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PREFACE

The law of copyright has undergone dramatic changes since the inven-
tion of Gutenberg’ s printing press. Many scholars credit this technological
advancement as the impetus for the Statute of Anne of 1710. This legislation
was the first statute recognizing the exclusive rights of authors in their writ-
ings, and it formed the basis for the development of the modem copyright
system in Europe and, ultimately, the rest of the world.

The technological envirorment in which copyright law applies today is
radically different from the eighteenth — century warld of parchment and ink.
Digital computer networks have challenged the relevance of the most funda-
mental copyright doctrines, and raised questions about the wisdom of ex-
tending a law founded on print to digital works. Of course, with technologi -
cal changes, the scope of copyright has been extended to cover new subjects
and new rights deemed necessary to secure the interests of authors have also
been added. With each added layer of protection, the challenge for policy
makers has been © maintain the fundamental balance between the rights of
owners and the interests of authors so that copyright’ s core mission of ad-
vancing the public interests remains a central part of oopyright regulation.

The information revolution has occasioned fundamental challenges and
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opportunities to examine the role of copyright in encouraging the creation of
literary and artistic works. Globalization has also played an equally signifi-
cant role in modern copyright law. The 1994 Agreement on Trade Related
Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) ushered in a new regime of
international copyright relations by mandating high levels of protection by all
countries who are members of the WID. The TRIPS Agreement brought
copyright, and other intellectual property rights, into the mainstream of in-
termational econamic affairs, making certain that cooperation in this field
will remain an n important part of the intemational regulatory process. Sub-
sequent to the TRIPS Agreement, two treaties designed specifically to ad-
dress the challenges of the digital age were negotiated and concluded in 1996
under the auspices of the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPQ).
Other treaties that will affect global copyright relations are still under consid-
eration in a variety of intemational institutions.

Finally, ocopyright law affects and reflects economic and cultural devel-
opment. The relationship between copyright law and culture is strongly re-
flected in ongoing discussions between developed and developing countries
about how best to reflect non — European values and foms of knowledge
(traditional knowledge) in the fabric of the modem intellectual property sys-
tem. This is one of the many issues that must also be addressed in the inter-
national arena.

Despite its long history, ocopyright has a bold future ahead. Copyright
law remains a salient part of the information age and its role in encouraging
the dissemination of information has only become more dominant as new
technologies make it easier to reach global audiences. My hope is that this
book will ably introduce many individuals to the fascinating world of copy-
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right law, contribute to the development of copyright law in China, and en-
courage continued study of this dynamic and important subject matter.

Professor Ruth Okediji

William 1.. Prosser Professor of Law
University of Minnesota School of Law
Minneapolis, Minnesota

U. S. A
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