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SUMMARY OF STAKEHOLDER COMMENTS 
Re: Second Round-table Discussion on the first draft of the national CC license BY-NC-SA 3.0
From: Center for Information Law and Policy (CILP)

To: Eurasia Partnership Foundation, CCi
Date: 23 December 2008
Start/End: 16:00-18:00
Participants:
1. Mr. Tigran Zargaryan (Director - Fundamental Scientific Library of the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Armenia),
2. Ms. Narine Mkrtchyan (Lawyer-expert, Business Software Alliance),
3. Ms. Sonia Vardanyan (Head of Copyright Department of Intellectual Property Agency of the Republic of Armenia),
4. Ms. Shoushan Mkhitaryan (Senior Specialist - Copyright Department of Intellectual Property Agency of the Republic of Armenia),
5. Ms. Kristine Hambaryan (Senior Specialist - Copyright Department of Intellectual Property Agency of the Republic of Armenia),
6. Ms. Lusine Babayan (Leading Specialist - Copyright Department of Intellectual Property Agency of the Republic of Armenia),
7. Mr. Vazgen Karapetyan (Senior Cross-Border Programs Officer - EPF) 

It shall be noted that the overall atmosphere of discussion was constructive, stimulating the mutual exchange of ideas. The subject of discussion for the most part elaborated upon drafting techniques, legislative obstacles and some points stemming from unfamiliarity to and confusion of the practical essence of Creative Commons principles. Below are presented summary of those comments.
Comments/Suggestions:

1. Unification of terms used in the text of License to make it more reader friendly, e.g. natural person - individual, legal person - legal entity. Besides, some editing was suggested on stylistics based on subjective way of Contract drafting. (MH): agree on the first part.
2. As it is stipulated in the conclusion of report “Inconsistencies between Armenian Legislation and Creative Commons Generic License, submitted by CILP, Free Use of any Right to Work, author’s refusal to accept royalty  and even dedication of Work to Public Domain are in contradiction with RA Legislation. In fact, these contradictions were not addressed because at this moment such legislative obstacles are not feasible to overcome that require legislative intervention. (MH): agree.
3. In the preamble of the Armenian Draft License, it is considered as not appropriate to mention that “CREATIVE COMMONS CORPORATION IS NOT A LAW FIRM” but rather indicate that CC is not a party to this contract (as it is appeared in the endnote) and has no legal relation with execution of this License. (MH): agree.
4. Head of Copyright Department of Armenian Agency of IP voiced her concern about inclusion of related rights objects into definition of “Work”, suggesting separation of these concepts as totally incompatible with RA Law. (MH): Principally, this provision does not contradict the Law because in the wording of the License it is stipulated that only “For the purpose of this License, Work, insofar as such Work is protected under applicable law, shall also mean non-copyrightable objects of related rights”. Thus, License does not pretend to merge these two concepts as one but use them only under the single term for the purpose of contract smoothness as a formality.
5. It was suggested to delete “public digital performances” from definition of “Communication to the Public” point “h”. (MH): definition of “Communication to the Public” formulated by the License is in full compliance with RA Law on Copyright and Related Rights (Article 19).
After discussion, all participants expresses their desire and willingness to be included into CC Armenia mailing list to take part in public discussions on further adaptation of CC License with Armenian legislation.
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