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(i) 

QUESTION PRESENTED 
Section 301(c) of the Copyright Act states that 

“[w]ith respect to sound recordings fixed before Feb-
ruary 15, 1972, any rights or remedies under the 
common law or statutes of any State shall not be an-
nulled or limited [by the Copyright Act] until Febru-
ary 15, 2067.”       

The question presented is whether the Second Cir-
cuit erred in holding, contrary to the considered view 
of the United States Copyright Office and in conflict 
with New York state appellate courts, that when 
Congress enacted the Digital Millennium Copyright 
Act and added section 512 to the Copyright Act, it 
implicitly limited and preempted the very state-law 
rights and remedies that section 301(c) says “shall 
not be annulled or limited.”   
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ii 

 

PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDINGS 
The petitioners herein, plaintiffs/appellees-cross-

appellants below, are Capitol Records, LLC, Caroline 
Records, Inc., Virgin Records America, Inc., EMI 
Blackwood Music, Inc., EMI April Music, Inc., EMI 
Virgin Music, Inc., Colgems-EMI Music, Inc., EMI 
Virgin Songs, Inc., EMI Gold Horizon Music Corp., 
EMI Unart Catalog, Inc., Stone Diamond Music Cor-
poration, EMI U Catalog, Inc., and Jobete Music Co., 
Inc. 

The respondents herein, defendants/appellants-
cross-appellees below, are Vimeo, LLC, Connected 
Ventures, LLC, and Does 1-20 inclusive. 
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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE  
PURSUANT TO RULE 29.6 

Petitioners Caroline Records, Inc. and Virgin Rec-
ords America, Inc. have merged into Petitioner Capi-
tol Records, LLC, a Delaware limited liability compa-
ny. Capitol Records, LLC’s parent companies include 
Virgin Records CM Holdings, Inc., a Delaware corpo-
ration; EMI RM US, Inc., a Delaware corporation; 
EMI Group Inc., a Delaware corporation; and Univer-
sal Music Group, Inc., a Delaware corporation. The 
ultimate parent of Capitol Records, LLC is Vivendi, 
S.A., a publicly traded French corporation.  

Petitioners EMI Blackwood Music, Inc., EMI April 
Music, Inc., EMI Virgin Music, Inc., Colgems-EMI 
Music, Inc., EMI Virgin Songs, Inc., EMI Gold Hori-
zon Music Corp., EMI U Catalog, Inc., EMI Unart 
Catalog Inc., Jobete Music Co., Inc., and Stone Dia-
mond Music Corporation are all partially owned, in-
direct subsidiaries of Sony Corporation, a publicly-
traded company organized under the laws of Japan. 
No publicly traded company other than Sony Corpo-
ration owns more than 10% of their stock. 
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