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Evox Productions LLC v.
Midjourney.Inc.

\ Midjourney
A

EVOX Productions claims that Midjourney
illegally trained its generative Al picture
model using more than 100,000 of its
copyrighted car photos. According to the
complaint, Midjourney established a
derivative product that directly competes
with and undermines EVOX's primary
licensing business by scraping these
photographs and removing copyright
management information like watermarks.

If this briefing saved you 20 minutes of
research today, imagine what the full
platform does.
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GEMA v. Suno Inc.

The Munich Regional Court found in favor of

GEMA on July 31, 2026, finding that Suno Inc. had
* Su no violated copyright by illegally copying protected

musical works both inside its created outputs and
during its Al training process. Suno's jurisdictional
and fair use defenses were dismissed by the
court, which granted injunctive relief requiring the
corporation to stop its infringement, reveal its
earnings, and give GEMA certain penalties.

* X % EU Al Act Article 50

* EU * On August 2, 2026, Article 50 of the EU Artificial
Intelligence Act went into effect. It mandates
transparency requirements for anyone offering or

Artificial
* Intelligence *
Act
** ** using particular Al technologies in the EU and
* X carries fines of up to €15 million, or 3% of annual
global turnover.

Tesla v. Granite Vehicle

Berliner v. Huang
Ventures
Jessica Berliner accused the CEO
and board of NVIDIA of violating
their fiduciary duties in a stockholder
derivative case. According to the
complaint, the defendants
intentionally trained the company's
Al products using copyrighted
content, pirated datasets, and
unapproved biometric data. They
then covered up this wrongdoing by
making false and deceptive SEC
proxy statements, which artificially
raised the price of NVIDIA's stock.
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Tesla claims that by establishing and
implementing an extra-statutory
"Fintiv time-to-trial" criterion to
reject Tesla's requests for inter

partes review (IPR) of Granite
Vehicle Ventures' patents, the U.S.

Patent and Trademark Office (PTO)

improperly overreached its statutory
power. Tesla contends that the

Federal Circuit erred in ruling that
certain PTO rulings are not subject
to judicial review..
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