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URL #1

http://www.eff.org/
CONTENT DESCRIPTION: The Electronic Frontier Foundation (EFF) site contains many articles on lawsuits launched by the Recording Industry Association of America (RIAA), including the suit against Verizon and suits against numerous John Does. It lists links to court documents and houses a searchable database of IP addresses that are the subject of John Doe suits from the RIAA. In addition, it offers advice about how to avoid infringing the law, and what P2P users should do if they are sued, and information about how the settlement offered by the RIAA may be inadequate protection from liability for those who take the offer.

IMPACT:

The EFF site has a comprehensive collection of links to court documents on the subject of the RIAA and suits over copyright infringement by P2P users and software distributors. The advocacy stance of the foundation is reflected in a rich mix of documents of interest to lawyers and to P2P users alike. The web of cross-linked article presents two difficulties for users. It is sometimes difficult to determine if a particular article reflects the current state of the law. Users may also have difficulty gaining a broader view of the issues from these many articles.

URL #2

http://www.chillingeffects.org/johndoe/
CONTENT DESCRIPTION:

Among other activities, chillingeffects.org documents cases of suits by the RIAA against innocent P2P users. The John Doe Anonymity page makes the political case for anonymity rights and describes how the RIAA is suing P2P users for copyright infringement. The John Doe page also includes a link to Frequently Asked Questions about John Doe Anonymity. This section of the site answers P2P user questions about the state of the law and what users can do if they are sued. The topics range from “My ISP tells me it's been asked to turn over my name as part of a lawsuit against hundreds of ‘John Does’ in a faraway state. What can I do?” to “What are the key federal decisions for anonymous speech?” This site is maintained by legal professionals and targeted mainly to a lay audience.

IMPACT:

The John Doe Frequently Asked questions are a terrific, concise resource for quick answers to John Doe questions. Users desiring more detail can easily follow the links to other resources, including the EFF. Some of the questions have more to do with political activism than with the current state of the law, but the political stance does not interfere with the usefulness of the site.

URL #3

http://writ.news.findlaw.com/hilden/20031001.html
CONTENT DESCRIPTION:

This Findlaw Legal Commentary by Julie Hilden, entitled Anonymity Versus Law Enforcement: The Fight Over Subpoenaing Alleged Downloaders’ Names From Internet Service Providers, examines anonymity and subpoena power under the Digital Millennium Copyright Act. It focuses on the progress of RIAA v. Verizon through the courts.

IMPACT:

Although this article was written before the December 2003 decision in favor of Verizon, the article is still useful as an overview of the issues involved. It is especially helpful in its discussion of the history of anonymity rights and how those rights are relevant to people other than copyright infringers. People seeking details about the law or advice about what to do when sued will not find this article very useful. 
URL #4

http://www.boston.com/ae/music/articles/2004/08/20/slow_moving_lawsuits_over_music_downloads_producing_court_twists/
CONTENT DESCRIPTION:

Ted Bridis’ AP article, Slow-moving lawsuits over music downloads producing court twists, documents how many copyright infringers must settle rather than fight the suit. The article consists of interviews with defendants and a Boston judge involved in suits by the RIAA.

IMPACT:
This article does little to discuss the law. However, it may be helpful to defendants in deciding whether to accept a settlement or to defend the suit. 

URL #5

http://news.com.com/Copyright+Office+pitches+anti-P2P+bill/2100-1027_3-5345528.html


CONTENT DESCRIPTION:

This CNET article by Declan McCullagh, entitled Copyright Office pitches anti-P2P bill, documents the ongoing attempt to control P2P file sharing through legislation. It documents the most recent proposed changes to the proposed INDUCE Act, which would penalize anyone who “intentionally induces” copyright violations. The RIAA is among those seeking this legislation, which would overturn the 9th Circuit’s Grokster decision.

IMPACT:

This article will be of no use to people embroiled in current disputes. However, it is a good overview of the direction legislative control of P2P may take. This is important information for keeping up-to-date on these issues.
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