name Edward Jonathan Chapin
address: 3129 Cumberland Hall
University of Maryland
College Park, MD 20740
phone number:301-314-5956
e-mail:charon@wam.umd.edu
(Note: Thisletter gets hurried at the end, for | found out about the forum only afew days
before it was due in, and my life kegps me otherwise busy as well)

Dear Sirsand Madams,

| write to you to tel you what | have seen and heard of the effects of the Digita
Millenium Copyright Act (DMCA), and how it seemsto be affecting my rightsas a
citizen. | am not a computing expert (Freshman Comp Engineer maor with life-long
experience usng), nor am | alegd expert, so this message will not be plagued with
cryptic phrases ment to confuse things for al and make it sound like | know what I'm
talking about because others can't understand. What | will do is Sate the truth of the
matter in Smple english, and show that the DMCA is not a safety net for copyright
matters asit clamsto be, but rather arestraint on probably the most important vaue this
country pridesitsef on, the freedom of thought.

As| understand, the second part of the DMCA (passed) is being used to prevent
individuds from having/using anything that can get around measures taken to protect
copyrighted information. Unfortunately, while sounding good, we know this cannot
work and isin fact only detrimenta to both freedom and progress. To illudtrate this, |
will use ared world example. Imagine aworld where the PMCA has been passed
(Physicd Millenium Copyright Act): Everything, from carsto ar-conditioners to
computers are permanently sealed, with padlocks only the manufacturers have keys to.
This prevents people from opening up said devices and making exact duplicatesto s,
thus steding praofit from the manufacturers. Also, to befair in comparing digitd
information and physica devices, lets pretend everyone has access to their own persona
assembly line that can produce anything else that has been manufactured exactly (o
copying physical technology is as easy as copying files). Sounds good, but there are
heavy drawbacks. Manufacturers have atotal monopoly, while hobbiests are left out in
the cold. The only way to upgrade one's computer would be to buy a new one from the
manufacturers, because if you used akey to open it and add the hardware yoursdlf, or
remove a part which you don't need, you'd be bresking the law. If one of the many car
hobhbiests wanted to open the hood of their car and see how it worked, fix it, upgradeit,
or even just see what that "weird noise’ was, they'd be breaking the law and could be
prosecuted. It becomes very obviousthat in order to give these companies alittle bit of
safety, it will cost usagrest ded of individud rights.

Without a freedom of information, innovation goes out the window as well.
Think about dl the inventions that came out based on someone elses designs, but with
vagt improvements. Think of how our lives would be without them. No computers, no
televison, no cars... With the current problem with DeCSS and the MPAA, independant
coders will not be dlowed to make DVD playersthat are vastly improved from previous
versons, and some computers won't be able to play DVD's because they don't run an
operating system that the MPAA deems "worthy" of their interests. The purpose of



DeCSS was to help independant programmers make DV D-player software for those
whom the industry neglected, not to pirate DVD's. But with the DMCA being used asiit
is, amply because it could possibly (and not effectively, mind you) be used to pirate
DVD's (Easly done without DeCSS anyway), even looking at it should beillegd (after
al, their case takes on steswho link to it, and isn't dl alink doing is saying "it's over
there”). Thislaw issmply aredtriction on individud rights, and threstensto be a
restriction on thought itself. From what | understand, part 1 (yet to be passed) saysit's
illegd to even attempt to circumvent copyright-protection methods. What's next, make it
illegd to discussit? lllegd to think about it? 1llegd to use "Circumvent” and "Copyright
measures' together in a sentence? Just because someone owns a gun, doesn't mean
they're guilty of murder. Same with DeCSS, just because someone has it, doesn't mean
they're using it to pirate movies. Recently my own website hogting the materias was
shut down by the MPAA, yet | never even opened the .zip files containing the offending
materid. The only 3 DVD's| own are foreign animation (Anime), and | never even
thought about usng DeCSS on them. Y et the MPAA will have you believe that because
| had them and linked to them, | am acrimind, just as guilty as those who Smply do an
"Image copy" of aDVD with a DV D burner (effective method of piracy in comparison)
and sl it. 1 annot acrimind. | only posted those files out of protest of the MPAA.
They are taking this somewhat open DMCA and perverting it's use to try and control me,
however. If they can do this, others certainly can aswell, which causes meto implore
you al to serioudy rethink the DMCA, it's interpretations, and it'simplications. | thank
you for your atention.



