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U.S. History

Napster's Buy-cott


During the formation of the United States of America government, our founding fathers wanted to make sure that the federal government could not take away basic rights from it's people; to be more specific, the freedoms of speech, press, assembly, protest, and religion. In recent events, a music trading company called Napster has gotten charges brought up against it. These charges brought against Napster by the RIAA have not only displaced the users of Napster's freedom of expression, they have started a war with teens all over the world.


Amendment one of the United States Constitution states, "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances." This amendment, as part of the Bill of Rights was placed to ensure that the people of the United States could not be punished for what they say or do peacefully. It was one of the major reasons why all of the thirteen original states ratified the Constitution. They had had their problems with England punishing them for what they said and did peacefully and wanted to ensure that it never happened to them again. Therefore they demanded a Bill of Rights be added to the Constitution.

Just from the first amendment alone, the Supreme Court should throw the RIAA's case against Napster out of the courts. According to the dictionary Britannica, the word speech means, "The faculty or act of expressing or describing thoughts, feelings, or perceptions by the articulation of words." Through Napster, music lovers of the entire world have been able to express themselves with their music by sharing it with others. Napster is not making money by having people share their own music. The only profit being made by Napster is the fee they charge for advertisements, which has nothing to do with the music being traded on Napster. The RIAA simply does not have a legal case against Napster.

The RIAA is only hurting themselves through this case. After they had brought charges against Napster, the two million users (mostly teenagers) of Napster immediately proclaimed a boycott of all RIAA products as long as Napster was offline. In response to this, Napster encouraged their users to instead of boycotting the RIAA products, purchase the products of Napster supporters in a two day "buy-cott". During those two days, the CD sales all over the world soared amazingly. Had the RIAA been on the supporting side of Napster during this "buy-cott" they, most likely, would have been the company to most profit from this event. The RIAA has just kept themselves from making the most of Napster.

Napster is not something that the U.S. government can regulate by themselves. It is a group of teenagers from around the world trading what they love: their music. Even if they could control Napster on a world level basis, it would be destroying what our founding fathers had hoped to secure in the first amendment of the Constitution.
