GenAware | Article Analysis

Five Publishers Sue Meta — Did

Zuckerberg Personally Greenlight Book
Piracy?

Date: May 06, 2026 | Model: anthropic-batch:claude-opus-4-7

Source: Screenshot (OCR via Al)

Contents

1. Reading Passage

2. Explanation

3. Key Terms Glossary

4. Reading Comprehension Quiz (10 questions)

5. Answer Key with Explanations

Note: the original article is provided as a separate file (attached to the email or downloadable from the website).

Page 1 | GenAware



GenAware | Five Publishers Sue Meta — Did Zuckerberg Personally Greenli

1. Reading Passage

On May 5, 2026, five of the world's largest publishers — Hachette, Macmillan, McGraw Hill, Elsevier
and Cengage — joined bestselling legal-thriller author Scott Turow in suing Meta and its chief
executive, Mark Zuckerberg, in Manhattan federal court. Their charge: that Meta, a roughly S1.5
trillion company, built its Llama family of Al models on a foundation of stolen books. According to
the complaint, Meta downloaded millions of copyrighted books and journal articles from notorious
pirate sites such as LibGen and Anna's Archive, scraped 'virtually the entire internet,’ and then
stripped copyright-management information from the files to obscure where the texts came from.

The plaintiffs allege something more striking than careless data sourcing. They claim Zuckerberg
personally authorized the infringement. Internal communications cited in the suit indicate that
Meta initially explored licensing deals with publishers in early 2023 but abandoned them on what
the complaint calls "Zuckerberg's personal instruction." The reasoning, according to one Meta
employee quoted in the complaint, was strategic: paying for even a single book would undermine
the company's planned 'fair use' defense. Meta has vowed to fight the lawsuit aggressively, arguing
that 'Al is powering transformative innovations' and that courts have already found Al training on
copyrighted material can qualify as fair use.

Here's the catch. Meta did win a similar case in June, brought by authors including Ta-Nehisi
Coates and Richard Kadrey. But the judge in that case ruled narrowly — saying the plaintiffs hadn't
supplied enough evidence that Llama would harm the market for human-written books — while
explicitly describing their underlying market-harm argument as 'potentially winning' if backed by
stronger proof. The publishers in this new suit appear to have built their case to clear exactly that
bar. They describe Llama as 'an infinite substitution machine' capable of flooding Amazon, already
the world's largest book marketplace, with imitation versions of copyrighted works.

The Meta case is the latest in a wave of copyright lawsuits filed by artists, authors and newspapers
against Al developers including Microsoft and OpenAl. The financial stakes were dramatized last
year when Al startup Anthropic agreed to pay S1.5 billion to settle a similar suit over pirated
training texts — a number that now functions as a benchmark for damages in the broader fight.
Unlike earlier suits driven by individual authors, this one is a coordinated front from the publishing
industry's largest players, and it specifically targets two distinct alleged wrongs: how Meta obtained
the texts (piracy plus metadata stripping) and how it used them (training a commercial product
without permission).

The legal question isn't whether Al can read. It's whether scraping pirate libraries to teach it counts
as fair use — and whether 'move fast and break things," Meta's old motto, applies when the things
being broken are the property rights of the people who wrote the books. The plaintiffs are seeking
unspecified damages and want to represent a broader class of copyright owners, meaning a single
ruling could reshape the economics of Al development for years. If they win, expect a
multi-billion-dollar licensing market for high-quality text to appear almost overnight. If Meta wins,
expect every other Al company to start treating the open internet — and pirate libraries beyond it
— as a legally defensible buffet.
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2. Explanation

Imagine pirating millions of books — then telling a judge it's legal because you only stole them to
teach a machine. That's roughly Meta's argument, and five major publishers just called the bluff.

What's Going On?

Five major publishers — Hachette, Macmillan, McGraw Hill, Elsevier and Cengage — plus bestselling
author Scott Turow have filed a class-action lawsuit against Meta and CEO Mark Zuckerberg in
Manhattan federal court. They allege Meta downloaded millions of pirated books and journal articles
from shady sites like LibGen and Anna's Archive to train its Llama Al models, then stripped out the
copyright info to hide where the texts came from.

The plaintiffs claim Zuckerberg himself authorized the piracy. According to internal communications
cited in the complaint, Meta initially explored licensing deals with publishers in early 2023 but
abandoned them — reportedly because licensing even one book would weaken the company's planned
fair use' legal defense. Meta says it will fight 'aggressively," arguing courts have already found that Al
training on copyrighted material can qualify as fair use.

How To Think About It

The legal fight isn't really about whether Llama 'read’ books — it's about whether the *way* it got them,
and what it does with them, breaks copyright law. Two parallels make the stakes clearer:

o It's like a chef who learns recipes by breaking into restaurants at night and photocopying their
cookbooks. Even if the dishes she eventually serves taste different, the way she acquired the source
material was straight-up theft — and that's a separate crime from whatever she cooks.

e Or think of Napster in 2001. Napster argued users were just 'sharing’ music; courts said no, mass
unauthorized copying is infringement regardless of intent. Today's Al companies are making a
‘transformative use' argument that sounds new but rhymes with arguments tech companies have
lost before.

Key Things To Know

e Meta is a S1.5 trillion company; the publishers say it scraped 'virtually the entire internet' plus pirate
libraries to feed Llama.

o The complaint alleges Zuckerberg personally authorized the infringement and that Meta
deliberately removed copyright-management information from the texts.

» Anthropic settled a similar suit in 2025 for $1.5 billion — a benchmark that signals just how big
damages here could be.

e Meta already won one related case in June, where a judge ruled the plaintiffs hadn't proven Llama
would harm the market for human-written books — but called their argument 'potentially winning'
if better evidence existed.

» Most people miss this: 'fair use' isn't a free pass. It's a four-factor balancing test, and how you
obtained the work matters — pirated sources hurt your case.

o The publishers call Llama 'an infinite substitution machine’ — meaning it can produce endless
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imitation versions of copyrighted works, flooding markets like Amazon.

Why It Matters

If you've ever used ChatGPT to summarize a novel for English class, or watched an Al generate fake
textbooks on Amazon, you've seen the downstream effects of how these models were trained. The
outcome of this case will shape whether the writers of the books you read in college get paid when Al
digests their work — and whether the next decade of Al is built on licensing deals (more expensive,
slower) or scraped data (faster, possibly illegal). It will also influence what creative careers actually look
like by the time you're applying for one.

The Bigger Picture

This is the latest in a wave of suits from artists, novelists and newspapers against companies like
Microsoft and OpenAl, and it's the first major one brought by publishers as a coordinated bloc. Watch
for whether courts start treating *how* Al companies acquired training data as a separate violation
from *what* they output — that distinction could blow a hole in the fair-use defense. The second-order
effect: a multi-billion-dollar licensing market for high-quality text could emerge almost overnight,
reshaping who profits from the Al boom.
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3. Key Terms Glossary

Class-action lawsuit

A case where one or more plaintiffs sue on behalf of a larger group with similar claims, so a single
ruling can apply to everyone affected.

Fair use

A U.S. copyright doctrine letting people use copyrighted material without permission in limited cases
(criticism, parody, research). Courts weigh four factors, including whether the use harms the market
for the original.

Generative Al

Al systems like Llama or ChatGPT that produce new text, images or code by learning statistical
patterns from massive training datasets.

Llama

Meta's family of large language models — the underlying Al that powers Meta's chatbots and is also
released for outside developers to use.

Transformative use

A fair-use sub-argument: if you change the original work enough that it serves a new purpose, courts
may forgive the copying. Al firms argue training is transformative.

Copyright-management information

Metadata identifying the author, title and rights holder of a work. Removing it is a separate violation
under U.S. copyright law.

Injunctive relief

A court order forcing a defendant to do or stop doing something — here, the publishers want Meta
forced to destroy any infringing copies.
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4. Reading Comprehension Quiz

Circle the best answer for each question.

Q1. The passage primarily argues that:
(OA) Meta's Llama models are technically inferior to competitors'
(OB) Publishers face a serious legal challenge from Al generally
(OC) Metaknowingly used pirated works and faces serious liability
(OD) Fair use should be eliminated as a copyright defense

Q2. According to the passage, Meta abandoned licensing negotiations because:
A) Publishers refused to negotiate with the compan
O g pany
(OB) Licensing even one book would undermine its fair-use defense
(OC) The Department of Justice ordered it to stop
(OD) The publishers’ prices were judged too high

Q3. Which choice best states the central idea of the passage?
(OA) Aldevelopment inevitably requires copyrighted training material
O B) Meta won an earlier case and will likely win this one too
(OC) Acoordinated publisher lawsuit could reshape Al's legal foundations
(OD) Mark Zuckerberg should resign from Meta over piracy claims

Q4. As used in the passage, the word 'flooding’ most nearly means:
(OA) Drowning in rising water
(OB) Overwhelming a market with quantity
(OC) Lighting brightly from above
O D) Filling a container slowly

Q5. As used in the passage, 'aggressively' most nearly means:
(OA) Violently and dangerously
(OB) With vigorous determination
(OC) Rudely and disrespectfully
(OD) Quickly and carelessly

Q6. Which statement about Meta's legal position can most reasonably be inferred from the passage?
(OA) Meta has already lost every Al copyright case it has faced
(OB) How Meta obtained the texts may be as legally damaging as how it used them
(OC) Fair use does not apply to any form of Al training
(OD) Meta will certainly settle the case before trial

Q7. The passage suggests that the Anthropic settlement is significant because it:
(OA) Proved Al training is always illegal
(OB) Established that Llama specifically infringes copyright
(OC) Provides a financial benchmark for damages in similar suits
(OD) Forced Anthropic to shut down its Al products
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Q8. The author's tone in describing Meta's defense is best characterized as:
(OA) Openly mocking and dismissive
(OB) Skeptical but balanced
(OC) Enthusiastically supportive
(OD) Confused and uncertain

Q9. It can be inferred from the passage that a successful publisher victory would most likely:
(OA) End all Al development in the United States
(OB) Create a large new market for licensing training data
(OC) Eliminate the doctrine of fair use entirely
(OD) Force Meta to stop publishing books

Q10.Which choice provides the best evidence for the answer to the previous question?
(OA) ‘'aSLs trillion company'
(OB) ‘'amulti-billion-dollar licensing market for high-quality text could emerge'
(OC) 'Meta says it will fight aggressively'
(OD) ‘aninfinite substitution machine’

My Score: /10
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5. Answer Key with Explanations

Q1. The passage primarily argues that:

Answer: C

The passage centers on allegations that Meta deliberately downloaded pirated texts with Zuckerberg's
authorization, exposing it to major legal risk. B is a TRAP C distractor — true in the real world but broader than
what this passage actually argues. SAT Tip: When a question asks for the 'primary' argument, pick the option
whose scope matches the passage's focus exactly — not narrower, not broader.

Q2. According to the passage, Meta abandoned licensing negotiations because:

Answer: B

The passage states Meta abandoned licensing because paying for any single book would weaken its planned
fair-use argument. D is a TRAP C distractor — plausible in real negotiations but never claimed in this passage. SAT
Tip: 'According to the passage’ questions reward strict literalism — the answer must be stated, not just consistent
with the text.

Q3. Which choice best states the central idea of the passage?
Answer: C

The passage frames the suit as the first coordinated publisher action, arguing it could reshape licensing economics
and Al law. B is a TRAP A distractor — the passage notes the earlier win but flags that the judge described plaintiffs'
argument as 'potentially winning," so the direction is opposite. SAT Tip: Central-idea options that pick a single
sentence from the passage usually lose to options that capture the overall arc.

Q4. As used in the passage, the word 'flooding’ most nearly means:
Answer: B

In context — Al-generated imitations 'flooding' Amazon — the word means saturating the market with so many
products that genuine ones get buried. A is the literal meaning of flooding (TRAP B: passage vocab in wrong
combination). SAT Tip: On vocab-in-context, plug each option back into the original sentence — only one will
preserve the original meaning.

Q5. As used in the passage, 'aggressively' most nearly means:

Answer: B

Meta says it will fight the suit 'aggressively’ — meaning with full determination and resources, the standard legal
sense. A is TRAP B — same word, but the violent connotation doesn't fit a courtroom context. SAT Tip: Words often
have a ‘common life' meaning and a 'professional context' meaning; the SAT loves to test the second one.

Q6. Which statement about Meta's legal position can most reasonably be inferred from the passage?

Answer: B

The passage notes Meta won an earlier case on market-harm grounds but emphasizes the new piracy and
metadata-stripping allegations — implying acquisition methods are a separate, serious vulnerability. A is TRAP C:
untrue in the real world (Meta won in June). SAT Tip: Inference questions ask what the passage suggests, not what
is broadly true — discard real-world knowledge that the passage doesn't support.
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Q7. The passage suggests that the Anthropic settlement is significant because it:
Answer: C

The passage cites the S1.5 billion Anthropic settlement as a benchmark suggesting how large damages could become.
A is TRAP A — opposite direction; settlements don't 'prove’ illegality, they avoid a ruling. SAT Tip: Watch for
distractors that overstate certainty (words like "proved, 'always," 'never') — the passage usually phrases things more
carefully.

Q8. The author's tone in describing Meta's defense is best characterized as:
Answer: B

The author presents Meta's fair-use argument fairly while flagging weaknesses (the judge's "potentially winning'
comment, the Napster parallel) — skeptical without being dismissive. A is TRAP B — the passage uses pointed
language but stops short of mockery. SAT Tip: Tone is rarely extreme on the SAT; 'measured’ and 'qualified’
answers usually beat 'enthusiastic' or 'scathing' ones.

Q9. It can be inferred from the passage that a successful publisher victory would most likely:

Answer: B

The passage explicitly predicts a multi-billion-dollar licensing market could emerge as a second-order effect. A is
TRAP C: dramatic but unsupported. SAT Tip: When predicting consequences, prefer the moderate answer the
passage actually mentions over the apocalyptic one it doesn't.

Q10.Which choice provides the best evidence for the answer to the previous question?

Answer: B

Option B directly states the licensing-market prediction that supports Q9's answer. D describes the harm Llama
allegedly causes, not the consequence of a publisher win — TRAP B (passage vocab, wrong combination). SAT Tip:
On evidence-pairing questions, find the line in the passage that supports your previous answer first — then match
it to the option, rather than guessing fresh.
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