M G Watson
11051 South Covington By—Pass Road
Covington GA 30014

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest por the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to sénd a television clip of a high school football game to family 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 in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

I the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enocugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

M G Watson




Mary Alice Grant
214 Kingsley Way
Woodstock, GA 30188
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a teacher, I do not have the financial resources to buy movies or taped programs to show to my classes.
Taping programs from the tv opens many more possibilities for us.

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Cormmission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Mary Alice Grant




Josh Bowman
PO Box 338
Parkers Pr, MN 56361
Chairman Michael K Powell
Federal Communications Commisston
445 ]2th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell:

All American consumers that have heard of the upcoming decision regarding digital television have already
expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a "broadcast flag". [ am writing to join them. As a user of
free and open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital
television broadcasts on my computer, among other devices

It is not the FCC's place 10 effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consumers must use in order to watch digital television, which is what would happen if this type of ruling is
implemented.

A broadcast flag will stifle invention and innovation in creation of computer software not only having to do
with television but with all media, even spilling over into other types of computer software.

The MPAA may say they are looking at consumers' best interests in their quest to lock down all media, but it
is just what I have said; a quest to lock down all media, taking away all fair use rights.

I enjoy being able to record television programs onto videotape and now onte DVD to watch at home
whenever [ have time, and to save programs that [ and others in my household enjoy. With the use of this
broadcast flag, I would not be able to record these programs onto DVD, even though it is well inside fair use
rights that have already been whittled away by the media lobbyists. If these are the sorts of rules that will
become prevalent in the fiuture, television will be impossible to enjoy, or even use. [t will become expensive,
unwieldy, and completely useless.

Sincerely,

Josh Bowman




Angel Edwards
11051 S. Covington Bypass
Covington, GA 30016
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Steet, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to-room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Angel Edwards




David Barton
616 Loeb
Memphis TN 38111
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

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

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

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

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

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

David Barton




Elaine Ford
112 Shamrock Circle
Sylvester, GA 31791
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Swreet, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

[ am a Media Specialist in a high school. As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and
computer products, I urge the Federal Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television 1o the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for persenal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place. In
addition, it would limit the creative choices of students in their multimedia productions for the classroom.

The broadcast flag will also lock out oy computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexibie, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Elane Ford




Steven Doan
618 S. Chocolay Ave
Clawson, MI 48017
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

How did this error in judgement come to be? Why must we ban everything that fosters innovation? Must we
remeber that we would not have things like HDTV or TiVo, or DVD without research and innovation.

Without giving people the ability to learn, understand and build a better product for the worid and not just for
their pocketbook we can grow into a more efficient society where our creations can impact and make it a
better world for everyone and not just for those who have the patent and wish to control the rest of us. The
United States is a place of freedom. Banning peoples ability to think freely violates our very foundations.

I agree with certain things like you can not reproduce a CD for resale, but you can reproduce it for a backup
copy for your own uses. The same goes for copying a television broadcast for your own viewing.

As long as the individuals who develop new innovations do not sell their improvements that should be
allowed. It does not harm the original creators product or idea, it just makes it better.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their oppositton to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and canstant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digjtal
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.




Sincerely,

Steven Doan




Lisa A. Taft
255 Mathews Ave.
Atlamnta, GA 30307
Chairman Michae] K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Sgeet, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a future school media specilist and parent, I am opposed to the broadcast flag rule on the grounds that it
will impede innovation and access to broadcast media. Exarnination and critique of broadcast media is an
important part of information literacy in the 21st century Historically, the fair use clause of the copyright law
has enabled educators to teach media literacy. The broadcast flag could seriously damage that educational
mandate. The broadcast flag rule is clearly not in the best interest of an educated and independent citizenry.
Please do not pass the broadcast flag rule.

Sincerely,

Lisa A. Taft



Paula Shuff
4145 Saddlehorm Dr.
Evans, GA
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I cutrently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my

abulity to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place. That
is ridiculous!

Recently, my son was in a community theater project with the Augusta Players in Augusta, GA. Qur local
news did a piece on the production and I recorded it. I made a copy for his grandparents and for his brother.

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

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter
Paula Shuff
Sincerely,

Paula Shuff




Janie Kossak
1348 Telford Drive
Atlanta, GA 30319
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Coommurnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to~place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? [ value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digjtal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Janie Kossak




Dana Hill
1113 Blackfoot Road
Lincolnton, GA 30817
Chatrman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As an educator this "broadcast flag" would greatly harm my teaching as well as the education of our young
people!

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roonm—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digjtal 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 television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Dana Hill




Pat Pickett
810 Briarcliff Rd.
Nashville
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digjtal
broadcast television in the ways [ currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from rcom—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways 1 haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, fiexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

Pat Pickett




Cristine Goldberg
1305 Pawnee Tr
Dalton, GA 30720

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

I'am a teacher in a public school system. 1 generally use news broadcasts, short clips from programs, etc. as a
one time one use item to help students make decisions, make a issue ¢learer, present another viewpoint, ete. in
my courses. If you pass this, I will be unable to do so. This is a slap to educators and does not serve millions
of schoot students well in this country. Please reconsider your desire to put this into place. In addition, I
believe that the following statements are true: As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics
and computer products, I urge the Federal Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video [ have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to~place.

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

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me t0 use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off~the—shelf computer parts.

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

Sincerely,

Cnstine Goldberg




RoxAnna Marcella Blackwell
1100 WT Murray Lane
Tignall, GA 30668

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commussion

445 12th Steet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell;

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission 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 is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roonrto—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and 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 in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics 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,

RoxAnna Marcella Blackwell




Vishwas Pai
1043/3
Srinagar
Bangalore, India, 560050
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell;

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable 1o receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Vishwas Pai
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October 20, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powasll

Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554 -

Dear Michae]l Powell,

[ am writing to veice my oppoiition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnalopy for digital television As a consumer
and eitizen, [ feel strongly that such & policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the Wiimate adoption of DTV

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

Ifthe 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 broadeast flag
technology for digitel television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Howard Bowers

835 14th Ave N

Sant Petersburg, FL 33701
UsSa
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October 19. 2003

Chairmaen Michael K Paowell
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street. NW

Vashington D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell

I am writing to voice my oppositicn to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadecast
flag® technology for digital television As a consumer and catizen., [ feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DIV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more noney for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag nandate I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV=capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the beshest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely

Paul Filiault

1149 Durton 5t

Hew Bedford. MA 12745
SA
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Cetober 18, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

T am writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a palicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ahility to mnnovate for their customers Allowing
movie wudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consimers live me actially want, and it could result in me heing
charged more money for infetior finctionality

If the FCC iseues a broadcast flag mandate, ] would actually be leso 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 Hollywaod Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for yols time

Sineerely,

Qary Kowalski
1853 N Nordic Pl
Crange, CA 92865
usa
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Qcetaber 17, 2002

Chairman Michaal K Pawall

Federal Communications Commigsian
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michae! Powell,

| am writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital television As &
consumer and cltizen, | fael strongly that such a palicy would be bad for Innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimata
adoption of DTV

A robust, competithve market for consumer electronics must be reoted In manufacturers' abliity ta Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me balng charged more money for Inferlar functionality

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less [ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other egulpment | will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy for digital talevision Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mark Olson

10 Shawmut Terrace
Framingham, MA 01702
USA




Raobert D. Cotey I
3357 Creek Ridge Rd
Brandon, FL, 33511

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 ]12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source umplementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not [ess Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digrtal television on a computer using open—source software. It 1s for these reasons I urge you 1o
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert D. Cotey 11
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October 13, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federal Cammunications Commilssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Pawall,

{ am writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandatad adoption of "broadcast flag’ tachnalogy for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | faal strongly that such a palicy would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimatae
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market far consumer electranics must be rootad in manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing mavie studios tn veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studiog to tell tachnologists
what new progucts thay can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiact what conaumers like me
actually want, end It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandats, | would actually be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wiil not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandats
broadcast flag technology for dightal televisien Thank yau for your time

Sincarely,

John Custer

43 Munters Run

Newtown Square, FA 18073
Usa
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Qetober 12,2003

Chairman Michae] K Powell

Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeart flag" technology for digitel television As & consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the witimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturess' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veta features of DTV-reception equipment will engble the studios to tell technologisty what new products they can
create This will result in products that dont necessarily reflect what consimers like me actually want, and it could result in me bemg
charged more money for inferior functionality

1f the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment 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 broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

David Kane-Pamy

37 Brookdale 8t
Roslindale, M 02131
UsSa
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October 13, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Commumicatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wanbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag” technclogy for digital
telension. As 2 consumer and ctizen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market foz consumer electronics must be zooted 1n manufacturers’ abdity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie stucios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers ke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mfenor
funenonality.

If the FCC 1ssues 2 broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wll not pay moze for dewices that hmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chaostopher Capoccia
5188 Longnfle Ct
Westerwlle, OH 43081
UsA
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October 13, 2003

Chaiman Michael K. Powell

Federal Commurucations Commussion
445 12th Street NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Powel},

I am waning to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digutal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitsve market for consumer electzonics must be rocted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their custorness. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.recephon equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thus wall resultin products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumess hike me actually want, and it could result in me beng chazged moze money for infenor
functbonality,

If the FCC issues 2 broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less Lkely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
tecewvers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for dewices that hrmit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Carey Camazine

788 Columbus Ave. Apt 5D
New York, NY 10025

UsA



