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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program cnto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
William McBrine

8128 Fenwick Ct.
Laurel, MD 20707
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
4435 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not ailow the MPAA and its ailies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less vaiuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technotogy, t can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice It into & home mavie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a BVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promcte the digital transition by
cpposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jeffrey Galvin, MD

552 Camrose Circle NE
Concorg, NC 28025
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Coemmunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag requlation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it inta a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment, The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital televisicn does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Wayne Rosso

216- B 58th St.
Virginia Beach, VA 23451
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technalogy, I can be maore than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a smalf piece of TV and splice it into @ home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program ontce a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibifity that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Lewis Foster

P.O. Box 2343
Williamsburg, VA 23187
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of & "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jeff Elljott
103 doby creek court
Fort Mill, SC 29715
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Saturday, Qctober 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital teievision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyabie, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Bernard HP Gilroy

176 Edgerstoune Road
Princeton, N1 08540
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vate against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital tetevision transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room, Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Joseph A Varano

924 Samantha Circle
Chester Springs, PA 19425
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
techinology, I can be mare than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reasan for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
John Finch

5016 N. Tripp
Chicago, IL 60630
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Qcetober 18, 2003

Charman Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 | 2th Street, N'W

Washingten, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As o consumer
and citizen, ] 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 manufactirers’ ability to innavate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologsts what new products they can
ereate This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect what consumess like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged mare money for inferior functionality

If the FCC isstes a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less Liely 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 de not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mare Chrusch

2131 Aerie Heights Cove
Sandy, UT 84092

USa
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today’s
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, [
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Patrick Broadtoot

4532 Lehua Street, Kapaa, Hawaii
Kapaa, HI 96746
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Octobker 18, 2003

Chalrman Michaal K Pawell

Federal Cammunlcatlons Cammissien
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

| am writing to tell you that | oppose any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadrast flag" technology for digltal talevislion. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innevation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of OTV

if we are to have a robust, competitive market for consumer electronics, the manutacturers must have the ability to
Innovate fer thelr customers. Allowing movle studias to veto features of DTV-recaption equlpment will result In the studlos
teiling tachnologlsts what new praducts thay can creata. This wiil result In products that dan't necessarlly refiect what
consumers like me actually want, and It eould result In customers having to pay higher prices Inferlar functionality.

If the FCC were to lssue a broadcast flag mandate, |, for one, would be iess [lkely to purchase DTV-capable receivers and
other equipment. | am not willing to pay extra far devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadeast flag technolegy for digital television Thank you far your attention.

Sincerely,

Ellen Jamleson
402 Hlllslde Ave
L=onla, NJ 07805
usa
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October 18, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. FPowell

Federal Communicatlons Cammissien
445 12th Strest, NW

VWashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Fowall,

[ am writing ta volce my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal talevision. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimata
agoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rosted In manutacturarg’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
custsmers. Allowlng mavle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studlog to tell tachnologlists
what new products they can create Thig will rasult In products that don't necessarlly retlect what cansumers lke me
actually want, and !t could result in me belng charged mare maney for Inferler functionallty.

If the FCC Issugs a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make zn Investment [n DTV-capabls recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay mora for devices that lImit my rights at the beheast of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

M. Hanseman

3 Marla Ln
Edgewood. NM 87015
USA



Tomislav Stojeevich
326G Tappan St.
Columibwus, OH 43201-3346
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways T carrently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will resteict nay
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiiends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can [ expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics arxl computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Tomislav Stojcevich
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October 17, 2003

Chainman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20354

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wotng 1o voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadeast flag” technclogy for digntal
telewsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
the:r customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-zeception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Like me zctually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less hikely to make an wnvestment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that Limuit my nghts at the behest of Hollywoaod.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telension, Thank you for your tume.

a
Sincerely,

Jesse Wanstan

1851 8, Steamns Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90035
USA
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Qctaber 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
443 | 2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

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 sich 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 stidios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that den'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 fleg mendate, I would actually be lass Iely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that Lmit my rights at the behest of Hallywood, Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ethan Marcotte

4 Greenough Avenue
Apartment %1
Cambridge, MA 02138
uUsa
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Coteber 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my oppositicn 1o any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the wltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market fer consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innevate for their customers. Allowing
movie stadios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studies to tell technelogists what new products they ¢an
oreate This will result in produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me netually want, and it could result in me being
charped more money for inferior functionality.

I the FCC issues a broadeast 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 Hellywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Yo Jung

12508 Buccancer Rd.
Silver Spring, MD 20904
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Chalrman Michaai K. Powall

Federai Cammunications Commissian
445 172th Street, NW

Washingtor, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Powall,

{ am wilting to volce my appositlan to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast fiag" technology for dightsl television. As a
cansumar and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

& rabust, competitive market fer consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thels
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featuras of DTV-reception equlpment will enable tha studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create Tnis w!il result In praducts that don't necessarlly reflect what congumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlar functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | wlil nat pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywaod  Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag tachnology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kelsey Stout

603 Race #10102

New Crleans, LA 70130
USA
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Cetober 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Styeet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing te voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "sroadeast flag” technology for digital television. A & constmer
and citizen, I fze] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consuner eleetronics must be rosted 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
ereate This will result in preducts 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 issucs a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. T witl not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Micheal Vega

4523 Elon Cresent
Lakeland, FL 33810
USA
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October 17, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Fetaral Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Strept, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing o velee my appositicn to any FCC-mandatad adeption of "broadeast fiag" technology for digitai television As a
congumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pallcy would e bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mavie studios ta veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil tachnologlsts
what new praducts they can create. This will result In products that dan't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, 2nd it could result in me belng charged mare money for Inferler functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandata, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlli not pay mara for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease cio not mandate
broadcast tiag technology for digital television. Thank yeu for your time

Sinceraly,

Aaron Sosnlck

143 Avenue B PHA
New York, NY 10005
USA
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, eiectronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." [ am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag requlation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child’s football game to a distant relative,; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyabie, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,

Michael Wozniak
15006 B Varsity St
Moorpark, CA 93021
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Oetober 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comnunications Commlssion
445 12th Street. HW

Vashington. D T 20554

Dear Hichasl Powell.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadecast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I fesl
strangly that such a2 policy would be bad for innowation. consuner rights., and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rocted in
manufactiurers' ability to innovate for their customers. dllowing mowvie siudios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell
technologists what new produsts they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functicnality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technoclogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Moore

B102 Christopher Wren Dr.
Texford. PA 15030

SA
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Qctober 17, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street  HU

Washington. D.C 20554

Dear Michasl Powell.

I am writing %o voilce my opposition to any FCl-mandated adoption of "broadeast
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

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability %o innowvate for their customers. Allowing movie studins to
veto features of DTV-recepticn equipment will enable the studios to tell
technolegists vhat new products they can creates. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actuslly want, and 1t conld
result in mne being charged more money for inferior functisnality

If the FrC 1ssnes a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likely tao
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. [ will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
randate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time

Sincerely.
Robert Baruch
76 Colling lane

Fising Sun. MD 21911
USh



