URL # 1:

http://p2pnet.net/story/1745
Content Description:

Morpheus P2P Testimony.  This website provides Michael Weiss’s, CEO of Morpheus and owner of StreamCast Networks, testimony to the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation in a congressional hearing, which was looking into the future of p2p technology on Wednesday June 23rd, 2004.  Mr. Weiss lists the important non-infringing uses that p2p technology is being used for currently and he also hypothesizes about p2p technology’s future non-infringing uses.  He further states that he believes the copyright infringement is being over estimated and over dramatic zed.  

Impact:  

This link is good for Law students and current lawyers because it provide the most recent account that I could find of what non-infringing uses are currently being utilized.  Moreover, it reveals where the company thinks that the technology is headed and how they plan to educate their uses about what is illegal behavior.  The company is against the prosecution of individual uses as well.  This is beneficial to lawyers and students also, because it provides them with examples of who is currently being pursued for prosecution and the prevalence of current infringing uses.   Additionally, it lets us know what Congress has heard and considered in deciding whether or not to pass a specific bill that would make p2p networks contributory infringers.

Copyright Info:

The cite posted an entire link to detail what is permitted under its copyright use.  It appears that it has licensed the right to use the speech from someone else.  Anyone is free to copy, distrubute, display and perform the work in the cite and to make derivative works as long as the following conditions are met:  1.  the author is credited, 2. it is not used for commercial profit or gain, and 3. if this work is altered, built upon, or transformed the resulting work may be distributed only under a license identical to the cites license.  Additionally, any reuse must make clear the conditions of this license and cannot be waived unless approved by the copyright owner.  Also, the cite states that these statements do not affect an individual’s right of fair use, which seems superfluous.     

URL # 2:
www.hbs.edu/about/news/032904_file_sharing.html
Content Description:
CD Sales Not Reduced by File Sharing, Say Researchers at Harvard Business School and University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill.  This is a recent Harvard study that provides an analysis of why P2P file sharing may have no effect on the music industry sales or profits or a negligible effect.  

Impact: 

This provides students and lawyers with a cite to another side of the argument that the copyright infringement taking place by the P2P system is really negligible and that the focus should be on discouraging individuals from engaging in illegal behavior and not on banning a whole new technology to prevent copyright infringement that has not real impact on business.  The fact that the research was done be an academic institution makes the results less likely to be biased or skewed to a sides advantage.  Also, Harvard’s prestige makes the finding more influential.

Copyright Info:

This website is copyrighted and owned by the president and fellows of Harvard.  Therefore, if used one must obey normal copyright laws.  The article is accessible to anyone who puts in the website and has Internet access.

URL # 3:
http://www.arl.org/info/frn/copy/p2p.html
Content Description:
Non-infringing Uses of Peer-to-Peer Networks.  This website provides a newer list of non-infringing uses.  It also provides some links to these non-infringing uses to allow further investigation into what these uses actually entail.

Impact: 

This site provides another quick way for lawyers and law students to find out what the current non-infringing uses, which are utilizing the P2P network.  It also allows them to further investigate the importance and impact of these non-infringing uses individually.

Copyright Info:

This website is copyrighted and owned by Association of Research Libraries.  Therefore, if used one must obey normal copyright laws.  The article is accessible to anyone who puts in the website and has Internet access.
URL # 4:

http://www-cs-students.stanford.edu/~ruchika/gnutella/index.html
Content Description:

Non-Infringing Uses of Gnutella.  This website provides a brief description of what a P2P is and the difference between this system and Napster.  The main focus of this website though, is to demonstrate and explore all of the non-infringing uses this system allows.  The website provides a detailed list of non-infringing uses and encourages others to share their non-infringing uses of a P2P if it is not listed.  

Impact:  

The website seems like a good starting place for lawyers or students who do not understand the difference between the P2P system and Napster.  Also, it provides a quick way to find out what the different non-infrining uses are for a P2P.  However, the website has not been updated since November 2002, so it may be a little out of date.  It is a quick place to start, but more follow-up research would definitely be needed.  The website is also very biased in favor of the P2P technology, yet it opposes using this technology for copyright infringement.
Copyright Info:

This website does not list if it is copyrighted.  Even if it has not been formally registered it would most likely qualify for copyright protection.  But a question of ownership of the copyright could come into question if he was still a student at the time he wrote the article or an employee or his acknowledged professor.  Copyright rules should be obeyed and the website is accessible to anyone who enters the websites address and has Internet access.  

URL # 5:
http://blogs.law.harvard.edu/cmusings/2004/06/23#a702
Content Description:
A Copyfighter’s Musings.  This website posts articles almost daily on current copyright issues.  This issue goes into the P2P network debate and the grokster decision.  It first, gives a background of the legal decisions and precedents that previous cases have laid out and then states what it views is wrong with these decisions.  Finally, it provides a link to the congressional committee talks discussing the P2P’s and the new proposed bill that may make P2P systems liable for infringement.  

Impact:

This is a great website for practicing lawyers or law students to keep up-to-date with current issues, impacts, and decision on and in copyright law.  It allows them to check daily about new developments in copyright law.  The fact that it is sponsored through Harvard’s law school also give the articles more prestige and weight than if the articles had come from a less reputable or possibly biased source.  This website provides a background and history of the current contributory infringement and vicarious liability law for lawyers and students.  As well as specifically analyzing the most current Grokster decision.  Allowing an attorney to understand the legal issues in a quickly by reading a brief summation rather than having to read all of the previous cases.  It is a good place to start ones research to get an overview of the problem.  

Copyright Info:
 This decision has been copyrighted by A Copyfighter’s Musings.  Therefore, copyright laws must be observed.  The cite is accessible to anyone who has internet access and this cites address.

