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Release the Music

A handful of major record labels are trying to
fvieo e Ajx} }ievisph tvsqmwi? Qywignerw erh
xhinv jerw Lmp rsx Fi x11 srp} zngxnqw?

The copyright term on sound recordings is 50 years. An independent review
commissioned and endorsed by the UK government says it should remain at
50 years. Despite this, the recording industry continue to demand that this
term be extended. But an extension of term would be an injustice to British
musicians and musical culture, and may harm our economy.

Gst}uklxmw e Fevkemr2 ir 1]glerki jsvvipiewirk wsyrh vigsvhirkw xs xIi
public, copyright holders are granted a limited monopoly during which
they can pursue anyone who uses their recordings without permission. But
when this time is up, these works join Shakespeare, Shelley and Bernard
Shaw in the proper place for all human culture — the public domain.

X1i tyfng hsqgeir w efsyx xs FiriAx jysg nw leyj sj xIw Fevkenr) ew xvegow
from a golden age of recorded sound reach the end of their copyright term.
Seminal soul, reggae and rock and roll recordings will soon be freed from
legal restrictions, allowing anyone to preserve, reissue and remix them.

Major record labels want to keep control of sound recordings well beyond the
gywirx 94 }evxivg ws xlex xli} ger gsraryi xs geoi gevkire) tysAw jysq
the few recordings that are still commercially viable half a century after they
were laid down. Yet if the balance of copyright tips in their favour, it will
damage not just the music industry as a whole, but also individual artists,
libraries, academics, businesses and the pubilic.

The labels lobby for change, but have yet to publicly present any compelling
igsrsqug 1zthirgi xs wyttsw xh v gewi?2 [ lex 1zihirgi hsiw 1 |mx wls{w
clearly that extending term will discourage innovation, stunt the reissues
market, and irrevocably damage future artists’ and the general public’s access
to their cultural heritage.

Ew lyvsti pssow xs xh1 Gviexizi irhywxviiw jsv mxw 1gsrsqrg jyxyvi0 ix w jegih
{1 e glsigi2lix ger ekvii xs i|xirh xIt gst}uklx xivg nr wsyrh vigsvhirkw
for the sake of a few major record labels. Or it can allow sound recordings to
irxivxli tyfng hsqgeir exxli irh sj Ajx} Yiew jsvxli FiriAx sj jyxyvi irrs-
vation, future prosperity and the public good.

The copyright term on sound recordings should
vigenr ex Ajx} }iew?
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Release the Music

A creative future

Irxipigxyep tvstiv} pe{ w gszirk yt xhi tspxgep ekirhe? XIi YO jegiw
yrfiexefpi gsqtixsr ir geryjegxyvirk jvsq iqivkirk igsrsqriw poi lirhne
erh Ghire erh( ew e viwyp0 tsmagrerw evi nrgviewirkp} xyvrirk xs irrszexisrl
based business to ensure Britain keeps its competitive edge in the global
gevoixtpegi erh gemrxerrw nw tvswtiviy nrxs xbi xLirG1Awx girxyvp

X1 Kszivrirx lew higihih xlex e ot} jegxsvir rywyvirk nrrszexisr ir x1i
UK lies in getting the balance right in intellectual property law. On the one
lerh0irxipigxyep tvstiav} ik bw JTVw-0 wygl ew gstivikx) kizi gviexsw er
incentive to create by legally guaranteeing them the exclusive right to exploit
xhiv s{r gviexsrw? Sr xbi sxBaw ITVw mgmx xb i pirkxl sj xlw qsrstspj ws
that once it expires, other people can use past work as a basis for future
innovation.

Ir xh'i gewi sj gst}wklx) gviexizi {svo ger tvszihi irwtwvexisr jsv jyxyvi
generations of artists — think of Disney’s Snow White or the works of the
Vihygih Wleoiwtievi Gsqter} Pigmw sr xI1 wgsti erh xivg sj ITVw epws
play an important role in civil society, providing access to material for critical
and educational purposes, and guaranteeing that future generations will have
access to their cultural heritage.

Erhvi{ Ks{iwl eyxlsv sjxl1 Ks{ivw Vizni{ sj lirxipigxyep Tvstiv} er
indepndent review whose recommendations were accepted by the UK
Kszivrgirxexxli irh sj 644:0vigskrwiw xIw jegx L1ir Ii {vxiw xlex

OXhithiep IT whwxiq gviexiwnrgiraziw jsvirrszexisri {ixIsyx yrhyp} mgmark
eggiww jsv gsrwyqivw erh jsps{1sr nrrszexsww? Ix gqywx wxviol xI 1 vikIx
balance in a rapidly changing world so that innovators can see further by
standing on the shoulders of giants.™

The burden of proof

Ir 64490 xh1 Vs}ep Wsgnix} sj Eviw wetsrwsvih er nrxivrexisrep gsqQqmwwisr

of experts from the creative industries, law, economics, science, technology
erh xI'i tyfmg wigxsv xs tvshygi XIi Ehipth Glewiv?, a framework for policy
qgeoiw {Is evi gsrwhivirk glerkmrk xFiw IT pikmpexisr?

X1 Glewiv yvkiw kszivrginw xs eyxsqexigen} tviwyqi ekemrwx i |xirhirk
xIi wgsti svxivg sj ITVwl wxexirk xlex oxhi1 Fyvhir sj tvssj ir wygl gewiw
must lie on the advocates of change”, who should provide rigorous analysis
which clearly demonstrates that any extension would be in the economic and
civil interest of the public at large.
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