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What's that referring to?

MR. INGEER:

THE WITNESS:

it was popular on YouTube.

Objection; calls for speculation.

He made an indication here that

specific reason for that.

BY MR. SHAFTEL:

Q. Well, do vou understand that Premier League

content in This time perliod was appearing on YouTube?

A Yes.

The Premier League had indicated to us that

content was appearing

explalined to them the procedures for removal of That
content if they objected to its presence on YouTube.
Q. Did vyou or did you have anyone on your stalfl

make any inquiries in terms of the extent that Premier

on YouTube, and which is why we

I don't know what was his

League content was appearing on YouTube?

AN I don't know.

Q. When the Premier League 1in substance sald to

vou, we're upset by the amount of Premier League

material on YouTube, did you tzazke any steps to check

into the accuracy of their statements?

MR. INGEER:

in evidence.

Object to form,

assumes facts not

THE WITNESS:

When anvyone,

including the
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Premier Leazgue, indicates to me that their content is on
YouTube, what T tell each and every one of them is, why
is 1t still there 1if you don't want 1T there? The tools
are avallable To you to have 1t removed 1f vyou object To
its presence there.
BY MR. SHAFTEL:

Q. And vou said that to the Premier League

officials?

Al Yes.
Q. And what did they say 1n response?
A They said that we should, meaning YouTube

should take 1t down.

To which T responded, you are the only one that
knows which clips are the ones That might be
unauthorized, and you must follow procedures for its
removal through the DMCA process.

IT've had been through so many different
examples and circumstances with different partners
already where even the same organization was
counterclaiming itself. Marketing departments, legal
departments, business divisions had very different
views, and in some cases didn't know what one's arm was
doing relative to the other.

The only clear way for us to remove content, to
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satisfy the regquirement of the rights holder was based
on their very specific use of the tzkedown notification

tools about specific URL's. And even in that case, as I

demonstrated in the past, in Channel 4, sometlmes we've
had examples where they are actually incorrect or they
actually asked for removal of things that, in fact, were
not there, but they needed to take responsibility for
identifying, and we were Tthere To provide Tthem guldance
and support to help them with removal of that content.

Q. You're not testifying that Premier League or
certain departments within Premier League, that you have
any evidence wanted Premier League video clips to be put
onto YouTube; are you?

MR. INGBER: Object to form.

THE WITNESS: T don't have any evidence. 1T
said I have --

MR. INGEER: Let him finish his answer.

THE WITNESS: I said I've experienced
clrcumstances where organizations -- and this was very
new. I was actually guite surprised by what T learned
over time.

The amount of active submission of content by
different parts of media companlies, organizations and

rights holders, was actually quite staggering. Many
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