Objection to the Inclusion of Digital Rights Management (DRM) in HTML5

 

The Civil Society Internet Governance Caucus (IGC) objects to the inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5. We endorse and support the formal objection lodged by the Electronic Frontier Foundation (EFF) and that the draft proposal from the World Wide Web Consortium (W3C) could stifle Web innovation and block access to content for people across the planet.

We believe that the proposed standard by W3C is a serious threat to an open and free internet. The impact of the standard if allowed to be developed will cause serious violations of various human rights including but not limited to property rights. 
The inherent danger of the proposal would be to shut out open source developers and competition, destroy interoperability and lock in legacy business models.

We
 note
 that much of the developing world, relies on open source developers to enable mechanisms that allow for an open environment of sharing resources related to agricultural practices, education, health and diverse content. In regions, where access to information is a challenge and with serious resource constraints, an open and free internet allows for ease of sharing information which empowers communities.

We 
believe
 that
 the
 inclusion
 of digital rights management in HTML5 will kill
 
in
novation and we strongly object to the inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5. 
We believe that will kill innovation and strongly object to the inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5. We would also like to reiterate that we fully endorse the arguments raised within the objection [1] raised by the EFF.

 

[1] https://www.eff.org/pages/drm/w3c-formal-objection-html-wg
�Comment from Aida Noblia: Dear:





Like most of the reviews seem to agree on the essentials of the draft letter of Salanieta, except a few paragraphs, I tried to look at the following what has been raised so far in the list.





Apologize if it is not in line with what I set, only with the spirit of cooperation.





Downstairs if I add them useful.





Regards


Aida Noblia





 -------------


The Society Internet Governance Caucus (IGC) objects to the inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5.


 We believe that the proposed standard by the W3C is a serious threat to a free and open Internet.


We endorse and support the formal objection filed by the Electronic Frontier Foundation (EFF). We understand the impact of the implementation of the proposed standard of the World Wide Web Consortium (W3C affect various human rights seriously, slow web innovation and block access to content for people around the globe.


 Another inherent danger of the proposal is to exclude open source developers and competition, destroy interoperability and lock in existing business models.


 We note that most of the developing world is based on open source developers so that the mechanisms that allow an open environment to share resources related to agricultural practices, education, health and diverse content. In regions where access to information is a challenge and serious resource constraints a free and open internet allows ease of information exchange that allows communities.


 For these reasons we strongly oppose the inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5 and fully support the arguments raised in the objection [1] proposed by the EFF.





�Comment by Jeremy Malcolm: I suggest getting rid of this sentence, which is a bit wooly and hyperbolic.


�Comment by Jeremy Malcolm: This para is good, though.


�Comment by Chaitanya: My 2c


 


Much of the developing world relies on open source developers to enable OR CREATE mechanisms that allow for an open environment of sharing resources related to agricultural practices, education, health and diverse content. In such regions, access to information is a challenge and with serious resource constraints, but it is an open and free internet (and the resultant ease of collaboration/sharing information) that empowers communities.





Comment by by Anriette E: +1


Comment by McTim: I prefer this new text





Comment by Roland Perry: Why would DRM on a Disney Movie download stifle the ability for the Open Source movement to continue to develop and distribute its work freely?


Comment by Chaitanya: Hi Roland, as at the end of the first para, "The inherent danger of the proposal would be to shut out open source developers and competition, destroy interoperability and lock in legacy business models."


Comment by Roland Perry: That merely restates my question. Why does DRM shut out those people who would not use it anyway (eg the Open Source folks).��Meanwhile, surely their innovation would be to distribute their own world-class movies, without DRM (as well as the software they are more normally known for).


Comment by Lee McKnight: Proper question is: Why should DRM on a Disney Movie download be baked into html5?��Seeing as it is being baked in elsewhere, no need to feel sorry for Mickey Mouse's..rights:��� HYPERLINK "http://www.rethink-wireless.com/2013/06/03/arm-bakes-drm-graphics-chips.htm" \t "_blank" �http://www.rethink-wireless.com/2013/06/03/arm-bakes-drm-graphics-chips.htm���Lee


Comment by Roland Perry:





The ability for Disney to turn on DRM is a perfectly legitimate thing to be "baked in" as you say.��Content providers who are DRM-refuseniks don't have to turn on DRM for their products, which will continue to be freely available.��You might surmise that I don't think being prevented from stealing a Disney movie is very high up on my list of reasons to be sorry for someone developing Open Source software in a developing country.��There are plenty of battles to fight, but this does not seem to me to be one of them.





�Comment by Jeremy Malcolm: I have some problems with this para too and would suggest it be simplified to something like "For the foregoing reasons we reiterate our strong objection to the support for DRM technologies in HTML5, and our agreement with the EFF's arguments in this regard."  Short and sweet.


�Comment by Carlos Afonso: Jeremy suggested a replacement, not simply dropping it. He suggested dropping another para.�I agree with him.


�Comment by Avri Doria: Thanks for highlighting this sentence. While I have issues with some of the others that I need to think through, this one stands out as problematic for me. I think that 'innovation' is one of those unidentifiables that everyone invokes in their statements no matter what position they are taking.��- those advocating DRM say that without the money that DRM enables no one would innovate at all (i disagree btw)��- those opposing DRM say that without the work of others to learn from and build upon we would kill innovation.  I  disagree, sure it makes innovation more challenging and is the wrong thing to do, but kill it?  I don't think so.


�People will innovate because they are innovators, so we can facilitate or hinder it, but neither side can kill it.��I think if we going to include a reason, something I am not sure we should do, I think it has to rest of arguments related to Access to Knowledge.





�Comment by Suresh Ramasubramanium: I support avri's argument. Openness, vendor neutrality etc rather than vague and fuzzy terms


�Comment by Lee McKnight: How about: "We believe that the inclusion of digital rights management in HTML5 will CONSTRAIN WEB innovation.  We strongly object to inclusion of digital rights management (DRM) in HTML5, AND INSIST DRM INDUSTRY INTERESTS NOT DISTORT CORE PROTOCOLS OF THE OPEN INTERNET."


Comment by Avri Doria in response: +1


Comment by Aida Noblia: OK in accordance


Comment by Anriette E: I can live with 'constrain innovation' but I do think it is important to�refer to DRM's impact on innovation resulting from restrictions on easy�sharing and reuse of content.��Anriette


�Comment by Babatope: I thınk stymıe or hınder ınnovatıon ıs more apt and measurable


Or we can say ıt has the abılıty to hınder access to knowledge for online users


�Comment by McTim: of course not, it's overblown hyperbole.  'Stymie" or "hinder" are�better words, or just drop the para per Jeremy.


�





