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Atlantic v. Howell
(D. Ariz. 4/29/08)
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 Summary judgment denied

 Plaintiff must show actual 
distribution

 Inference of distribution

 Structure of p2p systems
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Vernor v. Autodesk, Inc.
(W.D. Wash. 5/20/08)
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Cambridge Univ. Press v. Patton
(N.D. Ga. 4/15/08)
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Facts
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Copyright Infringement
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FCC: Selective Output 
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