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PATHFINDER 

 
 
Law Reviews and Law Journals 
 
Peter S. Menell, Envisioning Copyright Law’s Digital Future, 46 N.Y.L. SCH. L. REV. 63 

(2003). 
 
Pamela Samuelson, Intellectual Property and the Digital Economy: Why the Anti-

Circumvention Regulations Need to Be Revised, 14 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 519 (1999). 
 
Pamela Samuelson, The U.S. Digital Agenda at WIPO, 37 VA. J. INT’L L. 369 (1997). 
 
Dan L. Burk, Anticircumvention Misuse, 50 UCLA L. REV. 1095 (2003). 
 
David Nimmer, Appreciating Legislative History: The Sweet and Sour Spots of the 

DMCA’s Commentary, 23 CARDOZO L. REV. 909 (2002). 
 
David Nimmer, A Tale of Two Treaties, 22 COLUM.-VLA J.L. & ARTS 1 (1997). 
 
David Nimmer, A Riff on Fair Use in the Digital Millennium Copyright Act, 148 U. PA. L. 

REV. 673 (2000). 
 
David Nimmer, Puzzles of the Digital Millennium Copyright Act, 46 J. COPYRIGHT SOC’Y 

U.S. 401 (1999). 
 
David Nimmer, Time and Space, 38 IDEA 501 (1998). 
 
Matt Jackson, One Step Forward, tow Steps Back: An Historical Analysis of Copyright 

Liability, 20 CARDOZO ARTS & ENT. L.J. 367 (2002). 
 
Michael Landau, Has the Digital Millennium Copyright Act Really Created a New Right 

of Access?: Attempting to Reach a Balance Between Users’ and Content Providers’ 
Rights, 49 J. COPYRIGHT SOC’Y U.S. 277 (2001). 

 
Glynn S. Lunney, Jr., The Death of Copyright: Digital Technology, Private Copying, and 

the Digital Millenium Copyright Act, 87 Va. L. Rev. 813 (2001). 
 
Treatises 
 
3 NIMMER ON COPYRIGHT §§ 12A, 12B (2003). 
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Cases 
 
Lexmark Int’l, Inc. v. Static Control Components, Inc., 253 F. Supp. 2d 943 (E.D. Ky. 

2003). 
 
Static Control Components, Inc. v. Dallas Semiconductor Corp., 2003 WL 21666582 

(M.D.N.C. July 16, 2003). 
 
Chamberlain Group, Inc. v. Skylink Techs., Inc., 2003 WL 22038638 (N.D. Ill. Aug. 29, 

2003). 
 
RealNetworks, Inc. v. Streambox, Inc., 2000 WL 127311 (W.D. Wash. Jan. 18, 2000). 
 
Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Reimerdes, 111 F. Supp. 2d 294 (S.D.N.Y. 2000). 
 
Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Corley, 273 F.3d 429 (2d Cir. 2001). 
 
Sony Computer Entm’t Am. Inc. v. GameMasters, 87 F. Supp. 2d 976 (N.D. Cal. 1999). 
 
Statutes and Bills 
 
17 U.S.C. § 1201 (2002). 
 
Various State “Super-DMCA” Bills.  (Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 

Illinois, Massachusetts, Maryland, Michigan, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, Wyoming). 

 
Legislative History 
 
S. Rep. No. 105-190 (1998). 
 
H.R. Rep. No. 105-551, Part 1 (1998). 
 
H.R. Rep. No. 105-551, Part 2 (1998). 
 
H.R. Rep. No. 105-796 (1998). 
 
WIPO Copyright Treaties Implementation Act, Hearing Before the Subcommittee on 

Telecommunications, Trade, and Consumer Protection, 105th Cong. (1998). 
 
WIPO Copyright Treaties Implementation Act and Online Copyright Liability Limitation 

Act, Hearing Before the Subcommittee on Courts and Intellectual Property, 105th 
Cong. (1997). 
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Newspaper and Other Periodic Articles 
 
Gail Dykstra, Who Owns the Copyright Agenda?, INFO. TODAY, July 1, 2003. 
 
Sean Doherty, Managing Your Digital Rights, NETWORK COMPUTING, Sept. 15, 2002. 
 
Kelly D. Talcott & Kristie Prinz, Ruling Brings Light to DMCA’s Broad Scope, N.Y.L.J., 

May 9, 2003. 
 
Tim Burt, Net Entrepreneurs Face the Music Industry – Digital Piracy, FIN. TIMES, Feb. 

10, 2003. 
Brian Grow, File Sharing: Dutch Treat, WALL ST. J., Dec. 9, 2002. 
 
Matthew Newman, So Many Countries, So Many Laws: The Internet May Not Have 

Borders, But the Legal System Certainly Does, WALL ST. J., Apr. 28, 2003. 
 
Hiawatha Bray, Time to Rethink Digital Copyright Act, BOSTON GLOBE, Jan. 13, 2003. 
 
Declan McCullagh, DMCA Gives Blueprint for Chile Deal, CNET NEWS.COM, July 15, 

2003, available at http://news.com.com/2100-1025_3-1026116.html. 
 
Kevin Poulsen, ‘Super-DMCA’ Fears Suppress Security Research, SECURITYFOCUS, Apr. 

14, 2003. 
 
 
Books and Nonperiodic Materials 
 
JESSICA LITMAN, DIGITAL COPYRIGHT (2001). 
 
ROBERT P. MERGES ET AL., INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY IN THE NEW TECHNOLOGICAL AGE 

(2000). 
 
Websites and Other Electronic Sources 
 
Pamela Samuelson, The Copyright Grab (Jan. 1996), at 

http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/4.01/white.paper_pr.html (last visited Sept. 13, 
2003). 

 
http://www.wipo.org.  (This site contains a wealth of information.) 
 
http://www.freedom-to-tinker.com. 
 
http://www.eff.org. 
 
http://www.ustr.gov/new/fta/Singapore/ac-ifac3.pdf 
 -Explanation of the IP provisions in the Singapore Free Trade Agreement 
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http://news.com.com/2100-1025_3-1000154.html 
 -Cnet news story on Singapore FTA 
 
http://writ.news.findlaw.com/student/20030519_karl.html 
 -commentary on why U.S. should not adopt Singapore FTA 
 
http://www.techlawjournal.com/cong108/ftas/20030509.asp#tljfn1 
 -letter from two house representatives expressing concern that any amendment of the 

DMCA (of which two bills are pending) will violate the FTAs with Singapore and 
Chile 

 
http://www.techlawjournal.com/topstories/2003/20030618.asp 
 -more back and forth letters on FTAs 
 
http://news.com.com/2100-1025_3-1026116.html 
 Cnet news story on Chile FTA 
 
http://www.ustr.gov/new/fta/Chile/ac-ifac3.pdf 
 -Chile IP provisions 
 
http://www.internetnews.com/ec-news/article.php/3072421 
 -Bush signs Chile FTA on 9/4/03 
 
http://www.itworld.com/Man/2681/030509trade/ 
 -more on the FTAs 
 
http://www.ustr.gov/new/fta/Chile/final/17.ipr.PDF 
 -text of IP portion of Chile Agreement. (pg. 14 et seq.) 
 
http://www.ustr.gov/new/fta/Singapore/final/text%20final.PDF 
 -text of Singapore Agreement. (pg. 189 et seq.) 


