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Take-Aways
	In 2004, Google began scanning the first of 25 million books, aiming to create the world’s largest library in one easily searched database.
	Authors and publishers launched a class-action lawsuit to combat what they saw as “massive copyright infringement.”
	Google, the authors, the publishers, and other parties devised an out-of-court, win-win-win settlement in which people gained digital access to books, authors received payment and Google could continue the project.        
	Judge Denny Chin then decided that Google’s digital library wouldn’t be in the best interests of the people represented by the class-action lawsuit.
	As a result, the world’s greatest library and its orphaned, out-of-print books lie dormant and unused.


Recommendation
The original purpose of America’s copyright laws wasn’t necessarily to protect the interests of authors but, according to the US Constitution, “to promote the progress of science and useful arts.” Copyrights protect works until 50 years after the author’s death, at which point books become part of the public domain. Google has done the work to make many of those books available in one giant database, so why can’t you use it? getAbstract recommends this summary to bibliophiles, librarians and people interested in digital technology’s potential to democratize information.

Summary
The first project that Google ever described as a “moonshot” wasn’t self-driving cars or bringing the Internet to remote parts of Africa: It was putting books online. In 2002, “Project Ocean” – Google’s plan to digitize all the world’s books – started with seven million volumes from the University of Michigan library. Truckloads of books showed up at Google headquarters, where specially built stations with human page-turners captured them at a rate of 1,000 pages per hour. Google went on to scan the books housed at Harvard, Stanford, Oxford, the New York Public Library, and more. By 2015, the company had digitized 25 million books and spent about $400 million on the project. It was a beautiful vision; so much of the world’s knowledge held in one easily searched, massive universal digital library. The goal was to put special terminals that would give library patrons access to millions of books for free in every local library.
“In August 2010, Google put out a blog post announcing that there were 129,864,880 books in the world. The company said [it was] going to scan them all.”

The Authors Guild created a class-action lawsuit against Google on behalf of authors and publishers. This isn’t the first time new technologies have threatened copyright holders. In past cases, market forces and licensing laws worked together to create a win-win-win for technologists, creators and consumers. The Authors Guild v. Google case was no exception. They soon devised an out-of-court settlement in which everyone got what they wanted: Google kept its library, copyright holders might find a distinct stream of income when the digital library created new demand for their books, and readers would be able to get their hands on those library terminals.
“That stuff is just sitting out there gathering dust and decaying in physical libraries, and with very limited exceptions, nobody can use them.” (Howard University copyright scholar Lateef Mtima)

Judge Denny Chin presided over the Authors Guild v. Google case. Though most of the parties involved seemed happy with the potential settlement, Judge Chin couldn’t ignore the outcry from other sources. Microsoft raised monopoly concerns. Academics took issue with the fact that Google would be the only company to benefit from the settlement, and the US Department of Justice felt it was a misuse of the class action mechanism to create an online marketplace. The only way to squelch these concerns was to make it an “opt-in arrangement,” which would be impossible when so many of the books’ authors were hard to find. This is how a database containing millions of books – “one of the great humanitarian artifacts of all time” – became inaccessible to everyone but a handful of engineers.
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