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Release the Music

A handful of major record labels are trying to 
fvieo e Ăjx} }iev1sph tvsqmwi2 Qywmgmerw erh 
xlimv jerw {mpp rsx fi xli srp} zmgxmqw2

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}vmklx mw e fevkemr2 Mr i|glerki jsv vipiewmrk wsyrh vigsvhmrkw xs xli
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.

Xli tyfpmg hsqemr mw efsyx xs firiĂx jvsq mxw lepj sj xlmw fevkemr0 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 
gyvvirx 94 }iev xivq ws xlex xli} ger gsrxmryi xs qeoi qevkmrep tvsĂxw jvsq 
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 public.

The labels lobby for change, but have yet to publicly present any compelling
igsrsqmg izmhirgi xs wyttsvx xlimv gewi2 [lex izmhirgi hsiw i|mwx 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 Iyvsti pssow xs xli Gviexmzi Mrhywxvmiw jsv mxw igsrsqmg jyxyvi0 mx mw jegih 
{mxl e glsmgi2 Mx ger ekvii xs i|xirh xli gst}vmklx xivq mr wsyrh vigsvhmrkw 
for the sake of a few major record labels. Or it can allow sound recordings to 
irxiv xli tyfpmg hsqemr ex xli irh sj Ăjx} }ievw jsv xli firiĂx sj jyxyvi mrrs-
vation, future prosperity and the public good.

The copyright term on sound recordings should 
viqemr ex Ăjx} }ievw2
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Release the Music

A creative future
Mrxippigxyep tvstivx} pe{ mw qszmrk yt xli tspmxmgep ekirhe2 Xli YO jegiw 
yrfiexefpi gsqtixmxmsr mr qeryjegxyvmrk jvsq iqivkmrk igsrsqmiw pmoi Mrhme 
erh Glmre erh0 ew e viwypx0 tspmxmgmerw evi mrgviewmrkp} xyvrmrk xs mrrszexmsr1
based business to ensure Britain keeps its competitive edge in the global 
qevoixtpegi erh qemrxemrw mxw tvswtivmx} mrxs xli x{irx}1Ăvwx girxyv}2

Xli Kszivrqirx lew higmhih xlex e oi} jegxsv mr ryvxyvmrk mrrszexmsr mr xli 
UK lies in getting the balance right in intellectual property law. On the one 
lerh0 mrxippigxyep tvstivx} vmklxw ,MTVw-0 wygl ew gst}vmklx0 kmzi gviexsvw er 
incentive to create by legally guaranteeing them the exclusive right to exploit 
xlimv s{r gviexmsrw2 Sr xli sxliv0 MTVw pmqmx xli pirkxl sj xlmw qsrstsp}0 ws 
that once it expires, other people can use past work as a basis for future 
innovation.

Mr xli gewi sj gst}vmklx0 gviexmzi {svo ger tvszmhi mrwtmvexmsr jsv jyxyvi
generations of artists — think of Disney’s Snow White or the works of the 
Vihygih Wleoiwtievi Gsqter}2 Pmqmxw sr xli wgsti erh xivq sj MTVw 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{ivw0 eyxlsv sj xli Ks{ivw Vizmi{ sj Mrxippigxyep Tvstivx}0 er  
indepndent review whose recommendations were accepted by the UK  
Kszivrqirx ex xli irh sj 644:0 vigskrmwiw xlmw jegx {lir li {vmxiw xlex>

öXli mhiep MT w}wxiq gviexiw mrgirxmziw jsv mrrszexmsr0 {mxlsyx yrhyp} pmqmxmrk 
eggiww jsv gsrwyqivw erh jspps{1sr mrrszexsvw2 Mx qywx wxvmoi xli vmklx 
balance in a rapidly changing world so that innovators can see further by 
standing on the shoulders of giants.”1  

The burden of proof

Mr 64490 xli Vs}ep Wsgmix} sj Evxw wtsrwsvih er mrxivrexmsrep gsqqmwwmsr 
of experts from the creative industries, law, economics, science, technology 
erh xli tyfpmg wigxsv xs tvshygi Xli Ehiptlm Glevxiv2, a framework for policy 
qeoivw {ls evi gsrwmhivmrk glerkmrk xlimv MT pikmwpexmsr2 

Xli Glevxiv yvkiw kszivrqirxw xs eyxsqexmgepp} tviwyqi ekemrwx i|xirhmrk 
xli wgsti sv xivq sj MTVw0 wxexmrk xlex öxli fyvhir sj tvssj mr wygl gewiw 
must lie on the advocates of change”3, who should provide rigorous analysis 
which clearly demonstrates that any extension would be in the economic and 
civil interest of the public at large.




