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October 13. 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 vi11 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 vould 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 ThaA you for your time 

Sincerely. 

dan kelley 
96 old canoncito rd 
Santa Fe. NM 87505 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Cornmlsaloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmnndatad adoptlon of "broadmst I l g "  tachnology for dlgtbl televlslon AS B 

consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such n pdlleywauld be bid lar Innmtlon. eonrumor rlghts, and the ultlrnate 
sdoptlon or DW 

A robust, competkke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In mmuhcturen' ablllty to l n n m t e  for thelr 
custorncn Allowlng rnovle stucllos to veto features of DN-mceptlon qulprnem wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlno 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In produch that don't neceararlly Mect whlt consumem llke me 
actually m n t .  and R could rerult In me belng charged mom money for lnkrlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issuoa a broadcast flag mandate. I w u l d  actually be lase llkely to make en Investment In DTV-capable recebmra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea that llmtl my rlghts at the behaat of Hellwood Plenan do not rnandnte 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Ryan Langley 
7723 Trestlewood Dr 
Apt 38 
Lanslng, MI 48917 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandeted adoptlon ol"bmadcnsttlag" technology for d lgh l  telwlslon ru B 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pallcy would be bad for Innevltbn, consumer rlghtr, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer elebmnlcs mutt be rooted In mnnuhburen' rbllky to lnnwrte for thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studloi to veta haturea ol DN-receptbn equlpmemwlll enable the ttudlos to tall technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll resuit In products that don? necermrlly M e d  what consumen Ilk me 
actually writ, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lntcrlor tunblonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would eaUally be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-copable recekrs 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devices that llmtt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor d lgh l  televhton Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

John Slebenthaler 
1410 W North Loop Blvd Apt 106 
Austln, TX 78756 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrmsrioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Commurucaaons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear M~chnel Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcut fl4 tedrnology for &gtd 
televiron. As a consumer and otizm, I fael strondy that such a pobcy would be bad for mnovmhon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultunate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compebave market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' dnhty to lnnovite for 
thetr mstomers. Auowmg movie studtos to veto fedmrcs of D"v-rccephon equpmmt d enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what new products hay  can create. ?his  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually won< and it could result ~n me being charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acctudy be less L!dy to m& an Lnveshnrnt m DTV-capable 
recetvers and other cqupment. I w d  not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d t g d  demsion. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Patnck O n d  
390 Ashwood Lane 
Fplmew, TX 75069 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 9 35 44 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099 . 

October 13, 2003 

Comrmssioner fichael J. Copps 
Federal Commuruci~ons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m wtmg to voice my opporihon to my FCC-mandated ndopnon of "broadcast fld' technology for digitd 
televlsion. As a consumer and abzen, I fed strongly that such P pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve market for consumer clectromcs must be rooted m manufncturers' a h t y  to movate for 
that  customers. Allowing mone studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment MLI enable the studos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Tius 4 result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  It could rssult in me bang charged more money for rnfenor 
funchondtty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcart flag mandate, I would actudy be less hkdy to mpka m mveshnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for h c e s  that h t  my +ti at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd tclemsion. ?hmk you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

David Hancock 
10764 Affirmed Dr 
IndanapoLs, IN 46234 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrnlsaloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

am wrnlng to mice my oppocliton to any FCGrnandated adopaon ol"brorUcaafIag" technology lor dlgml telovlslon As a 
con%mer and cnlzen. I fee. nrongly tnat fbch a pollcy would be bad lor lnnmtlon conaLmer rlgha and the Lltlrnite 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlltde market lor consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhetureW abl lb  to Innovate lor thclr 
customen Allowlng mwle studlos to veto teaturea ol DlV-reeeptlen equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologlm 
what new produm they can create Thla wlll reault In producb thet don't nacessarlly nWactwhat consumen Ilka me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money (ar Interlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Is(1ueS a broadcast flag manum. I wuld ac€ually be leas llkely to make an lnveatment In DN-capable receivers 
snd Other equlpment I wlll not pay mere (or devkna that llmtl my rlghta at the behest ol Hollymod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlalon Thank you b r  your tlrna 

Slncerely, 

Jonathan Bernard 
2925 NW E!%h 
Oklahoma Ctty OK 731 18 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

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

Deer Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to wlce my opposttlon to any FCCmandnted adoptlon of "bldadcsd flag" technology for dlgksl televlslon ps n 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innerrtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adaptlon of DTV 

A robus, compettbe market for conrumer electronlei mud be rooled In manuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle audlos to veto fedurea of BN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsk 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't ne-rily reflect what consumsn llke me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor (un&nslky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandab, I would actually be lass Ilkely to make an lnwstment In DTV-capable recehm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor  devkes that llmlf my rlghta at the beheet a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broedcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlalon Thank you b r  your time 

Slncerely, 

Mary Madden 
1535 Clement Street 
San Franclsco, CA 941 18 
USA 
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Oember i3 ,  2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCrnandaWd adopHon of "bmdeastlleg. technology lo r  dlgttal blevlslon As n 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad lor  Innehrptlon, consumer rlghb. end the ultlmete 
adoptlon d DTV 

A robust, competkwe market lor  consumer OIeChenIcs must be roctad In manuhetunmi lblllly ta Inndvlto lor thelr 
customen Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto featunr 64 DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell bchnologlsfs 
what new products they can create ThlS wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect what conrumem llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor tunctlonalt& 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilksly to make nn Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmk my rights at the behert of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgkal televlilon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Guldo 
18 Cornell St 
Wllllston Park, NY 11598 

445 12th Street, NW 

USA 
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October i3 ,  2003 

Commlaoloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Cepps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to uny FCGmandated adopUon of "broadcast flag" taohnology lor d l g b l  televhlon As a 
conaumer and chlzen. I feel strongly that such a polky would be bod (or Innovstinn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d DTV 

A robust CbmpetRk market tor canoumer electronles must be rooted In rmnMacturers' ablllty t o  lnnomte (or melr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto k i tu res  d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlm 
whst new produets they can create Thla wlll rewit In produets that don't neecssarlly reflect what conaumen llke me 
actually want. and It could reault In me belng charged more money tor lnhrlor functlonallty 

if the FCC Iaaues a broadcaat flag mandate, I vmuld acnra~~y be leas likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receiwra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devker thut IlmR my rlghta at the behe6t d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal (BIevIslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Mlke McCarn 
3937 PetrWled Forest Ct 
Pleasanton, CA 94588 
USA 



October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to VoIce my Opposltlon to any FCCmnndated adoptlon el "broadcast flag" technology lor  dlgthl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innantlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmale 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competkWe mark t  for consumer electranln must be m t e d  In manuhcturen' abMy to InnoMta lo r  thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studlos to veta features el DN-reception equlpment MI enable the studka to tell technologists 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll rerult In producb that don't necemrlly retlect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Interlor functlonalltj 

I7 the FCC Issues a brnadcait flag mandate, I Would actunlly be less llkely to mako an Inveatment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devIce8 that llmtl my rlghta at the behest a( Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgHPI televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Thomas Bnlllngall 
4046 Beltlmore Ave 
D5 
Phllsdelphla, PA 19104 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps. 

As a citizen and taxpayer. I am resolutely opposed to any FCC-mandated adoption 
of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television I f e e l  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 entertainment 
special interests to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 
studios to dictate which new products technologists may create. Such a shameless 
sop to Hollywood would result an products that do not 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 motivated to 
boycott DTV-capable receiwers and other equipment I will not pay more for 
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood These white-collar 
gansters must not be allowed to subvert the prerogatives of the people Please do 
not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your 
time 

Sincerely 

Steven Nichols 
204 East Meadow 
Fayetteville. AR 72701 
USA 



October 14, 2003 

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

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am umtmg to voice my opporrnon to any FCCmmdntcd Pdopbon of "brondcast fl& technology for digtd 
telemrion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel stcondy that such a policy would ba b d  for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robusf compehhve market for consumer clcctcorucs must be rooted m mnnufacturers' n b t y  to movate  for 
their customers. Allowing mome gtudlos to veto features of DTV-recaption equpment d enable the rtudios to 
tell technologats what new products they cnn create. l h s  d result in products thnt don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers l i b  me actudy want, and it could result m me bang chnrged more money for rnfenor 
funcbonhty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to m&e an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at rhc behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptd telmsion. Thnnk you for your tune. 

Smcerely, 

Mark Tqnor 
3532 Queen Anne Way 
Colorado Spnngs, CO 80917 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Wchael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am vnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flaf technology for d I p I  
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strondy that such a policy would be b d  for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, md the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve muket for consumer clcctrorvcr must be rooted in manufacturers' abrLty to Lnnovate for 
the11 customers. Allowmgmome studios to veto features of DTV-racephOn equ ipna t  wll aable  the studios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can crmta. ' h 5  d result rn products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in ma bang chacged more money for rnfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandnte, I would actudy be less hksly to m& m investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I d not pay more for demccs that Lrmt my n&t5 at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for chgtal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Fredenck Turner 
1209 San Dano Ave. 
PMB 7-234 
Luedo, TX 78040 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Joshua Nixon 
290 North Hagadron Road 
East Lansing. MI 48823 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commbkvm Michael I Copps 
Federal Communicntioru Commission 
445 12th SI3ect, NW 
WMhi$lgtOI~, D c 20554 

Dear Michnel Coppi. 

I nm witing to v i c e  my opposition to m y  FCC-mnndntad .doptiw of “hmldcnrt t l q  tschdoay for digital tdwbion ~l P c~nnuner 
and citizen, I feel stroqly thpt much n policy would be bnd fm irmovnikq C O M Y ~ D T  +m. and the ultimata ndoption of trrv 

A roburf competitive markat for c~nnuner elactronic~ mud bo motad in mmufaahum’ at&y to innoMts for theis customem flowing 
mnvie dudion to veto fentun of DTV.reccptiOn quipmat will amble the rtudlai to tall tdmnlo&b what new p d u c b  !ley cm 
create 
chaged more money fm hf4or fmctiDnnlity 

If the FCC imn a brodcsrrt tlng mpndnta. I would ncluaUy be bii likely to mskd M invabnant in DTV-cnpnbla recavm and o h  
equipnerd I dll not pay more for devicen thnt Wt my d& u the behcrt of Holiywood Plwe do not mnndnta tuondcnrt flq 
technology for Wtnl televbion T h s d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jason Bclslco 
522 Eprta Ave 
Milpitas, CA 95035 
USA 

prill r e d  in producb that dmZ neceinrily re&ct what c a w m m  lilre me d y  wmt, and it could r e d  in me b e i q  
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October 13,2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any Ftt-mendated ndoptlon of "broodcast flag" technology for dIgM televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that duch a pl lcy would be bod b r  Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, cornpetitbe market lor  confumer electronks must be rooted In manuhetunn' ablllty to Innma for thelr 
customen Allowlng mevle studlos to veto batures of DTV-raceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesiirlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for tnfertorfuncttonawy 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate I w u l d  nchlally be less llkely to meke an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and Mher equlpment I wlll not pay mora b r  devlces that llmk my rlghw et the behest of Hollywood Please do nM mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgb l  televlabn Think you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Justln SpoRs 
216 Llndod Street 
Ulster Park, NY 12487 
U S A  

445 12th Street. NW 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlsslonar Michael J Cepps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel topps, 

I am wrklng to voice my oppasltlan to any FCGmandabd ndoptlon Ol "brnadnst flag" technology b r  dlgltel tslwlslon PS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  be bad b r  Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon of DN 

A robust competRbe market lor consumer electronics must be reotsd In manutacturen' ablllty to InnOVBte tor thelr 
cus(0rnen Allowing mavle studlas to veto baturei of DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlei to tell technologh 
what new prnclucta they can create Thlr will nsult In products that don't newriarl ly reflect wh i t  connumen Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and R could result In me bblng charged mom money (or In(erlor lunet lonal~,  

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would ac?ually be less llkely to mike an Investment In DN-capable recelvbn 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlcen thnt llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandete 
broedcast flag technology lor dlgRal telwlslon Think you b r  your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Terry G'uynnt 
1015 Otls Street 
sulk I 121 
Belllngham, WA 98225 
USA 
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October 13, 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 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 

Stuart Horner 
502 Broce Dr #46 
Blacksburg. VA 24060 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng M volce my opposFlon to any FCCmandated sdoptlon of nbroadcast flag" technology b r  dlgttnl brlevlslon As B 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly thst such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
edoptlan ol D N  

A robust. eompetlth market lor consumer electronlea must be rooted In manuhctunn' ablltty M Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng mavle studlos to veto Idaturea d DN-receptlon qulpment wlll enable tha studlos to tell technoloplsb 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll rerun In pmdueta that don't naesrnrlly reflect what mnaumen Ilk0 me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money br lnkrlor tunctbnallty 

II the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be less Illcely b make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wI(I not pay mom b r  devlcea that llmtl my r l g m  at the beheot d Hollywbod Please do not mandate 
aroadcanflag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your the  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Copland 
2 Vulcsn Stflmay 
San Franclsco. CA 941 14 
USA 



October 13,2003 

Commiodomer Michael I Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washin%rm. D C 20554 

Dear MichaeI Copps, 

I m wri% to voice my oppceition to MY FCC-mMd.tsd ldoption of " h a d o u t  fin# technolow for Wtd t e h i o i m  . AI n connun- 
and citiZm I feel ltrongly thst Nch a policy would be bnd for innOvption. c o m a r  d&!a. nnd the Vltimnte Pdoption of DTV 

A row competitive mnrket for cmuumm electrrmici mYlt be rooted in rnnnuhowd nWty to h v p t e  for their ourtomm b h w @  
movie rmdion to veto features of DTV-reception equlpmcnt Win mnablc thn rtudior to tell te- what nmv pducta h y  CM 

create 'I% will r e d t  in producb thnt h ' t  necemanrily refLci what c o m m  I& me d y  want, d i t  could result in me be@ 
chnrged more money for infanor functiop1pli*l 

If tha FCC Loueo a broadcast flq mnndnta. I would MWY be lm M y  to mnko an hvorbnsnt in DTV-oapable renavm nnd other 
equipent I vi l l  not pay more for device8 thnt limit my d& nt the behert of Hollywood P l e a  do not mnndatc brondcart tlng 
technology for Wtnl televimon ?hank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Stuart Homer 
502 Brocc Dr #46 

Blnchburg, VA 24060 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J 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 digitai television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimats 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 MV-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 time 

Sincerely 

Deepak Goel 
2601 Thompson Bridge Rd 
Apt EH 
Gainesville. GA 30501 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppu 
F e d 4  Communications Commission 
445 12th S t r e q  NW 
Wm- D C 205J4 

Dear Michsal Coppu. 

I am w r i h  to voice my oppodtion to any F C C - m d t e d  d q t i c m  of "tmndcprt W tcchnalogy for d&,tdt&vihn AI P connuna 
and citizq I feel &o@y that mch a policy would bo b d  fcu hvnt im, cmyrrme Wb. md the ultimnte adoption of mV 

A robwt, competitive market for C O Y M U ~ R  electrrmic~ mud bo rooted in m~ufaotursn '  nWty to innovate for thsir cummsn. .&lowing 
movie rmdios to veto features of W - r e c e p t i w  equipment wlU c ~ h l e  thc etudicn to WI techdo@ what new products they can 
cfcnte Thh will relult in produrn thnt don't neceamdy reQct whpt cannunem like me nctunyr wnnt and it could redt in me beine 
chnrged more money for inferior b t i d i y  

If the FCC bnuea a brodcnd tlq mandntc. I would aotdly ba h i  l h l y  to m n b  nn invabnart in mvonppblc raoavem md o h  
equipment I will not pey more for devlcm that llmit my win i t  the bahsrt of Hetlywood W e  do not m d t e  hropdenn 
technology for di&d talevision Thpnl: you fm yow time 

ShCRdYly, 

Richard Fit& 
138QubLn 

USA 
mevilla,  MD 21919 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner hhchael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I un writmg to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mandated adoptton of "broadcart f l 4  technology for &ptd 
relension. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for movabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhvc mprkct for consumer electcotllcs must be rooted in manufacturers' awty to movate  for 
their customers. AUomng movie studios to veto faohues of DTV-reception equpmmt MLI enable the studios to 
tell tedmolopsts what new products they CM create. %e 4 result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could rssult m me bang chnrgsd more money for rnfenor 
functtonnhty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flog mandate, I would pctunlly be lsas kkdy to m& an investment m IYrV-capable 
cecuvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for drPlcer that Lmit my nghti at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcchnology for &@tal tclmsion. 'Ihmk ynu for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Beniamn Schumacher 
2225 Buchtel Blvd Apt 801 
Denver, CO 80210 
USA 



October 14. 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 enahle the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ae actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues 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 li m i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Edward Nushardt ~~ ~ 

1932 Old Dover Road 
Clarksville. TN 37042 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Streat NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandatad sdoptbn ot "broadcast flag" technology lor d l g h l  talwlslon As B 

consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pallcy WOuld be b d  (or Innovptbn, consumer rlghts. end the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust, competitke market lor consumer electfankc must be rooted In manuheturen' abllKy to lnnmte lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veta features or DTV-wceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlats 
whit new produch they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necarsirlly refleet what consumen Ilk me 
actually m n t .  and It could result In me belng charged mow money for Inferlor 7unctlonalH-y 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandata. I would actually be less Ilkely to m a k  an Investment In DTV-capable recema 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that llrnk my rlghtn at the bahaatol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcaatrlag technology ror d l g h l  te~evlslon Thank you (or yournme. 

Slneerely. 

~ef f  Martlnez 

Austln, TX 78745 
540ZA Llshlll Cv 

USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 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 consuner 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 consuner electronics must be rootsd in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable tho 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 €or inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually he 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. 

Leslie Hawthorn 
1574 Magnolia Ave 
Millbrae, CA 94030 
USA 
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October 13.2003 

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

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposltlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptbn d "bmdcast flag" technology ror d l g b l  talwlslon ~e n 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad b r  InncvnUon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmae 
sdoptlon ol DTV 

A robust, competWe market for con9umer eleetronki must be rooted In manuheturen' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto h i l u m  d DN.receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technOlOglsts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In produets that don't neeesarlly rerlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want. and fl could result In me belng charged mom money b r  Ihbrlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ring mandata, I wuld actually be lesa llkely to make an Investment In DTV-cap.bl6 racelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more br devlceo that llmlt my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywood Pleese do not mandate 
broadcast flng technology br dlgkal televlslon Thnnk you (or your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Chrlstopher Sollltto 
927 S Llnwood Ave 
Beltlmore. MD 21224 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

CommirdDner Michael J Coppr 
Fed& Communicntiotu Commisdon 
44s 12th strret, Nw 
WMluneton, D C 20554 

Dear MichMl CDPpl, 

I am w i h  to voice my oppomtion to m y  FCC-rmndptcd .doptirm of '"hdcuf h# tadvlology for &#tal tdwisim 
and c i b q  I feel ub@y that ruch a policy would be bad for innovptim, omnumar w b .  an4 tha ultimnte ndoptim of W 

A mburt. competitive mnrkct for cmumor &ctrrmici murt be rooted in manufpotutsn' abiliv to h o v p t e  for thsir curtmnm Allow& 
movie rtudios to veto fenturea of DN-reception quipmat wIU mble the rtUdtDi to tell tc&mlo@ what MW pductl  they c m  
mente Thin will renult in product0 that don't necerpdly deet whmt cDnmmm like me d y  want an4 it could r e d  in me b c i q  
charged mom money for infaior h c t i o d ~  

If the FCC h u e u  n brondcast flag mandate, I would wtudy ba la i i  M y  to mnka nn invo#lmmt in mV-cnpabh m c d v m  md o h  
equipment I will not pny more for devic- that llmit my d$~b nt L e  behcrt of Holhplood Plmn b not mandata brodcdenrc flq 

n c o m a  

techndow for digital television Thank you for your time 

sincerely, 

Richard FOX 

18800 Egret Bay Blvd 
Am 1403 
H o m  TX 77058 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Commbrioner Michael J Copps 
Federnl Communication# Cammindrm 
445 12th Street NW 
Wadh@o& D C 20554 

Dew Michael Copps. 

I nm wx-itkq to voice my oppouition to any FCC-mnnduted ndaption of "bmadcplt 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bnd fm innovatjon. c m m  rl$~b. and the ultimnte adoption of I)Tv 

A robusf competitive market for cmumer  electrrmies murt ba rmted in ma- pbility to innovate fm thek oudomsn Ahwing 
movie mdioi to veto fenturen of Wv-rtcFption equipment will c ~ b l c  the WI to tall ttchndo&tm whnt new pmducb they OM 
cremte  hi^ will remit in pmductu that h ' t  n n c c t d y  reflect whnt cauumcn lika ma aotudiy want md it cauld d t  in ma bsLy 
chnged mam money for infcrim h r n c t i d l y  

If the FCC isouee a braadcnot t h g  mnndnte, I wauld Mtually b. I m  liuy to mnkt M invasbnent in DTV-capable reoaivm md o h r  
equipmrnt I will not pny more for d e v i c ~  that M t  my d& i t  the behart of Hdywaad %am do not mnndute brondcwt fleg 
technalogy fm digital televidon ?hank you fm yaw time 

sincerely, 

orcg Lincoln 

tcchnolo$y fm wlnl telnririrm A( n c o m e r  

2225 Nunery Rd tt29-203 
ClenrwnM, FL 33764 
LISA 
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October i3 ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communkatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Deer Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated idoptJon of "brnadmat nag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon AB a 
Consumer and cRlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be h d  tor Innovation, conaumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competkbe market for consumer eleeVankr must be rooted In mnnuhdurenl nblltly to Innomto tor thelr 
cuttomen Allavlng mwle ttudlos to veto haturea of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlorn to tell technologlsts 
what new product3 they can create Thla wlll reauk In prnducb that don't necdmrlly reflect what consumem Ilkd me 
retually want, and k could reault In me belng charged mom money tor Inferlor tunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Iinues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less I lb ly  to makd an Investment In DTV-capnble recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mom tor devlcen thnt llmk my rlghn at the baheatof Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rirg technology tor dlgltnl telavlslon Thank you tor your the  

Slncerely, 

Matthew Rose 
33888 c l b n  Dr 
Sterllng Helghh, MI 48310 
USA 


