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Kopiosto, a joint copyright organization, administers licenses and distributes remunerations to 
copyrights owners. Kopiosto represents over 46 000 Finnish copyrights owners who belong to 45 
member organizations representing authors, photographers, performing artists and publishers in 
all fields of creative work. Kopiosto is an active member in international copyright organiza-
tions IFRRO and CISAC. In addition, Kopiosto has bilateral agreements with reproduction rights 
organizations in several countries worldwide. 
 
General comments 
 
The document states that the EU internal market for creative online content could provide eco-
nomics of scale and cultural diversity. We emphasize that creative content is produced in several 
languages and it is very important to ensure that native language content is available in each EU 
country.  
 
We see that the best way to improve EU’s competitiveness in the field of online content is to sup-
port the local production of cultural content. We also see that copyright related services should be 
available in each country and these services should be provided in the native language of authors 
and performers. 
 
Therefore we see that regulations on the multi-territory licensing of online content are not needed. 
The impacts of such regulation could be harmful considering the cultural diversity of EU. As is 
stated on page six of the document, it is primarily up to the right holders to estimate the benefits 
of multi-territory licensing. 
 
As regards to DRM we see that DRM systems should be efficient, interoperable and inexpensive. 
DRM´s must not constitute a barrier to market entry for small and local players. 
 
Comments to questions 6 and 7 
 
6.) Do you agree that the issue of multi-territory licensing must be addressed by means of a Rec-
ommendation of the European Parliament and the Council? 
 
Our view is that legislation that is complex and open to various interpretations may itself be a bar-
rier to market development. Therefore we see that the European Parliament and the Council 
should avoid interfering. Our view is that a Recommendation is not needed.  
 
Multi-territory licenses should be able to emerge through industry self regulation, not by legislative 
initiatives. 
 

mailto:avpolicy@ec.europa.eu


7.) What is in your view the most efficient way of fostering multi-territory rights licensing in the 
area of audiovisual works? Do you agree that a model of online licenses based on the distinction 
between a primary and a secondary multi-territory market can facilitate EU-wide or multi-territory 
licensing for the creative content you deal with? 
 
The efficiency of licensing should be estimated from two points of view: the efficiency at con-
sumer market and the efficiency from the point of view of a right holder. The efficiency at the con-
sumer market (where content is easily available and inexpensive) could simultaneously result in 
inefficiency from the point of view of the right holder; rights holders’ creative and financial invest-
ments will not be covered. 
 
By furthering only the efficiency of the user market may lead to a situation, where some works 
would not be available at all in the internal market.  
 
Finally, we are not sure what is meant by primary and a secondary multi-territory markets. We 
therefore ask the Commission to explain, what these expressions mean. 
 
This opinion is public.  
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Kopiosto ry 
 

 
 
Pekka Rislakki 
CEO 
 
Address: Hietaniemenkatu 2, FIN-00100 Helsinki, Finland 
Tel + 358 9 431 521, Fax +358 9 4315 2377 
 


