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A Message from Dru
Well, it’s that time of year again - MACWORLD! The July 17th –19th  event promises to be even
larger that the 80,000+ that showed up for the fall MacWorld. Steve Jobs is set to make some very
large announcements (if you can believe the rumor sites). For more info about MacWorld, go to
http://www.macworldexpo.com. Hopefully, I’ll be there broadcasting and playing host of the Mac
Help Radio’s ‘Live from New York’ review of MacWorld. I won’t know if I’m going until July
15th, but I’ll let y’all know as soon as I know. My first MacWorld <sigh>…Does this mean I can
wear long pants now? J
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The Africans are coming! If you’re like me, you’ve probably received an e-mail (or two or three)
that goes something like this –

I AM DR. OLUSEGUN SMITH, THE CHAIRMAN OF CONTRACT AWARD AND REVIEW
COMMITTEE SET UP BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT OF NIGERIA UNDER THE NEW
CIVILIAN DISPENSATION TO AWARD NEW CONTRACTS AND REVIEW EXISTING ONES. I
CAME TO KNOW OF YOU IN MY SEARCH FOR A RELIABLE AND REPUTABLE PERSON
TO HANDLE A VERY CONFIDENTIAL TRANSACTION, WHICH INVOLVES THE TRANSFER
OF A HUGE SUM OF MONEY TO A FOREIGN ACCOUNT. THERE WERE SERIES OF
CONTRACTS EXECUTED BY A CONSORTIUM OF MULTI-NATIONALS IN THE OIL
INDUSTRY IN FAVOUR OF N.N.P.C. THE ORIGINAL VALUE OF THESE CONTRACTS
WERE DELIBRATELY OVER INVOICED TO THE SUM OF USD$25,000,000.00 (TWENTY
FIVE MILLION UNITED STATE DOLLARS).

or

I have a business proposal which I know might interest you. My name Dr .DOUGLAS
BONYFACE, a medical Doctor .and the sole proprietor of the above specialist Hospital. I
understand that through Internet is not the best way to link up with you because of the
confidentiality which the transaction demands. However, I have already sent you this same letter
by post one month ago, but I am not sure if it did get to you since I have not heard from you, hence
my resending it again. I have a widow here in my Clinic who is on a political Asylum in Abidjan-
Cote d’Ivoire Refugee Camp, she has been so ill for some couple of months now. This woman



confided in me based on the free medical attention I have been giving to her and her children. She
had revealed to me of her life history and about her late husband who was a top military officer in
one of the west African country(Sierra-Leone) before his death during the civil war and the fortune
she inherited from her late husband. She has asked me to source a credible and trustworthy
partner abroad who will manage her funds for investment, the sum of Twenty Eight Million US
Dollars(US$28m) which her late husband deposited in a safe Fiduciary Agent in Europe through
a Security Company based in Abidjan.

or

My name is Mrs. Mabel Mamumbi from Congo Kinshasa. I am a widow with a chronic renal
insufficiency case, a kidney disease and I am presently putting up in a guest house with my son
here in Abidjan Cote D’Ivoire.

However, I want to intimate you of an urgent assistance I need from you and if you can not assist
fully, I will like you to please source a trustworthy person to receive a certain deposit I inherited
from my late husband for an investment.

My late husband deposited the sum of $ 15 million with BICICI bank here in Abidjan Cote
D’Ivoire before his death while in service as a general in the Army in my home country, but before
his death, he handed me over all the documents relating to the deposit in the bank and asked me to
leave for Abidjan and arrange with a foreign partner to invest the money so that my children could
have a better education and a good life.

Folks, these aren’t e-mail SPAMs. They’re F-R-A-U-D! These people are NOT from Nigeria,
Cote D’Ivoire, or anywhere else like that. What they want to do is STEAL your hard earned (or
invested) money. If you get something like this in your e-mail box, DO NOT RESPOND TO IT!
Immediately forward the e-mail to your ISP (Internet Service Provider). These kinds of people need
to be locked up like any other criminal. Worse, they prey on the emotions of computer users who
don’t know any better, Now you do! Forewarned is forearmed!
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Apple Corps of Dallas’ next meeting is Saturday, July 20th at the Richardson Civic Center.
Meetings begin at 9 am. Main Meeting speaker this month is Terresa Overall who will be talking
about Educational Software for the Mac. If you got kiddos, this is the meeting to attend. This is a
FREE event, but we DO encourage that you join of group. For more info go to: http://www.acd.org
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Need a job? Want to earn a little cash to supplement your income? Part time? Full time? The
Richman Group is hiring. Call me for details – 972-783-9790. Health, Wealth, Vim, Vigor, and
Vitality can be Yours!
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Wanna ‘Hot Deal’ from Apple? Go to - http://guide.apple.com/hotdeals/applestore/index.lasso.
Seek and ye shall reap!
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Avoiding Trouble in the Move to Mac OS X, Part 2
by Adam C. Engst

Mac OS X may be the future of the Macintosh, but for many people, it still isn't part of the present.
Unless you purchase a new computer with Mac OS X pre-installed, moving up from Mac OS 9
isn't as simple as installing the software and getting back to work. In last month's issue, Adam
Engst offered a number of considerations for determining whether or not you should upgrade to
Mac OS X and how to get ready for the move. In this installment, he wants to cover some steps for
making the move as painless as possible.

Prepare Your Hard Disk -- Before you start installing Mac OS X, you need to spend a moment
thinking about your hard disk. Many people recommend partitioning your hard disk into two
volumes, one for Mac OS 9 and another for Mac OS X to simplify the process of reinstalling Mac
OS X should something go horribly wrong. Some people prefer even more partitions. It's a
personal choice, but my take on the subject is that for most people, partitioning is unnecessary and
will cause more annoyance in the end.

Until I got my Power Mac G4 with its 10 GB hard disk, formatted with HFS+, I always partitioned
my hard disk into three volumes: one for the operating system, one for applications, and one for
documents. I'd kept that partitioning scheme since my first 30 MB hard disk because it worked
around the block size inefficiencies of HFS and reduced backup needs somewhat. But it also
increased the complexity of navigating the Finder and Open dialogs, cluttered the Desktop, and
complicated my backup strategy. I didn't mind it too much until I switched to a single partition,
which turned out to be far less stressful to use.

Plus, when Apple ships a new Mac with Mac OS X, it comes as a single partition. That says to me
that Apple considers a single partition the default setup and has thus devoted more testing resources
to that approach. In short, if you want to partition your hard disk for separate Mac OS 9 and Mac
OS X volumes, feel free, but I consider it optional. If you choose to do so, be very careful about
your backup strategy to make sure you're backing the necessary data on all partitions. Also, it's
easier to set up multiple partitions if you have a large external hard disk around to hold your data
while you're reformatting and repartitioning the disk (plus, it provides a secondary backup for
added peace of mind).

Although the Mac OS X installer does check your disk before installing, I still recommend running
Disk First Aid (or Alsoft's DiskWarrior, if you have it) manually before installing to make sure
you're clearing up any disk corruption. Another potentially useful thing to do would be to
defragment the hard disk first so all of Mac OS X's tens of thousands of files are laid down
contiguously - you can use a tool such as PlusOptimizer or Tech Tool Pro, or you can back up
your data, reformat the drive, and restore everything from the backup. No matter what, make at least
one full backup of your entire hard disk, just in case. I know we say that frequently, but it's truly
important with such a major operating system upgrade.

If, like me, you've decided to pop a new hard disk in your Mac before upgrading to Mac OS X,
you'll get the advantage of a nice clean hard disk with no fragmentation, since restoring from
backup or duplicating one hard disk to another also eliminates fragmentation. Even better, this



approach gives you an automatic backup, since you could always put the old drive back in if
necessary.

Install in Order -- It's finally time to install. If you're lucky, you have a Mac OS X 10.1 CD-
ROM. I wasn't so lucky - although I had a 10.1 upgrade CD-ROM, that would only update an
existing 10.0 installation. I spent hours installing 10.0, letting Software Update bring that copy up
to snuff, installing the 10.1 upgrade, and letting Software Update do its thing again. I might have
been able to skip some of the intermediate 10.0 steps, but frankly, because I don't know exactly how
everything works inside Mac OS X, I didn't dare, and I don't recommend you do either. Let's give
Apple the benefit of the doubt here and assume they know what they're doing when they say that
updates to Mac OS X must be applied in a certain order.

If you have only a slow modem connection to the Internet, relying on Software Update to download
all these updates could extend the upgrade time over several days. As I noted in the first part of this
article last week, a better approach would be to download the various updates manually when
convenient, and then apply them yourself. The only trick here is making sure you get the order right
- I don't know if the installers for each update are smart enough to prevent you from making a
mistake. The Knowledge Base article below provides links to all the necessary installers and tells
y o u  t h e  o r d e r  i n  w h i c h  t h e y  s h o u l d  b e  installed.
http://docs.info.apple.com/article.html?artnum=106713

The main Mac OS X installers and Software Update offer to let you install a number of optional
components, most notably the BSD subsystem and developer tools, but also additional printer
drivers and updates for Apple devices like AirPort hardware and the iPod. Assuming that you're not
trying to cram Mac OS X into a too-small hard disk, I recommend you install most of these
optional bits (it's safe to skip language kits for languages you don't understand) because it's not
entirely clear that you can install some of this stuff after the fact. Disk space is cheap, and Mac OS
X is still too much of a black box to second guess Apple's installers.

In the end, you should have a stock Mac OS X installation. Go ahead and explore a bit and try
things out, but remember that things will feel different once you finish your configuration.

Install Applications & Utilities -- The next step is to install the Mac OS X-specific applications
and utilities that you've downloaded. I don't recommend dragging programs from your Applications
(Mac OS 9) folder over to your Applications folder unless the application in question is already
carbonized. It's better to build up your Mac OS X collection of applications more slowly and
consciously to avoid confusion about what's new and what's old. Plus, if you do need to switch
back to Mac OS 9, all your Mac OS 9 applications will be ready and waiting where you expect
them to be.

I do recommend that you install all Mac OS X programs into your Applications folder. Some
programs simply won't work properly unless they're in the Applications folder - for instance, if you
move the Retrospect Client folder out of your Applications folder, the Retrospect Client application
will turn itself off (that's a bug that Dantz knows about and will be fixing). In short, for now, take it
easy on custom hierarchies. With time, it shouldn't be a big issue, but unless an application claims
explicitly that you can place it anywhere, stick with the Applications folder. (And that includes the
default Utilities folder inside the Applications folder.)

During this installation phase, you'll probably get sick of typing your administrator password (a
good reason to keep it short and easy to type unless you're seriously concerned about crackers).
Sorry, but there's no way around it, and as consolation, note that you don't have to restart your Mac
after every installation or worry about what extensions were loaded when you're running the
installers, as would have been necessary under Mac OS 9.



Once you've installed utilities, take a moment to configure them as you expect. For me, the most
important step involved configuring MouseWorks properly for my Kensington Turbo Mouse's
extra buttons, setting up QuicKeys X so I could switch to applications using my function keys, and
entering the text shortcuts I rely on heavily. Until you've done this, Mac OS X will feel clumsy and
foreign, but bringing back familiar interfaces makes all the difference.

Also take a few moments to familiarize yourself with the options available in the Finder's
Preferences window (open it from the Finder application menu). The options surrounding window
usage are perhaps the most important for those switching from Mac OS 9 - you will likely want
folders to open in new windows all the time.

Move Documents -- Up to this point, nothing we've done is irreversible (though it's tricky, if not
impossible, to remove Mac OS X from your hard disk should you decide you don't want to use it -
manual deletion won't work, so reformatting and restoring from backup is probably your best bet).
However, when it comes to arranging your documents, you have two options. You can move
everything into your Mac OS X user folder, distributing it among the Documents folder and the
other top-level folders that Apple provides by default, or you can create aliases to the appropriate
folders so your files are equally as accessible in Mac OS 9 and Mac OS X. For instance, so I could
read email in Mac OS 9 if I booted back into it, I moved my Eudora Folder into Mac OS X's
Documents folder and made an alias to it in my Mac OS 9 Documents folder under the top level of
your hard disk. I haven't had to use it under Mac OS 9 after the first few days, but it was nice not to
have to worry about losing any email during that time. More generally, you could try aliasing the
Documents folders to one another. (I couldn't find a simple way of using aliases to link the Mac
OS 9 invisible Desktop Folder with the Mac OS X Desktop folder.) When in doubt, though, I
recommend leaving the original in the place Mac OS X expects it and putting the alias where Mac
OS 9 expects it - Mac OS X is pickier and more likely to squawk.

I'm sure that those of you with highly specific filing systems are already chafing at the default
folders Apple provides. Ignore them if you want, but don't delete them. Apple and other companies
are already assuming their presence, such as with iPhoto, which stores its iPhoto Library in the
Pictures folder. Creating new top-level folders is up to you, though.

Use and Reassess -- At this point, you're basically done with your installation and configuration,
and it's time to start using your Mac as normally as possible. Obviously, some things are just
different, such as the Finder column views and Dock, and you'll need to decide whether you like
using those things or not. Don't write them off as a matter of course - the fact that they're different
doesn't mean they're bad. Since I test lots of new utilities all the time, I treated Mac OS X's new
approaches as though I'd just installed a new utility - some, such as the column view, I've decided I
like using, whereas others, such as using the Dock as a launcher, I find to be a waste of time.

Give yourself a few days using Mac OS X, and take notes about what bothers you, what you find
mystifying, and what gets in your way. I see a lot of generalized anger at Mac OS X for changing
the way things were done in Mac OS 9, but a lot of the time when I ask people for details, it turns
out that the problems are easily solved or explained. For instance, when my father first upgraded, he
had lots of stuff stored on his Mac OS 9 Desktop. Since he didn't realize that's accessible only via
the Desktop (Mac OS 9) folder alias in Mac OS X, he was furious that his files seemed to have
disappeared. Once I realized what was going on, we solved the problem by moving everything from
his old Mac OS 9 Desktop either into appropriate folders or to his Mac OS X Desktop.

Realistically, this process of usage and reassessment will go on for a while as you become
comfortable with Mac OS X. Don't assume just because you're using roughly the same applications
that you'll be zipping around in Mac OS X as fluently as you were in Mac OS 9 for some time.
Even after using Mac OS X on my iBook since launch and using it non-stop on my Power Mac G4
for the last few months, I still occasionally run up against a brick wall. Then I have to stop, poke



around a bit, ask questions of friends, and try to figure out a workaround. So far, I haven't been
stumped by anything that matters, though Mac OS X's windowing logic (and I use the term "logic"
extremely loosely) continues to irritate me on a regular basis - there's no good reason that a window
belonging to a background application should ever appear over the front-most application, for
example.

The upside of this process, at least from my point of view, is that every time I figure out something
that wasn't obvious, such as how to delete a user completely, why files in my Sites folder aren't
accessible via Web Sharing, or how Mac OS X uses some of those default folders, I want to write
an article about it. We'll be publishing some of these how-to articles in the coming months.
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NEWSLINE
Apple Ships First Xserve Rack-Mount Servers to Customers
Performance Tests Show Xserve Outperforms More Expensive Servers

Apple announced that is has begun shipping Xserve™, its powerful new rack-mount server, and has
received orders for over 4,000 Xserve servers since its introduction in May. Apple also announced
that industry standard performance tests show Xserve outperforms more expensive, similarly
configured server offerings in web serving, disk performance and running the mission-critical
Biotech application BLAST.

“We introduced Xserve only a few weeks ago, and we’ve already received orders for over 4,000 of
them,” said Phil Schiller, Apple’s senior vice president, Worldwide Product Marketing. “Xserve’s
G4 processing power, massive storage, incredible I/O performance and Mac OS X Server software
with unlimited-client licenses are making it a hit with customers who want an affordable, powerful
1U rack-mount server.”

Industry standard tests show Xserve delivers exceptional performance, out-classing more expensive,
similarly configured servers from Dell, IBM and Sun. As measured side-by-side in web serving,
BLAST implementation and disk performance, Xserve outperforms its competitors in the following
ways:

* Apache Web Server - Xserve can support 60 percent more connections on an Apache
Web Server than an IBM eServer x330. Under industry standard WebBench* performance
benchmarks, an Xserve running Apache on Mac® OS X Server can support 4,051 web connections
per second compared to 2,547 connections per second on an IBM eServer x330 running Apache on
Linux. Xserve provides an affordable and robust server platform for even the most industrial
strength web applications.

* BLAST implementation - Xserve is up to 19 times faster than Sun for DNA searches
running BLAST. This is based on a standard search of over 34MB of data, with Xserve running
Apple/Genentech BLAST, a Sun Fire V100 running NCBI BLAST on Solaris and an IBM x330
running NCBI BLAST on Linux. On a word length of 8, Apple’s Xserve is nearly 8 times faster
than IBM and over 19 times faster than Sun. On a word length of 40, Xserve is 5.8 times faster than
IBM and 13.9 times faster than Sun. An Xserve running Apple/Genentech BLAST reduces search
time from hours to minutes for the kinds of gene searches life sciences customers perform every
day.

* Disk performance - Apple’s integrated hardware and software and a unique independent
ATA drive architecture allow Xserve to offer higher disk performance at a lower cost than SCSI
drive based servers. Xserve provides performance of over 110MB using a four way ATA RAID



stripe compared with a Dell PowerEdge 1650 with hardware RAID controller with a three way
SCSI RAID stripe which provides only around 70MB sustained throughput.

Xserve provides an industry leading balance of performance, capacity and price. Its dual 1 GHz
PowerPC G4 processors each have 2MB of Double Data Rate (DDR) L3 cache, and DDR
SDRAM memory with up to 2GB capacity. Xserve offers best-in-class storage, with up to 480GB
on four hot-plug ATA/100 drives, and best-in-class networking with standard dual Gigabit Ethernet
ports. Xserve includes an unlimited-client license to Mac OS X Server software, offering users a
perfect combination for file/print service, video streaming, database applications, computational
clustering and web and mail serving.

Apple offers a choice of world-class services and support programs for Xserve including 4-hour
on-site response, 24x7 technical support, AppleCare Service Parts Kits and the AppleCare
Professional SupportLine and Tools program.

Pricing & Availability
Xserve is available immediately through Mac Help Desk, Inc,  the Apple Store (www.apple.com)
and through Apple Authorized Resellers. Xserve comes in two standard configurations, or can be
fully customized to meet specific customer requirements. The two standard configurations are:

* Single 1 GHz PowerPC G4 processor, 256MB DDR RAM, 60GB ATA/100 Apple Drive
Module, dual Gigabit Ethernet, CD-ROM and Mac OS X Server with unlimited clients for a
suggested list price of $2,999 (US); and

* Dual 1 GHz PowerPC G4 processors, 512MB DDR RAM, 60GB ATA/100 Apple Drive
Module, dual Gigabit Ethernet, CD-ROM and Mac OS X Server with unlimited clients for a
suggested list price of $3,999 (US).

WebBench(TM) is a trademark of Ziff Davis Publishing Holdings Inc., an affiliate of eTesting
Labs Inc. in the U.S. and other countries. The test run by Apple used Ziff Davis Media's
WebBench(TM) version 4.1 with the standard test suite STATIC_WB41.TST
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Copyright bill may severely limit rights
By Declan McCullagh

Legislators are readying a bill that could sharply limit Americans' rights relating to copying music,
taping TV shows, and transferring files through the Internet.

At the same time, the draft legislation seen by CNET News.com would place the struggling
Webcasting industry on firmer legal footing.

Two key House legislators wrote the double-edged proposal in consultation with the Library of
Congress' Copyright Office. They appear likely to introduce it this month.

The creation of the two-part draft comes as politicians and judges are grappling with the slippery
mix of high-speed Net access, digital content, and the popularity of file-swapping networks. Last
week, record labels hinted they might broaden their legal fusillade to encompass lawsuits against
individuals.

Reps. Howard Coble of North Carolina and Howard Berman of California, who authored the draft,
say their proposed changes to copyright law follow suggestions made last August by the Copyright
Office.



"The Copyright Office recommended that Congress amend the Copyright Act," the two politicians
wrote in a five-page letter sent last month to members of the subcommittee that oversees intellectual
property. Coble is the Republican chairman of the panel, and Berman, who announced plans last
month for an unrelated bill assailing peer-to-peer networks, is the senior Democrat.

The first part of their proposal, which would limit backup copies, has already drawn objections from
academics and nonprofit groups that have reviewed it.

Under current copyright law, Americans who record a TV program or radio segment generally may
"sell or otherwise dispose of" that analog recording or digital file as they wish.

The proposed bill would end that exemption, handing copyright owners substantial new control
over the distribution of their works by curtailing copying rights granted to consumers under a
doctrine known as "fair use."

"If you were to take today's episode of 'E.R.' and tape it and give it to your mother, it would be
copyright infringement under this bill," said Jessica Litman, a professor at Wayne State University
who specializes in copyright law.

Aiding Webcasters
A less incendiary section of the draft would give a minor boost to Webcasters by saying they're off
the hook for temporary copies, called cached or buffered copies, made while streaming music to
listeners. To qualify, a Webcaster must be licensed by an agency such as ASCAP and must ink an
agreement with the record labels.

According to the draft bill, such Webcasting "is not an infringement of copyright"--if temporary
copies are made only to facilitate music distribution and if the copies are stored only for a time
that's necessary for the broadcast.

Critics of the measure said it would address a significant issue in how copyright law is applied to
Webcasting. They noted, however, that it leaves some loopholes and ignores more pressing
licensing issues threatening the industry, such as a recently proposed royalty scheme that some Net
radio broadcasters say will put them out of business.

"Exempting Webcasters' buffer copies from royalty obligations (is) the right thing to do--but
almost meaningless given that, absent quick congressional action, the royalty scheme recently
adopted by the Library of Congress will shut down most Webcasters the day it takes effect," said
Philip Corwin, a lobbyist at Butera and Andrews representing Sharman Networks, which distributes
the Kazaa file-sharing software. (Which, indeed, it did – Ed)

Last month, the Librarian of Congress set royalty fees for Web radio companies, ruling they would
pay 0.07 cent for each song played for a single listener. Many Webcasters have said the rates are
prohibitively high. (Considering that commercial radio stations pay no royalties at all –Ed)

Slow to take sides
In an unusual twist, Coble and Berman stressed in their letter to colleagues that their authorship of
the draft bill does not necessarily "constitute an endorsement of its contents." Rep. John Conyers
of Michigan, the top Democrat on the full Judiciary committee, also helped in the creation and
included the same unusual disclaimer.

Spokeswoman Gene Smith said Thursday that Berman opposes the bill and drafted it only at the
request of House Judiciary Committee Chairman James Sensenbrenner, R-Wis.



"Part of it exempts buffer copies," Smith said. "Howard thinks there has been no demonstrated
need for that. It's not a demonstrated problem.

"The biggest impediment to more licensed, lawful services online is piracy, and that's why he is
pushing his peer-to-peer bill," Smith said. Berman represents California's San Fernando Valley,
adjacent to Los Angeles and Hollywood's cluster of entertainment companies.

Last month, Berman said he would introduce a bill to let copyright owners, such as record labels or
movie studios, launch technological attacks against file-swapping networks, where their wares are
illegally traded. He plans to introduce it next week.

Coble's office declined to comment on the substance of the draft bill.

"We're awaiting the responses from the subcommittee members," a spokesman for Coble said.

The origin of the joint proposal lies in the 1998 Digital Millennium Copyright Act ( DMCA). Part
of that controversial law, which has been the subject of high-visibility court challenges and led to the
prosecution of Russian programmer Dmitry Sklyarov, required the Copyright Office and the
Commerce Department to report on how effective key portions of the DMCA have been.

In its analysis, the Commerce Department made no proposals to amend the DMCA. But the
Copyright Office did in its report released last August.

In March, the House Judiciary committee asked for public comments based on the Copyright
Office's recommendation. The panel's announcement said, "We are initiating a process to review
relevant digital music issues and related proposals to amend the Copyright Act that have been
brought or will be brought to our attention."

Curtailing fair use
One impetus for the draft bill, which remains untitled, could be to derail a more comprehensive bill
favored by Webcasters called the Music Online Competition Act. It's co-authored by Rep. Rick
Boucher, D-Va., who has vowed to oppose some of the more dramatic attempts by the music
industry to tighten copyright laws.

Some of the same opponents appear poised to offer a lukewarm endorsement of the Webcasting
measure in the draft bill, while denouncing the limits on fair-use rights.

R. Polk Wagner, who teaches intellectual property law at the University of Pennsylvania, says the
proposal has "the potential to cut back fair use rather substantially."

"Let's say I obtained a copyrighted work under fair use, say a photo of Mickey Mouse," Wagner
said. "If I wanted to discuss, criticize or share that work, I need to interact with other people. Yet
section one of the draft bill quite clearly says I have no rights to distribute the work, which would
seem to rather severely limit my use. In the digital era, interaction takes place by transferring and
copying files."

Fred von Lohmann, an attorney with the Electronic Frontier Foundation, went further in his
criticism.

"The Berman-Coble change would arguably make it illegal for me to swap my iPod with a friend
for a week, something I recently did," von Lohmann said. "Who knows what cool stuff might have
thrived in this niche exception, but for (this proposed) change?"
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Thanks for taking the time to read this month's newsletter. Hope you enjoyed it. If you have any
comments or suggestions for stories (or would even like to write a story - hint, hint), please send
them to me at mailto:machelpdesk@attbi.com. Feel free to share this newsletter with a friend. The
newsletter archives are located at http://www.machelpdesk.com/page6a.html. Y'all come back now,
y'hear!


