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bullet point reads, "When YouTube receives a takedown
notice or otherwlse obtains knowledge of a clip that
has eluded the filtering system, 1t should immedlately
remove not only the clip or full work in guestion, but
all other versions or excerpts of the same copyrighted
programming identified in the notice, in addition to
hashing and fingerprinting the copyrighted work, to
prevent future unauthorized uploads zs discussed
above."

My question is, did Google do that in
February of 20077

A In -- for some period of time previous to

that, I don't know when 1t started, YouTube had a
system called MDL hashing, which identified unigue
copies of a given wvideo, and when we received a DMCA
notice for one version, I belleve we would block other

versions that also had that same hash, which 1s, by

the way, ancother example of a situation where we were
removing or blocking items without having received the
specific URL and, I believe, going beyond what the
DMCA requires.

The other aspects of this question, 1t's --
because the sentence is compound, the —-- the guestion

is derivatively compound, if vou will, so it's a
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