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15th November 2005

For immediate release

Press Release - APIG to hold public inquiry on Digital Rights Management

The All Party Parliamentary Internet Group (APIG) is to hold a public inquiry into the issues surrounding Digital Rights Management (DRM).

DRM is used to describe a number of technologies that can be incorporated into electronic devices to control the use of digital media. DRM is usually thought of as "copy protection" for music, films and video games, but can have much wider application, allowing computer software to be rented, or providing assurance that only authorised programs are executed on a particular computer.
The policy debate around DRM is often cast on the one hand as to how music publishers and movie moguls can prevent revenue loss from illegal duplication. On the other hand, consumers may lose existing rights to freely enjoy what they have purchased and to pass it on to others when they have finished with it. 
However, to portray the issues surrounding DRM as merely a consumer versus publisher debate is misleading. DRM permits the creation of new business models where you buy the right to read a book just once, or pay a fraction of penny every time you play a song. This allows publishers greatly flexibility in the services they offer and leads to increased consumer choice.
Launching the inquiry, APIG Chairman Derek Wyatt MP said “DRM systems bring threats and opportunities to both publishers and consumers. This inquiry will seek to establish how consumers, artists and the distribution companies should be protected in a continually evolving market place”

The inquiry seeks written evidence particularly focusing upon the following:
Whether DRM distorts traditional tradeoffs in copyright law;
Does the highway code apply to the airways? ! 

Whether new types of content sharing license (such as Creative Commons or Copyleft) need legislation changes to be effective;
DRM can be used to implement creative commons, copyleft and any type of ‘business logice that the rights provides expects to be met before providing their content.

How copyright deposit libraries should deal with DRM issues;
The DRM companies are, in effect, the Copyright Depost Libraries of the future. The exisiting libraries will reamin as they do managing the fixed ‘versions’.


How consumers should be protected when DRM systems are discontinued;
There should be no long term contract agreed with the end users – all content should be accessed on short term subscription basis – licenses should be issed only at the start of a subscription period and so the service providers availability is irrelavent from the point of completion of the sale onward.


To what extent DRM systems should be forced to make exceptions for the partially sighted and people with other disabilities;
This is an Interface usability and design issue – any regulations that apply to web portals should apply to the payment window interface. AS should decency and so on – best regulated by existing ‘take down’ regs.

What legal protections DRM systems should have from those who wish to    circumvent them;
There needs to be a sufficient support from government not to create a ‘big blue verses Ms Hudson of Truro’ scenario! However too much regulation will be both technically hard to manage and stifle growth or encourage divergent systems with a higher eventual cost of regulation.
Whether DRM systems can have unintended consequences on computer functionality;
Same as all software functionality

The role of the UK Parliament in influencing the global agenda for  this type of technical issue.
The UK has the formost Streaming media industry in the world. The UK parliament is best positioned to create a fair balance between the needs of the content creator, the publisher and the consumer and the DRM systems and companies that can bring all these together to meet the move of society into the information age.

APIG calls upon interested parties to present written evidence to the
inquiry before 21st December 2005.


Written evidence should be submitted to admin@apig.org.uk. APIG may, at its discretion, ask for oral evidence from witnesses in January 2006 at the Houses of Parliament. 

Note to Editors:


The All Party Parliamentary Internet Group exists to provide a
discussion forum between new media industries and parliamentarians.
Accordingly, the group considers Internet issues as they affect society,
informing Parliamentary debate through meetings, informal receptions,
inquiries and reports. The group is open to all members of the Houses of
Parliament.

www.apig.org.uk


APIG DRM Inquiry: Guidelines for Witnesses


The All Party Parliamentary Internet Group announced its inquiry into
the "Digital Rights Management" on November 15th 2005. The inquiry is
anxious to receive as wide a range of submissions as possible.


Documents of relevance to the inquiry include:

Current UK Law on Copyright, summary page

http://www.patent.gov.uk/copy/legislation/copylaw.htm
Current EU Law on Copyright & Neighbouring Rights, summary page

http://europa.eu.int/comm/internal_market/copyright/index_en.htm
** "IPRED2" the proposed 2nd "Intellectual Property" Rights Enforcement Directive {SEC(2005)848

http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/lex/LexUriServ/site/en/com/2005/com2005_0276en01.pdf

3. Written submissions should be concise and address the matters raised
by the inquiry, concentrating on the issues with which the witness has a
special interest. A typical length would be about 1,000 words. Essential
statistics or further details can be added as appendices.


4. It would be very much preferred if written submissions were made in
an electronic format. They should be in plain text (ASCII), Adobe PDF,
Microsoft Word .DOC or .RTF format. Submissions should be dated and
include the name, address and telephone number of the person in the
organization who is responsible for the submission. They should be sent
via email to  inquiry@apig.org.uk


5. It is at the inquiry's discretion to publish any evidence it
receives. Any information that a witness would not wish to be considered
for publication should be clearly marked.


6. The inquiry has asked for all written evidence to be submitted by
21st December 2005. The Officers of APIG following consideration of
written evidence, will decide, which organisations and individuals to
invite to give oral evidence in Westminster in January 2006.
