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In a recent case that made national headlines, Capitol Records
and a number of other record companies sued Jammie Thomas, a
single mother from Brainerd, Minnesota, for copyright
infringement of numerous sound recordings that resided on her
computer.” Much of the press coverage focused on the fact that
this was the first record company law suit against an individual to
go to a jury.? Making the case even more newsworthy was the
jury’s award of $222,000 against Thomas for the twenty-four
sound recordings found to have been infringed.” Given that these
songs could have been purchased lawfully for under twenty five
dollars, some claimed that the award was disproportionate to the
harm.* But the jury award was not the only newsworthy event in

the trial.
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