
Imagine living in a country where everyone was 
censored. Where getting on the internet meant that the 
government could be monitoring your every move. A 
country where downloading music, a YouTube video, 
or a movie could have serious consequences. 

It sounds like science fi ction or the scene of an ex-
treme communist country to us. But thanks to a legisla-
tion proposed in Congress, this almost became a reality.

It started in 2007 with the Anti-Counterfeiting Trade 
Agreement (ACTA). Its purpose was to stop the fl ow 
of counterfeit goods across international borders, but it 
mostly focused on the transfer of copyrighted materi-
als online. It was passed by the United States in 2010. 

Government offi cals have already shut down 
Megaupload.com, a major online music downloading 
site. Now, even reposting a copyrighted video from 
YouTube could yield serious consequences. 

Even though ACTA has already been passed, it has 
been overshadowed by more recent bills, the Stop On-
line Piracy Act (SOPA) and the Protect IP Act (PIPA).

These bills would have the ability to infringe on our 
free speech by allowing law enforcement to block en-
tire domains because of infringing content on a single 
blog or website. 

The ability of offi cials to get rid of a domain could 
have caused mass protests, as some claimed it goes 
against our First Amendment rights.  

And the opposition to these bills was enough to 
make a statement. On Jan. 18, the largest internet pro-
test in history was conducted objecting SOPA and 
PIPA. Over 7,000 companies blacked out their websites 
for 24 hours in protest. 

And although the bills were not passed, these com-
panies had the right to take a stand against it.

Even though the main goal of the bills was to stop 
internet piracy and copyright infringement, in the pro-
cess they could have had devastating effects on small 
businesses.

The problem is not with the intent of the bill, but with 
the execution. The government needs to fi nd a way to 
fi ght copyright infringement and  piracy  without alter-
ing the purpose of the internet: sharing ideas. 

If someone was to change our right to communicate, 
to share freely, or to interact and exchange ideas, what 
reason do we have to call ourselves the “land of the 
free?”

Online censorship unconstitutional
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