	Kevin O’Brien’s article “Google Ordered to Stop Copyright Violations on YouTube” centers around a controversial issue on the popular video-based website. To prevent users from viewing copy-written material on YouTube, a judge in Germany ordered the California-based company Google to place a filter on their website. The decision has received mixed reviews from differing institutions. While creative organizations like the music and film industry have praised the move, Google notes that the decision is only a “partial victory.” 
	In the past, Google has argued that they aren’t completely in control of the user-submitted content that sustains the website. They have argued that their current system already allows for copy-written material to be removed. Regardless, the ruling handed down could quite possibly be a substantial victory for musicians and filmmakers everywhere. The idea isn’t to limit the strengths of the popular video website, but simply allow for artists to receive payments for their work. 
	This article touches upon an issue that I feel very strongly for. I agree that artists should be compensated for their work to a certain extent. I understand that the “starving artist” stigma is a preconception that shouldn’t be allowed to continue. However, my belief is that the companies that are going to largely benefit from this new rule are the ones that don’t necessarily need any more compensation. The idea is to prevent songs and films so that artists can be paid for their material, but they are ultimately limiting their audience by doing so. For example, a couple of my friends and I create our own respective music. We all generally agree that the profit we make form the spread of our music is not anywhere near as important as the spread itself. We want websites like YouTube to put up our music that it can reach a wider audience. It’s a shame that the public tends to exploit these artists because it really does ruin the process for everyone. 
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