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Cctober 10, 2003

Commigsloner Michael | Copps
Federal Communicatiens Commlssion
445 12th Street, Nw

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing In regards my firm opposttion to any FCC-required implementation of "brosdcast flag” technology for dighal
television As sn entertalnment software professional, | feal strangly that such a palicy weuld be bad for Innavation,
consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

As a maker of entertainment [P that runs on computer aystems, | depend on having full freedom to innovate both In terms
of content, and technology | am extramely concerned over the patantial threat to the compatitiveness of my owh products,
and the platforms they run en, In the global market, that an adoption of the proposed "eroadcast flag" would reprasent
We must retain our freedom to Innovate and grow the Amerlcan aconomy

The software entartainment-Industry Is highly sueeassful, highly proftable and an area whera America praduces world
class content We have thrived deaplte the ease with which our product can be copled by plratea, due to our abillity to
Innovate and create naw content that consumers desire It sesms to be a poor Idea to cripple the technologlcal base we
rely upon simply because a differant part of the entartalnment industry is scared of potential losses that we have proven
rapeatedly are msignificant compared to the profits thet can be made on unfettered hardware

Please do not approve the crippling of the technologleal base upon which our Industry functions
Sincerely,

Cormac Russell

1849 Strawberry Ln

Milpttas, CA 95035
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to valce my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technalogy for dightal tefevialon As e

consumer and citizen, | feel strangly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive rmarket for conaumer electronica must be rooted in manutacturery' ablitty to innovate tor their
customers Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studias to tell technologists
what new products they can create This wiil result In products that don't necessarily reflect whet consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could reault In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

It the FCC lgsues a broadeast flag mandats, | would actually be lasgs 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 Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your tima

Sincerely,

Wil Deutsch

1010 Goalf Ct

Mountain View, CA 94040
usa
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technalogy 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 nust be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allewing 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 1t could
result i1in me being charged mor= money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment i1n DTV-capable raceivers 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 vou for your tine

Sincerely.

Ben Seigel

1624 Fordem Ave #305
Madison, WI 53704
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Commumcatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandared adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would ba bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromcs must be rootad 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts 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 1n me bewng charged mote money for infenor
funenonahty.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV.-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumt my dghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your hme.

Sincerely,

Dawid Fetter

2500B Magnoha Street
Qakland, CA 94607
UsSA
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Vashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television Ais a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a poliecy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted an
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studics 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 2t could
result 1n 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 squipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit mny rights at the behest of Hollywood FPlease do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Justin Goeres
3008 Euclad ave
Concord., CA 94519
sk
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Dctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to veice 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 polioy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronion must be rooted in marmufactnesss' abdlity to innovate for their customery Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will repult in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, and it could remlt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mendate, I wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-cepable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate brosdeast flag
technology for digital television Thank yeu for your time

Sincerely,

Indin Amos

329 Union St #9
Brooklyn, NY 11231
usa
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW |
Waghington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppostition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatien, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This will rasult In products that don't necessarily reflect whet consumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues a brogdcast flag mandata, | would actually be less likely to meke an Investmant In DTv-capable recelvara
and othar equipment | will not pay more far devices that limit my righta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Golub

3884 Bolse Ave

Los Angeles, CA 50088
USA
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October 10, 20603

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to atly FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” tachnology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would ba 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 technologlets what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
chargad more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuslly 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 rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thenk you for your time

Sincerely,

Courtney Gibbons

32 Morris Rd
Woodbridge, CT 063525
uUsa
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW/

Washmgton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digal
television. As a consumer and wtizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nghts, and the ulthmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment will enahle the studios o
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflact
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functonality,

It the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likaly to make an investment 1n DTV.capable
recevers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diprtal telemsion. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Bpan Jenluns

1472 University Ave #]
Berkeley, CA 94702
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissieher Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wiiting to express my deep opposition to any government{FCCmandated adoption of "broadeast fiag" technology for
digltel television As an Amarican, a voter, and a movie goer, | fael strongly thet such a policy would be bad for Innovatian
In the Industry , consumer rights, and the uitimete adoption of DTV

The people who brought us Digital TV wers anly able to da s bacause of a maerket that favored Innavation without industry
oversight Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tall tachnologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necassarlly reflact what eonsumers llke me
actuaily want, and  could reault In me being charged more meney for Inferior functionallty This ls contrary to our current
economic madel and la almply not neceasary

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be laas llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wlll net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal televislon The consumers will not accept It and the FCC will have hindered
expressioh and Innovation yet agaln Tharnks for your time

Sincerely,

Bryan Kennedy

1174 Selby Avenue
Saint Paul, MN 55104
USA
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October 10, 2003

Conmissioner Hichael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. RW

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 an
nanufacturers’' 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 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investmnent in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment I will not pay
more for devieces that limit my raights at the behest of Hollywood Pleas= do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Hatthew Reynolds

£913 Valley View Lane
Apt 332

Irvang, TX 75039

USa
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
44% 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to volce ny 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
nanufacturers' 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 crsate This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore 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,

John Bell

2260 Divaisicon St NW
¥154A

Olympia, WA 98502
USa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Commnnications 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, [ fael strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consmmer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elegtronios must be rooted in manufacturery' abdlity to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
create This will result in producte that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result it 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 [ will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your titne

Sincerely,

Deavid Fetter

2500B Mngnoh'n Street
Oakland, CA 94607
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volca my appositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digttal television Asa

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' ablifty 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 cen create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refisct what consurners like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged monre money for inferlor functionaflty

If the FCC lesues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess likely to make an Investment [t DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mota for devices that limlit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcaat flag technology for dighal television Thenk you fer your time

Sincerely,

Grant Carpenter

89 John St

Apt 308

New York, NY 10038
usa
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October 10, 2003

Cornmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ulthrmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result tn products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually waat, and at could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functonality.

If the FCC :ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumut my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal talewsion, Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Stephen A. Kupiec
3725 Garnet St. #202
Totrance, CA 90503
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wating to voice my opposnnon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and atizen, ] feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electronies 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 wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for mfenor
funchonality,

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 10 DTV -capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay mote for dewices that mut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptal telemsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tom Gromak

907 Tann Circde Dove
South Windsor, CT 06074
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wohng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digrral
television. As a consumer and cthzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV.

A robust, compentve market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abihity to tnnovate 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. Thus will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged mote money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for dewices that hmut my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision, Thank you for your hme.

Sincerely,

Cados Ezquerra

2153 Monterey Avenue
Santa Clara, CA 95051
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commlissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communieations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to valee my oppesttion to any FCC-mandated adoptian of "broadeast flag” technsiogy for dighal television As e
consumer and citizen, | fael strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufecturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios to tell techneloglats
what new products they can create This will result In products thet don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor funetionality

if the FCC lsgues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mere for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technoelogy for digital talavislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joe Preston

17 Migt Hill Dr
Brookfield, CT 08804
USA
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Octaber 10, 2003

Commilasloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, Nw

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digha! television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such & policy would be bad for Innovation, eansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufaeturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment wlill enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products thay can create Thia will result in products thet don't nacassarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It cou'd result in me being charged more maney for inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the bakhest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Steve Prakope

116 2nd Ave S

Apt B18

Minneapolls, MN 58401
usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissionier Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commisgsion
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ em writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag technology for digital television As a cotwumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would ba bad for innovatian, consumer rights, and the nitimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios 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 remult in produets that don't necessarily reflact 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 mandata, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Hmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kevin Cheli-Colando

4514 Valley West Blvd Apt B
Arcata, CA 95521

UsA
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Octobear 10, 2003

Commiasioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digitel television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
custorners Allowing movie studios to veto featurea of DTV-reception aquipment will ensbie the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiact what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result [h me belng charged more maney for inferior functionality

if the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be laas {ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other squipment | wiil not pay more for devicas that lImit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincearely,

Patrick Murphy
2728 E Voltalre Ave
Phoenlx, AZ 856032
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commiaslener Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing te volzce my epposition to any FCC-mandated edoption of "broedcast flag" technology for dightal television As a
congumer and citizen, | feal strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innavetion, consumar fights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios te veto features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tell tachnelogiats
what new preducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what cansumers like me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Interior funetionaiity

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment [n DTV-capable recelvers
and cther equipment | will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Stncarely,

Edvin Aghanian

538 E Cypress Ave #103
Burbank, CA 91501

USA
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Conmissioner HMichael J Copps
Federal Communications Comrission
445 12th Street., NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel
strongly that such a policy would be 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-appraved
“content protection” technologies Fair use, innovation and compstition wall
suffer What's nore, the "broadcast flag” technology that the ¥otion Picture
Association of America (MPAA) has proposed 1s so veak that 1t will do nothing to
stem Internet redistribution of television programs In fact, the only pecple
hurt by this are legitimate consumers., innovators and researchers

A robust., competitive market for consumer slectronics 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 functionality

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment 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 yvou for your time

Sincerely,

Zac Holman

3765 KHount Vernon Ave
Cincainnati, OH 45209
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnalogy for digital televislon As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, conaumer rights, and the ultimate
adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive markat for consumer elsctronics must be rooted In manufacturare’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Aflowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptioh equipment will enable the studios to tell technoelogists
what new products they can create Thia will result In products that don't necsasarlly reflact what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandste, | would actually ba lags llkaly to make an [nvestment in DTV-capable receivers

and other equipment | will not pay mora for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mendate
broadcast flag technology fer digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Seott Draves

148 Liberty St

San Francisco, CA 84110
USA
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October 10, 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I amn writing to wvoice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technolagy for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feasl
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive narket for consumer electronics must be rooted 1in
manufacturers' ab:ility 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 vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in mne being charged more money for inferior functionalaity

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment 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

84 Park St
Buffalo. NY 14201
USh
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Commissioner Wichael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, HW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I amn writing to voice my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, T 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 newv products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like me actually want, and 1t 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
makes an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Zachary Holman

3765 nt vernon ave
Cincinnati. QH 45209
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Comnission
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 is 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 rcoted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customrers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalaity

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag nandate, 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 Hollywvood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for yvour time

Sincerely,

Bradley Buda

1109 White St

Ann adrbor, MI 48104
USh
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October 10, 2003

Cemmusaioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumncations Commission
445 12th Street, NW/

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrihng 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 nnovation, consumer

nghts, and the ulhmate adopton of DTV.

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to sanovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto featuras of DTV.raception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This wall regult in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charped more money for infenor
functuonality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment mn DTV-capable
recervers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for dimtal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Harns

1447 West Arthur Avenue
Apartment #11

Chicago, IL 60626

USA
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October 10, 2003

Comsmisgioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commisgion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCCemandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uttimate sdoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must ba rooted in manufacturery’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie stndios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologiste what new products they can
create This will resuit 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

[f the FCC issuep a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recajvers and other
equipment I will not pay smore 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,

Derek Powazek

915 Cole Street #356

San Francisco, CA 94117
USA
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Octobar 10, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnology for digitel television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley wouid be bad for Innavation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consurmer elactronics must be rocted in manufacturers' ablity t¢ Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell tachnologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and It could reguit in me being charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadceast 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 limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for digital telavielon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Douglas Chase
384 Prospect
Buffalo, NY 14201
usa




