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1)   The adoption of interoperable DRM systems 
 
No, as different systems require different DRM applications.  If content is to be made 
truly free to the consumer then the content providers must be able to access as many 
different platforms as possible.  It is the responsibility of the on-line distributor to 
protect the IP of the licensed material which he or she may have for one platform 
rather than another. For example, an audio visual piece of licensed material may be 
licensed for VOD but not mobile phone.   
 
2)Data protection features of DRM system 
   
Any device that improves copyright protection, prevents piracy, protects the rights of 
licensors and enhances the legitimate use of copyright material for the consumer can 
only be good for the internet as a platform. 
 
DRM systems are only an impediment to the ‘everything for free’ culture that has 
grown up with the internet.  There has to be an educational drive to educate people 
that piracy is theft and theft means loss of livelihood for the very people that the user 
is deriving satisfaction from – whether a musician or a film maker.  It is a mindset 
that needs to be challenged which cannot be achieved through technology. 
 
Labelling should take the form of a voluntary code of certification based upon the UK 
model. 
 

      3) Reducing the complexity and enhancing the legibility of end-user licence 
agreements        

 
 It is again a matter of education – the point of an EULA is to stop abuse of 
copyright IP.  The consumer must understand this point.  It would be fair to put a 
summary of the EULA so that the  consumer did not have to read a lot of small 
print.  The development of online services will happen within the Internal Market 
irrespective of EULAs. 
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5) Non Discriminatory access 

 
Licensors must be protected and enabled to derive revenue streams from their 
platforms.   
 
6)  Multi territory rights licensing 

 
The European Parliament should not get involved in the free market.  With respect to 
film  many licenses are spread across different territories and multi territory rights 
are mostly impossible.  The only organizations able to achieve this are the Major 
Studios and the internet has created the opportunity for independents to access  the 
market place.   
 
 

7) We do not believe that multi territory licensing rights should be imposed on any 
stakeholder that is exploring this new and emerging market.  Stakeholders should 
try and license as many territories as possible but it is not always the case – some 
rights are tied up with other operators.  It may be that Producers of content can 
sell the VOD rights on a multi territory basis (similar to airline rights at the 
moment) but that should always be the choice of the licensor/licensee. 

 
8) The very existence of the internet and the ability to attract  and account for 

revenues in small amounts has allowed the ‘long tail’ theory to be 
realized. 

 
9) Stakeholder co operation 

 
There is a certain degree of symbiosis within the business and it is up to 
licensees to protect the interests of licensors through DRM and other 
means. However, most material that will be disseminated through VOD 
will have been exposed on other platforms and media so the attraction of 
piracy is reduced considerably.  Pirates are really only interested in the 
Hollywood blockbuster.  There will come a time when movies are 
premiered on VOD but the technoly for DRM will be even better and if 
everyone has had access then there is less chance of piracy. 
 

10) French 3 strikes. 
 

This is a really good example of State intervention and working with ISPs. After 
all why should an ISP not be responsible for the content it carries? Clearly it 
cannot police everything but when illegal acts are brought to its attention it must 
be forced to act.  Obviously there is then a matter of censorship (eg 
Google/China) which has to be the right of the State to decide, however much we 
disapprove. 
 



We would like to see the French position adopted as EU legislation. 
 
11)  No comment 


