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Supreme Court Justice Cases

Answer

Name of the

Supreme

Court Case

with dates

Cox Communications v. Sony Entertainment, et al.
March 25, 2026

Cox Communications v. Sony Entertainment, et al.

March 25, 2026

Justices

serving at the

time of the

case

Chief Justice: John Roberts
Associate Justices: Clarence Thomas, Sonia Sotomayor, Elena Kagan, Neil Gorsuch, 
Ketanji Brown Jackson, Brett Kavanaugh, Amy Coney Barrett, and Samuel Alito

Chief Justice: John Roberts
Associate Justices: Clarence Thomas, Sonia Sotomayor, Elena Kagan, Neil Gorsuch, Ketanji Brown Jack

Brett Kavanaugh, Amy Coney Barrett, and Samuel Alito

Ruling in the

case

Unanimous ruling by the court that internet service providers (Cox 
Communications) aren't liable for copyright infringement committed by their 
subscribers, unless they intentionally persuade or encourage them to commit said
infringements.

Unanimous ruling by the court that internet service providers (Cox Communications) aren't liable for copy

infringement committed by their subscribers, unless they intentionally persuade or encourage them to co

said infringements.



Answer

Summary of

the case you

chose in your

own words

Big music companies, including Sony Entertainment, attempted to sue Cox 
Communications, and internet service provider. Cox's subscribers were 
downloading and sharing illegally pirated and copyrighted music. The question 
was whether or not Cox could be responsible for this sharing of copyrighted 
content, because they provided the internet their subscribers did this on. The 
court overall ended up ruling that offering internet services isn't the same as 
distributing copyrighted music.

Big music companies, including Sony Entertainment, attempted to sue Cox Communications, and inter
service provider. Cox's subscribers were downloading and sharing illegally pirated and copyrighted musi

question was whether or not Cox could be responsible for this sharing of copyrighted content, because 

provided the internet their subscribers did this on. The court overall ended up ruling that offering intern

services isn't the same as distributing copyrighted music.

Key

Constitutional

points of the

ruling

The ruling focused more on interpretations of copyright and infringement laws, 
rather than the constitution itself. The ruling stated that people who provide a
service, if users of said service do something illegal with it, the service 
providers are legally safe as long as they don't intentionally try to get users 
to do said illegal activities.

The ruling focused more on interpretations of copyright and infringement laws, rather than the constitu

itself. The ruling stated that people who provide a service, if users of said service do something illegal w

the service providers are legally safe as long as they don't intentionally try to get users to do said illeg

activities.

Dissenting

points

There were no dissenting points. The decision was unanimous between all of the 
judges. There were some concurring points, however.

There were no dissenting points. The decision was unanimous between all of the judges. There were so

concurring points, however.



Answer

Concurring

points

Justice Sonia Sotomayor had a concurring point. She agreed with the decision the
court made, but she worried that the court's reasoning for the case might be too
broad and could shield other companies from trouble if they did the same thing. 
She was later joined by Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson.

Justice Sonia Sotomayor had a concurring point. She agreed with the decision the court made, but she w
that the court's reasoning for the case might be too broad and could shield other companies from troub

they did the same thing. She was later joined by Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson.

Long term or

non-specific

case

implications

(i.e. states

rights, civil

rights)

Long term implications of this case included some with tech and media companies
Because of how they ruled, it became a lot harder for media companies to enforce
copyright rules and take legal action against ISPs such as Cox. They now have to
switch the focus and target companies who actually encourage it. This case also 
shows that the court supports broad internet access, all while avoiding some of 
the negative effects of it.

Long term implications of this case included some with tech and media companies. Because of how th

ruled, it became a lot harder for media companies to enforce copyright rules and take legal action agains

such as Cox. They now have to switch the focus and target companies who actually encourage it. This 

also shows that the court supports broad internet access, all while avoiding some of the negative effects

Precedents

set

ISPs are not liable for user induced copyright infringement, unless there is 
strict proof they encouraged it.
The case really distinguished the general service providers from people who do 
the wrongdoings using their service.

ISPs are not liable for user induced copyright infringement, unless there is strict proof they encouraged

The case really distinguished the general service providers from people who do the wrongdoings using 

service.
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