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Abstract: Technological measures in copyright law consist of measures that protect exclusive rights and measures that
control access. All technological measures in copyright law are used to protect copyrighted subject matters, such as works, per-
formances, phonograms, broadcast signals and so on. However, actions restricted by technological measures are not limited to
those infringing exlusive rights protected by existing copyright law. Access is a behavior to exploit the value in use of a copy-
righted work. Access to a literary work means to read it. Access to a visual—audio work means to see and listen to it. Access to
a software means to run it. The characteristics of digital works decide that the priority should be given to access control meas-
ures. Since it has already been possible to protect technological measures that protect exclusive rights via existing copyright
law, protection provided by copyright law to technological measures should focus on measures that control access. And given
that access right is still not one of the exclusive rights in traditional copyright law, the development of copyright law requires

that protection given to technological measures should lay more emphasis on access control measures.
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