
MGM v. Grokster
• Peer-to-peer technology

• Who is the 
direct infringer?



MGM v. Grokster
• Vicarious infringement?

• profit from infringement?
• right and ability to control?

• Contributory infringement?
• Knowledge?
• not “capable of substantial noninfringing

uses” Sony
• What is “substantial”?
• What role does “capable” play?



MGM v. Grokster
• What about “statements or actions directed 

to promoting infringement”?
• Intent to induce infringement
• Evidence of inducement

• Target likely infringers
• Not try to prevent/control infringement
• Made money from infringement

• So if capable of noninfringing use, can you 
still induce?



Copyright Indirect Infringement


