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Hello 
 
Here are some answers to the questions posed in the consultation. I hope they help. 
 
Copyright  
Q5 – I strongly believe not. There are already court decisions taking that view.  There is literature arguing against it 
e.g. J Ginsburg in IIC https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s40319-018-0670-x  and previously S Ricketson, 
international renown experts on copyright law and others cited in this editorial and elsewhere. International 
conventions are against it – for copyright to subsist in a work there needs to be an author – i.e. human being. 
Q8 – yes 
 
Designs 
Q1- yes 
Q4 – no 
Q6 – I have not trawled the preparatory legislative materials to the regulation for a while. So yes there may be 
uncertainty but the rule should be the same for CDRs as for national designs so AI/machines cannot be an author of 
a design. 
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