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Copyright: Important or Idiotic? 
Ella Steinberg /Guest Editorialist You hear the term "copyright" 

I · everywhere, but is it truly as 
relevant in our society as it once was? The standard Merriam-Webster 
definition is the exclusive legal right given to an originator to print, 
publish, perform, film, or record literary, artistic, or musical material, and 
to authorize others to do the same. There are laws that protect people's 
work from plagiarism like the prevention of copying, distributing, making 
money off of the work, and more. These laws help protect people's ideas 
and work, and there is a line between inspiration and stealing, which . 
copyright draws. But with the many devices and websites these days, pla
giarism is getting easier and easier to commit, so this raises the question; 
do copyright rules need revision? 

Author of New York Times Best Seller, Little Brother, Cory Doctorow 
is known for his unique views and opinions on copyright and plagiarism. 
He states in his book that readers are free to copy, distribute, transmit, 
remix, and adapt his work with proper attribution and for non-commercial 
use. One of the things he has decided to do based on these opinions is 
to give his e-book away to anyone who doesn't have access to a printed 
copy. He understands that people have the ability to plagiarize easily, 
and instead he is giving __ them freedom to be inspired and work from that 
inspiration without worrying about breaking laws while doing so. In ad
dition, Doctorow tells readers that with his consent, any of these loose 
guidelines can be dropped or worked around. Therefore, if an author is to 
personally contact him, his rules can be revised and/or changed. If more 
authors wrote with this sense of freedom, maybe we would be seeing less 
and less of plagiarism. 

As new mo~els of computers, phones, and other devices continue to be 
released, access to the internet is becoming effortless and it's even easier 
to plagiarize others work. Because our understanding of technology is 
becoming broader, it only makes sense to revise the copyright laws we 
use currently. Starting with drawing a finer line between inspiration and 
copying. Adam Parker.Smith is a 37 year old Brooklyn artist who practi
cally stole countless works of art and possessions from over 77 artists he 
admired and admitted to be motivated by. He collected all of this work 
and put it on display in a gallery on the Lower East Side, immediately 
raising questions of aesthetic ownership and influence. Most of the artists 
didn't notice their missing belongings but before Sam displayed his "art" 
in his own show, he told people he had stolen from the~ why, and he got 
their permission. This story brings up ideas about plagiarism and where 
the line between influence and theft is blurred. 

An conclusion the current copyright rules aren't necessarily up to date 
with our. technology and should be revisited and revised to avoid plagia
rism and expand the horizons to be inspired and influenced. 

Jason Upton ;Guest Editorialist In today's society, there is much contro-
versy about copyright and plagiarism laws. 

While some think that these laws have expired and have no place in this modem 
era, some believe that they are still useful and necessary to keep our society in 
order. I consider these laws useful, but a little revision to them would not hurt. 
Without copyright, anybody is free to claim other people's work as their own. If 
someone needs to write a paper to apply for a job, without copyright, they can 
simply plagiarize someone else's work and get accepted, even if they are not at 
all qualified for the job. A law against plagiarism promotes creativity and new 
ideas. This may push artists or writers to strain their brains thinking of new proj
ects, but the outcome is likely positive and should contribute to the advancement 
of literature and artwork. 

Because of copyright, people really need to think about what they are do
ing, and in an era where we go to our devices when we have trouble, that is a 
necessity. However, I believe that people should be able to take ideas of other's 
works, and branch out on them, like an evolution of the work. The only prob
lem is where to draw the line between branching out ori an idea, and stealing it. 
These should be up to the court system. For example, if one person created a 
work of art that depicted a fantasy world, another artist may be able to create a 
parody or sequel to it as long as they cite the artist they got the inspiration from 
and have a distinct difference in visual appearance. If, however, they did not cite 
their source that inspired the piece or have very little to no difference from the 
original, it should be labeled as plagiarism. 

Copyright is also huge to low-income citizens. It gives them a chance 
to have a work of their own that they get all the royalties for. Without copyright 
laws, if a normal citizen had a great idea, anyone could take it and receive the 
money for it, even huge companies that have no need for it. Normal, unpubli
cized people rely on copyright laws to get their fair share of their own ideas. 

The hardest part of determining whether a work' was plagiarized or not 
is deciding what the chances are that someone else came up with the idea on 
their own without inspiration. For example, if one person invented a new way 
to slip into your shoes and planned to market it, and another person half way 
across the world came up with the same idea, it has to be decided what the odds 
were that they each had no knowledge of the other's plan. When deciding this, 
the simplicity of the idea has to come up. The more advanced the idea, the less 
likely it was thought up twice. The main issue is people learn about the idea, 
song, or work without knowing, and unconsciously using it for their own use. 
One example of this is when Sam Smith, one of the creators of the song "Stay 
with Me" , and his co-writers were accused of basing their song on Tom Petty's 
"I Won't Back Down". Smith admitted that unknowingly, he had wrote a song 
very similar to Petty's and gave him and his co-writer a 25% cut of the song's 
royalties. Plagiarism can be very hard to classify, and extremely controversial. 

In conclusion, copyright laws keep the world of literature in order. Ideas . 
cannot be stolen and used for purposes unwanted by the original source. People 
get the credit they so rightly deserve, with exclusive rights to their content. A 
world without copyright and plagiarism laws would be one that is o,ut of control. 


