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Z DRSO /S—2 = 23, 20094 8 19 UKL ALEiE 77 THfE &S A
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EEHIL, 50, ERMEOEA L ERICER LT\ 5, ZOERH L
LTEZL OFENREZTE 2O, FEEHED BRI Om TH S,
E BT, FEEIREBICAERICE > ThHVIC WH DI > TE &
b g, FRITE VDT TAEE RO EHZ L > T HEAICE
WCTHHETH D, FRELT, LV AT RO LN FIET, R#EOHE
EEERTHLEMNNEL 2o T D, —ER G SRR ZTY 1T 5
DIXHEETH 2 DT, FEHEOHIIRHLE B L OGISHLE O UGE T @O HIFRE
MEFEBNTND, TRE, FEHERIR L OBIABUE (F72132 O
2B 2 EERAI 222 2 R D 5 2 < DR, Fhtds K OVEBR#E T
NDZENTERL HDWITHEITRBO T, WIS FVERER B &2 JEIE L,
BB OEICEA SED N E VD Z LI EICERNET LTV
LEXBMH LIV, A H T, R L BRI L o owE) e N T
VAREWDNIRET D E VO BEDIE S ICERIZY T LTV LD

V2o HEREFEE ] OOV TIL, LR &2, See Rochelle Cooper Dreyfuss,
Diane Leenheer Zimmerman & Harry First, eds., Expanding the Boundaries of Intellectual
Property: Innovation Policy for the Knowledge Society (Oxford, Toronto: Oxford Univer—
sity Press, 2001); Reto M. Hilty, “The Expansion of Copyright Law and its Social Justi—
fication” in Christopher Heath & Kung—Chung Liu, eds., Copyright Law and the Infor-
mation Society in Asia, 11C Studies no 27 (Oxford and Portland, Oregon: Hart Publishing,
2007) 1; Peter Gyertyanfy, “Expansion des Urheberrechts — Und kein Ende?” [2002]
GRUR Int. 557; William R. Cornish, “The Expansion of Intellectual Property Rights” in

Gerhard Schricker, Thomas Dreier & Annette Kur, eds., Geistiges Eigentum im Dienste

der Innovation (Baden—Baden: Nomos, 2001) 9; Hugh Laddie, “Copyright: Over—strength,

Over-regulated, Over-rated?” [1996] E.I.LP.R. 253; Ben Depoorter, “The Several Lives
of Mickey Mouse: The Expanding Boundaries of Intellectual Property Law”, 9(2) Virginia
Journal of Law & Technology 1 (2004).

2 See, e.g., P. Bernt Hugenholtz & Ruth Okediji, “Conceiving an International Instrument
on Limitations and Exceptions to Copyright, Final Report”, March 2008; Christophe
Geiger, “Implementing an International Instrument for Interpreting Copyright Limitations

and Exceptions”, 40 11C 627 (2009).
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WZEDIDY, ZLTEIEDED, ZLBEZXLNTETCND L AN
D, WAL TELTEZNL, RICHETRY EF5 L0 METH S,
WIS HE X BEEEREOZ D X 5 2 F a—=2 7%, &0 b &
FERITHBWT, L OBEFD, GEIFEHE) HIBREIE OILK & F IR ROkt
THHEIL, U FO LI R#EREZHNTND, Thbb, &L, HERE
MHIMAKIC (FEFIZ) B0 EFTE57%206, HileBEMORANEIZIB N T
AWEEZITARED A vy T 4 T bIERkbhs THAH I, ZLTER
BT THERFBEZLELTTHA I, RERDL,. 2O LT,
FAUATHET R (O3, U B ORI, FH i o Ao 2%
) 120 T, BRBFMB LOSUEMRBREZES THA I DB TH D,
OB, PHIMED B A ) R— g Tk 5T e T 4 THERE
LI 2L WO ENLHHET 5, Aimstd, MtoNidiaz &0, LIFO
LML Db DTH D, FFN—ADFZITBNT, WEICRE S
HIRRMHIE L, A/ X—a V EANEICAE R R EZ bbb LY B L L biT,
)5, AEE OB NS AETNFIRICBNT 52 L 2FEZTH L
BRETDZEI2L 0 BEREO AT A2 BWEER AR LD I RE S
ZLIEA D FAT ETHRMNC, FIRICBAMARFEEI SO L S e
DELTHETELNEN) ZEMbEEREIL, RIZ, 207 7a—F
B, EE - o NEB X OEBES 120 SNAHEICHEAT 5 2
L EBRET D,

1. EEED THIRBEMWY) 27 70—F&EZX5 : AFES
FUBIEEDI-ODE—TH— K

THIRBIAIAY ) 727 T —F 2B 25 & & FFMEORRNIERIZITE

3 See, e.g., Reto M. Hilty & Christophe Geiger, eds., 7he Balance of interest in Copyright
Jaw (Munich: 2006) Online-Publication, online: Max Planck Institute for Intellectual
Property, Competition and Tax Law, http://www.intellecprop.mpg.de/ww/de/pub/
forschung/publikationen/online_publikationen.cfm; Llewellyn Gibbons and Xiao Li Wang,
“Striking the Rights Balance among Private Incentives and Public Fair Uses in the United

States and China”, 7 John Marshall Review of Intellectual Property Law 488 (2008).
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INEETHMET D Z ERRD TEECTH L, FHEREESLOE —r v 4k
DONLIEF T, B Z20E, B R T HIFRIC DWW TE R T 5 2 L2 Hiv L X |
M— Lo HREE 2 L, 2B THIRR (limitation) | & [444
(exception) | &9 FHEEIX, MAICHERBICHWOND, ZOFEEDOER
¥, W5 ORI S IEOEHRIZEGT 2 B o 7 iEMBEICE R T 5
HLOTH L0 VEIHFLAOBRIZ KN E KIZL D 5D ThD,
PRI, BIEHEDORRAOMNOMBETH Y . £ 2 TlE, EEE. Hi% X
ARIZEWNT, THIER) H2DVIE TEIS) AIEL <IHMTE2EWRT 200380
ORI LT e STV D, ENW R, LLFIZRB W T, TFLi riil
R & ok | DFEIR TS & OBV O RTEICH =272 2 H T H =i, T
@&%%J@%%ﬁ%%ﬁ%#é:&ﬁbiooit\Mi\%mﬁwﬁ
HIZS, BRHEIRIC L 0 BAT SN D BZ ET 2= 00 # ISl e FE T
HLNEID, FLTIORAIN—I b EERE, 3—r v/ kB L
VDERHEEICET 20 TH L0 —& BICIIEF O ETEOHRN TEIE S
720 | BH DN OGEIZIIHRET L IND LD TH DD ERGEET
5260 Thbd,

1 See Martin R.F. Senftleben, Copyright, Limitations and the Three=Step Test: An
Analysis of the Three Step Test in International and EC Copyright Law (The Hague:

Kluwer Law International, 2004) at 22 [Senftleben, Copyright, Limitations). Senftleben 1%,

TRIPS @ & 9 22 BRI E IV Tl HFEZS K & g o TREF &7z 2 &3, BTk
<, Whad “droit d auteur” &, TE L« T —0O copyright DIEHE & DB OHz I
FH THot= W) BRIEWIER 2 LT\ 5, See also Séverine Dusollier, Droit
d’auteur et protection des oeuvres dans 1 univers numeérique. droits et exceptions a la
[umiére des dispositifs de verrouillage des oeuvres (Brussels: Larcier, 2005) at para. 546,
spec. note 31 [Dusollier, Droit d’auteur] (20014 D FAEHEFE I TR » 727530
{EZFRES 2515 L LW MEROM M 23#iw 9 %) . Michel Vivant and Jean-Michel
Bruguiére, Droit d’auteur (Paris: Dalloz, 2009) at para. 556 [Vivant & Bruguiére, Droit
d’auteur]\Z XAV FAEHREORREARET 272D ZORTHEM s 5 H5FE
WETETELOEEELD ZENEETH D,
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A, EEED THIEREHIS ) LIFICh, ZLTEZOREBOERICIESH
TEMBEREZITN?

HIBR OB DAL I ICIE SRR TER D D, BlZIE, AR HIBREIH
Pl S -GS O AL, £k, 6 ORI O A A%
H-0bDlE, Ebbhtnotatr - n—EHTEIL ABNEEZAT
HY FZIETAVBCBTFDE7 =7 « a—2HES), FE0b0ITK
FREENC A2 b DO TH D, H—0ga, BUEIR, BFilz/2pRiic kv %
WA LTRSS 2 2 L2 FREICT 5, — 0. B0, BT L VR
THDMN, LVENREERS D, KEEIEEIZBT D F8kM: o K
B ORIROBREMRRBHNSND Z LT, ;@ﬁménéﬁmm&é
bol b, ZOREMROFANIREICFIAICEE LB 6N 2N
£ o THY, Bk TH LI, i%%%% ;@%mm WA s h
TV DTN, —E, HAEAPHIREEICID I A—Shd &,
%@@ﬁmﬁﬁmtéﬂ\itiﬁE&%M@i%w%%<o%n@z\
ZOMOMIRIE, LiIEUIE NEEF#] LMEEnbT 5, Zhud, 2<0
g—n v EET, &V DTRNEBORT, K< AR50 THD
N FEAEDaTY - v —DOETIE, MO THAHITHY, &L R0 E
WHZ bbb, HIROG L 2 HERITLT LHEER D LS DI

iﬁw&w9$%i ZNTHLRBAEETH DL EMIHHTBLL &
DTHY ., ZZTRELTWDEEED THIREMR) 77a—F L)
%?wu%%%ﬁzoéf&éo Fhwz, LTFOT7 Fa—Fi3zom
#iH LCIHEFIZT—m v " THY (RERL, 3—a v 0T AL
DENPKEEETHL1PHTHD), T, 2FL - B —DEHEZE 5
ETHEEHOEMFRIZE > TUTEL REBLDOT (D WITe L AAD 7R
HLOTEZ) HBHEEZLD.

ERNCE 2R, THRIRR & BN ) L137RI2y, FEVRHED IR O RR D ks
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B EN SN TRV, 2L O, £ L CTEERERIRO (v RE
EROIFANZZ D 9 HO—D>ThH DM, ZOMMIE, THIFR) & 5

EWV O VEEAGEICBEE L TR S EERTOND LWV FEICEE LS
ERZ o TWD, ZOHETHEL, HBNZBWTIKHEIZALND
£ 912, SEOMGEITERMIERISIET 2 Lo IcBbh s, BREMR
IELLF OBIOE A OB ESE L 9 5, IEREMGFEICIWT, RED, sk
TR TR S 72 1 UL 7Ze B 72y (exceptio est strictissimae interpreta—
tionis®) &\ D JFRANZE S T, PR FEHED TS L LTEX B
a0 h BREMRITIES LD 5, [HSh) Lo HEEIX, 5
Kiex2£BTHHEO S LO—D>ThHY, 2 LT HmWHE) Lo HeE
DI, FEFC LT LEERMICHW D, ZOREICET 2R OLL
BIOFC T ~T= L D1, THIA] &) HEEE, e =T e —& Ry
%o RIS DTEFITRE Y TIE SR WIGEITIE, HEEJFHNT
RORITUTR 6220, RE WD & fisk &k, PEthiE & v o iEo R
DEDOEIBRBOELZE NI 51255, THIR] Lo JHGEIE, B2k
(T Z2R/ET 5, PRIPEOSFRZ, HIRIC KV IRESND, Zh b DS
MEMZ T, BEEIXTOEEDZ T2 b — 52 LIXTEA
VY, [/ CARZ B OME 9 72 DI2id, HERIE, B & S IO T OHEMLE & v

S s EHIBROMEE ZBESIE L L 9 &5 A & LT, seerecently Andrew Christie,
“Finetuning the System: Conceptualising the Nature and Scope of Exceptions to Intel—
lectual Property Rights”, Paper presented at the ATRIP conference “Can One Size Fit
All?”, Munich, 21 July 2008 [forthcoming in Annette Kur, ed., Can One Size Fit All?,
ATRIP Conference Papers 2008 (Cheltenham, UK/ Northampton, MA: Edward Elgar,
2010) [Christie, Finetuning]].

CHBHA ZOBMOBREBROFEANZ SV TIE, 45 HER 20D TiEiu,
KA 2V IZDUWT See, e.g., Markus Wurdinger, “Die Analogiefahigkeit von Normen”
(2006) 206 AcP 946, at 965 ff. 7 7 > AT, FHIOERE WA oo L, Rik
HEIZBW T U 53 TWa (see Gerard Cornu, Droit civil: Introduction, Les
personnes, Les biens, 12th ed. (Paris: Montchrestien, 2005) para. 417, Cornu (. fHIPEIZ
ZTOELEBE L THREN A TR bRV ER LD, £ L TEORE, HIR
DOHEMEZERT H7-OICLE L SNDGEITITIERAFR S FTREIC 2 Y 5 5 LR~
2.0
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L LTEADLNDLIRETHA I, WTIITH L, Bigo MR-
BICKTH L TWD EEZ DD, £ L THEA RFREDB O RT3 T o A
WELINTNDEBALRD, FFEOLDOE 2T Ve —Th Y 2732
WChAH S, MIRINIZ, FEHEEIE, —EDRMD FTOLFI AL
LTWD CGEEHEEL, ARTIERS, REEREL WD, LTS5
WE2E, PAE] £z TAKE] Ob 2 RIDOLEHREL TN HD
ThDH), TOBEOTFTIE, KA LTEZONDIRELRONPHEATH
DIk E L TIEM L EN D RE OB PEIER DO TH DS, Z DL Sz,
EEHEORIRIZ, B1EE QMO CTlxie < T LA, HIEHED IERE
IR A RET DB DO TH B 1Y,

" See Christophe Geiger, “Fundamental Rights, a Safeguard for the Coherence of Intel—
lectual Property Law?” (2004) 35 IIC 268. /r#rix, lBRASHREN (REEEIC T4 )

LIEEN S, LIFEBH,) O3 ERETLIHATHLRALR, ZOHAIZRBW
T, THROWEMIMET 5 2 &) 1FEKIRE LTEDISTF STV DM, ANEE~D
NIETRWEN DO ZH ORISR L 725, F SN OO EICEBIT B EmsEEE O L 512,
FTARTOEBENFIHATETHEB, AT v I—%2 055 ERNETH-20, H
TERAT L5012, TXTOBTERFMAAERTHLR, F7ry NEED LR
LREOIBRbOTHD,

8 See Christophe Geiger, “Les exceptions au droit d’auteur en France (analyse critique
et prospective)” in Christophe Geiger, Michele Bouyssi—-Ruch & Reto M. Hilty, eds.,
Perspectives d’harmonisation du droit d’auteur en Europe (Paris: Litec, 2007) 349
[Geiger, “Exceptions”] [Geiger, Bouyssi—-Ruch & Hilty, Perspectives d’harmonisation];
Reto M. Hilty, “Stindenbock Urheberrecht?” in Ansgar Ohly & Diethelm Klippel, eds.,
Geistiges Figentum und Gemeinfreiheit (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2007) 107 at 111 [Hilty,
“Stindenbock”]; Detlef Kroger, “Enge Auslegung von Schrankenbestimmungen — wie
lange noch?” [2002] M.M.R. 18 at 20; Thomas Hoeren, “Access Right as a Postmodern
Symbol of Copyright Deconstruction?” in Jane Ginsburg & June Besek, eds., Adjuncts
and Alternatives to Copyright: Proceedings of the ALAI Congress, New York, June 13-17,
2001 (New York, Kernochan Center for Law Media and the Arts, 2002) 348 at 361 fT.

9 Christophe Geiger, “De la nature juridique des limites au droit d’auteur” (2004) 13
Propr. intell. 882 ff., and from the same author: “ Der urheberrechtliche
Interessensausgleich in der Informationsgesellschaft” [2004] GRUR Int. 815 ff.; P. Bernt

Hugenholtz, “Fierce Creatures, Copyright Exemptions: Towards Extinction?” in
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b L, HEHEORBEZRETLOOFEL LT, ZLTEAWRIZE
OERRFAFHEIEIZ LD E B2 DNRVOPEHLMNCTHZ 2L,
FEEEOEROBEERET 2O OFEE LT, [HIE) #5256, £0
e, — I CTIREDOHIFE, 7 TEERORIR, o " oaERkT 50
IRV E DI B s, b LI OIEMRICHE D 2 D, FHIEREL, BEEhRVEL
BN LZEMBELL L, BRE L T2 b0 RSN, BEIEN
RN Ll o T, FIAME L Z OMERIOBIR & 1X, —D2DaA D
RILDTHD", BIZIEN T ZHR@SEHFTA, 20044 3 H RO HTH

IFLA/IMPRIMATUR Conference, Rights, Limitations and Exceptions: Striking a Proper
Balance, Amsterdam, 30-31 October 1997, 13 ff., and from the same author, “Adapting
Copyright to the Information Superhighway” in P. Bernt Hugenholtz, ed., 7he Future of
Copyright in a Digital Environment, Proceedings of the Royal Academy colloquium
organized by the Royal Netherlands Academy of Sciences (KNAW) and the Institute for
Information Law, Amsterdam, 6-7 July 1995 (The Hague: Kluwer Law International, 1996)
81, at 94. Hi4t & HIBROMEE OBEE(LIZBI LTI see also recently Andrew Christie,
“Finetuning the System: Conceptualising the Nature and Scope of Exceptions to
Intellectual Property Rights” (Paper presented at the ATRIP conference “Can One Size
Fit All?”, Munich, 21 July 2008) [forthcoming in Annette Kur, ed., Can One Size Fit All?,
ATRIP Conference Papers 2008 (Cheltenham, UK/ Northampton, MA: Edward Elgar,
2010) [Kur, One Sizell.

10" See also J. Forns, “Le droit de propriété intellectuelle dans ses relations avec 1’ intérét
public et la culture”, Le Droit d Auteur, 15 mars 1951, 25 at 28; Jaap H. Spoor, “General
Aspects of Exceptions and Limitations to Copyright” in Libby Baulch, Michael Green &
Mary Wyburn, eds., 7he Boundaries of Copyright: its proper limitations and exceptions,
ALAI Study Days 1998 (Sydney, NSW: Australian Copyright Council, 1999) 27. Vivant &
Bruguiere, Droit d auteur, supra note 4 at para. 565 T Vivant & Bruguiere 7% 9 £ < #§
BELTWLEZADLDE LTULTOHINSH %, “Dis—moi quelles sont tes exceptions,
je te dirais quel est ton droit” ({IANFE DHISNZ IR A~ToF 2 STIUTE OHERI DT
NEEBI).

1 See also Haimo Schack, “Urheberrechtliche Schranken, tibergesetzlicher Notstand und
verfassungskonforme Auslegung” in Ansgar Ohly et al, eds., Perspektiven des Geistigen
Eigentums und Wettbewerbsrechts, Festschrift fiir Gerhard Schricker zum 70. Geburtstag
(Munich: Beck, 2005) 511 [Ohly, Perspektiven]: “Der Inhalt der Urheberrechts und seine

Schranken sind zwei Seiten derselben Medaille. Erst ihre Gesamtschau ldsst das Ausmal
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RRWHEIRZ L CWb, T74bb (727 « 5 4 —1U 7 (fair dealing)
BISMNBLE L, B 2P &0 D K0 | BEMEEO R AT R 7oy & L CHRfig
L7EE o RBELLLWYTH D2, e Z0ER, Dhitba—n
Y RICBNT) ML ARRIRIC A L LTHE, R#OHERB LW
ZOEMEL A, FAEE THIR) L, 8L, £ EH 7520
DT EBFELFRESNZATLTHA S, BIHOMHERD L O 1B EHEDTIIRE
FONRTY w7 RAL BT 2 FEY (Bl 20T, REEIR NG T L7

der dem Urheber vorbehaltenen Nutzung des Werkes erkennen”.
12 CCH Canadian Ltd. v. Law Society of Upper Canada, [2004] 1 S.C.R. 339, 2004 SCC
13 [CCH], at para. 48.
3 See, e.g., Annette Kur, “Of Oceans, Islands, and Inland Water — How much Room for
Exceptions and Limitations under the Three-step Test?”, Max Planck Institute for In—
tellectual Property, Competition & Tax Law, Research Paper Series No. 08-04 (forth—
coming in Annette Kur & Marianne Levin, eds., /ntellectual Property in a Fair World
Trade System — Proposals for reforming TRIPS (Cheltenham, UK/Northampton, MA:
Edward Elgar, 2010) [Kur, “Oceans”], Kur ®F38IZ &5 & FREEHIM . —iki07e (i3
R BSOS RO X D RBIRE | THAPMHE SR TH DI b bd, (£
U CEEEHEMM T LT Wiz b b b3 . Rl Rl CHERI &2 1T L
Lo LT oMERIFICHEELE ) HIREOMORANE, TH2T, REMFRR T L
TWRWHERNC IS FHRISHT 2890 & L COBREZ BUET 5 ), i A3,
ZDOEEIWCLD L FIHOWERTH S (5 H), Seein this sense the decision of the Paris
Court of appeal, CA Paris, 4th Division A, 4 April 2007, (2008) 39 IIC 360, = ®H|P|Z
Yzl BEROBIMNE, THERIZ < LTHFRZR L] OFRRIOBLEN S, REL
LA E R S b 0] TIEa < FEHEGSRISET 25000 L LToRMTHis
22bDThD, ZOMRITT 7 2 AWBRFZ L > THRABI LTV D (st civil
division, 19 June 2008, (2008) 217 R.I.D.A. 299). See also French Supreme Court, Ist
civil division, 27 November 2008, (2009) 46 RLDI 10, comment by O. Pignatari. = ®
SAYERARIE, SRS L0 IR ST 2 5T D TR 2 i B A G T D 2 & ofiliR &2
[FATT 5] Zeaa—F—ICHFTHEEZ OV ONOEANSE (B2 R Y3
VEMEILO5bS B IR) DM &A@ U T, BHC I — 1 v XTIk EZ T TV a0 b L
RV, ZOWEITBWT, HIfRIE, BICHR L LT CldZe <, Bz i
Z O 2 HERIE IS U CRIBAICATEE SN D Db D L L THHEREL TV D K DI
i b, See Christophe Geiger, “Copyright and Free Access to Information, For a Fair
Balance of Interests in a Globalised World” [2006] E.I.P.R. 366, at 370.
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W) 1x, b L EOEME AT e b, FEENTOMAEEEIET S
ENTERNEWV D HEE L CE b CTHKRFHMEZ > T b, A
EEEICED B TOHNITFEIROIMNLE L TWDEDTHS, S HIT, &
VEMERRHERN R S 72 1 2R DO B & o 72 THIK (restrictions) | 0 1E 24 {kiZ
fEAEE 22 THIBR (limitations) | (2RI LTl Z % 15 4k oo RIREIC IR 1 K8 ]
LTCWb, BIxiE (747 4 7OHMB] (2%, 2EL - v —OMFEE
WHED & TAT 4 TRBL ) OFAIEB L UG OMER] (72137 A
UBCBFDLIXARTE D LA DD (727 « 2—R]) X, FUH
BEEF->TWD, Tabb, AWEEN, BFEOT A F 4 TIZHESOTANE
THIEEARRICL, BRFEOEEY ZH D BCALER I ELRTH 2 L
BIZT %, Ehud, AEIGENA FIREIC 4 7o O EAR 7 MBS T
BB, DX D Tk T e s BRI B B B ORI, EEHED
%%@%&@&mt ST HHIRE O ZXKBIT 5 Z &, LIZLIEIE
WCHELWZ 23D 5D, EWIHIbDTHDY, BlziE, 2o &k, 2001
$5H%H®fh$ﬁA¥‘J5*1@@E~®ﬁlﬁ:ﬁwf\4ﬁ%
BRUCBIE L T A2 o721 D ORMIEsTenflc L e s 9
2 X 00T, ZHUHBHRIZR THIER) 720725 5 Dy, £i2i%, FERICEET,
HITIE GBI L o Th =& nay) EI L ) (R S /- #ibHIc
BLRWEEDE WL 00 E e, ERO—-FEThH00", [EUHE

1" See Christophe Geiger, Droit d’auteur et droit du public a I’ information, Approche de
droit comparé (Paris: Litec, 2004) 209 ff. [Geiger, Droit d auteur]).

15 See also Vivant & Bruguiere, supra note 4 at para. 557, IR F/2 5 = & &2 KB4
LOIFESTIEL, W URIE B> TRIRT 52 L0835V 5 5,

16 E.C., Commission Directive of 22 May 2001 on the harmonisation of certain aspects of
copyright and neighbouring rights in the information society, [2001] O.]. L 167 of 22 June
2001 at 10.

T See, e.g., André Lucas, Droit d’auteur et numérique (Paris: Litec, 1998) at para. 243;
P. Bernt Hugenholtz, “Why the Copyright Directive is Unimportant, and Possibly Inva—
lid” [2000] E.I.P.R. 501; Vivant & Bruguiere, supra note 4, at para. 594. For a discussion
see also IViR, “The Recasting of Copyright & Related Rights for the Knowledge Economy,
Final Report” (University of Amsterdam, The Netherlands, November 2006) 68 ff., online:
IVIR <http://www.ivir.nl>; Alexander Peukert, “Der Schutzbereich des Urheberrechts
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CBEC T T AR T B RATE B RIICE R TH D —oDF
W%%@%#ékwothﬁ BT D, EHITHEERZ2 b0 L LTOFE
Wy DR (“exception de reproduction accessoire”) IZBI L T U HAL Ty
8, 2O Z EIEHIEEIC ISRV HIBINEIC L0 AIRR S 4L D EVERESIR
%%%Té D BHDHVE, BRIEIZ LD D= N DX THEARWRRGE
M E DI RWETH A 9 2 Uedile s FEEMORIIT 2 TIEZR
w#%f%éw BOBI, FEEMOFRI LA TH S, LTy
FEME THIRR) 72D THA D M, Fhvl b, PEEIL. ALZERICEB TS
FAED ORI OB SN D& 70T, FANZe 22T 2R RIS
A SRV ER LD Z LI TERNWEAS I, BRI, W50 r—

und das Werk als offentliches Gut, insbesondere: Die urheberrechtliche Relevanz des
privaten Werkgenusses” in Reto. M. Hilty & Alexander Peukert, eds., /nteressenaus—
gleich im Urheberrecht (Baden—Baden: Nomos, 2004) 11, at 26 ff. See also the decision of
the Swiss Supreme Court dated 26 June 2007, “Electronic Press review”, (2009) 40 1IC
990, F{EM D —BFRVRIFIZ, FIEMOFFE 2@ A M 27T b o Tidewy, 372
bh, FEMO—MIRIAE, [ZOFITO—HSTho, Tz, ThFhsr
L7oRFREEME 2 R 7oy, 250 9 DT, FEF RN IR ST
LHDTdH 5]

8 French Supreme Court, 15 March 2005, (2005) 36 IIC 869. See on this issue Chris—
tophe Geiger, “Creating Copyright Limitations without Legal Basis: The ‘Buren’ Deci-
sion, A Liberation?” (2005) 36 1IC 842 ff. See a/so the decision of the Paris Court of
Appeal, 12 September 2008, (2009) 31 Propr. intell. 53, comment by André Lucas and
Jean-Michel Bruguiere at 56. FHIFTIZ LD & FEAEMOMBERRITIL, TEEEHERE
DI EDHFFIZA LT Z O E DRI — WIZIRTET D B3 78 ) EEH
ENB

19 See, e.g., Vivant & Bruguiere, supra note 4 at para. 564.

20 This has been argued for example by Philippe Gaudrat & Frédéric Sardain, “De la copie
privée (et du cercle de famille) ou des limites au droit d’auteur”, Comm. com. électr.
November 2005, at 6; Philippe Gaudrat, “Réflexion disperses sur |’ éradication
méthodique du droit d”auteur dans la ‘société de 1”information’”, [2003] RTD Com. 87,
at 102 ff.; Vivant & Bruguiere, supra note 4 at para. 562, 583 ff. ; Pignatari, supra note 13.
See also Pierre-Yves Gautier, Propriété littéraire et artistique, 6th ed. (Paris: PUF, 2007)
at para. 338, Gautier |21 % & [FEHROHEFOIEMIL, RFHS—AXI T 17
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ZNZBNT, FEEN N O HEEEIET D Z LM TERNnENS 2k
WICHET DL, @ — RIRENTIE Ry Lvy, LinL, 20

SUNRIZF W TIERICEE R X9 12 b D DI, FRHERIRO #7E Th 5,

FEEHEEIT A B 7222 M A A L2 AU W T e b d & I3EE O &t
v, £ LT O R |22 Z2MIIELE O F M ORIER 2RI 2 rTREIC T
260 THD, ZOLHICLT, KEOAMA, FHROHBBLOZEOA
HORHED L5 &L EOMERRIES D Z & L h o, T LT, el
M7 AIFIZ BT 2 kORI B SN D Z & LA 9%, IHCE
oL, HIBRIZANEMEOREIZET 520 TH Y | 72, BEMFEEE S
Lo A= a COREIZET 20 TH 2%, ZildEl, FIEMESR

e ERTFNTR L RVEREDO—DO T H 5%, IF|EERNT T —FIT &

BT DHEEMO LD FHIZH ) Abraham Drassinower, “Authorship as Public

Address: On the Specificity of Copyright Vis—a—vis Patent and Trade-Mark”, [2008] Mich.

St. L. Rev. 199 at 200, Drassinower |2 K % & [F/EMET, BRIO P2 MER] &
DRI LA, A KRBT HPMMALHERTH D, BIxIX, BARICEREZ TS
2 LiE. BIEE ORI ORI TH LS GRIAEHR) 1,

2l See Christophe Geiger, “Fundamental Rights, a Safeguard for the Coherence of In—
tellectual Property Law?”(2004) 35 I1IC 268.

2 See also Ruth L. Okediji, “The International Copyright System: Limitations, Excep—
tions and Public Interest Considerations for Developing Countries”, UNCTAD-ICTSD
Project on IPRs and Sustainable Development, Issue Paper No. 15 (Geneva: ICTSD, 2006)
[Okediji, “International Copyright System”] Executive Summary, at x: [FHF1L7=. & L
TG 72 IR IS & OIS 0> 70 WEERRGE D HERI O A G- F 72 13T, B 7R s
T 72iF Tl AERA 7 RX— a3 U OBRE O b DIZHIRA NSRRI TR
LB EE5 25,

2 Seein this sense also Annette Kur, Marianne Levin & Jens Schovsbo, “Expropriation of
Fair Game for All? The Gradual Dismantling of the IP Exclusivity Paradigm”, forthcoming
in Annette Kur & Marianne Levin, eds., Intellectual Property in a Fair World Trade
System — Proposals for reforming TRIPS (Cheltenham, UK/Northampton, MA: Edward
Elgar, 2010):  [RfjI7R % A 7D AME L L COMBBALIC b b 53, £ LCHEH
T 2 NEHEDTRNE 0 IZhhb 0 e ETH 12, mMERIL. Mg
BT BN —RICAWEEE A 7 R—va VRS S0, Al STz,
ZO My 7B LTI see also Hilty, “Stindenbock ?”, supra note 8 at 111 sq.

80 MM PEIREURFFTE  Vol. 29(2010)

FEAHEOHIFR 238 U 7= AR B OHEHE (Geiger)

Bl ZIUIEEHERIE DO X0 ERro By, $7ebb, SREEEICE
LSEINTND LI, TRZEB LA SORBEIEET 570
TEZHDY, ZZTHUOBH LN o7= & 912, FEVEHERIEE O BEREFS )
DR B ITFIFIHE & ZVEHERIBR & & 72203 % Z L I3& I Bbil s,
IR, MM ILEOHEZ L > TWANLTH D, T 5 IEEREIZA
VEYEDARMED 7o 0 DIEMME A 72 D TH DE, ZOBENST D & EE
FERIRN 22— — I & 52 T DM E I W HiEmlT. E b oo
WO RIS ERICIEE > T b Lo Iclbngd (el tba—nuay
ARIZBWT, BRI ORI R Z H T TV D), R EVEMHERIR
_;Dé&kéﬂtﬁ&_;D%W%%ﬁﬁféﬁﬁ\ﬂ@m;@%ﬁé
NEFERICHE > TV D O TIEAR L | BENRBITE CTOFEFEHIS, Lo
THEFNZ, T bk LTEFHEIC, o TnoDTHD, TOEE
HEIE, PEME & L S DAER A BICT 2 0L O ONT v 2% L
HZLORREE BRI TELDOTHEND Th Y, HEREREA OIS
i, FHAE L HEFIBIR & Vv 9 oA OMICIZE =TI e —R3 b 5,

2 U.S. Const., art. I, §8, cl. 8.
% See also Gerhard Schricker, “Urheberrecht zwischen Industrie- und Kulturpolitik”
[1992] GRUR 246, A JEDFITRIT, FHIEHEOTRGE & MO WIS OB & 72 % & T8RT %,
0 FLERLOEIAC BT D Z OiFim 2 OV TlL, see Christophe Geiger, “Right to
Copy v. Three-Step Test, The Future of the Private Copy Exception in the Digital En—
vironment” [2005] CR international 7 ff.
2T Seein this spirit CCH, supranote 12 at para. 48: [ 7 =7 « 5 4 — 1 ' 7 OHIFMNT
W ohif e LTIV LAEEMIEOERE /& L CEICEFS TN D -
T =T - T 4= Y 70BN, ERHEOMOBISN LRI, FUTE OREFITH
5l ZOHIRIZE KT DHHDELT, see Drassinower, supra note 20 at 200: [ 517 4|2
BILZ7=7 - T4—=V 7 TAVBIET D7 =7 « 22— A%, FFEHEEICH
WARTH B[ —F =R & b5 & FEHERFEOFISTIERW (5]
) |, See also Marie-Christine Janssens, “The issue of exceptions: reshaping the
keys to the gates in the territory of literary, musical and artistic creation” in Estelle
Derclaye, ed., Research Handbook on the Future of EU Copyright (Cheltenham,
UK/Northampton, MA: Edward Elgar, 2009) 317 at 347, HEftiEE & HIok & DT/ T >
Ak LD A= ANE, TEEEE RS A DONDE DD THY , TOIER L
FOMEEMEICE > TREZEO O TH D GRFAEE) ) L ERT D,
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Z L CHMRIMNIZEEZ R OILZ OFE R TH 5%, HERIOIRIZ, BRIz X vk
EEND, TNHEBAT, HEFXALOFEEWICH L Ty ha—L
ETDHIENTERY, Lo T, X0 IRFEFH O ) 7R %2 R 5
LB FHEMERIR O REMNE HET D 2 Lk, MFHCETRN B R
ZHBUL LTS DO TLNA RO TH D, ZOXARICBNT, HETHDH
XROIL, BIEEOBEN, KOO AMNEERTEDL0E I NOHKRT
BH5Y, FVEMERIRZ LRGSR L7Z0 | BT 25 2 & TR#EDHNE A HI
W22 LICE D ZORMBERENDDTHIIZ, DL XL, £
W L CERGR A RETERVWOTH D,

S BT RFFHIBLIC IV T G HIRROAGE & 5T 5 Z LA TE 5%,
ERR WA LRFRE 2 LT XD 2% (bW D IIlEF—e 2] &
W) ZLDOEVRARRIBRIZE D A= 5%, 7o&x. BRI R

28 See in this spirit also Kur, Levin & Schovsbo, supra note 23:  [HEfthtEi. FEPEMAY
BRFENFAENZ N EOREER L 2RV HE DRI N T, Z L TEDOMRY
IZRWT, KEWRBHEETZ AL THY, £ LT, £0id, &k LTHRICE->T
EVEROHNIRELEDL DO TH D],

2 See also Okediji, “International Copyright System”, supra note 22 at XI: TR & #i
IMIENEE A 5 SN MR RIS T 2 R&ETH D 1,

W ZDRE Y ZIZONWTOREHGTI DB 5% & LT, see Alexander Peukert,
“Ein moglichst hohes Schutzniveau des Urheberrechts fordert Kreativitit und dyna—
mischen Wettbewerb: Ein Irrtum?!” in Mathis Berger & Sandro Macciacchini, eds.,
Populére Irrtiimer im Urheberrecht, Festschrift fiir Reto M. Hilty (Zurich/Basel/Geneva:
Schulthess, 2008) 39 [Peukert, “Ein moglichst”].

3B VEMHERHED B IIZ DU\ T, see Geiger, Droit d’auteur, supra note 14 at 20 ff.;
Dusollier, Droit d’auteur, supra note 4 at 216 ff.

% See on this issue Llewellyn Gibbons, “Valuing Fair Use”, Paper presented at the
Conference on Innovation and Communication Law, University of Turku, Finland, July 17,
2008.

3 Seein this sense Gibbons and Wang, supra note 3, at 494, = Ea—X B L= I
2= —va VEERZ (CCIAIC L ZFES NI IT 2 LIS LTS

Thomas Rogers & Andrew Szamosszegi, “Fair Use in the US Economy: Economic Con-

tribution of Industries relying on Fair Use”, Washington DC, Computer & Communica—
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DI EFRT D E L TH, HFIRREEORE, 74 2o AW, &
BEUEZHAEOFRICET D A FenZ &id, —EDFHIL 5 B 1E
EHLAETDHHLOTHY, Tz, BEFOFEEYORIER) 7o A 4 (e
T2,

B. BMFEDRFEDREAND=XLELTD IR

—Ji. BWEYER BT 5 2 &1d, HEREEO X FTé”ﬁ*@Eﬁ"JT“ ifoﬁ
W, A s b I —m y SKRBEEEIC BV T, AVEER OPRGENR,
T DR OB 72 EERE A T 5, B 20T ]\4"/%‘1’?%%75)
“Urheberrechtsgesetz” & FEIZIL TV D Z & IXfENITHEIKR TIE RV,
Urheberrechtsgesetz 1% [ZH1EE OMHER]] LIRENDZENTE B, T772b
B foé 2 MOFZEBHMAIZBE S TS E LT, LT, i
STRIEE DD RN-723T  ARRNWIZEN D L LTHY, Z ORI
HIEE N DRI R BN F D ORAEE IC 526N b b D ET D L0 HF
FILKT 28K LT DY, 202 Lid, Whwd TFER ORI

tions Industry Association, 2007. HH{/EHE~— X DPEEORFH 2Bk Z A L7
200340 WIPO 1A RIZ X 0 g Shi=ifE ke v s &, TR, 7=7 -
= ALK REEZEDS . A DA BIE Kb, T A Y I ORFEDI8%, T =T ¢
2= AHIBRIZ L VRS ZZ T D EEDT AV AEFEOIFFE 8 I 14L& HEH T
D EfEm O T, 7 =7 s 2 ARAFERIT B RE LD S RNAR—ZATIRE L,
L DEPERTH Y | 20065FI2351T DI R T D HEERI 194008 N2 HH Tz,
COMEITED L, T2T - A— AR ADEEORFA BT, FEEN— 2D
FEXEDZNLVMEKRENZ L2259,

3 See Hilty & Geiger, supra note 3. Criticizing the concept of balance, see Abraham
Drassinower, “From Distribution to Dialogue: Remarks on the Concept of Balance in
Copyright law” (Paper presented in the context of the CEIPI series of lecture
“(Re)thinking Intellectual Property”, Strasbourg, 14 May 2009) [forthcoming in the
Journal of Corporation Law], [/XF 2 & WHME&AHWTS ., EEHEICRET 5#
PFIZBWTEDREDEES ZFE I ARENL WD Z L RHALNTIIAR L), FEHEIX
FEEF ERRED [T 2] L) X IEEEE ERIREOMO [xEE] &L
T) &EBEZDLNDLRETHD LBRD,

BORAVIRITEIT D B o T RIERIC B U TRENICBIELIT 5 b & LT see Reto M.
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DIE 2 BT DL DD ORFRIE, B2 1E, @ﬁ%«@%ﬂﬁ%(%n
RESEAE) okt SN D), FIEE AMHE, F o ITEEHERIEIC X
VB DK L HREETT 5, WIiul ﬁ;\%W%%ﬁ§®¢®m
B2 EE, LIXLIEETERESRS X912 Eikodhf| = 7 7 a —F L6
KT BHHO TR, S, WFOT 7 a—F %, A BRI flisER
Bl b, b LAWEMEORE e 2 ER L X 5 &9 575 faiinft
I A FAT T 58, T b HANEE IR &R 2HI 0 Y THZ LT
BIZ—EMOHLHLOTHD , FrEOS T ANSEEN G- 5 FEE D
FE 2 BET 5725 FEERIRIZ, FERIXOSLEEICHERALY 2 &
WHZEERLTERLZRNE WD Z & 2 LT, MIEEIE, SVEHEH
FRIC & 0 b ST ol i~ o5 b 72 Wi % 5K o 2 HEF & 1 5-
L2222 aEnNTERbRy, BlRtRIcBT 2 EFEEDNN—FET A1
—¥ a3 VBT B200 4R O U A ZU365id, MEEN, [Hitd4 %
ML LARWHIRE I3 A 7y a VRERBMAT 52 LI12 L0, M
FHRFFE IS D ARG E MG LD D) Lk LT, 202 & 2Rk
T D, RAVIZEBOTEL, HlZE, 1A EOFIRMEIZRO T, HEH
BESH TV (Zhux, LIZLIE, <=ty - B—[EHICBW T, i
D TR EEHE TBUE) EFHEND D TH D), T b OWmMIE
&ameﬁ%égﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%f%W%kﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁé%@f
SO, ERFEFAINTEXTND L HIZ, ZLOBA, BROHEFHFND
ZUWRHaA YT 4 —DZINLEY b, FEFICE > TIYBELET &
BT H0OROTHSY, IHIT, D OHIFRICHE-S < @I R

Hilty, “Urheberrecht in der Informationsgesellschaft: ‘Wer will was von wem woraus? —
Ein Auftakt zum ‘zweiten Korb”” [2003] ZUM 983 ff.

% See Christophe Geiger, “Intérét général, droit d’acces a 1 information et droit de
propriété, La propriété intellectuelle analysée a la lumiére des droits fondamentaux” in
Mireille Buydens & Séverine Dusollier, eds.,  ‘intérét général et I’accés a I information
en propriété intellectuelle (Brussels: Bruylant, 2008) 177.

5T See Reto M. Hilty, “Verbotsrecht vs. Vergiitungsanspruch: Suche nach Konsequenzen
der tripolaren Interessenlage im Urheberrecht” in Ohly, Perspektiven, supra note 11 at
325 ff. FARJHEBLZ DUV T, see also Adolf Dietz, “Continuation of the Levy System for
Private Copying also in the Digital Era in Germany” [2003] A&M 348; Christophe Geiger,
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13 & A EOEERAFIGEE ST B HPEMME & 5t LT, AIfEEICE -
CHEIERIFE THD L2 EZ SN TS, FIEHERMEIC X vt S
TR Z T, FEERIIRIL, FEE L RITE & OB oFIZEOA
WI72NT VAR BERT D200, M THEERGRE L TEX LT
LD Th D, FFHERKIEL, 2 < OFELIEIEFE LRV E W ) FFE
%Eﬁiié&\ LT, BEHERNENDHDE A IZBWTH, KK E LT

SR TE DO TIERNE W REREREE 2 5 & | HlIRIZES < #
MMFi BLRGRES . EATAMREZR IR THh D L D IBbh b,

a. FIEME TRORED D FEE~O TR E721% THflK] ZR0H?
PETHMLTERL I L 2R ERD L, I—0 vy OSEFN, FIFEHE

HIBR 3 K OFF Al S 7 IS D W CTAIE 22 Wil % 52 1 B2 AVES O FEF
B LT, Tl &0 D BHEAE S 01X, AP OAREY E S - T

“The Answer to the Machine should not be the Machine: Safeguarding the Private Copy
Exception in the Digital Environment” [2008] E.I.P.R. 121; Séverine Dusollier & Caroline
Ker, “ Private copy levies and technical protection of copyright: the uneasy
accommodation of two conflicting logics” in Derclaye, supra note 27 at 352 [Dusollier &
Ker, “Private copy”] (T, WD X 51T~ %, HEFHZRBLEASIE, BIEHI LD
ROLIE, £ O X5 RN ?“E)%Wﬁioi@ﬂﬂ@%ﬂ%@ﬂi/\@ﬁl 27
bLOThol, £ T, HEMIIEREZEFERVIERALNCS N, T
AR R DRI, u\i%é% DEEE, LV DIFREZORADKIFIZDIE-ST
B, ZOWMIL, WER D OFEERNAOFERIEOMIMAIL & OIT 0o
Thodl,

B B ZAER AV EVERETE (Urheberrechtsgesetz) 63a25 2 IR, il BRIZFLHE 2 B NS
L ERHRICFRNCBIESND ZERTEDD A THD, See also art. 5. 2 of E.C.,
Commission Directive 2006/115/EC of 12 December 2006 on rental right and lending
right and on certain rights related to copyright in the field of intellectual property, [2006]
0.J. L 376/28: “The right to obtain an equitable remuneration for rental cannot be
waived by authors or performers”.

% See on this topic Adolf Dietz, “Les aspects contractuels du droit d’ auteur en
Allemagne” in Geiger, Bouyssi— Ruch & Hilty, Perspectives d’harmonisation, supra note

8 at 465 ff.
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b Eh LitZeuy, 20014F 5 H22 1 OIF @itk 2 FFHER S O

%45»%%K£5&Fﬁﬁitm%%mﬂtrm\*i@ﬁu\ﬁﬂ
TRFFE T AR ST £ T2 IR R0 B 22 DA b+ 53 I E
IND, BIEARHHE 2% TMORETH D), 77 ABICLDBELIE
L@ > CvD, [Dans le cas de certaines exceptions ou limitations, les
titulaires de droits doivent recevoir une compensation équitable afin de les
indemniser de maniére adéquate pour 1 utilisation faites de leurs oeuvres ou

autres objets protégés |

Z O 118 (compensation) E 721X MR (indemnity) &\ 5 FHZEEX
MESARTNER SR NHSROPELRRT 2 L) ITlbihd, L
L7ens, ERROEmEBZE T L, TROOHGEFELI VI A
Pivd, T#if (compensation) ] OV IZ, [ (remuneration) | & &
IREXTEHMAIDN, LTENR- T, T4V AL W) HIEIZ L 2N
FOEEMERIRZ B LI E VWO b OBHFEETDHEZTIRETHA I,
FRRERNZIE, TG (evies) | &9 0 IR DTN 2 38R 2
HREX L THIFRIZHS < $EE) &\ 2 AR AT 200X LU,
BFEFICHRT D [FA4T YT 4 — =)L) LW )5 HGEIZOWTHE
BOZENF 2D, TOMEE, ZIRDOREEORD VI, HEFRIFED,
ZOEFEY ORISR LT <X b\@’fﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁtb EGHTETEND

IO OREBEOIERPRL TS 572D LIZLIEHW LD, b,

FATEYT 4 — WO &R, ffﬁééhé%%#%éﬁf%rﬂﬁﬁ“é%
DN TH A, NEEHFH &0 o HFEIE. A2 % 5 0 5 HER

10" See Kur, Levin & Schovsbo, supra note 23, Z D XIX7 A 7TV T 4 — « JL—)L
EUTOLICERDT LD T D, bighb [ FEREIZL DEZEH>ZA
EHET S ZEERME L THEEHENHEAOAGERL —EOITEE & 52 L&
Al A LA ) (RIIER), L0 —RMICZoMEICE L T, BENOH D
L& LT, see also Guido Calabresi and A. Douglas Melamed, “Liability Rules and
Inalienability: One View of the Cathedral”, 85 Harvard Law Review 1089 (1972), Z i
FTATEVT 4=« RILA LD, RETHEOIMRTEICHELTE/ZENS Z
LERWVRZSEALDOTH D,
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EHAEDSNDHIROTZDIC LIRLIEAVWOND b DO TH L0, FHEHE
@hé%ﬁ%@&%:ﬁfé%%@ﬂﬁ%%ﬁ#é@ L V#EAEHTH
DI oicBbnd!, B REZ LT, MUY HA ZA3BED KA VEE
W, TBIACHIBRD —E D7 — AT BW T, MR 1 #2521 2 &1
F I IIRE OO F RO I3 5 58 (e #l (“Vergutung”) % 51}
LIl ANERMEEZ TS LHET A, FERC, S5HEDOT ¢
L7 T 4 7ICBWTC, 3—8 v SONER IS, BEE & BEFIL
HEOFEMO L > 2k LT, A il % 5 BB Jiide & 7 ke
Rl 2895 EHELTODEY, WMNEHERHPTL, Zoart> h&fig
RLUT, APz T RDHER & ix, TRRED L a— RoOBEICH
% H % TS IZEE LT, REFE R L ORYER OF4E & SRR 2R RE
TLa—RERELIDHE -FOMIEE DIEY R NT U AZERTE D
Lo LTy GRFHES), AeShhdiidnblen B Ry,

NEERRH LV O HEEIL. ThERERICEGH L IIFEVER, 26, £
TUTHHtHED & 0 | I KD 52 DT OBRRz S 5 2 L2 RmET 5005
Thd, BICE KR Lc Xk 910, FEHERIRIT, FEE OPHbHEORIR & L CTHfE S
nTnsn, Thel kg, %ﬁ%i%i@ﬁ FOEEYIH LTaY b e — ik
HRIB/WDThHD, Tz, MMOH DHIR (F7id THIRN—2 ORMEEK])

B LW O WHIRR & v 5 HEEDIZ S 2T Th A 9,

2 HN3BED KA Y FERUIL, “In bestimmten Fillen von Ausnahmen oder
Beschridnkungen sollen Rechtsinhaber einen gerechten Ausgleich erhalten, damit ihnen die
Nutzung ihrer geschiitzten Werke oder sonstiger Schutzgegenstinde angemessen vergiitet
wird”.

B See, e.g., art. 5.2 of Directive 2006/115/EC, supra note 38.

- Stichting ter Exploitatie van Naburige Rechten (SENA) v. Nederlandse Omroep
Stichting (NOS), C—245/00, [2003] E.C.R. [-1251 at § 36. According to Dusollier & Ker,
“Private copy”, supra note 37 at 354, [ Z O X 9 72 fIpliEIL, E54., BEHERS LV
BEBEHET 4 L 7 7 4 T2 K 0 @O DAV OMERID . i B IRFITE R PERS & R 7
T D LABFRORITIT 20T 2 EEORM AL T 2L EXTNLEOThH
Bl bol b ZOFEHEHHIZZ OB THY . BIRAEHIEIX, (2 bDfT
ZE ITERE N BRI T AR B 2T 2 b o L LTI L Tk
72570 LIk (at 355). P. Bernt Hugenholtz, Lucie Guibault & Sjoerd van Geffen,

“The Future of Levies in a Digital Environment” (Final Report, Institute for Information
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H7 L, 5O — 2B WT, FEENE b OFEYO 5 TR
HBILENTEHENWIZETHD, ZORIZBNT, SN 5 &
PETZ TN, BETH D, RIS, MRMICEFEE IR IEE AL

TRVERBIZRA 2 O THhaiuE, PriME 2 s> TIRFFICRIESE/2 & LTH,

FHEBIZL > UITOBER L 2WTHA Y, & LI ORI ~DREEN
FIROFIEIC L VR S D & Li=b, THMA 7> a > 13, Heiben

Law, Amsterdam, 2003) [Hugenholtz, Guibault & van Geffen, “Future of Levies”] Ex-
ecutive Summary at iii & ZAUE, 20014EDOFENEMET 4 L 7 T 4 7B 5 TANIER 4
1B OWE&RIE, WEHET 4 L7 T 4 7 TR STz TV offe L Kl S
NRFT B, %H O b OITHEFIFEMREE > T an v O BEAIC
BREZ VD26 ThD, ZOLIREINE, bbAA, Eimbd 2 L9528,
RIS LN TE R Z LICRLEE, KAARBAHRERCH 722 LITHENTH D,
B ZOIRT, RA Y BLOA ¥V A TEEE LIMIARZD X OFEEROFIH A5 iE
T HL D @A A ERERIITMGE Lo, FEHFICBUREWA M 2298238 % (see Martin
Kretschmer & Philip Hardwick, “Authors’ earnings from copyright and non-copyright
sources: A survey of 25.000 British and German writers” (Center for Intellectual Property
Policy & Management, Bournemouth University, December 2007). [FIAFZE1%. famidlsy
ICBWTUTFO L I ITENTW D, T2 oW, BUTEFHLD, HX0R1EH,
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I, EHo0T TR —FICETH I L TERMTHILHTED, ZOBMT
I, Eb b7 7T —F R REFHNRBENOEE LV ERETH I EILTER
V] (The Levitation of Copyright: An Economic View of Digital Home Copying, Levies and
DRM, in: F.W. Grosheide & J.J. Brinkhof, Intellectual Property Law 2004, Antwer—

pen/Oxford, Intersentia, 2005, 437).

17 Sect. 11 of the German Act for collective management of authors rights (Urheber—
rechtswahrnehmungsgesetz).

8 Federal Supreme Court (Bundesgerichtshof), 11 July 2002, “Elektronische Pressespiegel”,
[2003] JZ 473, comment by T. Dreier.
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19 Decision of the Swiss Supreme Court, 1st Civil Division, 26 June 2007, (2008) 39 1IC
990. For a comment see Christophe Geiger, “Rethinking Copyright Limitations in the
Information Society: The Swiss Supreme Court Leads the Way” (2008) 39 11C 943.
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%0 Katerina Gaita & Andrew F. Christie, “Principle or Compromise? Understanding the
Original Thinking behind Statutory License and Levy Schemes for Private Copying”
[2004] 1.P.Q. 426. See also Hilty, “Stindenbock”, supra note 8.

51 See Reto M. Hilty, “Five Lessons About Copyright in the Information Society: Reac—
tion of the Scientific Community to Over—Protection and What Policy Makers Should
Learn” (2006) 53 J. Copyright Soc’y U.S.A. 103 ff., and from the same author “Copy—
right Law and Scientific Research” in Paul Torremans, ed., Copyright Law: A Handbook
of Contemporary Research (Cheltenham, UK/Northampton, MA, USA: Edward Elgar,
2007) 315 [Torremans, /Handbook]; Geiger, “Exceptions”, supra note 8 at 349 ff.

%2 See Brian Fitzgerald, “Copyright 2010: The Future of Copyright” [2008] E.I.P.R. 43
at 46: “There is a growing need to sensibly articulate the right to engage in transforma—

tive reuse of copyright material in international and national laws”.

FNE PEIEBORZFIE Vol. 29(2010) 91



Ehd z, BUWENe OO L0 R HIRAZ B A L, 212 3
B 252 B 2 HERI ~ & 2549 2 & 9 TRIE, BRICEE ST iudre
LRNHDOTHDY, ZOHE, PHMEIRBICHRSNDEA S, 78
o, FHEW TZ20obo] (“telle quelle”) ZEEL, FEMOZOEFED
BRAERE LD DICIEEDZLIZRENLTH D, RBEFHETRIT D
L. FNDZEFEEFILFEDOIREN (T 70bb kM) Hidh g <,
—WKMGOREa bR — LT HIENTELHI IR D, TD LD iR
R, PO FRIZ < HTICHET 222 E50D0THDH Z LI
WETHD, KR, PHPEOFANT, AMEZERT 272D DFRICTER
Ve b LZORRIN, SERSNIZHIRGIEZB T, L0 K<ERIND
DTHIE, ZOHE, AR CrRE LT L2 BET S 2 Lid, Hict
AUV ENEHEE DIE BRI A LW &0 9 B O A TR S H
T TIE AN,

% See Christophe Geiger, “Copyright and the Freedom to Create, A Fragile Balance”
(2007) 36 IIC 707 ff., and from the same author: “Les limites au droit d” auteur en faveur
de la création dérivée” in ALLADA, ed., Copyright and Freedom of Expression, ALAI
Study Days 2006 (Barcelona: Aladda, 2008) 350.

5 Kur, Levin & Schovsbo, supra note 23, Kur HIZLL F D X 92k 5, TP 2 L
SR REBNEL . TA T E VT 4 —  b— T FES A & O OB 1T,
W OFTVICHRIET DHERM R ER L BHOKKEZER L TL2ETH D ;
Reto M. Hilty, “Rennaissance der Zwangslizenz im Urheberrecht?”, 2009 GRUR 633; M.
Vivant, “Propriété intellectuelle et nouvelles technologies, A la recherche d’un nouveau
paradigme”, Université de tous les savoirs, Vol. 5: Qu est ce que les technologies? (Paris,
Odile Jacob, 2001) 210; Christophe Geiger, “Die Schranken des Urheberrechts als
Instrumente der Innovationsforderung - Freie Gedanken zur AusschlieBlichkeit im
Urheberrecht” 2008 GRUR Int. 459. £ D X 5727 7 a—F ~O#EqEGw & LT, see
Hugenholtz, Guibault & van Geffen, “Future of Levies”, supra note 44, Executive
summary at iii, Hugenholtz & 1%, BLF O X I E5RT 5, HBUEHIE ofLkix, 4
& U CERERIE 2 Bk b 25 Th A 5, FEEHERIEOIZIZHEER
[ B 2t PEAR IR IR A D Th A 5, HEFIRFIEE X, TR
DY EBHERIC L ER SRR T2 X 91825725 9 |, See also
P. Bernt Hugenholtz, “The Future of Copyright Levies in the Digital Environment”, in:
Creators’ Rights in the Information Society, ALAI Budapest 2003, Budapest,
KjK-=Kerszov Legal and Publishers LLtd, 2004, at 297.
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