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Intellectual property protection can impact negatively on economic
and cultural development of the country. The main aim of today’s copy-
right system is to give certain companies the power over society, which
they use for enriching themselves. Today, copyright protects the rights of
authors; in particular, in the field of literature and arts, that is, it reaches
the purpose for which it was created, but it does so high costs for which
consumers pay with their freedom and their money. Convincing arguments
against intellectual property rights are set out in a recent book Against
Intellectual Monopoly written by Michel Boldrin and David Levine, two
American economists, as well as the book Against Intellectual Property by
Stephan Kinsella, the American lawyer. In the view of many other experts,
total intellectual property protection begins to hinder seriously developing
science and culture.
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3UATKEPAIK MEHLUIKTIH, KY3eTi eAAiH 3KOHOMMKAAbIK, XXOHEe MBAEHMU
AaMyblHa Kepi ecepiH Turise araabl. byriHi KyHi aBTOPABIK, KYKbIK, XXYyieci-
HiH Heri3ri MaKkcaTbl — KOFamAarbl OMAIKTI BEATiAI KOMMaHMsIAapFa yCTary.
AA OA OMAIK KOMIMaHMSCbIHBIH, XKeKe ManAachl YiLiH KOAAAHbIABIT XKaTbIp.
Kasipri TaHAa 8AebMeT, eHep caAarapbliHAAFbl aBTOPAbIK, KYKbIKTapAbl
KOMUPANT KopFanAbl. AdAipek arTKaHAQ, KOMMPaMT aAAblHA KOWMFaH
MakcaTka >KeTin >atblp. AAaiiaa OCbl XOA OpacaH 30p LWbIFbIHAAPFA
anbin keayae. CoA cebenmneH TYTbIHYLIbIAAP 63 yaKbITbl MEH akiuacblHaH
anbIpblAyAQ. 2KakblHAQ >KapblK, KBPreH eKi aMepuKaAblK, 3KOHOMUCT: Mu-
weAb boaapuH XeHe A3BMA AMBaMHHBIH «3USTKEPAIK MOHOMOAMSFA
KapCbl» aTTbl KiTaObIHAQ 3USTKEPAIK MEHLLIK KYKbIFblHA KQpCbl HAHbIMADI
ADAEAAEP KeATipiAreH. Tafbl Aa kenTereH 6acka capariibliAapAblH OMblH-
WA, 3USTKEPAIK MEHLLIKTIH, TOTAAbAbIK, KOPFaAybl FbIAbIM MEH MOAEHMET-
TiH aAfa GacyblH TOKTATyAQ.

TyHiH ce3aep: aBTOPAbIK KYKbIK >KYMeECi, KOMMPaAMT, 3USTKEPAIK
MEeHILLIK.

OxpaHa MHTEAAEKTYaAbHOM COGCTBEHHOCTH MO>KET HEraTUBHO BAUSITH
Ha 5KOHOMWYECKOE M KYAbTYpHOE pa3BuThe cTpaHbl. OCHOBHas LIeAb ce-
FOAHSLLIHEA CUCTEMbl aBTOPCKOrO MpaBa — AaTb OMPeAEAEHHbIM KoMmma-
HMSIM BAQCTb HaA O6LLECTBOM, KOTOPOM OHM MOAb3YIOTCS AASt OGOraLLeHus..
CeroaHs KONMpamT 3aliMiLAeT NpaBa aBTOPOB, B YaCTHOCTM, B 06AACTM
AMTEPATYPbI 1 UCKYCCTBA, TO €CTb AOCTUIAeT LIEAU, PAAM KOTOPOM OH BbiA
CO3AQaH, HO OH AEAAET 3TO C BbICOKMMM M3AEPIKKaMM, KOTOpble NMoTpetum-
TEAM MOKPbIBAIOT CBOEN CBOGOAOM M CBOUMM AeHbramu. Y6eArTeAbHble
ApryMeHTbl NPOTMB MPaB MHTEAAEKTYAAbHOM COGCTBEHHOCTU MPUBOAITCS
B HEAAQBHO BbllLEALLIEN KHUIe ABYX aMePUKAHCKMX 3KOHOMUCTOB MuLueast
boaapyHa 1 A3Braa AmnBaiiHa «[1pOTUB MHTEAAEKTYAAbHON MOHOMOAMMY,
a Tak>Xke KHUre amepukaHckoro topucta Crecpana KuHceaabt «[TpoTre nH-
TEAAEKTYaAbHOM COOCTBEHHOCTU». 10 MHEHMIO MHOTMX APYIMX 3KChep-
TOB, TOTAAbHasl 3alMTa MHTEAAEKTYAAbHOW COOCTBEHHOCTWM HAUYMHAET
Cepbe3HO TOPMO3UTb PAa3BUTME HaYKM N KYABTYPbI.

KAloueBble cAOBa: cvcTema aBTOPCKOro npasa, KONMUPanT, MHTEAAEK-
TyaAbHast COBCTBEHHOCTb.
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Not long ago there were two telecasts in the Culture Russian
television channel (under the Cultural Revolution heading), which
marked the theme of abolishing copyright law. Television headlines
were more than eloquent: copyright should be abolished and
copyright is immoral. The theme, as they say, was designated. But
this issue was not a pioneer or sensational.

Since its inception the intellectual property rights have been
criticized by both individuals and communities. And it was criticized
both the exclusive rights and combining them into a single concept.

Opposition to intellectual property rights especially intensified
in 1980-1990 period while spreading digital technology and the
Internet. The Free Software Foundation advocates for the rights of
users of computer programs, and against excessive (with its position)
limiting their copyrights and patents. Electronic Frontier Foundation
fights against various violations of human rights and freedoms i.e.
related disorders, among others, the implementation of the exclusive
rights of intellectual property, or committed under its pretext. Since
2005 in Europe The Pirate Parties have struggled against intellectual
property at the general policy level [5].

The main purpose of today’s copyright system is to give certain
companies an unfair power over society, which they use for enriching
themselves. Today copyright gives side effect in promoting literature
and art, which is the purpose for which it was created, but it does so
high costs, for which we pay with our freedom and our money. The
goal is still desirable but we must do it with another system [5].

Perhaps the most compelling arguments against intellectual
property rights appear in the recent book Against Intellectual
Monopoly by Michele Boldrin and David K. Levine [6], two
American economists from respectable academic ranking (top 5%
of economists of the world). Full text of the book, according to
the authors, has been settled in the Internet before publishing by
Cambridge University Press in July 2008 (Boldrin, Levine, 2008).
They came to a conclusion that in most cases, intellectual property
protection does more economic harm than good and should be
removed [7].

Michele Boldrin, professor of economics at Washington
University and David K. Levine at the University of California in
Los Angeles prove that copyright is not an engine of progress, but its
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brake. They also prove that protection of intellectual
property stimulates human laziness. Staking out a
scientific discovery or artistic image, the franchisor
himself (herself) ceases being engaged in its
developing, and he (she) doesn’t give another person
opportunity to deal with it. [1].

Boldrin and Levine ([6] 2008, chapter 8) study
the intensity of creating classical music works
before and after introducing the European copyright
laws (at the end of the 18" century; first in England
and then in continental Europe). The authors believe
that «a number of composers per million inhabitants
declined everywhere, but much faster in the UK than
in Germany or Austria after introducing copyright,
and at about the same speed as in Italy. So there is
no evidence that copyright promote creative music
recovery. If there were a mechanism to create
incentives for composers copyright protection
wouldn’t be an important part of it» [7].

The essence of author’s reasoning is the
following: copyrights and patents are not an integral
part of the natural mechanism of competition.
They are products of legislative and appeared
as a result of the actions of the market leaders,
interested in reducing competition. The result of any
monopoly action is known to be a price increase,
economic stagnation, inhibition of innovation and
it is not serving the interests of the whole society,
but only some groups. So for people can develop
successfully it is not required total rejection of
intellectual property protection, but the large-scale
and fundamental reform [4].

The authors reinforced this theory by illustrative
examples. For example, the great innovators of the
past such as James Watt, the inventor of the steam
engine, and brothers Orville and Wilbur Wright, the
creators of the first aircraft, became famous not only
for its achievements in the scientific field, but also
as successful businessmen who prevent actively
others from improving their manufactured products
and make them more affordable. Thus, protection
of intellectual property hasn’t led to spreading new
ideas and increasing profits, but, on the contrary to
technological stagnation and financial dislocation
(in some cases, inventors have suffered themselves).

There is a similar story in the field of culture.
For example, in the 19" century English literature
has become incredibly popular in the United States
and joined in all school programs, although in those
days brilliant authors from France, Spain, Germany,
Russia whose works quickly translated into English
also worked successfully. The reason for this was
«piracy»: American publishers, who didn’t worry
on copyright protection of their British counterparts

and British writers, literally flooded the United
States with public domain books.

According to Boldrin and Levine, every period
of history marked by technological breakthroughs
occurred when there was no protection of intellectual
property

It has been observed lately when creating the
Internet. To this day, companies that are not engaged
in protecting their copyrights are launching the most
successful technological innovations.

Not for the first time, authors were opposed
to intellectual property in its current sense. For
example, several years ago Stephan Kinsella, the
American lawyer, published the book Against
Intellectual Property [8]. His reasoning may be
summarized as follows: every inhabitant of the
Earth pay for somebody’s patents and copyrights.
For example, there is some part of them in the cost
of the vast majority of goods ranging from computer
software to pharmaceuticals and wines. However,
this proportion is unreasonably high and it doesn’t
go to the pocket of the creators and inventors of
new ideas but it goes to firms concerned with the
protection of intellectual property. For example,
the proliferation of the Internet and information
technologies has led to a massive theft of music
and movies. So movie and record companies spend
billions of dollars to protect their works, resulting in
higher prices for their products sold legally [4].

The copyright industry plays a great role in
the United States economy. According to United
States Department of Commerce, USA industries
that protect the rights of its products using the
copyright provide 5% of the gross domestic product
of the United States. It is one of the most successful
exports in the United States and gives more revenue
from sales outside the United States than agriculture,
automotive or acrospace of America. Moreover, the
pace of job creation in the copyright industry three
times as much the rate of growth for the rest of the
economy of the United States. Some experts believe
that copyright infringement cause $ 3 billion in
damage to USA filmmakers (according to the most
conservative estimates).

James K. Glassman, researcher at American
Enterprise Institute, considers the protection of
intellectual property to be one of the reasons why
the technological revolution is evolving from
the road to freedom into the road to slavery. The
number of patents and trademarks, to be in need
of protecting, is increasing every day. Now state
boundaries don’t prevent from stealing intellectual
property and thieves can operate in various countries
and continents. Consequently, the expenditures of
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copyright owners to monitor such violations will
inevitably increase many times. Eventually, the
owners of copyright may be slaves to their property,
much of their efforts will not be bent to create a new
intellectual property, but to protect the old one.
Robert Boynton, published an article under
the eloquent heading The Tyranny of Copyright in
The New York Times Magazine. He came to the
conclusion that the only truly free space, where
copyright protection laws do not apply in full, is the
Internet. However, the era of total freedom in the
Internet is coming to the end. Film producers and
record companies for last two years have used the
programs that allow detecting network users who
download illegally films or music. There is also
well-designed software that allows finding texts
copied from one or another sources. Law firms
that defend the interests of writers and journalists,

have similar programs (such as WCopyfinder or
iThenticate). The mass media themselves also
used it (according to the Associated Press, USA
Today newspaper used it to prove that one of its
journalists has been plagiarized). There are already
sites where a creator of some texts located in the
Internet can register them and in the future he (she)
will be able to inspect if any other Internet users
steal words and sentences belonging to him (her)
[2].

Intellectual property right is the bedrock of
modern economy. However, there is growing
evidence that the practice of protection of copyright
comes into conflict with other rights, such as the right
to freedom of speech. Moreover, total intellectual
property protection begins to hinder seriously the
development of science and culture. The latest «area
of freedomy is the Internet [3].
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