
INTERNATIONAL TRADE, POPULISM & IP
SESSION 4B / 4:20PM-5:25PM / CONSTANTINO C

Introduction & starter questions: Stan McCoy (moderator) (5 min)
Overview: Maria Martin-Prat (European Commission, DG Trade) (10 min)
Moderated discussion & audience questions: (45 min)
• Probir Mehta (USTR)
• Stevan Mitchell (US Dep’t of Commerce – ITA)
• Maria Strong (US Copyright Office)
• George York (RIAA)
• Antony Taubman (WTO)





QUESTION FOR MARIA MARTIN-PRAT

What role will IP play in the progressive trade policy 
outlined by the Commissioner?  Will it be a changed 
role?

And…



QUESTION FOR MARIA MARTIN-PRAT

…how might the EC look upon the part of French 
candidate Marine Le Pen’s platform where she vows to 
“cancel Hadopi and begin work on a global license”? 



Peter Navarro, quoted by Breitbart News, 31 January 2017:

“A lot of people naively, in government and in the general public, think that we’re the greatest 
nation in the world, we have the greatest technology, and, therefore, we’re always going to win 
the economic battle,” he said. “The problem there is if your strategic rival, like China, steals all 
your intellectual property and then is able to produce at lower cost because of government 
subsidies. They win the game in the end.”
“This is an economic battle,” Navarro declared, urging those who fear the beginning of a “trade 
war” to realize we’re already in one with China, and it began at least fifteen years ago.

“We’ve basically been getting our butt kicked,”
he said.  “We need to recognize the nature of the 
conflict and take all necessary measures to defend 
American workers, defend American manufacturers, 
and that’s my job at the National Trade Council.”



QUESTION FOR PROBIR MEHTA

Sounds like the Administration is ready to do some ‘butt 
kicking’ on IP theft.  What might that mean?  Have there 
been some early signals?



QUESTION FOR STEVAN MITCHELL

We hear a lot about trade deficits these days.  Does the 
US have a trade deficit when it comes to intellectual 
property?



[O]nline platforms have been inhabiting a parallel legal universe. Broadly 
speaking, they are not legally responsible, either for what their users do or for 
the harm that their services can cause in the real world. It is becoming ever 
clearer, however, that this era of digital exceptionalism cannot last for ever. 
Governments and courts are chipping away at the sovereignty of internet 
firms, and public opinion is pushing them to 
police themselves better. Given their growing 
heft, this shift is likely not just to continue but 
to accelerate.

The Economist, February 2017



QUESTION FOR GEORGE YORK

Are we indeed witnessing the end of the era of ‘digital 
exceptionalism’?  Internationally, where and how is that 
true or false?



“DIGITAL ADVERTISING $H*TSTORM HITS EUROPE”

[C]opyright holders are going to be keenly interested in watching 
what happens… This acute pressure from advertisers comes at a 
time when the creative community is stepping up its pressure on 
Congress to fix the flaws in the DMCA that inadvertently create 
incentives for platforms to turn a blind eye to copyright 
infringement.

Illusion of More, March 2017



QUESTION FOR MARIA STRONG

Will events in Europe influence the US debate on 
DMCA?



QUESTION FOR ANTONY TAUBMAN

Is the role of WTO and TRIPS changing in this 
environment?



INTERNATIONAL TRADE, POPULISM & IP
SESSION 4B / 4:20PM-5:25PM / CONSTANTINO C

Introduction & Starter Questions: Stan McCoy (moderator) (5 min)
Overview: Maria Martin-Prat (European Commission, DG Trade) (10 min)
Moderated discussion & audience questions: 
• Probir Mehta (USTR)
• Stevan Mitchell (US Dep’t of Commerce – ITA)
• George York (RIAA)
• Maria Strong (US Copyright Office)
• Antony Taubman (WTO)


