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In 2005, the United States Supreme Court expressed the application

of inducement rule for P2P website’ secondary liability in Grokster case.
In 2007, Article 87 | (7) of Taiwan Copyright Act, the P2P provision,
began to come into force, which relies on the inducement rule of Grokster
case. This project aims to anayze the Grokster decision and its impact on
the development of online copyright protection. The Analysiswill include
the legidative development in Taiwan, USA, France, and Germany in
post-Grokster era. The relevant cases will be also discussed.
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