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QUESTION PRESENTED

1. 	 Whether works outputted by an AI system without a 
direct, traditional authorial contribution by a natural 
person can be copyrighted.
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS

Thaler v. Perlmutter, No. 23-5233 (D.C. Cir.) (opinion and 
judgment issued on March 18, 2025).

Thaler v. Perlmutter, No. 22-1564-BAH (D.D.C.) (order 
and memorandum of opinion denying plaintiff’s motion 
for summary judgment and granting defendants’ cross-
motion for summary judgment issued on August 18, 2023).
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