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Wednesday. October 22 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

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 hroadcast 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 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, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

William Polyniak 
412 West End Ave NY 
New York. NY 10024 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Fedeial Communications Commissron 
445 12th Street, NW 
TX'ishington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am mnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of ''broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemrion. As a consumer m d  citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovatlon, consumer 
y h t s .  and the ultimate adoption of DTY 

.I tobust. compeuuve market for consuiner electronics must be rootedm manufactuiers' abdty to innovite for 
theit customers. Allowing mome Studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functioidity 

If t h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
teceivers and other equipinent. I will not pay more for demces that Lmit my n&t5 at the behest of Hollyurood 
Please do not mandate broadcast fllg technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Bojko 
564 Harvest Dr 
Rochester. r\TY 14626 
USA 
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October 22,2003 

Commissioner Michael J C o p  
Fzderd Cammmcntlons Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Woslungton, D C 20554 

Dew htichael Copps, 

1 am Wnmp to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption af "broadcast flag" technology for digital tele-on As a consumer 
irnd cituen I feel strongly that such n policy would be bad for innovatio& conswner nghts, and the ultLnate adoption of DTV 

4 tobust, competitlve marhet for consumer electronics must be rooted rn manufaoturers' ability to kovate  for thev cwtomers .4UoWin~g 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create This will result m products that don't necesvarily reflect what e m m e r s  &e me pchlally want, and it could reuult in me bebig 
c h q e d  more money for mferior functionality 

Ifthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make m invesiment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
eqwpment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights st the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcsst flap 
technology for digital television Thant you far your h e  

sincerely, 

R m d d  Embq 
4498 E Janet Dr 
Bloornmtan, IN 47401 
LIS4 
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\Vi,ilnesday, Octobei 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
4.1; 12th Street. NIV 
\\'.lshlngton. I)(' 20554 

\ L i  F4CSIMILE 

1)c;ir Coininissioiier Copps, 

.Is :I consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Coininission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
:I hro,irlcnst flag regiilntioii would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'hc cligital television trnnsition relies on roiivinciiig coiisumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
rligit,il tulevision quqiinent,  That traiisitioii will be far more palatable to nie as a consumer if switching 
dorsii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying iiew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
foi ) c l  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
I)\, in.iking lis buy specinl-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 .r(ldition I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
trrhuologv I can be more than apassive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rrrorrl TV to watch later; clip a small piece ofTV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
r k l c l ' s  football game to ii distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
.~p~irtment.  The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

11 the iiiove to digitnl television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexibk. iuid 
i.writiiig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier Tv 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
quipinent. As  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition hv 
opposing the broadc.rst flag. 

Smcrrrly, 

Eric I.awrrnce 
i j o i  K '34th St 
~ l l \ t l I l .  Tx 78-22 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael I, Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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 t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't meaii 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 i ts allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 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 cain 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
cliild's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that Ien joy.  

If tine move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I liave as a coiisumer 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, 

Karla Iulian 
95 West Street 
Stafford Springs, CT 06076 
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\Vrrlnrsday. October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
4 4 j  12th Street, NW 
Washington, I)C 20554 

VI4 F.4CSIhllLE 

I)c.il Commissioner Copps. 

4s . I  ronsumei of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coniinuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
.I hroadrnst flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
<ligit:iI television equipment. That transition will be fai inore palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
foi ye1 another device in mv living rooin. Please do not allow the MPAAand Its allies to hinder the transition 
I ) \ '  ni,iking l i s  b w  special-purpose 1)'IT devices that w e  more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  .i~ldttion. 1 ain vrry roiireriied about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
trthnology, I can br 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 a n  email clip of my 
rllild's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
.rpnrtinent. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

IC 11iv inovc to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, a i d  
cxc i t~ng  what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier TV 
IJictiire is hardlv enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
f'qiiipment. '4s a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the dlgital transition bv 
opposing the broadcast flag 

S inrerely, 

.Jciiiws Ranstrom 
iyoo4 SW 267th Lane 
Vashon. $2'4 98070 
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i\'rilnesday, October 22 2003 

C'ominissioner Michnel J .  Copps 
.I.$-? 12th Street. N W  
L V ; I S I U I I ~ ~ O I I ,  r)c 20554 

\.L< F4CSIMILE 

1)c;ir C'ommissioncr Copps, 

.k :I consumei 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 
, I  broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

I'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital televlsioii equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
dorcii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findiug room 
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
I J V  m.ikmg us buv special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  .iddition. I a n  very coiicerned about the fair-use iinpliw\tions of the broadcast flag. With today's 
Lcchnology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content --I  can modify, create, and participate. 1 can 
rrrord TV to watch Inter: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
chilcl's fvotbnll game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVI) and play it a t  my friends 
.ip.~rtment. The brondcnst flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

T f  thr ino5e to digit.tl television does uot make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
rxcititig, whnt compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pirturc is 11;irdlv enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
cqinpineiit. As a citizen and consumer of broadc.ast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
olq~osing the broadcast flag. 

Slncrlely, 

S m n  Lavcrty 
184- S. Rerrington Ave. #4, Los Angeles, Ca 
].os ingeles. C.4 90025 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  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 f lag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  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 i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

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 t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  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 i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A S  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Ryan M. Beesley 
PO Box 1976 
College Station, TX 77841 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner tIichael 3 Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Uashington D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

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

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

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

Sincerely 

Andrew Martin 
2 3  Noble Street 
lir.,.t.on M A  02465 
IJSA 

"broadcast 
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October 16. 2003 

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

Deai Michael Coppj 

I an wirtmg to voice my oppositlon to my FCC-mandated adophon of ''broadexst flag" technology for &@tal 
television As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
tights. and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A toburt, compehtlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
theit customers Allowing mome s t u d o s  to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what nenr products they can create. This  will result UI products that don't necessarily reflect 
vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for rnfenor 
Fuunctmnality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
iecei~iers and other equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sinceieiy. 

Dallas Kennedy 
46 T'illage Brook Lane 
.4pt 16 
Nahck MA 01760 
IL'S.4 
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Octobei 17, 2003 

Corntmrsionei Michael j, Coppr 
Fedeid Communications Commission 
445 12th Stteet. W V  
\)i'a;hingtton. D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I atn wiihng to voice my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
te lemion  As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the uluinate adoption of DTV 

ri robust. competlhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnovLte for 
t h e n  c~s to ine r~ .  Allowing mome shldios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment udl 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 infenor 
tunchonlllty 

If the FCC issues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
ceceiver~ and oriier equpment. I will not pay more for devices that limlt my nghts a t  the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your hme. 

S,'X,lY, 

Souheang Yao 
635 Fbernide Dnve ~ f l C  

CSA 
xear uo.k NY 10031 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

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 enloy televlsion 

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 
iecord 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 

I f  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 W PRYOR JR 
330 STEEPLE CREST NORTH 
Irmo. SC 29063 
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Wednesday, October 2 2  2003  

Commiss ioner  Michael I .  Copps 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, a n d  computer  products, I u r g e  t h e  Federal 
Communica t ions  Commiss ion to  v o t e  against t h e  adopt ion  of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion wou ld  restr ict t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digi ta l  te levis ion t rans i t ion rel ies on convincing consumers  of  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buy ing  digi ta l  television equ ipment  That  t ransi t ion wi l l  be  far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer  i f  switching doesn ' t  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network ,  buying n e w  high- 
iresolution displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  for y e t  ano the r  device in m y  l iv ing r o o m .  Please do  no t  
allow t h e  MPAA a n d  its allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion b y  mak ing  us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  a re  m o r e  expensive and less valuable.  

I n  addit ion, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today 's  technology, I can be  m o r e  than  a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify,  create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record  n/ t o  watch  later,  clip a smal l  piece of  lV a n d  splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an ema i l  clip of  m y  chi ld's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive; or  record a 
lV prog ram onto  a DVD and play it at  m y  fr iend's apa r tmen t  The  broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I en joy .  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  television does  n o t  m a k e  t h e  public 's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have  as a consumer  t o  buy  n e w  
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  N picture is ha rd l y  enough reason for  m e  to  d ispense w i th  a l l  my 
cur ren t  consumer  electronics and computer  equ ipment .  As a citizen and consumer  of  
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  t h e  digi ta l  t ransi t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
f lag. 

Since rely, 

Virginia Beehn 
1 4 0 2 1  Is le  Royal Circle 
Plainfieid, IL 6 0 5 4 4  
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa,hinqton, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conimunications 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 o f  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resohtion displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by makinq 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 t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty 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 t o  buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  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 W Noel 
51 Rummel Creek Dr. 
New Bremen, OH 45869 
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octobet 22. 2003 

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

Deal M>chael Copps, 

I am wnting to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and uuzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovauon, consumer 
iiFlhts, and the ulumate adoption of DTV 

.i iubust, competiuve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufactorerr' ability to innovate for 
their customets .%lloumg movie stud to^ to veto features of DW-reception equipment udl enable the studros to 
tell technologsts u h t  new products they can create. This wll  result rn products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me x h d y  want. and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
i U l l C t l G l l d l ~  

I f  t h e  FCC L S E U ~ S  2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less 11kely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
ieceiveis and other equipment. I mll not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyood 
Please do not mandate broadcast fllg technology for digttal televlsion. Thmk you for your time. 

Smcedy, 

Chns Ingram 
244 !'alley Ridge Dmre 
Rosurell, GA 30075 
CSA 
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Octobei 22, 2003 

Cornmissioner httchael J Copps 
Federd Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Waalm@on, D C 20554 

Dem \llchoel Copps 

I mn ut'itmg to boice m). opposmon to my FCC.rnandated adoptton of"broadca8t tbg" techno lop^ for &@id television As a consumer 
orid c m e n ,  I feel u r m &  that such 0 policy would be bad for movntion, consumer nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust cornpebwi? market for ccnsumer electrorucs muat be rooted m manufecturers' ability to mioo\.nte for thelr customas Allownre 
movie ~hldios to veto features of DTV-reoeption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create l h s  udl result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actudy want, and it could r e d t  in me bevlg 
chu& more moneq for lnferiar hrnotlonality 

l t ' t h  FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sotudy be less Uely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivem and other 
rqupnxnt I UU not pa> more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
tecluiolom for diptd television nmlL you for your t h e  

smcere1y. 

Dowd ?&her 
PO BO): 60 
Shad> Side, MD 20764 
US 4 
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Commissioner Micharl J .  Copps 
+$j 12th Strret, NW 
lY,iyhington, I)C 205j4 

\ L\ E'ICSIMILE 

I)wr Coiiimissioncr Copps. 

is 'I roiisiuner of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
C'ommunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I ain gravely concrrned that 
;I biodcast  flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

I lir rligil.il trlevisioii transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchrng to and buying 
OigitJ trlevisioii equipment. That transition will be fa1 more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
docsii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
loi \rt mother device in mv living room. Please do not :illow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
In intiking us b u y  spccinl-purpose I I n ;  devices that ale more expensive and less vnlunble. 

I n  't<klition, I a m  w v  concerned about the fair-use ~mphcatloiis of the broadcast flag With today's 
trchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
ircord 'W to w'itch later: clip a small piece of TVaud splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's footbiill game to ii distant relative: or record a TV program onto a IlVD and play it at my friend's 
~ p a i  tmrnt. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I I  thc inore to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience inoie enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as  a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pirtiirr is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
rquipment. LU a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition ti\. 

opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

l .on ( k i n g  
161ji NWFescueCt. 
Port1:ind. OR 9722~)  
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October 22, 2003 

Cornmissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslan 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ~t"broadcast ?lag" technology far dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be raoted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto feature9 o? DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable tne studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In praducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money rnr Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more far devlces that ilmlt my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal television Thank you for your t h e  

slncerely. 

Brlan Hall 
6319 Dewsbury Dr 
Colorado Sprlngs, GO 80918 
USA 
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October 22 2003 

Coirmissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to Voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
f h q "  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 r o b u s t  cunpetitine market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
m;.nufacturers' .ability to Innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTFreception equipment vi11 enable the studios to tell 
t,rchnolugists what new products they can create This will result in products 
th.3t don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
1-esult in me being charged more money for inferlor 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 

Siricerely 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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 televisioii transition relies on convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to  and buymg 
digital televistoti equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying iiew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device iii my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hlnder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices 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 emall clip of my 
clitld's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excititig, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new dlgital equipment? A prettler lV 
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 tlie broadcast flag. 

Siiicerely, 

Jeff Mierzwa 
2304 Carpenter Ave 
Plainfield, IL 60544 
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Wednesday October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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 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 

I f  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 equipment7 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 

John Marquette 
1836 Platt St 
Niles, MI 49120 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael I Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliitigton, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a coilsumer of broadcast television, electronics, aiid 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 t o  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. 

111 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 t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enloy 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewitig experience more enloyable, 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 ail my current consumer electronics aiid computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steven E Powell 
813 Harbor Blvd # 233 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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 t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  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 i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  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 o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy 

I f  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 t o  buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Guy C Moats 
101 E Mullan Rd. 
Superior, MT 59872 
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Wcdiiesdaj. Octokr  22 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai Coniinissioiier Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Coiiiinuiucations 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 tranition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switchng to and 
bu!iiig digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if\\vitchng doesn't mean discarding my emsting home network buying new high-resolution 
displavs; and finding room for yet another devicc in my living room Please do not allow the 
M I ' M  and its allici to luiider the transition by mahng us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modi@, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small pece of TV and splice it into a home 
n i o ~  ie, send an eniail clip of my child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program 
onto 3 DVD and play it at my friends apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexbility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to chgital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
Heuble. and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough r e s o n  for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer eqiupment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast te1evis;ion I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Cheiyl Hichnan 
7878 Amencana Circle, Apt 102 
Glen Burme, MD 21060 
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Wednesday, October 22 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

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 t o  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 t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  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 c a n  
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 t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed t o  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 t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital trailsition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ivaii Romero 
905 Third St. 
Anthony, TX 79821 


