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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT |
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK ¥

X
PARAMOUNT PICTURES CORPORATION and
TWENTIETH CENTURY FOX FILM CORPORA 3 C V . 7 3 1 6
! o
Plaintiffs, |
- agarost - , '
TRITTON TECHNOLOGIES, INC.; |
- WORLD REACHL.L.C.;
' QOYLL.C.; and PROTO VENTURES, INC.,
Defendants.
—X

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION e
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION oy

This case is brought under the “anti-trefficking” provisions of the Digitél' o 2

Millenniumn Copyright Act (‘DMCA™), 17 U.S.C. § 1201 et seq. 'There provisions auﬂziéﬁze:é:;
-

injunctive relief and damages against those who waffic in “any technology, product, service, > -
- device, coraponent, or part thereof” designed to circumvent certain types of protections that
copyright owners pmploy w protect their digital works from piracy. 17 U.S.C. § 1201(a)(2),
B |

Sceveral vears ago. after considerable analysis, Judge Eaplan entered an
- injunction, affirmed by the TInited States Cou;t of Appeals for the Second C'ir;:uit, against

| persans who were trafficking in software designed to circumvent the Coment Seramble System



(“‘CSS™) that the motion picture stdios e to px_:\"c':nt plmy of films distdbuted on DVD. See
Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Reimerdes, 82 F. Supp. 2d 211 (S.D.N.Y. 2000) (oxdering
prelimimary injanction): Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Reimerdes, 111 F. Supp. 2d 254
(S.D.N.Y. 2000) (ordexing pernmanent injunction); Universal City Seudios, Inc. v. Corley, 273
E.3d 429 (24 Cir. 2001) (affirming permanent injunction), More recently, Yudge Pauley entered
' preliminary injunctions againgt several defendan:“.s who, notwithstanding the Iégx‘mgrdes case,
continued r traffic in software designed 1o ﬁrcumvem CSS. See Paramount Pictires Corp. v. |
Internet Enterprises, ine., No. 03 CV 3493, 2003 WL 21517839, *1 (S.D.N.Y. June 24, 2003);
Paramoun Pictures Corp. v. Interner Pnterprises, Inc., No. 03 CV 3493 (WHP), 6/20/03
Heerine Tr. (attached 88 Exh. 1).
This case involyes the same igsues. Plaintiffs Paramount Pictures Corporstion
and Twentieth Century Fox Film Corparation are two motion picture studios that use C33 10
restrict access to, and prevent copying of, ﬁopyd ghied motion pictores distributed in the DVD
_ format. The defendants named in this case, liks the defendants in the Reimerdes and Internet
Enterprises litigation, traffic in compater software designed to circumvent CSS~~conduct for
which there is no defense, as Judge Xeplan, Judge Pauley, and the Second Ciré\}it have
previously found. |
For the reasons sct forth below, t:he Court should snter the requested preliminary
injunction pursuantro 17 US.C. § 1203(b)(1) and Rude 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure.
STATEMENT OF FACTS
The following facts 2stablish the basis for the preliminery injunction requestsd in

Plaintiffs’ motion! |



_ 1. Plaintiffs are among the world's leading motion picture studios and
. distributars of filmed entertainment. Throngh 2 variety of media, including theatrical release,

pay-per-view, and DVDs, Plaintiffs distribute motion pictures and other worksinwhichitheyy

sowthiecapyiishii or otherwise possess exclugive xights. The widespread use of DWVDs by
motion picture industry bogan in the late 1990s. See Decl, of Robert Schumarn at] 9; see alse
Reimerdes, 111 F. Supp. 24 et 309-10.

2. A DVD (“digital versatile disc") is a di gitai storage niedium. a plastic disc
five inches in diameter that is capable of storing a full-length motion picture. In addition to their
compact gizs, DVDs also offer significant audio and visual ﬁdvamagea over videooasseties or
other analog media, as they provide supericr andio and visual fidelity and are less subject 1o
deterioration over time. Howevar, the DVD is also a tempting target for would-be copyright

_ piratés-because the very nature of the digital format means that the works contained ot DVDs
can be ¢opied from generstion to generation without degradation. Once copied, the content of
these DVDe can be bumned onto an unlimited nuxmber of writable DVDs ot CD-Rs, and/or readily

distributed over the Internét, virtually instantancousty and to millions of people. This problem is
not mexely hypothetical. prmlnmm file~copying services, scores of d.iglm} qopit;s of

_ fileas are avaflabie free for download.: .S;ee Schumann Decl. at J{ 7-10, 26. '

3. . Before procesding with plans to release their copyrighted works in the
DVD formay, 2 number of copyright owners including Plaintiffs adopted the CSS copy- and
access~contyol technology de&igned to protrct digital content froem copyright infringement. CS3
is comprised of an integrared system of access “Jocks,” encryption technology, and hicensing

provisions that protect the contents of a DV from vnauthorized access-—ihat js, accesg other

































