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Monday, October 20 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 restnct 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 netwark, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy spectai-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, chp a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email chp 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
exating, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 15 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,
Manuel Vazquez

7101 NW 11 CT
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33313
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commuissioner Copps,

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

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
chgital 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 findmg room
for yet another device 1 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. 1 can
record TV to watch later; clip a small prece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
c¢hild's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t 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 enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense wath all my current consumer elecironics and computer
equipment. As a eitizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge vou to promote the digital transition by
oppoesing the broadeast flag.

Smcerely,
Peter Suber

625 Southwest 20th Street
Richmond, IN 47374
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Monday, October 20 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, 1XC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commuissioner 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
concemed that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buving digital television equpment 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 1n my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and 1ts allies to linder 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 modity, create, and
participate [ can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie, send an email clip of my chuld'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 chgital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
[lexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s 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 vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Scott Rothstein

2537 15th S1 419
Fargo, ND 58103
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Monday, October 20 2001

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commusswoner Copps,

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

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buving
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 1f switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
fo1 vet 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 mere 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 meodify, create, and participate I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home movie; send an email chp 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
pieture 1s hardly encugh 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 broadeast flag.

Sincerelv,
Leo Sherer

2204 west fork road
Lapeer MI 484406
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Monday. October 20 20043

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
343 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
& 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
fo1 vet another device 1n my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by makimg us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very coneerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
lechnology, 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 sphice 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 1t at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1f 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 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a ciizen and consumer of broadceast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Sincerelv.
Wesley Messer

5286 Shady Meadows Dr.
Hamilten, OH 45011
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Monday, October 20 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 to
and buying digrtal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer If switching doesn't mean discarding my existing horme 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 particapate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a
home movie; send an emall clip of my child's football game to a distant relatwve; or record a
TV program onte 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 reasen for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag

Sincerely,
J Rutledge

6509 Roxton
Amarillo, TX 79109
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Catober 20, 2003

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

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Micheel Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FOC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As e consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad fot tnhovahon, consumer rights, and the ultumate adoption of DTV

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

1f the FCC 1sues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital televigion Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kevin Kelly

8 Biattle Drive, Apt 1
Arlington, MA 02474
TBa
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

ViA FACSIMILE
Dea1 Commussioner Copps,

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

I'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equupment. 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
tor yet another device in my hiving 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 broadeast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modafy, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t 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 dagiial felevision 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
pieture 1s 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 digial transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Swcerely,
Terrv Simons

12 East Vine Street #710
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
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Monday October 20 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, | urge the Federal
Communications Commissian to vate against the adoption of 2 "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relles 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 ancther device in my living roem Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy spectai-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In adaition, | 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, ¢lip a small plece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email chp of my
chiid's foctball game to a distant relative, or recerd a TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibiliity that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exclting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly encugh 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 transiticn by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
K Walker

UCCS 1420 austin bluffs parkway
Colorado Springs, CO 80833
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electromcs, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " T 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
buving digital television equipment That transation 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 1n my living room Please do not allow the
MPAA and 1ts 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 canrecord TV to watch later, ¢clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t 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 1t at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexability 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 [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,

David Vieim
1525 Bnartree Drive
San Jose, CA 95131



To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-21 00 48 44 (GMT) 16506181679 From

Monday, October 20 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 to and buying
digital tefevision 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. Ican
record TV to watch later; ciip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email chp 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 remave this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the mave to digitat television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with aif 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,
Mike Milligan

5400 NW 39th Ave Apt P13S
Gamesville, FL. 32606
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Monday October 20 20035

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

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

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transiion 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 vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and 1its 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
lechnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. [ can
record TV to watch later; elip 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 broadeast 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
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and compuier
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Smeerely,
John Paradowski

7¢7 Hunt Club Blvd,
Auburn Hills, MT 481226
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commuission 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 hving 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; chip a small piece of TV and splice it into a hame movie; send an email chip 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 flexibiity 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 te buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s 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 transtion by
oppostng the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,
Timothy Buckley

1127 27th Avenue
Seattle, WA 98122
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Monday, October 20 2003

Commussioner Michael ] Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Comnussioner Copps,

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

‘The digrtal 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 swatching 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 modity, create, and
participate I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t 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 1t at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy

[f 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, 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Norm Penrod

1142 Midway Dr
Richardson, TX 75081
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Monday, Octeber 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissicner 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 restnct 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 f 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, T 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 broadeast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexihity that 1 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 cansumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reascn for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a crtizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Diep Wherry

1424 Justine Court
Livermore, CA 94550
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Monday, October 20 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, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote agamst the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrnict the way | enjoy television

The digttal television transition relies on convinging consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a cansumer f 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
techinology, | 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 2 home mowie, send an email chp of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or recerd a TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my fiend'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 1s 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 promete the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Dennis Cruise

7790 SW Alameda Ln
Beaverton, OR 97007
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Monday, October 20 2003

Commissioner Michael ), 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 mto 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 1s 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 breoadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Tammy Cotton

3376 Cottonwood Drive
SaintCharles, MO63301
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Comnussioner 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
buving digital television equpment 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 1ts 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 1t 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 1t 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 1s 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.
Robert Raymond

2012 Oakhusrt Dr
Irving, TX 75061
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commuission to vote agamnst the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital televistion 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
deesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device 1n 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 implheations of the broadcast flag. With today's
lechnology, 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 1t into a home movie; send an email elip of my
child’s foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVI} and play 1t 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
preture 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 broadeast flag.

Sincerely,
Eugene Lee

430 Wood Street #3947
West |afayette, IN 47906
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Qetober 20, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commlaslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing o volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a

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

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranies must be rocted Ih manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
custamers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can ereate This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers tike me
actualiy want, and it could result In me belng eharged more money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC IssuUes a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that llmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not andate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mlchael Gerhardt
1122 E Plke St #1472
Seattle, WA 88122
Usa
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digttal television As a
consumer and citlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Inngvation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to vate features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolaglsts
what hew products they can create This will tesult in praducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it eould result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

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

Sincerely,

Pater Bessman

248 Hereford Court
Millgraville, MD 21108
USA



Page 1 of 1 7 49 08 PM, 10/20/03 5413023099

October 20, 2003

Commisstoner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Waslungton, 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 eonsumer 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
creste This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result 1n me being
charged more money for inferior finctionality

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

Sincerely,

John Verne

1-166 Duke Street West
Kitchener, ON N2H 3X1
Canada
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Monday, October 20 2003

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

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commuissioner Copps,

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

I'he digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer :f switching
doesn't mean disearding my existing home network, buyimng new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for vet another device imn 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
lechnology, 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 ehp of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onte a DVD and play 1t at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digttal 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 prether TV
prcture s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and conswmer of broadcast television, [ urge you to promoie the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Mike Mannebach

<wttheld>
Faufax, VA 22033
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Qetober 20, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to 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 innpvation, congumer nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

f robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted in matmfacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
mavie gtudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technologists what new produets they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could rewult in me being
charged more money for inferior fiunctionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equpment 1 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,

Panl Mills

207 Diana Avenue
Shorewood, IL 60431
Usa



Nicholas J. Schweitzer
1956 West Devonshire St
Mesa, AZ 85201

Commnussioner Michael J Copps

Federal Commurnications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commmusstoner Michael J. Copps

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag 15 nerther in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television m the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, 1t wall restrict my
abihty to move the video [ have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—rcom 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 oft a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a lugh school football game to farmly and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content i exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
immnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were buult 1o open standards using mexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts

If the move to digital tefevision 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 television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronscs and 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,

Nicholas J Schwertzer



