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Tuesday 25 August 2009 '

Hi Mark,

I'am writing regarding the Laws proposed under the P2P file sharing legislation. g

Even though this decision was ruled out by the governments own digital Britain report in June this propééal is
still being put forward. ‘ - .
Why should a whole household be punished for the actions of one member?
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for example if my flatmate was "accused" of file sharing I W?‘;’JM’MMH=










We recognise that any solution must protect individuals’ privacy. The
Government will build in safeguards to ensure the rights of the consumer gre

protected, and will also ensure policy proposals comply with relevant data
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httg://www.dcms.gov.uk/what we do/broadcasting/5631.asgx
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