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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast televislon, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against t he  adoption o f  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 t he  benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far  more  palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  llvlng room. Please do not 
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications of t he  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; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t he  move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digitai equipment? A prettier W picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wl th  a l l  m y  
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, 

Max Carlson 
2407 26th Ave 
San Francisco, CA 94116 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am concerned that a 
broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way1 enjoy television. 

The digital television transinon rehes on convincing consumem 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 hqh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device m my livmg room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its d ies  to hmder 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 fau-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can record TV to watch later. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and 
flenbility that I enjoy. Recently, I got a new HDTV cable box from my local cable company, only to discover 
that it prohibits me from recording anything a t  d. I can no longer record programs that I want to watch 
later, despite my legal right to do so. 

If the move to d w t d  telension does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a wnsumer to buy new digital eqmpment? 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 tbe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Melissa Dickinson 
17919 Arbor Haven Dr. 
Tampa. FL 33647 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast lelevsion, electromcs, 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 tlag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The dqital television transihon rehes 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 dlsearding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findlng mom 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and ita allies to hrnder the transition 
by malung us buy special-purpose D W  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicahons of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can mod@, 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 
chdds football game to a d t a n t  relahve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove th~s control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to d w t a l  telension does not make the public's viewng 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 broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Erasmo Adame-Espinoza 
14819 N. 133rd Drive 
Surprise, AZ 85379 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television and will have far-reaching 
consequences beyond what is intended. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transltlon wlll 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 le55 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 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 looks like it is deslgned 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 al 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. 

Daniel Bell 1217 S .  Quincy Tulsa, OK 74120 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Bell 
1217 S. Quincy 
Tulsa, OK 74120 



October 27, 2003 

Chvrman Mtchael IC Powell 
Federal Commumcanonr Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washrngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnnng to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcur fl4 technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be b d  for mnovanon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopnon of DTV 

A robust, compehhve markt for consumer electlomca must be rooted in manufacturerg' a U t y  to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome srudos to veto feature9 of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the studos to 
tell t e c h n o l o p  what new products thy can create. ? h i 9  mll result rn products that don't necesranly reflect 
what coniumeri Lke me actudly wan4 and it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcnonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acmally be lens likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recavers and other equrpment. I d l  not pay more for dmces that hmrt my nghts at the behest of Hollpood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptd televloion. 'Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Carlos Ezquerra 
2153 Monterev Avenue 
Pittsburgh, PA 15215 
USA 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The success of the digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to 
and buying digital television eqmpment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if 
switching doesn't mean discarding my exlstlng 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 arc 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 mod*, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce i t  into a home movie; send an  e m 1  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 ths control and flexibihty that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital televlsion does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a wnsumer 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 televnion, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposlng the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Ian T. Flockhart 
61 Gdson Road 
Littleton, MA 01460 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  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 m y  living room. Please do  not  
allow the MPAAand its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of  t h e  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 n/ t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an  emai l  clip o f  m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If t h e  move  t o  digital television does not  make the  public's viewing experience more  
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hard lyenough reason for  m e  t o  dispense with all 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, 

Sam Courtney 
2004 diamond ridge cir 
Carrollton, TX 75010 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag 'I 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 DlV 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 equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and COmpUter 
equipment As a citlzen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Timothy Abbott 
34 Marshall St Unit C 
Somewille, MA 02145 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital televlsion 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 M P M  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 sphce it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
chdd's football game to a distant relatlve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
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 viemng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excihng, whet 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, 

Greg Richolson 
1365 RidgeField Dr 
Roswell, GA 30075 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumem of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digtal 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 flnding 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. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. W lh  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 a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that 1 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, 

Erik Ch. Ohrnberger 
1556 Crimson Drive 
Troy, MI  48083 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commurucahons 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 dlg~tal television transitlon 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 swtchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
display% and finding mom 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 additlon, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - 1 can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a dlstant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's a m e n t .  The broadcast flag seems designed to remove th is  
control and flexlbility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewng 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 eqmpment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Bishop 
202 1 San Jose Ave #3 
Alameda, CA 94501 
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Monday, October 21 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digtal  television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital telewsion equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buyinq new hlqh-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 less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be mme than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; d i p  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 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Limiting or eliminating my ability to 'back up copies of programming, to  preserve my own personal 
investment i n  some media, i s  wrong. Hollywood wants us t o  have to buy new copies of everything every 
time we watch - just as we do with movie tickets ... well, when I watch a program at home - broadcast or 
otherwise, I should have the ability to  view it I time shift it, modify it, as long as I remain within the law 
and do not re-sell it as my own. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewng 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 al 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 opposinq the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Stegenga 
5156 Shotwell Street 
Woodstock, GA 30188 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching 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 exlsting home network, buying new high-resolutlon displays, and finding r w m  
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 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 
techmlqy, 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 
friends 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 t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier lV 
plcture Is hardly enough reason for me t o  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, 

Josh McOowell 
930 M t  Mckinley Dr 
Grayson, GA 30017 



Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer product% I urge the Federal 
Commurucations Commission to vote against the adopbon of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restnct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transibon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital televlsion equipment. That transition wll  be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean &scarding 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 
MPM and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipent of content - I can mod@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small pece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's footoall 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 d~gital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexlble, 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 electromcs 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, 

bchard Bowen 
7075 Fellers Lane 
Sebastopol, CA 95472 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wlll be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discardlng 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 that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With todavs 
technolcqy, 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 a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flenbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's newlng experience more enjoyable, flenble, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  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, 

D Michael Shick 
226 N Graham S t  
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I' 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 M P M  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 friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enloy 

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, 

Nancy Weiner 
90 banks street 
Cambridge. MA02138 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition w i l 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 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 i t  into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends 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 al 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, 

Stephen Kelly 
26 Lakeview Terrace 
Sussex, NJ 07461 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast televlsion, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against t he  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 t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  a s  a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buylng new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my  living room. Please do not 
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DlV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications o f  t he  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 lV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If the move t o  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 prett ier TV picture Is hard lyenough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the  digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Frank 
5341 Derry Ave., Suite S, Agoura Hills, Ca 
Agoura Hills, CA 91301 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics. and computer products, \ urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of 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 I 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 flaa 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, 

Kevin Miller 
13061 Cedar Cove Place 
New London, MO 63459 
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Monday, October 2 7  2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronlcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  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  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  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 can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child'sfootball game to a dlslant relatlve; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t he  move t o  digital television does not make the public'sviewing 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 is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wlth a l l  m y  
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, 

Blane lohnson 
12818 Club Lane 
Houston, TX 77099 



Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

The dqital 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 find- room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hmder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In ad&tion, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast hg.  With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I cen 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it mto a home mone; send an e m 1  chp of my 
child's football game to a dxitant relative; or  record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. The broadcest flag seems deslgned to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to dwta l  television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flemble, 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 broadcest television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Plants 
8508 16th Street u711 
Silver Spnng, MD 20910 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

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

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

the 

The dqital television transition rehes on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buylng 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existins 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 broadeast 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 sphce it mto a home movie; send an email chp of my 
child's football game to a b t a n t  relative; or record a TV progam onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove ths control and flembility that I enjoy. 

If the move to dwta l  television does not make the pubhc's viemng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo 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 broadeast !lag. 

Sincerely, 

Ed Rnyner 
125 Second Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11231 



Steven R Gustafson 
14132-34th PL So 
Tukwila WA98168 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s w q  Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael IC Powell: 

Thou.sands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
wdl mean I am unable to receive digtal television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcab? flag will make the FCC 5zand for "F&rddl 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 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software. are 
computer programmers and "tinkered' who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to ~ m p e t e  in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemtations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers 6um 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, comumers will be less inclined to invest in the e q u i p m t  to view digid 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 opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

sincerely, 

Steven R Gustafson 

1 



Barry Domfeld 
2055 Harts Lane 
Consiubxkeg PA 19428 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sttea, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael IC Powell: 

I am outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. As a 
broadcast television viewer and c0flsume.r of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
communications commission to vote agamst the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will pxwent m from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I c m n t l y  enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will resuict my 
ability to move the video I have rwrded for personal viewing kom room-to-room and placeto-place. 

TIE 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 s c h l  football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I 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 staudards using inexpensive, offihesbelf  computer parts. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience m r e  enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitmg, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment'? A p m e r  
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electmnics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I Urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Bany Domfeld 

1 



Steven Schladale 
59 princess Dr 
North Brunswick. NJ 08902 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
F e d e d  Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of Anmican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-om 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 d~g~tal television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adopnon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source s o h e  able to compete in* marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPM will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  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 m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Schladale 

1 


