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Did you know that approximately 20,000 website domains are being added to the Internet everyday? In today’s technological society, the Internet is becoming one of the primary tools in creating communication among friends and family. It is used throughout school, small business, and online shopping stores; simply put, almost everything we do today can be found and done over the Internet. But the question of how much more must we do before the Internet takes over the form human life has been one of the many few questions asked by cyberspace law experts today. Experts predict that by 2190, the Internet will take over the course of human life. The question on how should the Internet be characterized for effective regulation has been continued to be an ongoing debate in the U.S. government today. I believe one of the ways we could make effective Internet regulation is to let the ‘Internet be treated as a postal service because it has e-mail’. E-mail and e-cards is starting to become the most effective tool in communicating with different people. It simply provides a more efficient and reliable way than going to the post office and waiting two to three days until he or she receives the message. The Internet provided by an e-mail also helps boost revenue up within the postal service company. Such sites, like eBay and Amazon.com, increase a seller desire to ship packages to the postal service. Millions of packages are shipped every day by the Internet in a journey that starts with a few mouse clicks and ends a day or two later at a customer’s door. James Cochrane, manager of package services at the Postal Service, states how “Six years ago, people were pointing at the Internet as the doom and gloom of the Postal Service, and in essence what we’ve found is the Internet has ended up being the channel that drives business for us.” According to a recent study conducted by Forrester Research of the National Retail Federation, they have found out that through the Internet and E-mail, online sales of items that are shipped are expected to rise 20 percent this year from last year, to nearly $132 billion. With such great benefits the Internet provides for our economy, I believe the Internet should be treated as a postal service because it has e-mail. 

Aside from the postal service, I also believe that we should characterize the Internet as a type of tool for ‘telecommunication service’. The Internet Relay Chat and voice-telephony makes communication with different people a lot easier and quicker. Colleges and Universities are beginning to use the Internet Relay Chat to communicate with one another about schoolwork and projects. Others, like Blockbuster Company, use voice-telephony to communicate with other Blockbuster company around the globe about the company progress as well. It helps save the company a lot of money and time from long distance phone calls from U.S. to China. The only disadvantage to these services is that it destroys local telephone company business. With the cable modem and wireless satellite communication, people are beginning to see no primary use of using the telephone as a tool to communicate with one another. Though we may not use the telephone as a major form of communication, telephone companies still serve as a major gatekeeper to cyberspace. Without phone connections, there would be no Internet Relay Chat or voice-telephony. 
Along with telecommunication service, the presence of electronic newspaper makes the Internet a print medium. The newspaper has today become a print medium of mass communication, facilitating both the spread of information and the revival of cultures. Thanks to the Internet, many of us can find electronic newspaper about current issues and studies online. Without the presence of electronic newspapers by the Internet, many will lack the knowledge of what lies outside the United States today. Similar to newspapers, the radio and television stations also make the Internet a broadcast medium. The radio and television stations use the Internet to find information about current events and later transfer those information to the people who prefer watching television or listening to the radio over reading the newspaper. With capability of what the radio and television stations can do, we as a society are able to obtain information three times as faster from the radio and television than reading an ordinary electronic newspaper online. 

The question of what legal implication the radio and television play against the law all depends on what one does with the Internet today. For example, in FCC V. Pacifica Foundation (1978), the United States court debated on the First Amendment about what George Carlin’s said during a radio station broadcast in “Seven Filthy Words.” The Supreme Court held that Section 326 of the Telecommunications Act, which prohibits the FCC from censoring broadcasts over radio or television, does not limit the FCC's authority to sanction radio or television stations broadcasting material that is obscene, indecent, or profane. Though the censorship ban under Section 326 precludes editing proposed broadcasts in advance, the ban does not deny the FCC the power to review the content of completed broadcasts. In its decision, the Court concluded that broadcast materials have limited First Amendment protection because of the uniquely pervasive presence that radio and television occupy in the lives of people, and the unique ability of children to access radio and television broadcasts (ALA). This example illustrates the legal implications to what radio and television stations can and cannot do. Though saying profound words over the radio or on television is a bad thing for us to do, the law says that it is still okay to do such thing under Section 326.
Despite what are the legal implications to Internet regulation, the question what types of conduct should be internationally regulated could be categorized in eight different approaches: national security, protection of minors, protection of human dignity, economic security, information security, protection of privacy, protection of reputation, and intellectual property. I believe that the Internet would be far more effective and safer if we regulate all of the following. A good example of why we should regulate all of it is in the book, “Who Controls the Internet: Illusions of a Borderless World,” where Jack Goldsmith describes how the worldwide web is beginning to run the risk of being balkanized into 'territorial waters'. He believes that the news about music, on-line privacy, e-commerce, China's Internet censorship, Yahoo, and Google is becoming to be a huge problem because we spend so much time on the Internet downloading music, web-stalking people, buying stuff and working on the net. The author demonstrates why the Internet is one of the most dangerous tools to use in our society today. Though the Internet does make our life a lot easier, Goldsmith argues how the Internet also can make our life a lot more challenging. He argues that the Internet should be regulated because pornographic and hate sites are becoming to appear all over the net; however, others have argue that locking such websites from harmful or illegal content is a drastic and unnecessary measure that does not solve the problems presented by the Internet. Even if regulation were successful, Goldsmith believes that it would be impossible to solve the problem of sites outside the U.S. He believes that the only way we can fix the problem is to let the Internet be regulated itself.
Aside from this, I believe that the proposals made by China, France, Germany, Singapore, and United Arab Emirates are all very great proposals that can help accommodate the current situation with Internet regulation today. I think it is a great to see how China and Germany both view pornography as illegal, that it is a real issue in their country, and that we should require Internet users register with the police in protection of pornography and political criticism. As Biegel states, “Right now, cyberspace is like neighborhood without a police department. Currently anyone can put anything he wants on the Internet with no penalties.” I think it would be best if the Internet have specially trained law enforcement that can prosecute people who perform obscene telephone calls during night, electronic distributors who would sell obscene materials to children, and crooks that would provide pornography to children via a computer. The United Arab Emirates proposal to let police monitor the progress of the internet is also great way to track down the people who violate the law. There would help put an end to spam and fraudulent activities as well as malicious hacking and unauthorized communication of personal data.
So how can each of these types of conduct be regulated? In ‘national security, economic security, and information security’, I believe that the Internet would be best if we regulate all e-mails that are being sent outside the United States. I believe that they must require people who reside outside the United States get official license before sending e-mails to residence in the U.S. This will decrease the likelihood of a terrorist communicating with someone inside the U.S. for specific instructions on how to make a bomb or how to sneak nuclear bombs from a foreign country. In ‘protection of minors’, I believe that the government should provide censorship to all nude photos on the net because obscene pornography should not be accessible on the Internet in the first place. I believe that the government must police the Internet because people are breaking the laws. Our kids should never have to see those things on the net. In ‘protection of human dignity’, I believe racial hatred and racial discrimination is very unnecessary for us to have on the net. First, it does not help anyone. And second, it destroys the value of a human being. I believe that the government needs to remove every site that made personal remarks regarding a specific race. Discrimination should not be tolerated online at all. Our government has to control some form of the way how we use discrimination on the Internet. A good example of one way how they can fix this problem is require every domain user to sign an agreement where they cannot use any remarks of racial hatred or racial discrimination on their site. For example, on most college applications, schools have created a new law where they cannot discriminate or harass any person on the basis of race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity, pregnancy, physical or mental disability, medical condition, ancestry, marital status, age, sexual orientation, citizenship, or status as a covered veteran in any of its programs or activities. This is a perfect example what they should do for the Internet.

Despite all the remarks made about international Internet regulation, I think that the most effect way to obtain agreement on Internet regulation is to let the government have the absolute power to control and regulate what information goes on and off the Internet today. I believe that the government has to find a way to stop obscene and abusive materials from being transferred via the Internet, because it all violates laws dealing with interstate commerce. Since the Internet is one of the biggest sources of information in the world we live in today, I believe that legislative safeguards should be used for our society to control and conduct the problems with the Internet as a whole. Our society needs to know that the government gives us the privilege of using the Internet today; so for us to violate what the government first gave us is completely wrong and unacceptable, and should not be tolerated in the age of cyberspace today.
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