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INTRODUCTION 

Each year, the Journal provides a compilation of the most important and timely articles on computers, technology, and the 

law. The Bibliography, indexed by subject matter, is designed to be a research guide to assist our readers in searching for re­

cent articles on computer and technology law. This year's annual Bibliography contains nearly 1000 articles, found through 

the examination of over 1000 periodicals. 

The Bibliography aims to include topics on every legal aspect of computers and technology. However, as new issues in this 

field emerge, we welcome your suggestions for additional topics and sources, as well as your commentary on the Biblio­

graphy. 

INDEX 

1. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN LAW PRACTICE

1.0 General 

1.1 Computerized Legal Research 

1.1.0 

1.1.1 

1.1.2 

General 

Online Legal Research 

Legal Research Using CD-ROM 

1.2 Law Office Management 

1. 2. 0 

1.2.1 

1.2 .2 

1. 2. 3 

1. 2 .4 

General 

Office Automation 

Case Management 

Case File Security 

Internet Access 

1.3 Selected Uses in the Law Practice 

1.3.0 General 
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1.3.1 

1.3.2 

1.3.3 

1.3 .4 

Tax Filing 

Bankruptcy 

Estate Planning 

Real Estate 

2. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN LITIGATION

2.0 General 

2.1 Scientific Evidence 

2 .1. 0 General 

2 .1.1 Expert Testimony 

2 .1.2 DNA Typing 

2 .1. 3 Fingerprint 

2 .1. 4 Polygraph 

2 .1.5 Forensic Evidence 

2.2 Demonstrative Evidence 

2.2.0 

2.2.1 

2.2.2 

2.3 Courtroom 

General 

Computer-Generated Evidence 

Audio/Visual Evidence 

2.4 Dispute Resolution 

3. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN THE GOVERNMENT

3.0 General 

3.1 Computers and Technology in Law Enforcement 

3 .1. 0 

3 .1.1 

General 

Computers and Technology in Police Operation 
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3 .1. 2 Computers and Technology in Correctional 

Institutions 
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3.2 Use of Computers and Technology by Federal Departments and Agencies 

3.2.0 

3.2.1 

3.2.2 

3.2.3 

3.2.4 

General 

Military Technology 

Internal Revenue Service 

U.S. Patent Office 

Government Information Retrieval System 

3.3 Use of Computers and Technology in Judicial Administration 

3.4 Use of Computers and Technology by State and Federal Legislatures 

4. LEGAL ISSUES OF COMPUTER AND TECHNOLOGY SALES, USAGE, AND SERVICES

4.0 General 

4.1 Contracting for Hardware, Software, and Computer Services 

4.2 

4.3 

4 .1. 0 

4.1.1 

4 .1.2 

Government 

4.2.0 

4.2.1 

4.2.2 

4.2.3 

4.2.4 

4.2.5 

Substantive 

4.3.0 

General 

Purchase, Lease and License Considerations 

Limitations of Limited Warranties 

Regulation of Computer-Related Industry 

General 

First Amendment Issues 

Antitrust 

FCC Regulation 

SEC Regulation 

Tariff and Trade Control 

Law Aspects 

General 
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4 . 3 . 1 Computer Crime 

4 . 3.2 Computer-Related Product Liability 

4.3.3 Computer Security 

4 . 3 . 4 Taxation of Software 

4.4 Problems of Privacy and Computers 

General 

Data Privacy 

4 . 4 . 0 

4.4.1 

4.4.2 

4 . 4 . 3 

Governmental Invasion of Privacy 

Credit Reference 

5. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN EDUCATION 

5.0 General 

5 . 1 Legal Education 

6. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN BUSINESS 

6.0 General 

6 . 1 Electronic Commerce 

6.2 Computers in Banking and Finance 

6.2.0 

6 . 2 . 1 

General 

On-line Securities Trading 

6.3 Computers and Technology in the Transportation Industry 

6.4 Computers and Technology in the Publishing Industry 

6 . 5 Computers and Technology in Advertising 

7. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY PROTECTION OF COMPUTER AND TECHNOLOGY 

7.0 General 
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7 . 1.0 General 

7 .1.1 Software Patent 
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7.2.1 User Interface 

7.2.2 Fair Use 
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7.3 Digital Copyright 
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7.3.3 
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Electronic Compilation 
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Computer-Generated Works 

7 . 6 Semiconductor Chip Protection 

7.7 Licensing 

7.8 Intellectual Property Issues of the Internet 

7 . 9 International Developments 

7.9.0 

7.9.1 
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General 

GATT-TRIPS 

NAFTA 

Developments in Canada 
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7 . 9 . 4 Developments in Mexico and Latin America 
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7.9.6 Developments in Africa 

7 . 9 . 7 Developments in Asia 

7.9.8 Developments in Western Europe 

7 . 9 . 9 Developments in Eastern Europe and 
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8. COMPUTERS AND LEGAL REASONING 
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9. LEGAL ISSUES OF THE INTERNET 
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9.1 ISP and Internet Access 

9.2 Domain Names 

9 . 3 Taxation of Electronic Commerce 

9.4 Encryption and Digital Signatures 

9.5 Internet Crime 
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10. LAW AND TECHNOLOGY 
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10 . 1 Technology Transfer 
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10.8.0 General 

10.8.1 Telephone 
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11 . 0 General 

11.1 Y2K Issues 

*509 BIBLIOGRAPHY 

© 2006 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works. 

Page 7 



Westlaw. 
29 RUCTLJ 503 FOR EDUCATIONAL USE ONLY Page 8 

29 Rutgers Computer & Tech. L.J. 503 

(Cite as: 29 Rutgers Computer & Tech. L.J. 503) 

1. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN LAW PRACTICE 

1.0 General 

Hugh Calkins, Gwendelyn A. Daniels & Richard Zorza, Can Technology Transform Legal Services from a 100-Pound 
Weakling into a Comprehensive and Integrated 3,000-Attorney Force for the Poor?, CLEARINGHOUSE REV. (2002). 

Caroline Christiansen, Electronic Law Journals, 30 INT'L J. LEGAL INFO. 337 (2002). 

Louise L. Hill, Symposium Online Activities & Their Impact on the Legal Profession: Electronic Communications and the 

2002 Revisions of the Model Rules, 16 ST. JOHN'S J. LEGAL COMMENT. 529 (2002). 

Mark Pruner, Symposium Online Activities & Their Impact on the Legal Profession: The Clash of 20th Centuiy Regulation 
with 21st Centuiy Technology, 16 ST. JOHN'S J. LEGAL COMMENT. 587 (2002). 

Michelle L. Rice, International Business Law: £-Commerce and the Impact of Globalization on the Law: Panel Remarks: Ba­
sics of Starting a Virtual Law Practice, 8 NEW ENG. INT'L & COMP. L. ANN. 73 (2002). 

Kevin Lee Thomason, The NETigator: The Netigator Answers Your Questions on Computers and Cyberspace, 28 SAN 
FRANCISCO ATT'Y 14 (2002). 

Kevin Lee Thomason, The NETigator: Computers and Cyberspace Q & A, 28 SAN FRANCISCO ATT'Y 16 (2002). 

*510 Michael Whiteman, The Impact of the Internet and Other Electronic Sources on an Attorney's Duty of Competence Un­
der the Rules of Professional Conduct, 51 DEF. L.J. 175 (2002). 

1.1 Computerized Legal Research 

1.1.0 General 

Allan Hanson, From Key Numbers to Keywords: How Automation Has Transformed the Law, 94 LAW LIBR. J. 563 (2002). 

1. 1.1 Online Legal Research 

Nicola Y. Whiteman & Michael C. Zisa, Researching Bankruptcy Law on the Internet, 22 CONSTR. LAW. 10 (2002). 

Matt Wimberley, Transactions' Selection of Web Sites for Business Lawyers, 3 TRANSACTIONS 61 (2002). 

1.1.2 Legal Research Using CD-ROM 

1.2 Law Office Management 

1.2.0 General 

1.2.1 Office Automation 

1.2.2 Case Management 

1.2.3 Case File Security 
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John Christopher Anderson, Transmitting Legal Documents Over the Internet: How to Protect Your Client and Yourself, 51 
DEF. L.J. 307 (2002). 

1.2.4 Internet Access 

1.3 Selected Uses in the Law Practice 

1.3.0 General 

*511 Daniel Backer, Note, Choice of Law in Online Legal Ethics: Changing A Vague Standard for Attorney Advertising on 
the Internet, 70 FORDHAM L. REV. 2409 (2002). 

Coleen M. Barger, Accessing the Law: On the Internet, Nobody Knows You're a Judge: Appellate Courts' Use of Internet 
Material, 4 J. APP. PROC. & PROCESS 417 (2002). 

Louise L. Hill, Allen Chair Symposium 2001 : Change is in the Air: Lawyer Advertising and the Internet, 36 U. RICH. L. 
REV. 341 (2002). 

Catherine J. Lanctot, Symposium Online Activities & Their Impact on the Legal Profession: Regulating Legal Advice in Cy­

berspace, 16 ST. JOHN'S J. LEGAL COMMENT. 569 (2002). 

1.3.1 Tax Filing 

Laverne Woods & Michele Osborne, Healthcare Organizations and the Internet: Impact on Federal Tax Exemption, 35 J. 
HEAL TH L. 1 (2002). 

Samuel Chan Yin-Sum & Simon Lueng Tak-Wing, Development of an Online Taxation Course: From Design to Evaluation, 
28 INT'L TAX J. 23 (2002). 

1.3.2 Bankruptcy 

1.3.3 Estate Planning 

Christopher J. Caldwell, Comment, Should "E-Wills" Be Wills: Will Advances in Technology Be Recognized for Will Exe­
cution?, 63 u. PITT. L. REV. 467 (2002). 

Sam Stonefield, Electronic Real Estate Documents: Context, Unresolved Cost-Benefit Issues and a Recommended Decisional 
Process, 24 W. NEW ENG. L. REV. 205 (2002). 

1.3.4 Real Estate 

*512 Dale A. Whitman, The Use and Recording of Electronic Real Estate Instruments: Are We There Yet? The Case For A 

Uniform Electronic Recording Act, 24 W. NEW ENG. L. REV. 245 (2002). 

Derek Witte, Comment, Avoiding the Un-Real Estate Deal: Has the Uniform Electronic Transactions Act Gone Too Far?, 35 
J. MARSHALL L. REV. 311 (2002). 

2. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN LITIGATION 
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2.0 General 

Douglas Adkins, The Supreme Court Announces a Fourth Amendment "General Public Use" Standard for Emerging Techno­
logies but Fails to Define It: Kyllo v. United States, 27 DAYTON L. REV. 245 (2002). 

Theodore F. Claypoole & Rebecca S. Kell, Coping with Electronic Data Discovery Issues, 14 ENVTL. CLAIMS J. 399 
(2002). 

Laura DiBiase & Jeanne Finegan, The Future of Electronic Legal Noticing, 2002 ABI JNL. LEXIS 39. 

Symposium, Managing Caseflow in State Intermediate A1wellate Courts, 35 IND. L. REV. 467 (2002). 

David G. Post, Against "Against Cyberanarchy", 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 1365 (2002). 

Daniel I. Prywes, Discovery of Electronic Records: Preparing for the Inevitable, 31-SUM BRIEF 33 (2002). 

Quin M. Sorenson, Losing a Plain View of Katz: The Loss of a Reasonable Expectation of Privacy Under the Readily Avail­
able Standard, 107 DICK. L. REV. 179 (2002). 

Gregory J. Wrenn, Cyberspace Is Real, National Borders Are Fiction: The Protection of Expressive Rights Online Through 
Recognition of National Borders in Cyberspace, 38 STAN. J. INT'L L. 97 (2002). 

2.1 Scientific Evidence 

*513 2.1.0 General 

Kenneth H. Ryesky, Accessing the Law: From Pens to Pixels: Text-Media Issues in Promulgating, Archiving, and Using Ju­
dicial Opinions, 4 J. APP. PROC. & PROCESS 353 (2002). 

2.1.1 Expert Testimony 

2.1.2 DNA Typing 

Mary R. Anderlik & Mark A. Rothstein, The Genetics Revolution: Conflicts, Challenges and Conundra: DNA-Based Identity 
Testing and the Future of the Family: A Research Agenda, 28 AM. J.L. & MED. 215 (2002). 

Meredith A. Bieber, Comment, Meeting the Statute or Beating it: Using "John Doe" Indictments Based on DNA to Meet the 
Statute of Limitations, 150 U. PENN. L. REV. 1079 (2002). 

Diana L. Kanon, Note, Will the Truth Set Them Free? No, But the Lab Might: Statutory Responses to Advancements in DNA 
Technology, 44 ARIZ. L. REV. 467 (2002). 

Seth F. Kreimer & David Rudovsky, Double Helix, Double Bind: Factual Innocence and Post-conviction DNA Testing, 151 
U. PENN. L. REV. 547 (2002). 

Anne-Marie Moyes, Note, Assessing the Risk of Executing the Innocent: A Case for Allowing Access to Physical Evidence 
for Posthumous DNA Testing, 55 V AND. L. REV. 953 (2002). 
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Heidi C. Schmitt, Post-Conviction Remedies Involving the Use of DNA Evidence to Exonerate Wrongfully Convicted Pris­

oners: Various A1mroaches Under Federal and State Law, 70 UMKC L. REV. 1001 (2002). 

Ellen Yankiver Suni, Introduction to the Symposium on Wrongful Convictions: Issues of Science, Evidence, and Innocence, 

70 UMKC L. REV. 797 (2002). 

2.1.3 Fingerprint 

*514 2.1.4 Polygraph 

2.1.5 Forensic Evidence 

2.2 Demonstrative Evidence 

2.2.0 General 

Amber Harding, Tiffany Shatz & Brad Samuels, Procedural Issues. 39 AM. CRIM. L. REV. 923 (2002). 

Mark R. Kravitz & Daniel J. Klau, Developments in the Second Circuit: 2000-2001, 34 CONN. L. REV. 833 (2002) . 

Andre A. Moenssens, Brain Fingerprinting -- Can it be Used to Detect the Innocence of Persons Charged with a Crime?, 70 

UMKC L. REV. 891 (2002). 

Marcus C. Thomas, Workshops Bring It Industry and Law Enforcement Together, 36 PROSECUTOR 35 (2002). 

2.2.1 Computer-Generated Evidence 

Michael Marron, Note, Discoverability of"Deleted" E-Mail: Time For a Closer Examination, 25 SEATTLE U. L. REV. 895 

(2002). 

2.2.2 AudioNisual Evidence 

Richard D. Friedman, Remote Testimony, 35 U. MICH. J.L. REF. 695 (2002). 

Lynn Helland, Remote Testimony-- a Prosecutor's Perspective, 35 U. MICH. J.L. REF. 719 (2002). 

Gregory P. Joseph, Internet and Email Evidence, 19 COMPUTER & INTERNET LAW. 17 (Apr. 2002). 

Mary Lehman, Comment, Are Red Light Cameras Snapping Privacy Rights?, 33 U. TOL. L. REV. 815 (2002). 

Richard D. Shoop, Constitutional Law: Bartnicki v. Vopper, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 449 (2002). 

*515 Jill Witkowski, Comment, Can Juries Really Believe What They See? New Foundational Requirements for the Authen­

tication ofDigital Images, 10 WASH. U. J.L. & POL'Y 267 (2002) . 

2.3 Courtroom 

Jonathan B. Ealy & Aaron M. Schutt, Comment, What - If Anything - Is An E-Mail? Applying Alaska's Civil Discovery 

Rules To E-Mail Production, 19 ALASKA L. REV. (2002). 
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Michael S. Elkin & Alexandra Khlyavich, Napster Near and Far: Will the Ninth Circuit's Ruling Affect Secondary Infringe­
ment in the Outer Reaches of Cyberspace, 27 BROOK. J. INT'L L. 381 (2002). 

Susan Nauss Exon, The Internet Meets Obi-Wan Kenobi in the Court ofNext Resort, 8 B.U. J. SCI & TECH. L. 1 (2002). 

Margaret B. Flaherty, Note, How Courts Help You Help Yourself: The Internet and the Pro Se Litigant, 40 FAM. CT. REV. 
91 (2002). 

Michael E. Heintz, Note, The Digital Divide and Courtroom Technology: Can David Keep Up With Goliath?, 54 FED. 
COMM. L.J. 567 (2002). 

LeRoy L. Kondo. Untangling the Tangled Web: Federal Court Reform Through Specialization for Internet Law and Other 
High Technology Cases, 2002 UCLA J. L. TECH. 1 (2002). 

Sonal N. Mehta, Cyberlaw: Pavlovich v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 337 (2002). 

Kathryn L. Ossian, U.S. Bancom Obtains Transfer of Domain Names Through Dispute Resolution Procedure, 119 BANK­
ING L.J. 828 (2002). 

Jian Xiao, Intellectual Property: The First Wave of Cases Under the ACPA, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 159 (2002). 

*516 2.4 Dispute Resolution 

Benjamin G. Davis, et al., The First International Competition for Online Dispute Resolution: Is this Big, Different and New? 
19 J. INT'L ARB. 379 (2002). 

A. Michael Froomkin, ICANN'S Uniform Dispute Resolution Policy Causes and (Partial) Cures. 67 BROOK. L. REV. 605 
(2002). 

Cheri M. Ganeles, Comment, Cybermediation: A New Twist On An Old Concept, 12 ALB. L.J. SCI. & TECH. 715 (2002). 

Oma Rabinovich-Einy, Going Public: Diminishing Privacy in Dispute Resolution in the Internet Age, 7 VA. J.L. & TECH. 4 
(2002). 

Elizabeth G. Thornburg, Fast, Cheap, and Out of Control: Lessons from the ICANN Dispute Resolution Process, 6 COMP. L. 
REV. & TECH. J. 89 (2002). 

3. COMPUTERS AND TECHNOLOGY IN THE GOVERNMENT 

3.0 General 

Duncan Aldrich, John Carlo Bertot & Charles R. McClure, E-Govemment: Initiatives, Developments, and Issues, 19 GOV'T 
INF. Q. 349 (2002). 

Stacy Blasberg, Legal Update: Law and Technology of Security Measures in the Wake of Terrorism, 8 B.U. J. SCI & TECH. 
L. 721 (2002). 

Anthony N. Cabot & Robert D. Faiss, Symposium, Sports Gambling in the Cyberspace Era, 5 CHAP. L. REV. 1 (2002). 
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Brendan Durrett, Legal Reference Books Review: Privacy and the Digital State: Balancing Public Information and Personal 

Privacy, 94 LAW LIBR. J. 654 (2002). 

*517 Stephen Gidiere & Jason Forrester, Balancing Homeland Security and Freedom oflnformation. 16 NAT. RESOURCES 

& ENV'T 139 (2002). 

Paul S. Herrnson, Part II: Electoral/Judicial Reform: Improving Election Technology and Administration: Toward a Larger 

Federal Role in Elections?, 37 STAN. L. & POL'Y REV. 147 (2002). 

Paul T. Jaeger, Constitutional Principles and £-Government: An Opinion About Possible Effects of Federalism and the Sep­

aration of Powers on £-Government Policies, 19 GOV'T INF. Q. 357 (2002). 

Robert A. Pikowsky, An Overview of the Law of Electronic Surveillance Post September 11. 2001. 94 LAW LIBR. J. 601 
(2002). 

Sharon H. Rackow, Comment, How the United States of America Patriot Act Will Permit Governmental Infringement Upon 

the Privacy of Americans. in the Name of"lntelligence" Investigations. 150 U. PENN. L. REV. 1651 (2002). 

Harold C. Relyea, £-Government: Introduction and Overview, 19 GOV'T INF. Q. 9 (2002). 

Michael P. Scharf & Melanie K. Corrin, International Business Law: E-commerce and the Impact of Globalization on the 

Law: Panel Remarks: On Dangerous Ground: Passive personality Jurisdiction and the Prohibition of Internet Gambling, 8 

NEW ENG. INT'L & COMP. L. ANN. 19 (2002). 

Paul M. Schwartz, Voting Technology and Democracy. 77 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 625 (2002). 

Raymond Shih Ray Ku, Modem Statues in Privacy Law: Searching for the Meaning of the Fourth Amendment Privacy after 

Kyllo v. United States: The Founders' Privacy: The Fourth Amendment and the Power of Technological Surveillance. 86 

MINN. L. REV. 1325 (2002). 

*518 Christopher Slobogin, Modem Statues in Privacy Law: Searching for the Meaning of the Fourth Amendment Privacy 

after Kyllo v. United States: Peeping Techno-Toms and the Fourth Amendment: Seeing Through Kyllo's Rules Governing 

Technological Surveillance. 86 MINN. L. REV. 1393 (2002). 

Daniel J. Solove, Modem Studies in Privacy Law: Notice, Autonomy and Enforcement of Data Privacy Legislation: Access 

and Aggregation: Public Records. Privacy and the Constitution. 86 MINN. L. REV. 1137 (2002). 

Kieran Tranter, Terror in the Texts: Technology-Law-Future, 13 LAW & CRITIQUE 75 (2002). 

Gina Tufaro, Note, Will Carnivore Devour the Fourth? An Exploration of the Constitutionality of the FBI Created Software, 

18 N.Y.L. SCH. J. HUM. RTS. 305 (2002). 

3.1 Computers and Technology in Law Enforcement 

Sheryl Rakestraw, ACLU v. RENO. 217 F.3D 162 (3D CIR. 2000), 10 AM. U.J. GENDER SOC. POL'Y & L. 521 (2002). 

3.1.0 General 
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Luke J. Albrecht, Comment, Constitutional Law -- The Use of a Thermal Imaging Device Constitutes a Search Under the 
Forth Amendment-- Kyllo v. United States, 533 U.S. 27 (2001). 36 SUFFOLK U. L. REV. 249 (2002). 

Susan Bandes, Modem Statues in Privacy Law: Searching for the Meaning of the Fourth Amendment Privacy after Kyllo v. 
United States: Power, Privacy and Thermal Imaging, 86 MINN. L. REV. 1379 (2002). 

Christopher Benjamin, Shot Spotter and Faceit: The Tools of Mass Monitoring, 2002 UCLA J. L. TECH. 2 (2002). 

Susan W. Brenner & Barbara A. Frederiksen, Computer Searches and Seizures: Some Unresolved Issues, 8 MICH. TELE­
COMM. TECH. L. REV. 39 (2002). 

*519 Nathan E. Carrell, Spying on the Mob: United States v. Scarfo -- A Constitutional Analysis, 2002 U. ILL. J.L. TECH. 
& POL'Y 193 (2002). 

Jack H. Daniel III, Comment, Reform in Aimort Security: Panic or Precaution?, 53 MERCER L. REV. 1623 (2002). 

Deborah J. Daniels, Prosecution in the Post-9/11 Era, 36 PROSECUTOR 28 (2002). 

Kimberly A. Hom, Note, Privacy versus Protection: Exploring the Boundaries of Electronic Surveillance in the Internet Age, 
29 FORDHAM URB. L.J. 2233 (2002). 

Mary Lehman, Comment, Are Red Light Cameras Snapping Privacy Rights, 33 U. TOL. L. REV. 815 (2002). 

Amy Miller, Kyllo v. United States: New Law Enforcement Technologies and the Fourth Amendment, 51 KAN. L. REV. 
181 (2002). 

Rosemary Missisian, Note, The True Need of the Special Needs Doctrine: Individual Rights -- Ferguson v. City of Charle­

ston, 33 U. TOL. L. REV. 815 (2002). 

Aaron Nance, Note, Taking the Fear Out of Electronic Surveillance in the New Age of Terror, 70 UMKC L. REV. 751 
(2002). 

Jessica M. Natale, Note, Exploring Virtual Legal Presence: The Present and the Promise, 1 J. HIGH TECH. L. 157 (2002). 

Greg Star, Comment, Aimort Security Technology: Is the use of Biometric Technology Valid Under the Fourth Amend­
ment?, 20 TEMP. ENVTL. L. & TECH. J. 251 (2002). 

Raya Tahan, Note, Should Criminal Case Filings Be Available Online?, 43 JURIMETRICS J. 43 (2002). 

3.1.1 Computers and Technology in Police Operation 

*520 Catherine M. Barrett, Note, FBI Internet Surveillance: The Need for a Natural Rights Application of the Fourth Amend­
ment to Insure Internet Privacy, 8 RICH. J.L. & TECH. 16 (2002), athttp:// www.law.richmond.edu/jolt/v8i3/articlel6.html. 

Troy J. Lefevre, Search and Seizure: Supreme Court Addresses Advances in Technology and Rules that Thermal Imaging 
Devices May Not Be Used Without a Search Warrant, 78 N. DAK. L. REV. 99 (2002). 

Gregory T. Neugebauer, Alcohol Ignition Interlocks: Magic Bullet or Poison Pill, 2 PGH. J. TECH. L. & POL'Y 2 (2002). 
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Geoffrey A. North, Note, Carnivore in Cyberspace: Extending the Electronic Communications Privacy Act's Framework to 

Carnivore Surveillance, 28 RUTGERS COMPUTER & TECH. L.J. 155 (2002). 

Stacy E. Roberts, Note, Bond and Beyond: A Shift in the Understanding of What Constitutes a Fourth Amendment Search, 

33 U. TOL. L. REV. 457 (2002). 

Jennifer Hinson Shephard, Case Note, Kyllo v. United States: 1 The Fourth Amendment2 and Thermal Imaging-ls It In or 

Out?, 19 T.M. COOLEY L. REV. 37 (2002). 

Justin H. Smith, Note, Press One for Warrant: Reinventing the Fourth Amendment's Search Warrant Reguirement Through 

Electronic Procedures, 55 VAND. L. REV. 1591 (2002). 

Andrew W.J. Tarr, Picture It: Red Light Cameras Abide by the Law of the Land, 80 N.C. L. REV. 1879 (2002). 

Sean D. Thueson, Comment, Fourth Amendment Search-Fuzzy Shades of Gray: The New "Bright-Line" Rule in Determining 

When The Use of Technology Constitutes a Search. Kyllo v. United States, 121 S. Ct. 2038 (2001). 2 WYO. L. REV. 169 

(2002). 

*521 3.1.2 Computers and Technology in Correctional Institutions 

3.2 Use of Computers and Technology by Federal Departments and Agencies 

3.2.0 General 

Michelle Armond, Cyberlaw: State Internet Regulation and the Dormant Commerce Clause, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 379 
(2002). 

Alison A. Bradley, Extremism in the Defense of Liberty?: The Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act and the Significance of 

the USA PATRIOT ACT, 77 TUL. L. REV. 465 (2002). 

Charles E. Frayer, Article: Employee Privacy and Internet Monitoring: Balancing Workers' Rights and Dignity with Legitim­

ate Management Interests, 57 BUS. LAW. 857 (2002). 

A. Michael Froomkin, Form & Substance in Cyberspace, 6 J. SMALL & EMERGING BUS. L. 93 (2002). 

Neal Hartzog, Comment, The "Magic Lantern" Revealed: A Report of the FBI's New "Key Logging" Trojan and Analysis of 

its Possible Treatment in a Dynamic Legal Landscape, 20 J. MARSHALL J. COMPUTER & INFO. L. 287 (2002). 

Kimberly A. Hom, Note, Privacy Versus Protection: Exploring the Boundaries of Electronic Surveillance in the Internet Age, 

29 FORDHAM URB. L.J. 2233 (2002). 

Giovanna Patterson & J. Tim Sprehe, Principal Challenges Facing Electronic Records Management in Federal Agencies 

Today, 19 GOV'T INF. Q. 307 (2002). 

Joe Sims & Cynthia L. Bauerly, A Reply to Professor Froomkin's Form and Substance in Cyberspace, 6 J. SMALL & 
EMERGING BUS. L. 165 (2002). 

*522 Michael J. Wolf, Jon Numair & Jack Yoedt, Essential Collaborative Technology Tools for the 21st Century: FMCS 
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TAGS System, 2 PEPP. DISP. RESOL. L.J. 327 (2002). 

3.2.1 Military Technology 
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Robert A. Borich Jr., Globalization of the U.S. Defense Industrial Base: Developing Procurement Sources Abroad Through 
Exporting Advanced Military Technology, 31 PUB. CONT. L.J. 623 (2002). 

Mitsuru Kurosawa, Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Export Control, 49 OSAKA. U. L. REV. 1 (2002). 

Philip R. Principe, Secret Codes, Military Hospitals, and the Law of Armed Conflict: Could Military Medical Facilities' Use 
of Encrypted Communications Subject Them to Attack Under International Law?, 24 U. ARK. LITTLE ROCK L. REV. 727 
(2002). 

3.2.2 Internal Revenue Service 

3.2.3 U.S. Patent Office 

3.2.4 Government Information Retrieval System 

3.3 Use of Computers and Technology in Judicial Administration 

David D. Bird, Where to Go to Be in the Know: Court Web Sites, ABI JNL. LEXIS 76 (2002). 

3.4 Use of Computers and Technology by State and Federal Legislatures 

George Barnum, Availability, Access, Authenticity, and Persistence: Creating the Environment for Permanent Public Access 
to Electronic Government Information, 19 GOV'T INF. Q. 37 (2002). 

4. LEGAL ISSUES OF COMPUTER AND TECHNOLOGY SALES, USAGE, AND SERVICES 

4.0 General 

*523 Barbara H. Brandon & Robert D. Carlitz, Online Rulemaking and Other Tools For Strengthening Our Civil Infrastruc­
ture, 54 ADMIN. L. REV. 1421 (2002). 

Stuart Buck, Replacing Spectrum Auctions with a Spectrum Commons, 2002 STAN. TECH. L. REV. 2 (2002). 

Cyndie Chang, Comment, Exploring Internet Privacy Through Cable Broadband Struggles: ISPs Walk a Fine Line Between 
Privacy and Security, 22 LOY. L.A. ENT. L. REV. 491 (2002). 

Arthur R. Gaudio, Electronic Real Estate Records: A Model for Action, 24 W. NEW ENG. L. REV. 271 (2002). 

Gary Richard Hattal & Cynthia Morrow Hattal, Battling School Violence with Mediation Technology, 2 PEPP. DISP. 
RESOL. L.J. 357 (2002). 

Anne Keaty, J.D., Roger J. Johns, J.D., LL.M. & Lucy L. Henke, Ph.D., Survey: Can Internet Service Providers and Other 
Secondary Parties be Held Liable for Deceptive Online Advertising?, 58 BUS. LAW. 479 (2002). 

H. Maura Lendon, The Linux Revolution, 15 INTELL. PROP. J. 143 (2002). 
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Richard J. Peltz, Use "The Filter You Were Born With": The Unconstitutionality of Mandatory Internet Filtering for The 

Adult Patrons of Public Libraries, 77 WASH. L. REV. 397 (2002). 

Ethan Preston & John Lofton, Computer Security Publications: Information Economics, Shifting Liability and the First 

Amendment, 24 WHITTIER L. REV. 71 (2002). 

Charles B. Rosenberg, Suing Anonymous Defendants for Internet Defamation, 19 COMPUTER & INTERNET LAW. 9 

(Feb. 2002). 

Bradford L. Smith, The Third Industrial Revolution: Policymaking for the Internet, 3 COLUM. SCI. & TECH. L. REV. 1 

(2002). 

*524 4.1 Contracting for Hardware, Software, and Computer Services 

4.1.0 General 

Marc T. Shivers & Andre J. Brunel, Contractual Limitations of Liability (a/k/a "LOLs," or Why the Other Party Is Laughing 
Out Loud), 19 COMPUTER & INTERNET LAW. 6 (May 2002). 

4 .1.1 Purchase, Lease and License Considerations 

Duncan E. Alford, Negotiating and Analyzing Electronic License Agreements, 94 LAW LIBR. J. 621 (2002). 

David E. Case, Common Mistakes Made by Licensors in Administering Clickwrap Agreements, 19 COMPUTER & INTER­
NET LAW. 16 (Aug. 2002). 

Sean F. Crotty, Note, The How and Why ofShrinkwrap License Validation Under the Uniform Computer Information Trans­

actions Act, 33 RUTGERS L.J. 745 (2002). 

John J. Dieffenbach, Reviewing Technology Agreements, 19 COMPUTER & INTERNET LAW. 14 (Feb. 2002). 

Christian H. Nadan, Open Source Licensing: Virus or Virtue?, 10 TEX. INTELL. PROP. L.J. 349 (2002). 

Raymond T. Nimmer, Licensing in the Contemporary Information Economy, 8 WASH. U. J.L. & POL'Y 99. (2002). 

Edwin E. Richards, Drafting Licenses to Guide Whether Potential Disputes Lie in Contract or Infringement, 7 COMP. L. 

REV. & TECH. J. 45 (2002). 

4.1.2 Limitations of Limited Warranties 

4.2 Government Regulation of Computer-Related Industry 

4.2.0 General 

*525 Steven Amchen, Jessica Cordova & Paul Cicero, Securities Fraud, 39 AM. CRIM. L. REV. 1037 (2002). 

Paul D. Callister, The Internet, Regulation and the Market for Loyalties: An Economic Analysis ofTransborder Information 

Flow, 2002 U. ILL. J.L. TECH. & POL'Y 59 (2002). 
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Jennifer C. Chang, Note, In Search of Fair Housing in Cyberspace: The Implications of the Communications Decency Act for 
Fair Housing on the Internet, 55 STAN. L. REV. 969 (2002). 

Elizabeth Delaney, Symposium Online Activities & Their Impact on the Legal Profession: The Children's Online Privacy 
Protection Act and Rule: An Overview, 16 ST. JOHN'S J. LEGAL COMMENT. 641 (2002). 

Mary L. Dispenza, Note, Overcoming a New Digital Divide: Technology Accommodations and the Undue Hardship Defense 
Under the Americans with Disabilities Act, 52 SYRACUSE L. REV. 159 (2002). 

Amy J. Dunn, Survey of Legislation: Uniform Electronic Transactions Act, 24 U. ARK. LITTLE ROCK L. REV. 603 
(2002). 

Edward H. Fleischman, Remarks on the Regulation of Securities and Security Exchanges in the Age of the Internet, 5 N.Y.U. 
J. LEGIS. & PUB. POL'Y 1 (2002). 

Susanna Frederick Fischer, Crusading Against the Dinosaurs: A Review of The Future of Ideas, 10 COMMLA W CON­
SPECTUS 251 (2002) (book review). 

Adam Goldstein, Note, Like A Sieve: The Child Internet Protection Act and Ineffective Filters in Libraries, 12 FORDHAM 
INTELL. PROP. MEDIA & ENT. L.J. 1187 (2002). 

Ivette P. Gomez, Note, Beyond the Neighborhood Drugstore: U.S. Regulation of Online Prescription Drugs Sales by Foreign 
Businesses, 28 RUTGERS COMPUTER & TECH. L.J. 431 (2002). 

*526 Kara E. Harchuck, Note & Comment, Microsoft IV: The Dangers to Innovation Posed by the Irresponsible Application 
ofa Rule of Reason Analysis to Product Design Claims, 97 NW. U. L. REV. 395 (2002). 

Anton L. Janik, Jr., Combating the Illicit Internet: Decisions by the Tenth Circuit to Apply Harsher Sentences and Lessened 
Search Reguirements to Child Pornographers Using Computers, 79 DENV. U.L. REV. 379 (2002). 

Jack E. Kerrigan & Cristopher J. Brasco, The Technology Transfer Revolution: Legislative Hist01.y and Future Proposals, 31 
PUB. CONT. L.J. 277 (2002). 

Andrew D. Ketter, Comment, The Narrow Choice of Broadband Providers for Consumers: Competition and Local Regula­
tion, 2002 WIS. L. REV. 211 (2002). 

David H. Lantzer, Comment, Internet Gaming Tax Regulation: Can Old Laws Learn New Tricks? 5 CHAP. L. REV. 281 
(2002). 

Scott Maravilla, The Feasibility of a Law to Regulate Pornographic, Unsolicited, Commercial E-Mail, 4 TUL. J. TECH. & 
INTELL. PROP. 117 (2002). 

Lance Myers, Regulation FD And Private Trading On The Internet: Keeping Pace With Constant Change, 5 N.Y.U. J. LE­
GIS. & PUB. POL'Y 15 (2002). 

Christine Neylon O'Brien, The Impact of Employer E-Mail Policies on Employee Rights to Engage in Concerted Activities 
Protected by the National Labor Relations Act, 106 DICK. L. REV. 573 (2002). 
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Stephanie E. Niehaus, Note, Bridging the (Significant) Gap: To What Extent Does the Telecommunications Act of 1996 Con­
template Seamless Service?, 77 NOTRE DAME L. REV. 641 (2002). 

*527 Devon Ishii Peterson, Child Pornography on the Internet: The Effect of Section 230 of the Communications Decency 
Act of 1996 on Tort Recovery for Victims Against Internet Service Providers, 24 HAW All L. REV. 763 (2002). 

Negin Salimipour, Comment, The Challenge of Regulating Hate and Offensive Speech on the Internet, 8 SW. J. L. & 
TRADE AM. 395 (2002). 

Paul M . Schoenhard, Disclosure of Government Information Online: A New Approach from an Existing Framework, 15 
Harv. J. Law & Tee 497 (2002). 

Suzanna Sherry, Haste makes Waste: Congress and the Common Law in Cyberspace, 55 VAND. L. REV. 309 (2002). 

Rikki Solowey, A Question of Equivalence: Expanding the Definition of Child Pornography to Encompass "Virtual" Com­
puter-Generated Images, 4 TUL. J. TECH. & INTELL. PROP. 161 (2002). 

Brett Stohs, Protecting the Homeland by Exemption: Why the Critical Infrastructure Information Act of 2002 Will Degrade 
the Freedom of Information Act, 2002 DUKE L. & TECH. REV. 18 (2002). 

Jonathan P. Straub, Note, The Prevention of E-Money Laundering: Tracking the Elusive Audit Trail, 25 SUFFQLK 
TRANSNAT'L L. REV. 515 (2002). 

4.2.1 First Amendment Issues 

Daniel S. Armagh, Symposium, The Fate of the Child Pornography Act of 1996: Virtual Child Pornography: Criminal Con­
duct or Protected Speech 23 CARDOZO L. REV. 1993 (2002). 

Laura Bates, Note, Ashcroft v. ACLU: Coping with Online Community Standards. 43 JURIMETRICS J. 29 (2002). 

Jonathan Bloom, High Court Rejects Focus on Effects of Speech as Basis for Regulating Virtual Child Pornography, 20 
COMM. LAW. 1 (2002). 

*528 Brian R. Chase, Legal Update: The First Amendment and DECSS, 8 B.U. J. SCI & TECH. L. 729 (2002). 

Dannielle Cisneros, "Virtual Child" Pornography on the Internet: A "Virtual" Victim?, 2002 DUKE L. & TECH. REV. 19 
(2002). 

John P. Cronan, The Next Challenge for the First Amendment: The Framework for an Internet Incitement Standard, 51 
CATH. U. L. REV. 425 (2002). 

Farzad Damania, The Internet: Egualizer of Freedom of Speech? A Discussion on Freedom of Speech on the Internet in the 
United States and India, 12 IND. INT'L & COMP. L. REV. 243 (2002). 

Walter C. Dauterman, Jr., Comment, Internet Regulation: Foreign Actors and Local Harms - at the Crossroads of Porno­
graphy, Hate Speech, and Freedom of Expression, 28 N.C. J. INT'L L. & COM. REG. 177 (2002). 

Christine Duh, Cyberlaw: Yahoo! Inc. v. LICRA, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 359 (2002). 
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Paul Ehrlich, Note, Cyberlaw: Communications Decency Act§ 230, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 401 (2002). 

Ryan Christopher Fox, Old Law and New Technology: The Problem of Computer Code and the First Amendment, 49 UCLA 

L. REV. 871 (2002). 

Eric M . Freedman, Symposium, The Fate of the Child Pornography Act of 1996: Digitized Pornography Meets the First 

Amendment, 23 CARDOZO L. REV. 2011 (2002). 

Aimee G. Hamoy, Comment, The Constitutionality of Virtual Child Pornography: Why Reality and Fantasy Are Still Differ­
ent Under the First Amendment, 12 SETON HALL CONST. L.J. 471 (2002). 

John Harper III, Traditional Free-Speech Law: Does It Apply on the Internet?, 6 COMP. L. REV. & TECH. J. 265 (2002). 

*529 Tieffa Harper, Much Ado About the First Amendment--Does the Digital Millennium Copyright Act Impede the Right 

to Scientific Expression?: Felton v. Recording Industry Assoc. of America, 22 J. ART & ENT. L. 3 (2002). 

Tiffany Komasara, Comment, Planting the Seed of Hatred: Why Imminence Should No Longer Be Reguired to Impose Liab­
ility on Internet Communications, 29 CAP. U. L. REV. 835 (2002). 

Amy E. McCall, Note, The DMCA and Researchers' First Amendments Rights, 3 PGH. J. TECH. L. & POL'Y 2 (2002). 

Lora Saltarelli, Note, The Digital Millennium Copyright Act and the Functionality Fallacy, 77 NOTRE DAME L. REV. 1647 

(2002). 

Karyl Alderman Sparks, Note, Constitutional Law -- Freedom of Speech -- Child Pornography Prevention Act Violates First 

Amendment's Freedom of Speech Protections: Ashcroft v. Free Speech Coalition, 122 S. Ct. 1389 (2002). 33 CUMB. L. 
REV. 165 (2002). 

Bruce V. Spiva, Copyrighted Digital Works and the First Amendment, 19 COMM. LAW. 8 (2002). 

Allison Stiles, Everyone's a Critic: Defamation and Anonymity on the Internet, 2002 DUKE L. & TECH. REV. 4 (2002). 

Alexander Tsesis, Prohibiting Incitement on the Internet, 7 VA. J.L. & TECH. 5 (2002). 

Paul A. Werner III, e-Pluribus Unum?: The Problem of Anonymous Election-Related Communications on the Internet: A 

Conceptual Methodology for Evaluating Regulatory Interferences with Anonymous Speech, 4 V AND. J. ENT. L. & PRAC. 

47 (2002). 

Charles H. Whitebread, Recent Civil Decisions of the United States Supreme Court: The 2001-2002 Term, 39 CT. REV. 34 

(2002). 

*530 Matthew A. Whitlow, The Electronic Communications Privacy Act Protects Individual Privacy But Not at the Expense 

of the Media's Free Press Right, 27 DAYTON L. REV. 339 (2002). 

Kate Williams, Note, Loss of Academic Freedom on the Internet: The Fourth Circuit's Decision in Urofsky v. Gilmore, 21 
REV. LITIG. 493 (2002). 

4.2.2 Antitrust 
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Peter M. Boyle, Penelope M. Lister & J. Clayton Everett, Jr., The Federal Circuit and Antitrust: Antitrust Law at the Federal 
Circuit: Red Light or Green Light at the Antitrust Intersection?, 69 ANTITRUST L.J. 739 (2002). 

Kerin E. Coughlin, Note, ATM Surcharges Violate the Public Policies that Underlie the Antitrust Laws, 35 COLUM. J.L. & 
SOC. PROBS. 217 (2002). 

Gabriel Hertzberg, Note, Antitrust Enforcement in Electronic B2B Marketplaces: An Application of Oligopoly Theory and 
Modem Evidence Law, 28 RUTGERS COMPUTER & TECH. L.J. 463 (2002). 

Valentine Korah, The Federal Circuit and Antitrust: The Interface Between Intellectual Property and Antitrust: The European 
Experience, 69 ANTITRUST L.J. 801 (2002). 

Melonie McKenzie, Note, How Should Competing Software Programs Marcy? The Antitrust Ramifications of Private Stand­
ard-Setting Consortia in the Software Industry, 52 SYRACUSE L. REV. 139 (2002). 

Tim Meade, In re: Buspirone Patent and Antitrust Litigation, 9 RICH. J.L. & TECH. 1 (2002). at http:// 
law .richmond.edu/j olt/v9i 1/ article I .html. 

Thomas A. Piraino, Jr., A Proposed Antitrust Approach to High Technology Competition, 44 WM. & MARYL. REV. 65 
(2002). 

*531 Chris Raybeck, Antitrust: Tying Arrangements: Effect of Technical Innovation on an Antitrust Claim. Logic Corp. v. 

Bell & Howell Publ'n Sys. Co., 162 F. Supp. 2d 533 (N.D. Tex. 2001). 3 TRANSACTIONS 52 (2002). 

Stuart M. Reynolds, Jr., The Relationship of Antitrust Laws to Regulated Industries and Intellectual Property in the New 
Marketplace, 4 TUL. J. TECH. & INTELL. PROP. 1 (2002). 

Glen 0. Robinson, On Refusing to Deal with Rivals, 87 CORNELL L. REV. 1177 (2002). 

Max Schanzenbach, Network Effects and Antitrust Law: Predation, Affirmative Defenses, and the Case of U.S. v. Microsoft, 
2002 STAN. TECH. L. REV. 4 (2002). 

4.2.3 FCC Regulation 

Stuart Buck, Replacing Spectrum Auctions with a Spectrum Commons, 2002 STAN. TECH. L. REV. 2. 

S. Robert Carter, III, Note, The Sound of Silence: Why and How the FCC Should Permit Private Property Owners to Jam 
Cell Phones, 28 RUTGERS COMPUTER & TECH. L.J. 343 (2002). 

Robert W. Crandall, Hal J. Singer & J. Gregory Sidak, The Empirical Case Against Asymmetric Regulation of Broadband In­
ternet Access, 17 BERKELEY TECH. L.J. 953 (2002). 

Jason Roy Flaherty, Comment, Reallocating the Instructional Television Fixed Service Electromagnetic Spectrum at 2.5 
GHZ, 96 NW. U. L. REV. 1177 (2002). 

Jeffrey I. Ryen, The Battle Over Reciprocal Compensation: The FCC's Ongoing Struggle to Regulate Intercarrier Compensa­
tion Fees for ISP-Bound Traffic, 8 B.U. J. SCI & TECH. L. 614 (2002). 
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*532 Jonathan Weinberg, Symposium, Copyright Law as Communications Policy: Convergence of Paradigms and Cultures: 

Digital TV, Copy Control and Public Policy, 20 CARDOZO ARTS & ENT. L.J. 277 (2002). 

Frances E. Zollers, Peter Sheors & Sandra N. Hurd, Fighting Internet Fraud: Old Scams, Old Laws, New Context, 20 TEMP. 

ENVTL. L. & TECH. J. 169 (2002). 

4.2.4 SEC Regulation 

Philip J. Bezanson, Online Brokers and the Sec: Still Working Out the Glitches, 2002 DUKE L. & TECH. REV. 22 (2002). 

Thad A. Davis, A New Model of Securities Law Enforcement, 32 CUMB. L. REV. 69 (2002). 

Roberta S. Karmel, Regulatory Initiatives and the Internet: A New Era of Oversight for the Securities and Exchange Com­

mission, 5 N.Y.U. J. LEGIS. & PUB. POL'Y 33 (2002). 

Jacob J. Kramer, Comment, Waive Goodbye: Choice Clauses, the Internet, Consumer Protection, and Other Issues Concern­

ing the Unwary Investor, 16 EMORY INT'L L. REV. 227 (2002). 

Jorge Pozo, Lost in Cyberspace: The Antiquated Anti-Fraud Provisions of the Federal Securities Laws in the Age of the In­

ternet, 2002 SYRACUSE L. & TECH. J. 4 (2002). 

Linda J. Yi, Comment, Road Shows on the Internet: Taking Individual Investors for a Ride on the Information Highway, 52 

DUKE L.J. 243 (2002). 

4.2.5 Tariff and Trade Control 

4.3 Substantive Law Aspects 

4.3.0 General 

*533 Mark R. Colombell, Note, The Legislative Response to the Evolution of Computer Viruses, 8 RICH. J.L. & TECH. 18 

(2002), athttp:// www.law.richmond.edu/jolt/v8i3/article18.htrnl. 

Jeffrey Hines, Symposium on Living Independently: Impact of Science And Technology on the Elderly: Telemarketing Fraud 

Upon the Elderly: Minimizing Its Effects Through Legislation, Law Enforcement and Education, 12 ALB. L.J. SCI. & 
TECH. 839 (2002). 

Noriko Kawawa, Comparative Studies on the Law of Tort Relating to Liability for Injury Caused by Information in Tradi­

tional and in Electronic Form: England and the United States, 12 ALB. L.J. SCI. & TECH. 493 (2002). 

4.3.1 Computer Crime 

Jason W. Callen, Asserting In Personam Jurisdiction Over Foreign Cybersqyatters, 69 U. CHI. L. REV. 1837 (2002). 

Erin M. Davis, Comment, The Doctrine of Respondeat Superior: An Application to Employers' Liability for the Computer or 

Internet Crimes Committed by Their Employees, 12 ALB. L.J. SCI. & TECH. 683 (2002). 

Marlene C. Gebauer, Legal Reference Books Review: Electronic Theft: Unlawful Acquisition in Cyberspace, 94 LAW LIBR. 
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Sarah Holthusen, Book Note, Election Theft: Unlawful Acquisition in Cyberspace, 21 U. QUEENSLAND L.J. 251 (2002). 

4.3.2 Computer-Related Product Liability 

4.3.3 Computer Security 

Kevin R. Pinkney, Putting Blame Where Blame is Due: Software Manufacturer and Customer Liability for Security-Related 
Software Failure, 13 ALB. L.J. SCI. & TECH. 43 (2002). 

*534 Gary M. Schober, TRANSCRIPT: Colloquium on Privacy & Security, 50 BUFF. L. REV. 703 (2002). 

4.3.4 Taxation of Software 

Arthur J. Cockfield, Designing Tax Policy for the Digital Biosphere: How the Internet is Changing Tax Laws, 34 CONN. L. 
REV. 333 (2002). 

4.4 Problems of Privacy and Computers 

4.4.0 General 

Albert I. Aldesco, Comment, The Demise of Anonymity: A Constitutional Challenge to the Convention on Cybercrime, 23 
LOY. L.A. ENT. L. REV. 81 (2002). 

Grace J. Bergen, Beyond Napster -- The Future of the Digital Commons: The Napster Case: The Whole World is Listening, 
15 TRANSNAT'L LAW. 259 (2002). 

Marjory S. Blumenthal, End-To-End and Subsequent Paradigms, 2002 L. REV. M.S.U.-D.C.L. 709 (2002). 

Susan W. Brenner & Barbara A. Frederiksen, Computer Searches and Seizures: Some Unresolved Issues, 8 MICH. TELE­
COMM. & TECH. L. REV. 39 (2002). 

Christopher P. Couch Winter, Comment, Forcing the Choice Between Commerce and Consumers: Application of the FCRA 
to Identity Theft, 53 ALA. L. REV. 583 (2002). 

Brendan Durrett, Legal Reference Books Review: Privacy and the Digital State: Balancing Public Information and Personal 
Privacy, 94 LAW LIBR. J. 654 (2002). 

Lawrence 0. Gostin, James G. Hodge, Jr. & Mira S. Burghardt, Balancing Communal Goods and Personal Privacy Under a 
National Health Information Privacy Rule, 46 ST. LOUIS U. L.J. 5 (2002). 

Robert W. Hahn & Anne Layne-Farrar, The Benefits and Costs of Online Privacy Legislation, 54 ADMIN. L. REV. 85 
(2002). 

*535 James A. Harvey & Karen M. Sanzaro, P3P and IE 6: Good Privacy Medicine or Mere Placebo?, 19 COMPUTER & 
INTERNET LAW. 1 (Apr. 2002). 
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Matthew C. Keck, Cookies, The Constitution, And The Common Law: A Framework For The Right Of Privacy On The In­

ternet, 13 ALB. L.J. SCI. & TECH. 83 (2002). 

Pauline T. Kim, Genetic Discrimination, Genetic Privacy: Rethinking Employee Protections for a Brave New Workplace, 96 

NW. U. L. REV. 1497 (2002). 

Yvenne M. King, From Subway Stations to the Information Superhighway: Compliance Strategies for Musicians to Avoid 

the Worldwide Entanglement of Privacy Laws, 4 VAND. J. ENT. L. & PRAC. 129 (2002). 

Matthew Kohel, Note, The Privacy Amendment (Private Sector) Bill 2000: The Australian Government's Substandard At­

tempt to Allay Privacy Concerns and Regulate Internet Privacy in the Private Sector, 27 BROOK. J. INT'L L. 703 (2002). 
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J.L. & PUB. POL'Y 977 (2002). 

Susan W. Brenner & Marc D. Goodman, In Defense of Cyberterrorism: An Argument for Anticipating Cyber-Attacks, 2002 
U. ILL. J.L. TECH. & POL'Y 1 (2002). 

Clay Calvert, Opening Up an Academic Privilege and Shutting Down Child Modeling Sites: Revising Child Pornography 
Laws in the United States, 107 DICK. L. REV. 253 (2002). 

Rita Esen, Cyber Crime: A Growing Problem, 66 J. CRIM. L. 269 (2002). 

Gianluca Esposito, Workshop on Racist and Xenophobic Content on the Internet, 7 INT'L J. COMM. L. & POL'Y 9 (2002). 
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10. LAW AND TECHNOLOGY 
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