-requlred Implernenbtbn d "broadcast flag" technology tar dlgthtl 
televlslon AS an entertainment s0Rmre protsnlonal. I (ea1 strongly that such a polky would be bod tar Innmtlon, 
consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate adoptlon d DTV 

As a maker d enteitalnment IP that runs on computer systems, I depend on havlng Wll freedom to Innmate both In terms 
d content, and technology I am extremely concerned over the patsnthl threat to the competkhneaa of my own produets 
and the platforms they run on, In the global market, that an adoptlon d t h e  proposed "broadcast flag" would represent 
We must main our freedom to Innovate and grow the Amerlcan economy 

The sohare ente~Inment.lndustry Is hlghly euceeorlul, hlghly profkable and an area where Amerlca produceaworld 
class conbnt We have thrhred deapke the earn wkh whlch our product can ba copled by plrates. due to our ablllty to 
Innovate and create new content that consumen dealre ll rnoms to be a poor Idea to crlpple the technologlcal base we 
rely upon slmply because a dRerant paR d the entertllnment Industry In scared d potentkl losses that we have m w n  
repeatedly are InslgnWant compared to the profka that can be made on unfettered hardmre 

Please do not approve the crlppllng of the technologlcal base upon whlch our Industry lundlons 

Slncerely, 

tormac Russell 
1849 Strawberv Ln 
Mllpitaa, CA 95035 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 1Zth Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to m y  FCCmnndated ndoptlon of "broadcast nap" technology b r  dlgml televlslen PJ a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad b r  Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d DlV 

A robust, competltlw market (o r  consumer electronkn must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' abllw to l n n w t e  lor thclr 
customen Allewlng mwle rtudloa to veto h t u m  of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to tell behnologlm 
what new produets they can cream Thls wlll nault In pmduch that don't necernrlly d l e d  what consumers Ilks me 
aaually want. and tt could reault In me belnp charged more money tor lnlerlor tunalonaltty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate. I viuuld actually be less I lb ly  to m o b  an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlca$ thnt llmil my rights at tha behern of Hollyvnod Please do not mandate 
broadcastllag technology for dlglPal televlalon Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Wlll Deutsch 
I O i O  Golf ct 
Mountah V l w .  CA 94040 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would ha had €or 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 ne 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. 

Ben Seigel 
1624 Fordem Ave #305 
Madison. WI 53704 
USA 



October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioncr Uchael J. C o p s  
Federd Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear fichael Copps, 

I am vnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mnnhted adophon of "broadcast fl4 technology for detal 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such i poky would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehuve rnvket for consumer electromcr must be rooted m mnnufncturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studos to veto features of DTV-recepaon equpmcnt d enable the studor to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they con crate. Thls will result m pmductm that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result rn me barng &E+ more money for rnfenor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC issues a brondcast flog mandate, I would actually be lam Lkay to moke an investment m DTV-capnble 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Plcise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@.I television. Thank p u  for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

David Fetter 
2500B Magnoha Street 
Oaklm4 CA 94607 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps 

I an,,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 rishts. 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 re 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 ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Justin Goeres 
3008 Euclid Ave 
Concord, CA 94519 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commiidoner Michael 1 Copps 
F e d d  Conununicatim Cmnmismon 
445 12th Strcts NW 
WashUlgton. D C 20554 

Deaf Michael Copps. 

I am witin,g to voice my oppomtion to my FCC-mmdptcd ndopth of "tmndcnrt h# taDhnology fcu digital tslevidcn h P c m a  
and citivh I feel mmgly that such a policy would bo bad fcu how- o o m m  xi@. nnd the ultimnte adoption of DTV 

A rob- competitive market for conmncu c l c ~ b ~ i ~  mwtba motedinrnsnuhtwan' atdlily to innovate for their cultDmm nuO+ 
movie rtudios to veto fenturei of DIT-nccption oqulpment wIU a u b l c  the 6iudIw to id technologim w h t  new poducta they CM 
create ?hi# will r c d t  in producu that don't n t c c i i d y  n&ct whnt ccmmunm liLs me nctudy want and it could r c d t  in mc being 
w e d  m o n  money fcu infeMr functionnlty 

If the FCC Lmeo n broadcant @ mmdata. I would lotvnlly bs Isn liuy to mako an hvertmant in DTV-capnble raceivm and o h  
equipment I arul not pay mon for device8 thnt Wt my righh nt the bchsrt of HolhprMd P~GMS do not mandndate broadcast flag 
technology for &tal tclnieion T h u k  you for your time 

sincerely, 

Indin &nos 
329 Union Si 19 
Brooklyn, NY 11231 
USA 



October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Stmet. NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554' 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to Wlce my opposltlon to any FCGmnndnted adoption d"brondcastflag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon As n 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor  Innmtlon. consumer rlghh. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ol DlV  

A robust compet th  market for consumer electronics must be reed In manuhcturen' abliny to innovate for thelr 
cuMmer9 Allowlng movle dudlo3 to veta features d DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the eudlos to tell bchnologl f i  
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeeararlly refleet what consumen I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inhflor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandab. I would actually be less likely te mnke an Investment In DN-capable recelvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlcea that IlmIt my rlghm at the beheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  televlslon Thank you b r  your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jonnthan Golub 
3684 Bolse Ave 
Lo9 Angeles, CA 90068 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

C d d o n ~  Michpel J C q p s  
Fed& Communication, Commiidon 
445 lZthSh& NW 
Wuhingtoq D C 20554 

Dew Michael Copps, 

1 m wri% to voice my opposition to nny FCCrmendnted n d q i o n  of '"broadcnrt npe" taDhnology for b tn l  tclcvidon ~l a c ~ ~ m e r  
d a h  I feel rtrongly that such a poky  would be bad for innovakq ccmsmnca 

A robust, competitive market for conawner ele&ci must be rooted in mnnufPchlren' at&* to innovate for thci cultcrmen ~ J o w h q  
movie d o n  to veto feahlres of DTV-reception equipment wAU mnble thc rmdiol to tell tschnolc#nta what new producta thcy CM 

mente ? h i 6  will r c d t  in products that don't ncccslprily reflect what cmuumen like me pchrnlhl want, nnd it could r r d t  in me b 6 i q  
charged mma money fm i n f d  f a n d d t y  

If the FCC ismen a broadcart @ mandate. I would petualhl ba lsn M y  to make nn hvwhnmt h DTV-cnpable rroaiven d other 
equipment I wiU not pny more for devicn h t  limit my 
technology for &tal television ThML you tca your time 

nnd tha ultimate adoption of D N  

at the bchalt of Holiywood Pleue do not m d t e  tunadcart @ 

sincerely, 

Courmcy Gibbon, 
32 Morris Rd 
Wood!x+. CT 06525 
LISA 



October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicibons C o r n p s i o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnang to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f l s "  technology for dtgd 
telemsion. As P consumer and uazen, I feel 3kongly that such P pohcy would be bad for movahon. consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of W. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer clectronicr must be rooted m manuficturerr' aMty to mov i t e  for 
thmr ~ s t o m e r s .  Allowing movie atudtos to veto featurea of DTV-racepaon equpmt d enable the s t d o g  to 
tell technoloptr what new products they can create. " I u s  d result m producti that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and I t  could result m me b a g  charged more money for rnfenor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flq mandate, I would actually be less hkaly to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
recaverr and other equipment. I d not pay more for h c e l  that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for dtgd telmsion. n a n k  you for your a m e .  

Smcerely, 

Bnan Jenhns 
1472 Umversity Ave #J 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J copps 
Federal Communlclrtlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasklngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrklng to express my deep oppostlon to any gnvernmant(FCC)-mandated adoption d "broadcast fleg" technology tor 
dlgb l  televlslon As an American, a Mtcr, and a movle p e r ,  I he1 strongly the such a policy would be bad tor lnnwatlon 
In the Industry, consumer rights, and the ultimata adopnon d D N  

The people who brought u9 Dlgltal N m m  only able to do so because of a market that favored Innmtlon withaul Industry 
overslght Allowing mwle studios to vat0 features d DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necearmrlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and it could rerult In me belng charged more money tor lnhrlor runalonaltty This 1s contrary to our current 
economic model and la slrnply not necesaafy 

If the FCC Issues a brOadcaSl flag mandate I would actually be lesa Ilkely to make an lnvaatment In DN-capable recebsra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor dwlcas that limit my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast Rag technology lar  dlgltal televlslon The con~urnen wlll not accept It and the FCC wlll haw hindered 
expresslon and Innovation yet again Thank3 tor your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Kennedy 
1174 Selby Avenue 
Selnt Paul, MN 55104 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps. 

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

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for then 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 ne 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 dlgital television Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely. 

Matthew Reynolds 
6913 Valley View Lane 
Apt 332 
Irving. TX 75039 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for 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 hehest of Hollywwd. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

John Bell 
2260 Division S t  NW 
#156 
Olympia, W A  98502 
USA 
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Octnbef 10,2003 

CommLmoner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communicatimu Commiidon 
445 12th Street NW 
Wnahingtcm, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Cappa. 

I am w r i h  to voice my opporition to any F C C m d t e d  Id@ of"bm&prt hg technology for disitpl telavirim & n c o m m a  
and ci- I fnal ahngly that moh 0 policy would be bd for innnwth, acdwmm Wb. d the dtimnte n d q h  of DTV 

A roburf compdtive mnrket for cmuuma clncinmIco must ba rooted in mu&olur& ddiQ to innovate for their cvltmnen 
movie mdioi to veto feature8 of DTV-recrptirm eqdpmsnt Mil enable tho omdial to tetl teohnologlrtl whnt new p d u c b  they cnn 
create Tth will r e d  in productn that d d t  neceaauily mflact vhpt cmunmen like ma d y  wnnt nnd it could r e d t  in me b e i q  
c h q e d  more money for inferior fivlotirmplity 

If the FCC Liueo B broadenst i h g  mandata. I would nchlslly ba laam U y  to make 6n hvnmsnt in DTV-cnpnblm recuvm nnd otha  
equipment I will not pny more for devlca that Wt rnyrJ&b nt the baheat of Hdywood 
technology for *tal telmvirirm M you for your tima 

do not mnndate broadenst tlng 

Sincerely, 

David Fetta 
2500B M a p l i a  Street 
Oalland, CA 94607 
USA 



October I O ,  2003 

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

Oear Mkhael Cepps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandabd adaptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal tclevlslon As a 
consumer nnd CRIzen. I feel strongly that iuch a pollcy would be bad tor Innmtlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d O N  

A robust competkkc m a r M  for consumer electronlea mu81 be romd In manuheturars' ab l lb  to l nnmte  for thelr 
curtomera Allowlng mwle studlos m veto fentuna ~l DTV-nceptlon equipment Wll enable the studlos to tell technologlsh 
what new productl they can create Thlr wlll rerun In prnduch th8t don't necessrrlly reflect what consurnen llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnlcrlor funetlonaltty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcan (leg mandate, I would achrnlly be loss I l k l y  (0 make an Investment In DTV-capable recehra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devleea that llmk my rQhm at the behest of Hollyfond Pleaaa do not mandate 
broadca81 flag technology lor dlgttal blwlslon Thnnk you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Grant Carpenter 
99 John Sl 
Apt 308 
New York, NY 10038 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrmrsioner Mchael J. C o p s  
Federal Commurucihons Commrrion 

Warhm@on, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wuntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcart f l d '  technology for dpd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that 3uch a polcyvould be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robusc compehhve market for consumer clectromcr must bc rooted m mmufacturcrr' ibdity to mnovate for 
thmr customers. Allowing mome studor to veto features of m - r e c e p h o n  equpment d l  enable the rtudos to 
tell technolopsts what new products thay can create. ' h s  MLI result in products that don't necesrnnly reflect 
what consmers likc me actually wmt, and it could result m me bang chorged more money for infenor 
funchondtty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less bksly to mnke an mvestmmt in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmcnt. I d not pay more for dmces that h t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flq technology for dptd telmrion. 'Thank you for your hmc. 

Smcerely, 

Stephen A. Kupec 
3725 Garnet St. #202 
Torrance, CA 90503 
USA 

445 12th strent, N W  



October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Fsderd Communicahons Comrmsrion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wmhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "brondcmst fld' technology for dipd 
televlsion. A5 a consumer and uhzen, I feel strondy that such a pohcy would be bad for innovatton, conrumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer clectromcr must be r o o d  in manufactured ability to innovate for 
that customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon eqrupment will enable the studios to 
tell technolo~sts what new products they can create. This Unll result m products thnt don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actudy want, and it could result III me being chprgad more money for mfenor 
funcbondty. 

If the FCC issues a brodcnrt flng mandate, I would actually be lass kkaly to mpke an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I wll not pay more for h c e s  that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollymood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for +tal dmsion .  ?hank you for your hme. 

Smcerel y, 

Tom G r o m k  
907 Tmn Grde Dave 
South Windsor, CT 06074 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner fichael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commis~ion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mchncl Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flng" technology for digtml 
televlsion. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strondy that such P policy would be bad for innovrhon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compcuhve m u k t  for consumer clecrromca must be rootad in manufacturers' ablLty to movate  for 
hex customers. Allowing mome studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipnmt 4 enable the stud~os to 
tell technologsts what new products they CM create. ' h a  will result m product# that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lh me a c t d y  wmt, and it could result in me bemg chargad more money for mfenor 
FuncttonlLty. 

If the FCC issues P broadcast flag mandate, I would ncmdy be less Lksly to m&e rn mvestment m DTV-capable 
remveri and orher equipment. I WIU not pay more for dmces that hut  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digttd television. Thrnk you for your h m e .  

Sincerely, 

Carlos Ezquerra 
2153 Monterey Avenue 
Santn Clara., CA 95051 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Deer Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposhlon to any FCGmnndated ndopthn ai "bmadcnst N0g" technology far dlgltol televlslon As R 
consumer and cttlren. I feel strongly thnt much n pellcy w u l d  be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghN, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robua, competilive market for consumer electranlcr must be bated In mnnuheturen' abllky to l n n m t e  for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto fenturn8 el DN-reeepWon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlrts 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll n i u l t  In products thnt don't nccerurlly rellnR what coniumelS Ilk me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged m e n  money fer lnhrlortunetlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be less Ilkaly to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for deVlceS thnt llmil my rlghb at the behest el Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgh l  televlslon Thnnk you b r  your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Joe Preston 
17 Mkt Hlll Dr 
BrooMleld, CT 08804 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcutbns Cammlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhlngton, D C 20854 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtCmandated adoptbn of "broadcast flag" technology br dlgltal televlolon As I 
consumer nnd cBzen, I feel strongly that such n pollcy would be bad b r  Innwstlon. consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d D l V  

A robust, competith'e market ror consumer electmnlca must be mated In manuhctunn' ab l lb  to Innovate b r  thelr 
customen Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features d DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsa 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nacsrrarlly reflect what consumera Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Is9ues a brondcnst flag mandata, I would actually be Ieaa I lb ly  to malm an Investment In DTV-capable mcshTs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlcaa that llmt my r!ghtr at the behest d Hollywood Please do nat mnndate 
broadcast flag technology br dlgltll talsvlalon Thank you (or your time 

Slncarely. 

Steve Prakop 
115 2nd Ave S 
Apt 818 
Mlnneapolls, MN 56401 
USA 
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Octoba 10,2003 

Conmiwinner Michnel 1 Copps 
F e d 4  Communicntiotu Commhien 

WMhulgton. D C 20554 

Dear M i c h l  Copps, 

1 pm wriw to voice my oppomtim to nny FCC-mnndntcd nd~ption of " h n d c u t  fmg teahndogy for wtd televirion .Q c o m a  
and citimn, I feel otrongly thd such n pnlicy weuld bo had fce h v n h  cmvumur i&b. md tho d h n t c  adoption of mV 

A roburf cnmpatitive markst for cmvumer dwtronloi mwt be rootnd m rn- aWly to h w b ?  for ihdr cubmm AUowing 
movie mdIei to veto fenturem of nrV-rcncptl@n eq-dpnmt Wm aubla tho ltudioi to tell tnchneln@ whnt new p d u m  thy  cnn 
mnte TI& will r c d t  in productr thpt h't necendy rcLct whpt cmuvmen like me pctlulhl wnnt and it could rcd t  in me bdng 
chnrged more mnney for inf& fmchn&Q 

lf the K C  wms brnadowt tlng mnndnte. 1 would wtluuy lm hi M y  to mnka M invubnmt in DTV-cnpnble racmvm end other 
equipment I will not pny more for device# that h i t  my dghb nt the behemt of Hnllywood & u e  do not mnndnte bmndcart f l q  
technology fnr digital tclavisiDm ThanL you fcu your tLnc 

445 iaihstrec NW 

sincaely, 

Kevin Cheli-Colando 
4514 V d e y  West Blvd Apt B 
AIcntn, CA 95521 
LISA 



October IO. 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposltlon to any FCt-mandated EdOptlOn al "broadcast flag" tachnology for dlglhl blevislon AS a 
consumer and cR1zen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be h d  lor Inn&lon, consumer rlghts and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon a( DTV 

A robust, competkke market tor conwmer electronbs must be roatcd In mmuhctunrs' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo) to veto featurea al DlV-recepMn equlpmentwlll ennble the studlos to ell CeehnologlrtJ 
what new product3 they Mn c r h .  Thb wlll result In producb that don? necerrarlly reflect what eoniumers Ilk me 
actually want. and k could result In me belng charged more money lor lnkrlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issum a broadcast flag mandate.. I muld actually be leas llkely to mako an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and ather equipment I wlll not pay more lor davlces that llmlt my rlghtl at the behallt of Hollywaod Please do not mandite 
broadcast flag technology tor dlglPsl televlslon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slneerely, 

Patrlck Murphy 
2726 E Voltalfe Awe 
Phoenh. AZ 85032 
USA 



October io, mrn 
Commlssloner Mlchael J Coppo 
Federal Communlcetlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Weshlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlcheel Copps, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandaM adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlrlon As n 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be tad for Innmtbn, consumer rlghtl. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettke market lo r  consumer e lemnlc r  must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customer9 Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment will enable the ttudlos to tell tachnologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't neceasrrlly rsllcctwhat consumen I lk  me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money lor ln?erbr functlonrlty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcaPt flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an InvePtment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlf my rlghta at the baha8t d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you b r  your the 

Slncerely, 

Edvln Aghankn 
536 E Cypress Ave #I03 
Burbank, CAQI501 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my omosition to anv FCC-mandated adontion of '"broadcast 
~~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digitai television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would bs bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

If the motion picture studios have their way, the Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) will force all future televisions to include Hollywood-approved 
'"content protection' technologies Fair use. innovation and competition will 
suffer What.§ nore. the "broadcast flag" technology that the Motion Picture 
Association of America (MPAA) has p r o p d  is sa veak that it will do nothing to 
stem Internet redistribution of television programs In fact. the only people 
hurt by this are legitimate consumers. innovators and researchers 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ahility to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-raception 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 ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S i ncere 1 y 

Zac Holman 
3765 Mount Vernon Ave 
Cincinnati. OH 45209 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchsel J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 121h StM, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposttlon to any FCGmandetad adoption o( 'broad& flag" technology lor d!glhl tslwlslon As 0 
consumer nnd cklzen, I feel strongly thnt auch a pollcy would be bad tar Innwrtlon, consumer rights and the ultimate 
adoptlon d D W  

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer elamnlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng mavle studlos to veto features af DW-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In product3 thnt don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money tar lnlsrlor runctlonrllty. 

If the FCC Issue8 I broadcast rlag mandata, I w u l d  actuilly ba h a  Ilkely to mako an Investment In DN-capable recebrs 
and dher equlpment I wlll not pay more (or dsvlcea th l t  llmk my rlghb at the behest d Hollywood Please do n d  mandate 
broadcast flag technology tar d l g h l  tslevlilon. Thank you tar your I m a  

Slncerely, 

Scott Dmves 
i 18 Llberly St 
San Fmnclsco, CA 94110 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20551 

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, 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 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in m e  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 

James Nash 
E 4  Park St 
Buffalo. NY 14201 
USA 

This will result in products 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps. 

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

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ahillty 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 ne 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. 

Zachary Holman 
3765 mt Vernon ave 
Cincinnati. OH 45209 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adODtion 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 Alloving 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. 

Bradley Buda 
1109 White St 
Ann Arbor. MI 48104 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washqton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am W M g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of “broadcast flng“ technology for dtpd 
television. As a consumer and uhzm, I feel strongly that such a pokcywould be bad for mnovihon, consumer 
nghts, nnd the u l a a t e  ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhvc market for consumer clectromc6 must be rooted in manufacmrcrr’ abhty to movatc  for 
their customers. AUowg movie studos to veto featurea of DTV-recepaon equpment d enable the studtos to 
tell technolapsts what new products they can create. ‘ Ih is  4 result m pzoducts that don’t neceswdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, nnd it could result in me bang chnsged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdate, I would actually be less hkdy to make an investment m DTV-capable 
rece~vcrs and other equipment. I 4 not pay more for demccs that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of HollFood. 
Plcise do not mandate brondcast flag technology for dtpd tolevision. Thank you for your M e .  

Sincerely, 

Michael Huns 
1447 West Arthur Avenue 
Apartment #11 
Chcago, IL 60626 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commisrirmcr Michnel J Copps 
Fed& C ~ m m U n i ~ n t i o ~  Commhion 
445 12th S t n e t  N W  
Wnnhingtw D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm writhg to voice my qpoution to nny FCC-mMdptcd ndoption of "broadcast d.g" technology for digitpl tclevinion PII n c m e r  
and c i k  I fael &cqly that iuch a pokq would be bad fcc hvpt imS co~1111er +b. md the u l h n h  ndqtian of DTV 

A robwt, competitive market for conmmm &otroniCn mlllt ba rooted m mnn-m' ability to innovate for their crutomm AuDwjnB 
movie dudion to veto features of DTy-reccptiOn equipment will mbIe the rmdiom to w1 kchmlogbb what new p d u c t l  they c m  
mente lli# will renrlt m producu that dm't necesnrily reflect what cmunmm like me d y  wmt and it could r e d t  in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior hotionnlity 

If tha FCC h u e o  n broadcast ilq mandnte. I would nchlnUy be lesi likely to mnka nn hvartment in DW-capnble r s o a v m  md other 
equipment I will not pny more for devicu thnt limit my +ix at the behest of Hollywood Phase do not mandnte broadcad flq 
technobgy for &tal television ?hank you for your time 

sincerely, 

Derek P o d  
915 Cole Stnetft356 
SanFrmcbco.CA94117 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commlssbner Mlchael J copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposltlon to any FtCmnndnted idoptlon d"bmidcastflag" technology lor dlgltnl televl9lon ps a 
consumer snd cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy wauld be bod lor  Innmtlon, consumer rbhts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlen ot D N  

A robust competklve market for coniumer elecbonlcr must be rooted In mnnukcturen' iblllty to Innmate lor  thelr 
cu&mers Allowlng movle studloa to veto bnhmr d DN-nceptbn qulpment wlll enible the studlos to tell teehnologlrtr 
what new produd¶ they can create Thlr wlll result In producb thnt don't neceaanrlly reflect whit conrumen llke me 
actually want, nnd It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnhrlor functlonalb. 

If the FCC Iasuas a broadcast llag mandate I wauld acblally be less llkely to make on Investment In DN-capable recewers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  dwlcei  thnt limb my rl(lhtd at the behast d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltnl talwlnbn Thank you (or yourtlme 

Slncerely, 

Douglas Chase 
384 Prospect 
Bufhlo, NY q4201 
USA 


