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RE: Pho: Slate: Prof, Tim Wu on YouTube
From: Serguei Osokine <osokin@asokin.com>
Sent:  Saturday, October 28, 2006 1:52 AM

To: Adam Fisk <adamfisk@gmail.com>; Serguel Osokine <Serguel.Osckine@efl.com>

Ce; David Barrett <dbamreft@quinthar.com>; Mark Cuban <Mark.Cuban@dallasmavs.com>; Fred von

Lohmann <pho@venichmann,com>; Pho List <pho@onshouss.com>
Subjact: RE: Pho: Slate: Prof. Tim Wu on YouTube

On Friday, Oclober 27, 2006 Adam Fisk wrote:

> Why is Mark going on and on about YouTube? Because he thinks it

> ¢rosses a line beyond which tolerance for infringement is overall

> detrimental (maybe not how he would put it =). | disagres with him

> there, but I do think the p2p companies generally cross that line.

> Sure, 1's the users sharing the infringlng material, but the

> programs are designed fo maximize that infringement,

Not sure about Mark, but in P2P, thers is no line. Whalever
you <alt the line is actually determined by the latest position of
the rights owners - the same people who killed Napster bacause they
did not undesstand what Gnutella was, and then resurrected Napster
when Gnutelia, eDonkey, and Kazaa ware in full swing, and now are
fighting these netweorks instead of frying to use their potential.

I'm sorvy, but | cannot seriously consider any lines drawn by

these people as something worthy of respect. They have no clue where
they are drawing them, and where these |lnes wili be temomow. One
simply cannot plan & coherent technology development policy on the
basis of such arbitrary restrictions. Especially when these "lines"

are ariificial and self-destructive even for the content awners -

they'd be probably betier off without any fines, accepling the
file-sharing landscape as a given. itis not going away any fime

soon, s¢ they might as well figure out how to monetize it instead,

And what you call "designed to maximize that infingement”, i'd

rather call "decent user interface™. 1t Is not like someone Is sitting

and thinking how fo maximize irfringement, really. User interface
programmers tend to think in terms of user satisfaction, and if the
programs end up belng convenientfor something, it simply means that
this s what the users want, If I'd work for RIAA, I'd actually think
about how it could satisfy these needs, 100 - not how to alienate th
maximurn possible number of musle listeners in the shorlest possible

time.
But as you can probably guess, 1 do not work for RIAA...

Bestwishes -
S.0scokine.
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28 Oct 2008,

——Qriginal Message—

From: Adam Fisk [ mailto:adamfisk@gmail.com ]

Sent: Friday, October 27, 2006 8:48 PM

To: Serguel Csokine

Ce: David Barrett; Mark Cuban; Fred von Lohmann; Pho List
Subject: Re: Pho: Slate: Prof. Tim Wi on YouTube

Hi Serguei- We should certzinly have that beer one of these days. You ever
make it to New York?

Hopefully they will see the
> wisdom of licensing soaner or later, but it does nol mean that
> in the meantime writing P2P code should be illegal.

I'm certainly not saying that. Heck, I'd be a wanfed mant

Writing code

> should never be lllegal, In my opinion. Just as writing equations,

> writing poeiry, making films, or making speeches. Itis up fo the

> sociely how to deal with the content that is created this way. Even

> though First Amendment does not formally apply, on the average the
> societies thal pemmit free Innovation tend 1o be significantly batter

> off than the ones that don’t.

| agree with the splrt of what you're saylng. | do think there have fo be

fimits, though, and | think copyright infringement is one of the cases where

there should ba limits. Why Is Mark gaing an and on about YouTubs? Because
he thinks Tt crosses a fins beyond which tolerance for infringement is

overall detimental (maybe not how hewould put i =). | disagree with him
there, but | do think the p2p companies gensrally cross that line. Sure,

it's the users sharing the infringing matenial, but fhe programs are

designed fo maximize that infriingement.

Sure. But their money was safe enough W invest into Skype
> developrment and get some posiliva RO, which would be impossible
> In the US. Remember how the Skype founders refused to evan set
> the foot on the American soll while talking 1o eBay? Think you
> guys could create Skype yourself at LimsWire, if only you'd have
> this idea earlier, and would work harder and smarter on Gnutella?
> Think again.

1 disagree with you there. | remember a lunch conversation at LimeWire just
after Skype was releasad. I've kicked myself for years for not saying “hey,

we should do the same thing™ 1f we had declded fo do that, | see

absolutely no reasocn we could not have done so. We had zero legal costs and
had meore than encugh cash and skiils to make It happan.

What 'm saylng, | guess, is that there would be no

> Skype without Kazaa. Whereas if you'd have your say, you'd shut down
> Kazaa for what you'd call ils "devotion to infringement” years ago,
>and we'd have no Skype as a result,

That might be true, | think they could have just writen Skype off the bat,
buf, granted, Kazaa was largely an R&D project that made Skype possible. |
think we've all done the R&D, and we can make a lot more possible.
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Wa really should have that beer sometime.
-Adam

On 10/27/08, Sergue! Osokine <Sergusl.Osokine@efi.com> wrate:
>

> On Friday, October 27, 2006 Adam Fisk wrote:

= > Do you think any technology should be fllegal?

=

> What I'm thinking about nuclear and nano technology and its
> proliferation is an irelevant quesiton is this confext - though

> {1l gladly talk to you about this over bear some day )

>

> But this is not a nuclear {echnlogy. Not by a long shot.
> f

> > Did you conslder Napster a legal semvice, for example?

-

> Back ihen, you mean? { did not care. Aclvally | do not care

> even now. | leamed about Napster just about when | leamed about
> Gnutella, and since the latter clearly could not be shut down by

> any means, fhe former was of inferest for me only as an [Q test

= for the labels - would thay be able to figure out that keeping it

> around would be better for them than shutting it down or not? They
> did not pass ihe test, of course. Legality of Npaster was something
> 1o be decided between Napspter and record labels - | had no opinion
> about that, because in my view, the file-sharing techology cannot be
> legal or litegsl by itself.

>

> If the 12bels license the content, then it 2l becomes legal.

> The [abels did not license the content - and Napster was shut down.
> The technology stays the same, which means that the legality of it

> |s something determined by the aclions of record labels, and not

> by the technology itself. How could I know whether Napster was fegal
> or not, before the labels made thefr move and the courls had their

> say? So atthe time | did not even think about it - how could |

> predict what the labels would do?

4

> Ditto for distributed networks - It is up to the content owners

> o make them legal by licensing, or illegal by refusing to license.
"> How would ] know what will they do? Hopefully they will see the

> wisdom of licensing sconer or later, but it does not mean that

> in the meanfime writing P2P code should be illegal. Writing code

> should never be lllegal, in my opinion. Just as writing equations,

> wriling posiry, making films, or making speeches. ltls up tothe

> sociely how o deal with the content that is created this way. Even

>though First Amendment does not formally apply, on the average the

> sogieties that permit free innovallon tend 0 be significantly betier

> off than the ones that don't.

-

> > | don't buy the offshore thing for a second, by the way, Kazaa

> > made more money early on because it was a better program. Period.
>

> Sure, But thelr money was safe enought to Invest into Skype

> development and get some posifive RQJ, which would be impossible
> In the US, Remernber how the Skype founders refused to even set
> the foot on the American soil while talking io eBay? Think you

> guys could create Skype yourself at LimeWire, if only you'd have

> this idea earller, and would work harder and smarier on Gnutella?

> Think agafn.

=

> > Evary offler major p2p company was based in the US, and [ don't
> > think Kazaa was ultimately the biggest financial sutcass.
>

> I'r not sure. Until you sald that, | had an impression that
> Kazaa was the company (or at least the network) that made more money
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> than anyone else, but you may be right, of course. The point here is

> not how much money did they make, buf whether they could leverage
> this money and their knowledge of Kazaa network - which they clearly
> couid and did. What I'm saying, | guess, is that there would be o

> Skypsa without Kazea, Whereas if you'd have your say, you'd shut down
> Kazaa for what you'd call its “devotion to infringement” years ago,

> and we'd have no Skype as a result.

>
> > There's so much room {o innovate with p2p outside of infringement
>> that it's mind boggling there hasn't been more.

-

> Any idea how to make it in a profitable way? ;-)
-

> Best wishes -

= S.0sokine,

> 27 Oct 2008.

=

>

=

>——Criginal Message—

> From: Adam Fisk [ mallfo:adamfisk@gmall.com ]

> Sent: Friday, Cctaber 27, 2006 7:19 PM

> To: Serguei Osckine

>Cc: David Barrett; Mark Cuban; Fred von Lohmann; Pho Llst

> Subject: Re: Pho: Slate: Prof. Tim Wu on YouTube
>

>

=1 don't see any line a cornpany should not ¢ress in your worldview. Do you
>think any technology should be iliegal? 'm all for free innovation, but

> laws exist for reasons. Guns have gun control, softwara has copyrights,

> patents etc efe. Did you consider Napster a legal service, for example?

>

> | don't buy the offshore thing for a second, by the way. Kazaa made more
>money eatly on because it was 2 befler progrem. Period. It took us about
>a

> yearat LimeWire to catch up 1o them, with help from people like you. 1

> w we uliimataly surpassed them on pretty much all levels, but they

> beat

> us for awhile. Every other major p2p company was based in the US, and |
> don't think Kazaa was ultimately fhe biggest financiat success.

=

>1 agree the underlylng technology for LimeWle and Skype are similar. The
> peint Is that one makes all of its money off of infringing content while

> the

> gther does not. You think that's 2l great In the splrit of

= innovation. | i
>1hink they should be as innovative with thelr businesses as they are with
> their technology, like Skype. You say they make money from the same
>sourcs,

> [ guess the fechnology, 1think thats ridiculous. There's so much room
>to

> innovate with p2p outside of infringement that if's mind boggling there
> hasn't been more. One of the reasons there hasn't been more is that
> everyond's been writing code to share mp3s.

=l

> | also have no reason to think Kazaa spent any less money on legal

> gxXpenses

> than anyone else, They certainly spent more than we did at LimeWire,
>

> -Adam

>

=

o>
> On 10/27/06, Serguel Osokine <Serguel.Osokine@efi.com> wrole:
> On Friday, Oclober 27, 2006 Adam Fiskwrote:
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> > Skype has mada more money than all the other p2p companies combined
> > (educated guess, and I'm not talking about the eBay sale), and its

>> unequivocally non-Infringlng.

=

> Skype fisell - yes. But is technology is a direct offspring

> of fhe Kazaa network technology. | wouldn't even be surprised {o
= find the shared code,

>

> And the reason Skype could be ¢reafed at alf was that first,
>{he Kazaa {eam had money to perfect and play with the file-sharing
>tachnology (I don't like the work "Infringing®, since it is not their

> fault that their users are infringing - it is the fault of the content

> owners, who falled to license content {o these users). This money

> came from the activily that you frown upon, by the way.

>

> And second, this money was offsors, so it could be applied to
> the fuiure (Skype) R&D and did not have to go into the legal expenses
> atonce, Sure, both these conditions - starting from the mature P2P
> technology and funding - also had to be applled to the reasonable

> future development idea (VolP), but that Is expected. No one makes
> money crealing uselsss things. As usual, selecting the right idea

> is partly {or even mostiy} luck,

=

> So 1 wouldn't say that Skype was any excepfion. They just

> appiied thelr technology to the right idea - partly because they

> could afford this, being offshore and all. Ml grant you that the

> decision to move Into VoIP was a smart one. But Skype money comes
> from exactly the same source as LimeWire or Marpheus money (heck,
> at some point what later became Skype and Morpheus were ane network).
> In a certain sense, Skype and Lime\Wire are mirror images.

=

> > Just as the entertainment Industry never adapted well {o the new

> = technology, | don't think the p2p companles ever adapled well to

> > the new technology (the technolopy they were eraaling!). Except

> > Skype,

>

> They did not exacily adept. They had an idea that made sense
> and means o pursue it. If other companies did not have such an idea
> or did not have means, in my book it does not mean that they are less
>worthy of protection in what they are doing. Even if they have had

> bad business sense and misaad some oppordinities, it is not a geod

> enough reason to say that they should not be protected legally.

-

> The freedom fo Innovate should not be awarded only o those who
> make good business calls. tis a universal right. To have a heaithy

> innovation ecosystem, you should have mulfiple P2P companies, most
> of which would be doing the same thing aver and over again {just ke

> muitiple Internet pet food stores inthe ninefies), some will do some

> nove! things, even fewer will make novel things thet make sense, and

> just a few - will create some revaluiionary new technotogy like Skype.

=

> If yau'll start crushing companies that - in your view - are
> not innovaiing, prefly soon you won't have any P2P companies at all.
. > Incidentslly, this Is more or less what is happening In the US now,
> Elimination is done for the other reasons, but the net effect is the
> same, | do not think it is a coincidenca that the most intersting
> novel derivative of P2P {echnology - Skype - was created by someona
>wha was relatively free from this pressure.
>

> They could have failed to create anything new, of course - many
> offshore companies did. But the dice fell thelr way, while *ali* P2P

> companies of the richest country in the world were out of luck. Do you
> roally think it is a coincldence?

>

> Best wishes -

February 12, 2008 11.07 pm Page§



P

IMAGELNK =
VOLID =

S.0sokine.
27 Oct 2008.

vVVvyvy

> ——Criginal Message—— ’

> From: Adam Fisk [ mailto:adamfisk@gmall.com ]

> Sent: Friday, Octoher 27, 2006 12:45 PM

= Tor: Sergus] Osokine

> Ce: David Bamelt; Mark Cuban; Fred von Lohmann; Pho List
> Sublect: Re: Pho: Slate; Prof, Tim Wu on YouTuke

>

>
>
>

> Well, that's not exaclly frue for me. Almost true - but with
> cne small, though important, twist. | always believed in the wide
> potential of this technology without giving any special thought as
> to whether It would be infringing or not.

-3

-

> | think that's where our differenca lise. | don't see massive

> infringement

> as an interesting "patentlal of this fechnology”. Its certainly the most

> prevalent use of the tachnology, and | think that's foo bad. | happento

> gh‘lk there's a far larger business opportunity in non-Infringing uses

> than

= in infringing ones. Look at the balance sheels of tha p2p

> companies, None

> ofk;hpem made much money in the scheme of things, with one exception —

> Skype.

> Skype has made more money than alt the other p2p companies combined

> (educated

> guess, and I'm not falking about the eBay sale), and its unequivocally

> non-inftinging.

>

> I'm not defending the entertalnment industry here, but | don't think it's

> accurate to palnt the p2p companies as the poor victims of the

> enteriginment

> industry heavyweights. Just as the entertainment Industry never adapted
wel

>
>

> g the newtechnology, | don't think the p2p companies ever adapted well
=

>the new technology (the fechnology they ware creating!). Except Skype.
>

> ES me, the squabbles with the entertainment industry have always beena
> huge

> g?ra::iun fo realizing where we can go with the p2p knowledge we
> have.

> mean that from a business model perspeciive, from a technology

> parspeciive,

}fgoma legal perspeciive, androm a culivral perspeciive, We can do
> better.

=

=

-

> -Adam
-

LW DE 1268224
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tgt: proliferation im ax irrel & v This - though i

&gty I'1l gladly +alk to you shout this brer some doy ~)<BE>

RQTaCBR

Sgtrinhapzenhap;inbepeenbap; snbeps fxbapsenhaprenbsp; Buk this I» not o auclear technlogy. ¥ot by & long ahot.<BR>
Eyts<BR>

tgts <gt; DId you consider Wapater a logsl service, for oxemplei<mn>

Egty<REA>

&gty énb ik

P P P F
&gt; even aod. T lenrned obout Nopster dust about wben I lesrned
fgt: Grutells, and sincd the lattor cloarly could not bo shut don bydl>
£gt: oay Weann, the fommer was of istorest for ma only mp an IQ tast<BR>
§gts for the lnbaly « would they be able to figure cut that Jmoping LBk
tgt; azqund would be bettar [or ther thon shutting it dom or not? Thay(BR>
fgty did nok paas the te3t, of course. Legality of Hpastar was acsething<BR>
&gty to be decided betwmen Mopapter and record lsbels = I hed mo epinien<BR>
kgt; abeut that, bacouso in my vlew, thoe file-charing tochology cennor ba<BE>
Ggtr Ingal or illegal by Itzalf.<BR>
gl y<BR>
Byt dnbap; sabaprenkspsEnbapy srbsps sobap
gty Tho labely did not licenze the content - and Hepsbor waos shut dow.<BR>
tgts The technology steys the zens, which seanc thet the legality of It<BR>
sgTs 1z thiog by the ! of racord labalz, and not<BR>
tgts by tho tochnelogy itself. How could I know whath, waE logal<mic
Ggts or neoty before the Anbols nade thelir move and the stirts had theis<BR>
&gt; 5a¥T So at the Tine I did not even think sboue it - how could I<gp-
&gty prudice what the lzbelx would dercan>

4t 6akapy brbapréntap ——
Egb: to meke then legal by licensing, or 1iYagal by =
&gky How would I imow what wlll they dol Nopefully thoy will ace the<RR>
&gtr wisdem of licensing soones or latar, but 1t does mob Mean That<PR>
&gt in the meantize Wil PIr code should e dllegal. Rricing codecaR>
&gty should nover ke illegal, in my opdind Jest az writing equacions LBR>
4gt; writing postry, making Ellns, or making Speoches. It in up to the<BR>
&QL; society how to deal with The content that is crested this way. Bven<dR>

fgts though Pirat Arendzant dosr not fornally spply, on the avarage thecBiO

fgts societlax that pemmit fres Innevation tand to ba aignificantly bettec<iR>
‘“'!c:na& than the anes thet dea’t.<mR>

sger

tgty gty I doa't Buy tha offahore thing for a xocond, by the way.snbop; Kezasm<iRs
&gty igt) meds bors woney oarly Os betause it was a bebter poogren.inbep; Paried.<8R>
il baprenbap -

g! E P P F T
&gty development and gqet some poritive KOT, which would bs ispoasible<l>
£gts In the US. Resecher hied the SKype foundess refused ©o evan sot<El>
4gt; the Eoot on tho Assrican soll waile talking ts allay? Think youdmm>
Ggt; quys could create Skype yourself st Idnsire, 4f oaly you'd havedR>
égt; thix fdea serller, and would work herder and smarter on Gootelle?<BR>
égt: Think again.<hBRy
sgta<BR>
égty gty Ivery other najer pip coopany wes bessd In the US, and I don'$<BR>
tgtr Egnr think Kazea waz unltineraly the bdggens Ilosncial succos.<ER>
egtz<hR> =
&gtrirbap;Enb s - baprLebsp;inkap P
&gts Kazue ka3 the coopany {or at least the notwork) that padc wore RO@ay<Si>
tgt; then anycne else, but you may be right, of course. The point hera iyciR>
&gty mot boot nuch money did they make, but whether they could leveregesBi>
&gty this pency and thelr kntcdedss of ¥erad netork = sbhich they clearly<Ek>
tgts cenld and did, What I'm uy:.ng, I gquoss, im that there would ba oodBR>
&gty Skype without Kezas. Whbzaes 1f you'd have your say, you'd shut dovmcER>
£gt; Xazae for wWhnat you'd call its iquot;deveticn to infringeaentiquot; yeers ago,<BR>
5gc; ond wa'd heve no Skypo as a result <ER>

EgEFCER>

sgky igt; Thare's o mch Fota to innovate with p2p ide of infzing x
€gr; igc: chat iT*a ofisd Boggling thers hesn't been oozs.<ER>

gbr<BE>

bop;enbapy Reck thes, you meon? I dld nob care. Actually I do not care<BR>
ehaurs3R>

prenbspr 1f the tabels llcenag the content, thep It all bacooes lagal.<nf>

3 pr Ditto for distributed metworks « it is vp to the coatent owners<BR>
afuxlng To Lisonso.<BR>

p7 Sure. But their money wae zafe omough to invest ixto Skype<BR>

I'm not sure, Untdl you omid thet, I heod an impreszicn thot<hRe
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£gE; enbap, 1. % -

s P F pranbapy Azy idea how To cake it In & proficable way? :-Y<DR>
:,;,E: : prenbsp; crbaps Enbapyénbap, prénbapy Best wishnr —cHR>
3 éubap Lags pi dokap, 7 P2 5.0vokine.<BR>

b 3 P7enbap; tnkap; cnbeps Enbu o pr 37 Oct 2008, <BR>

Lgbr<BR>

agta<BR>

LETI<HR>

tgey Originol } <HR>

&QL: Fromp Mdum Fisk |<A HREE="muilto:ndamfiz) scearpailiosadenfisk il 7.
igt: Sant: F=idey, Octeber 27, 2008 7:18 mw el
4gE; To: Serquel Dzolinechy>

4gts Ce: David Borkett; Herk Cubany Pred ven Lohmenn; Fho List<ER>

fgc; subject: Re: Phe: Slate: Prof. Tim Wu o YouTube<BR>

cgrrciEs

4gr<BR>

587 I don'c Ser any line a company should NoT crosy in YORr Worldview.snbsp: Do yoocBRe
igts enink any technology should be Lllagal?oebapr I'm all for free innowstion, h?l‘:éa»
FGts lewas exdat for resdens.enhapy Guns have qun control, sof hes copyrights, <R
:g:::;;:«mn ote etc.inbopr Do you id = & lagnl ice, for exanple?<ER
igks I don't buy the offshore thing for & second, the swny.fnbup; Kaxen mads core<ii>
:g’:: ::g;; early on because it wox a bebter ]wu;ru:.yhhap,‘ ¥q:lnd.l-hl:=g; It took uy sbourchis
gt

2gts year at LimaWice to satch up to tham, with help fice le 1ike You.snbops I€BR>
=nl:; think we ultinately surpassed them on pretty mith as!J.P::gm. an’t.hny«:tag

49T BOATCER>

#gt; un for awhile.snbup; Bvary othor major pp coapeny wan based in the US, and IeBR>
&gu;g't think Kazea wny ultinately the blggest Einancisl success,<hic

IgLs

fgt: 1 agrag the vnderlying technology foe Limtwiro aaod Skype ate similer.izbapr Tha<BR>
:glé: pninh'c:n?".s thot one makez £ll of its noney off of infringing content whileR>

Gts t

fgey other doos not.inksps Yoo think that*s all great in the apleiv ofanps

Egt; lnnovation. enbap; T<BR>

gty think they should be ax innovative with their busineases as thoy ace with<an>

fgts thelr technology, like Skype.enbsp: You 3ay thoy zmke monsy from the same<iR>

tgT; sourco,<BR>

:g::- I guass the technology.isbapy I think that's cidiculous.énbapr There's =o much room<Shs
gts To<BR>

gty imnovake With p2p eutside of infringement that it's mind boggling thereciRy

£gty besnt baen more.&nbapy One of thu reafcna thers hosm®t been mocs in that<hi>

§yty wveryone's been woiting code vo share mpls.<Ep>

fgticER>

igts I plso have no seaven to think Kavas spent eny less acncy on legal<BR>
£gE; oxponIea<BE>
4gt; than anyoos ¢l3d.énbap? Thay cercadnly spanc nmore chan Wo did st LizeWira.<BR>
LtI<ER>
66’:: ~HamenR>
LgtysnR>

SgTI<BR>
4gty<BR>

fgt: 0a L0/27/06, Serquel Osckine fitzsarguel.Csokinaiefl.comsgty wrote:<BR>

fgts 03 Frlday, Octolez 27, 2005 Admm Fisk sicobo:<Bis

&gty gty Skype hoo rade pore noney than all the other p2p coapanics coabined<phy>

&gEr £gtr (mducated guoss, and I'e not talldny ebouc the oBay 3alo), and icychR>

gk gty uneq 2y glug.<cHR>

sgt;<Bi

igt; ambsp; enbap; pi PF ub Bapsenbsp: Skype icself - yoa, But its tochnology is x direct offspring<di>
tyes of the Karas natwork tathnolsey. I woaldn't gvan by gucprizsd codnis

igky find tho chored cods.<BR>

tgks<BR>

gE:snbap; kak baprEshah; mbap s Inbap q pr and the tozson Skype could Me crested et oll waz thas ficst,<BR>
4gts thoe Keraa tsam bhad monoy bo porfoct and play with the file-charingchis

&gt} technelegy [T dow'e 1ika Bhe werk Squotsinfri 1y 3ince it Iz net thelre@ry
5gT; fault that thelr users are infringing = it i3 the fault of the content<BR>
tgt; owners, who feiled to liconse contont ta thess uzers). Thir monoycBR>
tgt; come Ercm the actlvity that you frown upon, by the wey.<ir»
LgEs<BR>
fgtrentaprintisprInbep) Sabeps irbsp
fgts the futura (Skype) RfampsD and did nob have to go inte the logel expeomsacia>
fgty ok ooco. furs, both thess conditions — staztdng from the asturs P2P<AR>
fgb; tachnolegy and fundlog - also had to be ded to ths rxsscoable<BR>
. tgtr Eoture develcpment idsa (YoIP}, lut that axpacted. Fo ene makescBio-
igty money creating uvisless things. As usual, selecting the right ideaddi>
tgt; la parcly (or aven mosTly) luck.<An>
g r<BR>

Egkrénbsp; it i: % beprenbap; So I woulde't say thet Skype mos my oxcophblen. They Juat<nn>
&

Age; applisd thelr tachnology to Che Clght idea = partly becaus
igk; could afford this, belng offshors snd all. 1711 grant you thet thachi>
igty deciylon to move into VeiP s & smect caes. But Skype meoiey conpa<BRy
49T: Lrowm QXACTlY The sStma cucce a3 Limewire ar Morpheus moasy (heck <BR>
£gty ot scona point what later becamoe Skype and Norphous wWare one natwork] .<BR>
igty In a ceztein sense, Skype and LimsMire are nirror isages.<BR>
agts<BR>
:;:": Egr? Juat s the \i Y Daver s Wall To Tha NEBRN
tqe; Zgt: tachaclogy, 1 ?uu‘t‘:ghlﬂ the plp cozpani

® tychngl <k

wver adapted woll toBR>
&gty €5ry the now

1]

were 11-Lnk3p; Excop!
QT &S Skype.<DR>
gty mR>

inbypy Thoy did not exactly sdapt. They hed sn fdea that zade sonseEs>

a 5 . . .
&gt7 404 menna to urdus iT. If OCREX companien did not Reve aUch &n idea<BA>
&gb; or did not have noann, in ny book it doom wot mean that they are lozs<BR>
égt; worthy of protection in what they are doing. Evan £f they heve hedchio

&gt: bad bosiness sense zud alssed scca kiss, Iz is not a good<dic>
Egtr ancugh Zanmon ko asy thar thay = not ba pretscted legally.<EEs
AgtsER>

7 7 P P bnbsp, o §
£gt: make good businaia eally, IT 13 2 Uolvorasl right. To bave m hamlthycHR»
&gt; lmmovaclon ecasystem, you should heve meltipls 929 companies, most-<Bi>

enbgps And second, this msasy uas offrora, so it could bo applied To<BR>

should not be mwarded only to thote wholBR>
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&5e2 of which would be dedng tha ss3e thing over and over again (just Mbecn>
£gtr nultiple Internet put food stores in the minctiea), scas will de scmscams
i3ty novel things, aven fewer Will walie novel things that make senve, apd<BR>

1::;(%1::: 4 few - wil) create sous revoluticoaty now Cechnology 1ikn Skype.<eR>

i boppinbap; 1£ yeu'll stark crushing coopanies that - in your vieW = sracER>
&gt: ne%, Lagovating, pxaht; soan :mu m't bave eny PIP cempaniey ot all.<ai>

Lgty Incidentally, this 43 more er less what Ls happening in the US hor.<ERS

fgt; Slininatien iy done for the othec rsasoss, bUt tha nut vEfect in thomi>

4gt7 smme. I do ot think it i3 & l.‘bi.nddmue that the most imtecating<ap>

fgtr newel va of B2p ‘ ~ Skype - Wiz creatod BODROAECERY
Lgt; whe was ralecively fres fzem thil PrONILG, <BR> by
Egly<BR>
kg7 Sohep Enbaps EnBEDY umg.m:p.:m:.mp Enbap: They etald hove fxiled To create th new, of coucle -
fpk; offshora companfey did. But tho dice foll their way, while Falle PIpain> anyhing Reng
gt companies of the richast:muyinthundﬂm cut of luck. Do you<Bes
Igt:. :nany think i i5 = coincidence?<mn>
—:_ bop) enbap; inbop; crbap; crbyp; inbspréubap) Best wishes —aR>
kg P EnbIp; neapz bnbapiEnbsp; §.Ouckd o
P P pi&nbepsinbsprénbapy 27 Oct ZOCE.CBRA>
FHEI<BE
<ER>
Orig! ER>
Froa; Adam Eisk [<Ah BREE="mail damfin) i1 pandlt skdganll.cond/A>]<ER>

Sent: Friday, Octobex 2’?, 2006 12:45 BHCBR>

Tor Suoquel CackinecH

Cot Bavid Daszettr nm: Lubany Fred von Lohzann; Pho LESt<ER>

Subject: Re: Pho: Slate: Prof. Tie Vo on YouTube<iR>

EgEICRES

LgEI<HR>

£gE;<BR>

CYE7CER>

&gE)Enk i énbapyenbapr Well, that's mot cxastly Crua far ce. Almoit Trio - but witheEns
9Er Py anq.u, a:gg .I.-;mrnnt. tuith. I alviys bc'.l.iwod. i.n the wide<sR>

Lgky d of ¢ r{n giving any sp a3<BR>

&yts ta whether it would be Infringlng or noc.<BR>

Ly <BRS

EgEs<BR>

&gt; I think that's uhere our difference lles,cnbap: I don't see massive<sis

&ges lnfn.ngmunmﬂ.'t

&qt; a3 Etquoty 3al of thiy technologyéquots.iohapy It carteinly the most<BR>
gL wnanx use of the uc.nm&ngr nd I think that's mhul.mblm 1 happon Co<ER>

Egty think thers®s a for larges b :; ¥y Sn ging

fgt) then<Ei-

igty fn m'nnaing oms.m‘lnpx Logk at the balsnce sheets of the pIp<aR>

kger mx,Lnhs

tgtr of thez made much money in the schoms of things, with ono exception -GS
igt: Skype.<BR>

igt; Skypo haz made moro mopey than all the other p2p cozpanier sonblnededio

cger {educated<Bi>

igkr guean, and I'z not balking about the oBay sale}, and lts unequivocally<BR>
Lyt nen-infringing.<BR>

fgui<BR>

&gt; I'm nok o the encerted ! horo, but I don't thisk it*a<ER>
&gt sccurate to paint the pip :mpu!.u as the poor victins of thochR>

sgt; antoritairmontcBR>

&gty induskry heavywcightm. énbspr Just ez the irment industry never adaptod<Bi-
957 Wall<Ei>

LgT<RR>

igt7 to the new tachrology, I don't think the plp eoupaniuvg over adspbod woll<BR>
fgk; to<hBio

ige; tha oW ogy (the gy thoy wars ingl} .Cubepy Exceps Skypa.<BR>
Cgur<pi>

&gty To me, the aquebhles with the cacertadnmeat industry hive slnays boan s<BR>
49T? hugo<aR>

igt; distrockien to zealizing whore wo cap go with the p2p knowledge wecBR>

dgts havo.Enbopr I<BR»

igt; mean that from & bmsi nodsl ¥ | from & tachnoloy

4gtr purspectivae, <BR>

fgk; from & logal peespective, and fioo & cultural parspestive.inbspr We cen do<BR>
bgt; bettec.<BR>
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