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LA nTARE D o RA - BRERA LR FERT TSP UFL DT IR
TAGFERAZ P L EWUR A 2 Fi®H > 30 E 5 3 REMRE P 2 2 Universal Studios,
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120 'R £i”Secondary liability cannot rest on the mere manufacture, sale, or distribution of a technology that is

capable of substantial noninfringing uses.” > FZ‘FE LSony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 464 U.S.

417, 442 (1984).
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2. %1% %7 2 Sony & Al

Sony %k ¢ #rd e { Frb kg v 2 HETRE S § 71‘31%{4&1 RE {12 % 271(c)
POSTEEAR 1R 0 e iRt Sony R enR R AL ARG » kg p A A BB E
B & 412 % 271(c)efz3
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FEHE G Ak § s 2 R ERR Sl E - B 1~~m~1@ro e
RS IR T E%ﬁﬁ ﬁ4 B F (i chfp b A7 5 v ks 250 ik
YIRS RETE: ég@mm#r;mﬁ?m—ﬁl@m

kB IR ER? > JHIA R~ p ¥ B &R R (staple article of commerce

-v—v-v—,—y

2 HE P 13 grants of exclusive rights to the inventors of such inventions” » ¥ Sony % fl1 » - Rl o

Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 464 U.S. 417, 441 (1984).

122 1 P K “protecting the development of technologies that facilitate the dissemination of speech”z IHVS]
E'Edward Lee The Ethics of Innovation: P2P Software Developers and Designing Substantial Noninfringing

EJses Under the Sony doctrine, JOURNAL OF BUSINESS ETHICS 62 148 (2005)
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12 B L7 The doctrlne requires a careful balancmg of the patent holder’s monopoly right and the public’s

interest in continued access to the unpatented article.” - |?EE_'Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios,

Inc., 464 U.S. 417, 441-42(1984).

1% FL K vstrike a balance between a copyright holder's legitimate demand for effective--not merely

symbolic--protection of the statutory monopoly, and the right of others freely to engage in substantially unrelated

areas of commerce." » l1—?=£’§180ny Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 464 U.S. 417, 442 (1984).

48



doctrine)® w3j § # & F £ F FZRENT BT A FRLAF R AP B w
REF ORI RIS e o i B AL R . p ¥ F & (staple article of
commerce) - m Fp ¥t A F (T PAR NP ABE SRR (staple article of
commerce doctring)sk 2 ¢ > ] f_ASonyk 2 % £

T B Arg gl T B LR
BERLF e I LR FTEFLE
i oRE R TR A g @

3. Sony (¢ H & gtih

¥ ek Sony sk i Mf Bk BT 2 7 5 o G A d3tikSony 2 P end i
2o 4dcBR 275 oSony @A R FhE el FTEH 2 I T
Bl 4, (to build a I|brary)128 1
%ﬁf%aﬁmﬁééﬁw%g(
B4 m A A p e gy e

H9ES Fm;’iﬂ; /)»}3 FB_.;}%» EP R H 'ﬁmﬁ 23

B
Fli B2 ABEFED) TR TIEH

4t E S
)%
fo #

fx‘+
‘);k

424 4 Sony % infs § enfE:

$ Sony R F ARG NET eSS fE e FhkF IR L HRFFTRL
g;\l;%%;::ﬁi;;i, H R R IR R s REARAS TR R Rl :
Sony % enfFaf ok 2| ErhE >t P2P g i @%JFRZ?Z’V’,:»‘«L@ LRER-UE S IR ERE i A

P”LWP%$W“3£éﬁM REF o aF TR F A A 2R E S 2

AR AAY T R SR HLIRT oo RN F - e T R F TR b )
ﬁiéﬁa’wuﬁﬁmA%ﬁ*WPk%W“ﬁwm¢f F*&y—ﬁﬂ%;’{
B d 4 a2 afafl 2o ARG AN BRI OFR A AL F ARG
ﬂ*%ﬁﬁﬁ’?‘wﬁz’%vm;w A6 NSRBI AL B2 F 1
B RARAE R OE RS FRBFERRA WP R B e — i
R B AT LA fﬁw’FJ?ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁié%;ﬁﬁﬁﬁémih% &
e P a3 i@ B 2R3 Joi@-k o 23 ARRE ch= AR 2 0 AT

m&

1 % R ) § 7 ik E 0 Almster 10 —4s ¢ 41 5 enfg i

DE+nEFHA

126 Jesse M. Feder, Is Betamax Obsolete?: Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc. in the Age of
Napster, 37 CREIGHTON L. REV. 859, 889 (2004).

127 Jesse M. Feder, Is Betamax Obsolete?: Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc. in the Age of
Napster, 37 CREIGHTON L. REv. 859, 889 (2004).

128 Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 480 F. Supp. 429, 436 (C.D. Cal. 1979).

12% Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 464 U.S. 417, 438 (1984).

3011 re: Aimster Copyright Litigation, 334 F.3d 643 (7" Cir. 2003)[hereinafter Aimster I1 ].
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2003)[hereinafter Grokster I ]
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106 R E5"[1]For the design and mere sale or supply of a technology capable of substantial noninfringing
uses, the Sony doctrine applies. [2]For other conduct, including advertising, instructions of providing a service or
the site and facilities for infringement, the traditional standards of secondary liability apply." > 5 flEdward Lee
The Ethics of Innovation: P2P Software Developers and Designing Substantial Noninfringing Uses Under the
Sony doctrine, JOURNAL OF BUSINESS ETHICS 62 149 (2005)
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