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1.  

 

A 

ny 1

M

k 

alapul, is 2 
3 

4 

5 

az amerikai 1996-

 (Communication Decency Act, 

CDA230) -a

. 

A CDA-t 6 az egyik legfontosabb 

7 net-excepcionalizmus 

 
1 Jack M. BALKIN

In Medias Res 2018/2, 197-198. 
2 Jeff KOSSEFF: The Twenty-Six Words That Created the Internet, Ithaca and London, Cornell University Press, 
2019. 122-129. 
3 Caroline HARTING: Trump's Twitter Channel Is a Public Forum, Columbia News
https://bit.ly/3I5hyDW 
4 Kevin ROOSE: The President Versus the Mods, The New York Times  https://nyti.ms/3q4M3Uo 
5 KOLTAY JAKAB  FEKETE Internetes 

  
3. https://bit.ly/3MQwsRW 
6 Eric GOLDMAN: Want to Kill Facebook and Google? Preserving Section 230 is Your Best Hope, Balkinization, 
New Controversies in Intermediary Liability Law, 2019  
7 David POST: A bit of Internet history, or how two members of Congress helped create a trillion or so dollars of 
value, The Washington Post, 2015. augusztus 27. https://wapo.st/3swpSrH 
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az internet 
8 Az internet, amelyet Kosseff 

,

 online 

mokon,9 ek legyenek 
10 

 arra a 

11 
12 

Dolgozatomban a CDA230 . A CDA230

 szerepe van, hiszen 

 13 A CDA230  

szerint elengedhetetlen 

.14  

  . 

rtelmezik a 

milye a gyorsan  

kitekintek   is, 

mit lehet tenni az , van-

CDA230-nak? 

  

 
8 Eric GOLDMAN: The Third Wave of Internet Exceptionalism, Technology & Marketing Law Blog, 2009. 

https://blog.ericgoldman.org/archives/2009/03/the_third_wave.htm 
9 Agnieszka MCPEAK: Platform Immunity Redefined, William & Mary Law Review, HeinOnline, vol.62, no. 5, 

-1567. 
10 Uo. 1570. 
11 S  KIS Kelemen Bence  MOHAY 

, 
 -  

12 MCPEAK: i.m. 1557. 
13 Forbes: Top 100 Digital Companies, https://www.forbes.com/top-digital-companies/list/#tab:rank 
14 KOLTAY WEAVER Iustum Aequum Salutare, IX. 
2013. 3. 252. 
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2.  

platformok 
15 

az egy- hiszen  a 

a 16 

 

s  

 

2.1 Az e  

 szakirodalom intermediary A

fogalom 0

ben jelent meg,  az 

vonatkozik,17 

: 18 

Az Eker- Digital Services Act, 

) 

M

 szerint 

; 

a gyor

 

 
15 Z  Zsolt:   
16 GOSZTONYI Gergely: -28. 
17 S  

In Medias Res, 2019/1. 85. 
18 Eker -14. cikk 
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19 A 

20 

 elterjedt, szakirodalomban 

fogalma  

J

.21 

 

azt, hogy 
22 

23

24 a tec 25

26 27 28 

 
19 DSA 2. cikk f) pont 
20 DSA 2. cikk h) pont 
21 B John Cabot University, Rome 2015 
22 

 , 
COM (2016) 288. 
23 Laurence MEYER: Digital Platform: Definition and Strategic Value. Comm. & Strategies (2000), 127-158. 
24 Pieter NOOREN  Nicolai VAN GORP  Nico VAN EIJIK  Ronan  FATHAIGH: Should We Regulate Digital 
Platforms? A New Framework for Evaluating Policy Options, The Authors. Policy & Internet Published by Wiley 
Periodicals, 2018. 267.; BOJTI Versenyjog 

-ban, . 2020
https://bit.ly/3q5VAdN 
25 MEYER i.m. 127-158.; NOOREN VAN GORP VAN EIJIK  FATHAIGH i.m. 267. 
26 David S. EVANS: Antitrust Issues Raised by the Emreging Global Internet Economy. 102 NW U. L. REV. (2008) 
1987, 1989 
27 NOOREN VAN GORP VAN EIJIK  FATHAIGH i.m. 270.; Howard A. SHELANSKI: Information, Innovation, 
and Competition Policy for the Internet, 161 University of Pennsylvania Law Review. 1663. 2013. 
https://scholarship.law.upenn.edu/penn_law_review/vol161/iss6/6 
28 B John Cabot University, Rome, 2015 
132. 
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29 30 
31 

32 33 E 

-
34 

-operation 

35 

ni 

36 

 fogalma is 
37 

 

2.2. Az amerikai fogalmi rendszer alapjai 

Az amerikai  CDA230 a 

  (interactive computer service), 

t (information content provider)

-, rendszer- 

 
29 Bruno JULLIEN  Wilfried SAND-ZANTMAN: The Economics of Platforms: A Theory Guide for Competition 
Policy. TSE Digital Center Policy Paper Series  
30 B i.m.132. 
31 OECD Roundtable: Rethinking Antitrust Tools fot Multi-Sided Platforms. 2018.,10. https://bit.ly/3O5QHvi 
32 B  i.m.132. 
33 Z  Zsolt:   
34 B -G  , 

 
35 OECD: The 
https://www.oecd.org/sti/ieconomy/44949023.pdf 
36 Urs GASSER  Wolfgang SCHULZ: Governance of Online Interediaries: Observation From a Series of National 
Case Studies. The Berkman Center For Internet & Society Research Publication Series, No. 2015-5, 2015. 

 
37 PAPP , 

Egyetem Jog-  
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Az i

pedig 

38 

a tartalom 39 

 

g ugyanazon piaci 

. 

 

 

Dolgozatomban  Ennek oka, hogy a 

kezdem om, 

 azt a 

, amely 

jelent meg,  a is 

l  

 

3. A CDA230 m ja 

megalapozottak 

CDA , milyen 

indokok pp . 

 

 
38  
39 PAPP i.m. 76. 
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3.1. A CDA230   

40 Ennek 

amely miatt a s 41 A 

atal, ezzel  .42 Ennek az elvnek a 

- 43  

-

44 

45 Ezt 
46 az  hiszen i

t.47 

publisher common 

carrier distributor

 
40 T  POST: 

. Budapest, Wolters Kluwer, 2017. VI. 
41 KOLTAY 

- - 
Iskola, 2007. 34. 
42 UO. 17-21. 
43 C -HATALOVICS - USA. In: B

- C  Zsolt- C  Csilla (szerk.): 
, Miskolc, Miskolci Egyetem 

-617. 
44 K   S  Imre (szerk.): Az emberi jogok dokumentumokban

 
45Wex: First Amendment, Legal Information Institute https://bit.ly/3CDmz5w 
46 Ashley PACKARD: Digital Media Law, Wiley-Blackwell, United Kingdom, 2010. 20. 
47 Kathleen Ann RUANE: Freedom of Speech and Press: Exceptions to the First Amendment, Congressional 
Research Service, 2014. szeptember 8. https://sgp.fas.org/crs/misc/95-815.pdf 
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tekintettel (editorial control)  (

) 

 a a 

 , hiszen a 

n  tartalmak 

  .48 

 

 be 

foglalniuk  

 

3.1.2. Cubby v. CompuServe 

is . Mint 

Online, valamint a CompuServe volt.49 
50 

tak a CompuServe 

en 

 

 ki nem 

 

 
48 Paul EHRILCH: Communiation Decency Act 230, Berkeley Technology Law Journal, 2002. 403. 
49 KOSSEFF i.m. 35-36. 
50 Eric GOLDMAN: An Overview of the , In: Giancarlo Frosio 
(szerk.): The Oxford Handbook of Online Intermediary Liability, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2020. 156. 
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Robert Blanchard (a Cubby, Inc. tulajdonosa

amely - 
51 

1990-

. A Rumorville-t start 

up-scam- te, mindezt azzal az , hogy 

is 

52 

 

kiemelve, hogy nem  

a kijel

 -e? Amennyiben 

, mert az, aki 

53. Amennyiben  

 

54 

   

. 

 2) ne legyen, vagy ne kelljen, hogy 
55 

 
51 KOSSEFF i.m. 38-40. 
52 Cubby, Inc. v. Compuserve Inc., 776 F. Supp. 135 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) 
53 Cianci v. New Times Pub. Co., 639 F.2d 54,  
54 EHRLICH i.m. 403-404. 
55 KOSSEFF i.m. 43. 



12
 

ukra. 

 

 

3.1.3. Stratton Oakmont v. Prodigy 

 egy nyilatkozatot, amiben a Stratton Oakmont, Inc. 

- -Page 
56 

rendet 

  

 57 

 a Prodigy-t is, 

akinek 

t kellett alkalmazni annak

 

politika 

szerint azonban 

ilyen  

58 az 

 
56 Uo. 45. 
57 Stratton Oakmont, Inc. v. Prodigy Servs., undefined (N.Y. Sup. Ct. May. 24, 1995) 
58 Stratton  
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e 

ok 
59 Ezekre tekintettel 

60 

 

3.1.4.  

A 

kot

az 

mechanizmu 61 azonban  zzel 

 

 ra az esetre, ha 

, hogy a platformok el-a-kezekkel (hands-off-approach

  62 

helyzetet, hogy a 

pontatlan feladatnak bizonyult.63 

 
59 GOLDMAN (2020) i.m. 157. 
60 Stratton  
61 GOLDMAN (2020) i.m. 158. 
62 R. Hayes JOHNSON JR.: Defamation in Cyberspace: A Court Takes a Wrong Turn ont he Information 
Superhighway in Stratton Oakmont, Inc. v. Prodigy Services Co., 49. Ark. Law Rev. 589 (1996) 623. 
63 Cary GLYNN: Section 230 as First Amendment Rule. 131, Harward Law Review (2018) . 2036. 
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volt a 64 collateral censorship) 65

,66  holott 
67 

68 amelyek azonban csak egy 

 

 

3.2. A CDA230  

 1996-ban Chris Cox- -t a CDA230 

hoz.  az 1934. s a is, 

 a tel

-Wyden javaslat az 

, mely kifejezetten 

69 , amely e

  etek

azt 70 

be 

. Justice Stevens-nak a javaslat ha

gondolatok szabad 

t 71 A javaslatot 

 
64 Ashley JOHNSON - Daniel CASTRO: Fact-Checking the Critiques of Section 230: What Are the Real Problems?, 
2021. https://bit.ly/39Bcc8j 
65 GLYNN i.m. 2035. 
66 Smith v. California 361 U.S. 147 (1959) 
67 GLYNN i.m. 2035. 
68  
69 KOSSEFF i.m. 61. 
70 PAPP i.m. 71. 
71 Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 885 (United States Supreme Court 1997). 
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, a 230. szakasz ,72  

CDA230  

 

3.3  

A CDA  

c) V delem a s rt  s hoz s sz r s hez 

(1) A kiad  s a k zl  kezel se 

Egy interakt v sz m t g pes szolg ltat s zemeltet je vagy haszn l ja nem tekinthet  olyan 

inform ci k kiad j nak vagy k zl j nek, amelyeket egy m sik inform ci s tartalomszolg ltat

tett k zz  

(2) Polg ri jogi felel ss g: 

Az interakt v sz m t g pes szolg ltat s egyik zemeltet je vagy felhaszn l ja sem felel a 

k vetkez k miatt: 

(A) minden olyan, nk nt, j hiszem en v grehajtott int zked s, amelynek c lja az, hogy 

korl tozza az olyan tartalomhoz val  hozz f r st, amelyet a szolg ltat  vagy felhaszn l

obszc nnek, erk lcstelennek, szem rmetlennek (lascivious), mocskosnak, t lzottan 

er szakosnak, zaklat nak vagy m s m don kifog solhat nak tekint, f ggetlen l att l, hogy az 

adott tartalom alkotm nyosan v dett-e vagy sem; illetve 

(B) minden olyan int zked s, amely az (1) bekezd sben ismertetett tartalmakhoz val

hozz f r s korl toz s ra szolg l  m szaki eszk z ket biztos t vagy el rhet v  tesz az 

inform ci s tartalom-szolg ltat  vagy m sok sz m ra.73 

CDA230  

az 

74  

A CDA230 egyik 
75 A szakas kiemeli, hogy az internet 

 
72 Congressional Research Service: Section 230  https://bit.ly/398jqjn
73 47 U.S.C. 230 (2012). 
74 KOSSEFF i.m. 64. 
75 GOLDMAN (2020) i.m. 155. 
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76 A 

77  

elvet  a platform  

os , sem akkor, 

sem akkor tartalmat, 

nem volt jogellenes, ha az  hiszemben tette. 

, szellemi tulajdonjog, a szakasznak 

78 

A CDA230 part
79 

80 ok ban 

. 

 

3.4. Zeran v. American Online 

Zeran v. America Online81 

 

 
76 CDA230 a) Findings 
77 CDA230 b) Policy 
78 CDA230 e) Effect on other laws 
79 Danielle Keats CITRON  Benjamin WITTES: The Internet Will Not Break: Denying Bad Samaritans Section 
230 Immunity, 86 Fordham Law Review 401, 2017. 403. 
80 GLYNN i.m. 2030-2031. 
81 Zeran v. America Online, Inc., 129 F.3d 327 (4th Cir. 1997) 
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82 Zeran az AOL-

r

azonban a fenyeg -t, mivel az 
83 A

felelnie kell.  

nem tekinthet  ci k kiad j nak (publisher) vagy k zl j nek 

(speaker

tartalmak szoktak megjelenni a fa
84 

 

a CDA230 

miatti 

ez 

 
82 KOSSEFF i.m. 79-82. 
83 EHRLICH i.m. 406. 
84 KOSSEFF i.m. 133. 



18
 

 nem 
85 

v sz m t g pes szolg ltat s 

zemeltet l

86 

 

3.5.  

 
87 

volt 

88  

viszonylag ek 

ok 89

fogalmakra tekintett plaintiffs plead-

around horizon

 
85 Zeran  
86 PAPP i.m. 78. 
87 Eric GOLDMAN: Why Section 230 is Better than the First Amandment, 5 Notre Dame L. Rev. Reflection 33 
(2019). 33. 
88 Uo. 36-38. 
89 Parker v. Google, Inc., 422 F. Supp. 2d 492, decision summary aff'd, 242 Fed. Appx. 833 (3d Cir. 2007), cert 
denied 522 U.S. 1156 (2008); Jurin v. Google, Inc., 695 F.Supp. 2d 1117 (E.D. Cal. 2010); Gentry v. eBay, Inc., 
121 Cal. Rptr. 2d 703 (Cal. Ct. App. 2003) 
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consitutional avoidance) is.90  

akat, posztokat, 

 

  

 
90 GOLDMAN (2019a) i.m. 44. 
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4. A CDA230 jelene 

Biz Stoner, a Twitter 

rosszat is el kell 91 A CDA230 
92 

25 

-e az 
93  

 

  Az Egy

94 
95 

-
96 

e

- 97 
98 99 

100 

 
91 KOSSEFF i.m. 231; https://transcripts.cnn.com/show/ebo/date/2014-06-20/segment/01 
92 Cindy COHN  Jamie WILLIAMS: 20 Years of Protecting 
Protection for Freedom of Expression Online, The Recorder, 2017. november 10. 
93 KOSSEFF i.m. 7; CITRON-WITTES i.m. 18. 
94 U.S. Deparment of Justice: Section 230  Nurturing Innovation or Fostering Unaccountability? 2020. 2. 
95 Emily DECICCIO: What is Section 230 and why do some lawmakers want to revoke is?, CNBC
16. https://cnb.cx/3CEZZcK 
2021. augusztus 12. https://bit.ly/3OkRoAv; CITRON-WITTES i.m. 3 
96 Melveny & Myers Llp: CDA Section 230: Its Past, Present, And Future
https://bit.ly/3QotxSB 
97 Carafano v. Metrosplash.com, Inc. - 339 F.3d 1119 (9th Cir. 2003) 
98 Doe v. MySpace Inc. - 528 F.3d 413 (5th Cir. 2008) 
99 Fields v. Twitter, Inc., 217 F. Supp. 3d 1116 (N.D. Cal. 2016) 
100 Julia ALEXANDER: LGBTQ YouTubers are suing YouTube over alleged discrimination, TheVerge, 2019. 
augusztus 14. https://bit.ly/36ftOED; Nico LANG: This Lawsuit Alleging YouTube Discriminates Against 
LGBTQ+ Users Was Just Tossed Out, Them  https://bit.ly/3xxAqIp 
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 101 vagy amikor maga a 

102 

 

ni, elt .103 Kozinski a 

104 

 ahol  
105 Ilyen sziszte

106 

bhai,107 valamint Petit108 is, mint a nem 

 szerint 

-

109 

. Az online 

 ek 110

 
101 Emily TANNENBAUM: Every Social Media Platform Donald Trump Is Banned From Using(So Far), Glamour,

 https://bit.ly/39ulH9n;Will OREMUS: Tech giants banned Trump. But did they censor him?, The 
Washington Post  
102 Jane Doe No. 1 v. Backpage.Com, LLC, 817 F.3d 12, 64 Commc'ns Reg. (BNA) 483, 44 Media L. Rep. 
(BNA) 1549 (1st Cir. 2016) 
103 Barnes v. Yahoo!, 570 F.3d 1096 (9th Cir. 2009), Doe v. Internet Brands, Inc., No. 12-56638 (9th Cir. 2014), 
Roommates.com, LLC, 521 F.3d 1157 (9th Cir. 2008) 
104 KOSSEFF i.m. 168. 
105 Uo. 208. 
106 Adi ROBERTSON: , The Verge, 

 https://bit.ly/3tIRpqe 
107 Alexander MELEAGROU-HITCHENS - Nick KADERBHAI: Research Perspectives on Online Radicalisation: A 
Literature Review, International Centre for the Study of Redicalisation, , 2006-2016. 6. 
108 Nicolas PETIT: Big Tech & the Digital Economy:The Monigopoly Scenario, UK, Oxford UniversityPress, 
2020. 251. 
109 Mary Anne Franks: Moral Hazard of Stilts:  Legacy, yahoo!finance, 2017. november 10. 
https://yhoo.it/2KStDPi 
110 CITRON-WITTES i.m. 18. 
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E  is

.111 

112 A  

 
113 -

-ban 

.114 

jogellenes 

 

eg azon platformoknak kedvez, 

115

  116 Pasquale az 

 

117 

 

 
111 KOSSEFF i.m. 221.; EHRILCH i.m. 408. 
112 
not behave appropriatley, and that they are solely  in: CITRON-WITTES i.m. 1.
113 Uo. 2. 
114 M -JUARBE i.m. 10. 
115 CITRON-WITTES i.m. 8. 
116 Ann BARTOW: Section 230 Keeps Platforms for Defamation and Threats Highly Profitable, The Recorder, 
2017. november 13. https://perma.cc/ZMJ3-DEAN 
117 Frank A. PASQUALE: Platform Neutr Platform Neutrality: Enhancing F ality: Enhancing Freedom of Expr 
eedom of Expression in Spher ession in Spheres of Private Power, University of Maryland Francis King Carey 
School of Law, Faculty Scholarship, 2016. 497. 



23
 

foglalkoztatja a CDA230. A  old

  

 118 Josh 

,119 valamint Trump 

- 120 A 

 

  

121 

122 

  

 
118 John D. MCKINNON: Republican and Democrat Lawmakers Step Up Efforts to Adopt Tougher Tech Laws, 
The Wall Street Journal, 2021. okt r 19. https://on.wsj.com/3JoUqS8 
119 https://www.npr.org/2020/05/30/865813960/as-trump-targets-twitters-legal-shield-experts-have-a-
warning?t=1650977195176 
120 U.S. Department of Justice: Section 230  Nurturing Innovation or Fostering Unaccountability? Key 

https://www.justice.gov/file/1286331/download 
121 MCKINNON i.m. 
122 Bobby ALLYN: As Trump Targets Twitter's Legal Shield, Experts Have A Warning, npr,  
https://n.pr/3b4LBAS 
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5. A CDA230 j je 

mind a 

123 
124 

: a) , b) , vagy c) 

hagy   

 

5.1. A CDA  

z 
125 Dolgozatomban 

olyan amely 

  

,126  

 A javaslatok szerint a r

 
127 A kritikusok szerint e

okozna, 

 dolgozatban bemutatot  is

 
123 U.S. Department of Justice: Section 230  Nurturing Innovation or Fostering Unaccountability? Key 

 
124 Makena KELLY: Joe Biden wants to revoke Section 230. The Democratic front-runner would remove one of 
the core protections of the internet, The Verge https://bit.ly/3hCv3QO 
125 KELLY i.m. 
126 CITRON WITTES: i.m. 405. 
127 EHRILCH i.m. 409. 
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a CDA230 

 

 

5.2  

 

2010-es  

 

-

128

129 -e a 

130 131 
132

 arra 

tettek, hogy a Ko

  az 

z 

responsible develop

vonatk 133 Doe v. Internet Brands134), vagy a tartalom 

 
128 Batzel v. Smith, 333 F.3d 1018, 1033 (9th Cir. 2003) 
129 Carafano v. Metrosplash.com, Inc., 339 F.3d 1119 (9th Cir. 2003) 
130 Doe v. MySpace, Inc., 528 F.3d 413 (5th Cir. 2008) 
131 Doe v. Internet Brands, Inc., No. 12-56638 (9th Cir. 2014) 
132 CITRON WITTES: i.m. 404. 
133 Barnes v. Yahoo!, 570 F.3d 1096 (9th Cir. 2009) 
134 Doe v. Internet Brands  
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135

me

on meg, ugyanakkor a szakasz fogalmainak 

joggyakorlat 

platformok , h

 

.136 A 

tartalmat 

137  

A demokrata s

 .138 

kiterjed

 (duty to care) 

szamarit 139 

hasz 140 Egy 

  

 
135 Roommates.com, LLC, 521 F.3d 1157 (9th Cir. 2008) 
136 MCKINNON i.m. 
137 PACKARD i.m. 36. 
138 MCKINNON i.m. 
139 CITRON WITTES: i.m. 403. 
140 Uo. 404. 
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hatalommal rendelkeznek,141 amely hata

,142  jogellenes 

.143 Erre tekintettel  egy t 

 amely szerint bizonyos forgalom felett 

  vonatkozzon a platformra.144 hagyja figyelmen 

, 

 

az 

 

rint,    a reformot gondolatok, 

  

fog vezetni, 
145 

lenne 

 Mindemellett 

 azt sem, hogy 

scrutiny test). l vagy 

 
141 Gregory DAY: Monopolizing Free Speech, Fordham Law Review, 2020. augusztus 27. 1315. 
https://bit.ly/3QxTnng 
142 P  In 
Medias Res 2021/2. 254. 
143 Jasper JOLLY: Is big tech now just too big to stomach?, TheGuardian https://bit.ly/36g1qlO
144 Chris RILEY: EU Advances Groundbreaking Law for Online Platforms  U.S. Lawmakers Should Pay 
Attention, RStreet, 2020. december 14. 
145 Jack BALKIN: Free Speech and Hostile Enviroment, 99 Columbia Law Review 295. 2296. 1999.  
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  , ezzel 

a 2018-ban elfogadott 

is. 

A FOSTA ( Allow States and Victims to Fight Online Sex Trafficking  az online 

szexkereskedelem elleni harc , eredeti 

, amely honlap a 

fel 146 A FOSTA 

, valamint 

platformokra  t vagy a 

szexkereskedelem  

dozat azonban 

  gyors 

, a FOSTA   

, FBI) 

  bevallotta 

.147 A 

148 jele, 

 dolgozat 
149 

A CDA230 legfris e a SAFE TECH Act (Safeguarding Against Fraud, 

Exploitation, Threats, Extremism, and Consumer Harms Act). A tervezet 

 A SAFE TECH Act  1) 

 
146 Eric GOLDMAN: The Complicated Story of FOSTA and Section 230, Fisrt Amendment Law Review, 2019. 
281. 
147 Uo. 285. 
148 KOSSEFF i.m. 269. 
149 David GREENE: EFF Sues To Invalidate FOSTA, An Unconstitutional Internet Censorship Law, Electronic 
Frontier Foundation https://bit.ly/2GeRdbg; Elizabeth Nolan BROWN: FOSTA Is 
Unconstitutional, Argue Sexual Freedom Advocates and First Amendment Lawyers in New Motion, Reason, 
2020. szeptember 2. https://bit.ly/39xd4uF 
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- teher a platformot 

150  

A 

  

 

 

 

5.3. A CDA230  

151 A jel

 . A CDA230 

z amerikai 

  

 

5.3.1. A versenyjogi be  

152 a versenyjog 

pr , mivel a

 

 
150 S.299 - SAFE TECH Act https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/20473312-safe-tech-act-final 
151 KOSSEFF i.m. 276. 
152 GOLDMAN i.m. 4. 
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153 Ugyanakkor 

-

.154 A platformok, 

 

ha 

155 A javaslat 

 

kiemelked
156 

 

5  

157 

 almazza, 

 
153 DAY i.m. 1315. 
154 Uo. 1334. 
155 A Bill to reform the antitrust laws to better protect competition in the American economy, to amend the 
Clayton Act to modify the standard for an unlawful acquisition, to deter anticompetitive exclusionary conduct 
that harms competition and consumers, to enhance the ability of the Department of Justice and the Federal Trade 
Commission to enforce the antitrust laws, and for other purposes. https://bit.ly/3zKJsVm 
156 P   , ITKI Blog, 
2021. 25. https://bit.ly/3N8IO7e 
157 PAPP i.m. 204-208. 



31
 

tartoznak.158 Az Eker  -hoz  
159  

egy safe harbour 160  

  
161 

 F

CDA230-

- notice-and-takedown 162 

163 

 

 

 
158 Eker  
159 Eker  
160 Eker  
161 Eker -14. cikk 
162 Eker  
163 PAPP i.m. 55. 



32
 

-

 

duty to care 

164 

 

 

 g lehet az 

- 
165 166 -egy 

 
164 ARTICLE 19: Internet Intermediaries: Dilemma of Liability. Free World Center, Defending Freedom of 
Expression and Information, 2013. 10.  
165 A dezinform ci  visszaszor t s t c lz  uni s gyakorlati k dex 
https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=59115 
166 Code of conduct on countering illegal hate speech online. https://ec.europa.eu/info/policies/justice-and- 
fundamental-rights/combatting-discrimination/racism-and-xenophobia/eu-code-conduct-countering-illegal-hate-
speech-online_en 



33
 

167 

 

. Az Oversight Board 

szerepbe , hogy a rendes 

  -politikai 

   
168 

 

.169

  

 
167 KOLTAY Andr s: Az j m dia s a sz l sszabads g  A nyilv noss g alkotm nyos alapjainak jragondol sa. 
Budapest, Wolters Kluwer, 2019. 290-303. 
168 PAPP i.m. 216. 
169 P  Iustum Aequum Salutare, XVI. 
2020. 4. 151. 



34
 

6.  

, 

 . Az internet szisztematikus 

 

, amely 

 

k megfelelni. A szakasz 

 Erre tekintettel 

 

, 

 

  

 

egy olyan 

  a k zdelem csak 



35
 

most vette kezdet t, de ahogy Funakoshi Gichin 
170 

  

 
170 MORVAY-SEY Kata: B , Doktori 

, 
177. 



36
 

 

F   

A  

, cikkek 

 Adi ROBERTSON: Five Lessons f

 

 Agnieszka MCPEAK: Platform Immunity Redefined, William & Mary Law Review, 

 

 Alexander MELEAGROU-HITCHENS - Nick KADERBHAI: Research Perspectives on 

Online Radicalisation: A Literature Review, International Centre for the Study of 

-2016. 

 Ann BARTOW: Section 230 Keeps Platforms for Defamation and Threats Highly 

Profitable, The Recorder, 2017. november 13. 

 ARTICLE 19: Internet Intermediaries: Dilemma of Liability. Free World Center, 

Defending Freedom of Expression and Information, 2013. 

 Ashley JOHNSON - Daniel CASTRO: Fact-Checking the Critiques of Section 230: What 

Are the Real Problems  

 Ashley PACKARD: Digital Media Law, Wiley-Blackwell, United Kingdom, 2010. 20.

 B -G  

 

 BEL NYESI P l: A digit lis piacok id szer  versenyjogi vonatkoz sai. A digit lis 

piacokra vonatkoz  joggyakorlat s a kapcsol d  joggazdas gi megfontol sok 

sszehasonl t sa az Egyes lt llamokban s az Eur pai Uni ban. A Gazdas gi 

Versenyhivatal r sz re k sz tett kutat s. 2015. 

 B  

University, Rome 2015 

 Bobby ALLYN: As Trump Targets Twitter's Legal Shield, Experts Have A Warning, 

 

 BOJTI  

-

verseny. 2020 



37
 

 Bruno JULLIEN  Wilfried SAND-ZANTMAN: The Economics of Platforms: A Theory 

Guide for Competition Policy. TSE Digital Center Policy Paper Series, 2019. 

 

 Caroline HARTING: Trump's Twitter Channel Is a Public Forum, Columbia News, 2019. 

 

 Cary GLYNN: Section 230 as First Amendment Rule. 131 Harward Law Review (2018)

 Chris RILEY: EU Advances Groundbreaking Law for Online Platforms  U.S. 

Lawmakers Should Pay Attention, RStreet, 2020. december 14. 

 Cindy COHN  Jamie WILLIAMS: 20 Years of Protecting Intermediaries: Legacy of 

n Online, The Recorder, 

2017. november 10. 

 C -HATALOVICS 

- USA. In: B  - C  Zsolt- C  Csilla (szerk.): 

2021. 

 Danielle Keats CITRON  Benjamin WITTES: The Internet Will Not Break: Denying Bad 

Samaritans Section 230 Immunity, 86 Fordham Law Review 401, 2017. 

 David GREENE: EFF Sues To Invalidate FOSTA, An Unconstitutional Internet 

 

 David POST: A bit of Internet history, or how two members of Congress helped create 

a trillion or so dollars of value, The Washington Post, 2015. augusztus 27. 

 David S. EVANS: Antitrust Issues Raised by the Emreging Global Internet Economy. 

102 NW U. L. REV. (2008) 1987, 1989 

 Elizabeth Nolan BROWN: FOSTA Is Unconstitutional, Argue Sexual Freedom 

Advocates and First Amendment Lawyers in New Motion, Reason, 2020. 

szeptember 2.  

 Emily DECICCIO: What is Section 230 and why do some lawmakers want to revoke is?, 

hael D. Smith and Marshall Van 

 

 Emily TANNENBAUM: Every Social Media Platform Donald Trump Is Banned From 

 



38
 

 Eric GOLDMAN ction 230 Internet Immunity, In: 

Giancarlo Frosio (szerk.): The Oxford Handbook of Online Intermediary Liability, 

Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2020. 156. 

 Eric GOLDMAN: The Complicated Story of FOSTA and Section 230, Fisrt Amendment 

Law Review, 2019. 

 Eric GOLDMAN: The Third Wave of Internet Exceptionalism, Technology & Marketing 

 

 Eric GOLDMAN: Want to Kill Facebook and Google? Preserving Section 230 is Your 

Best Hope, Balkinization, New Controversies in Intermediary Liability Law, 

 

 Eric GOLDMAN: Why Section 230 is Better than the First Amandment, 5 Notre Dame 

L. Rev. Reflection 33 (2019). 

 Frank A. PASQUALE: Platform Neutr Platform Neutrality: Enhancing F ality: Enhancing 

Freedom of Expr eedom of Expression in Spher ession in Spheres of Private Power, 

University of Maryland Francis King Carey School of Law, Faculty Scholarship, 2016.

 GOSZTONYI 2014. 

 Gregory DAY: Monopolizing Free Speech, Fordham Law Review, 2020. augusztus 27.

 Hiram A. M -JUARBE: Intermediaries and Freedom of Expression, Annual 

Report of the Freedom of Speech Special Rapporteur for the Inter American Human 

Rights Commission, 2013. 

 Howard A. SHELANSKI: Information, Innovation, and Competition Policy for the 

Internet, 161 University of Pennsylvania Law Review. 2013. 

 Jack M. BALKIN: Free Speech and Hostile Enviroment, 99 Columbia Law Review 295. 

2296. 1999. 

 Jack M. BALKIN

2018/2, 197-198. 

 Jasper JOLLY  

 Jeff KOSSEFF: The Twenty-Six Words That Created the Internet, Ithaca and London, 

Cornell University Press, 2019. 96. 

 John D. MCKINNON: Republican and Democrat Lawmakers Step Up Efforts to Adopt 

 



39
 

 Julia ALEXANDER: LGBTQ YouTubers are suing YouTube over alleged discrimination, 

TheVerge, 2019. augusztus 14. https://bit.ly/36ftOED; Nico LANG: This Lawsuit 

Alleging YouTube Discriminates Against LGBTQ+ Users Was Just Tossed Out, them, 

 

 Kathleen Ann RUANE: Freedom of Speech and Press: Exceptions to the First 

Amendment, Congressional Research Service, 2014. szeptember 8. 

 Kevin ROOSE  

 KOLTAY i 

-

-  

 KOLTAY  FEKETE 

  

 KOLTAY Andr s: Az j m dia s a sz l sszabads g  A nyilv noss g alkotm nyos 

alapjainak jragondol sa. Budapest, Wolters Kluwer, 2019. 

 KOLTAY 

Iustum Aequum Salutare, IX. 2013. 3. 252. 

 K   S  Imre (szerk.): Az emberi jogok dokumentumokban. Budapest, 

 

 Laurence MEYER: Digital Platform: Definition and Strategic Value. Comm. & 

Strategies (2000), 127-158. 

 Laurence MEYER: Digital Platform: Definition and Strategic Value. Comm. & 

Strategies (2000), 127-158. 

 Makena KELLY: Joe Biden wants to revoke Section 230. The Democratic front-runner 

 

 Mary Anne FRANKS

november 10. 

 MORVAY-SEY Kata: B

, Doktori , 

 

 Nicolas PETIT: Big Tech & the Digital Economy:The Monigopoly Scenario, UK, 

Oxford UniversityPress, 2020. 



40
 

 PAPP 

- 

 

 Paul EHRILCH: Communiation Decency Act 230. Berkeley Technology Law Journal, 

2002. 403. 

 Pieter NOOREN  Nicolai VAN GORP  Nico VAN EIJIK  Ronan  FATHAIGH: Should 

We Regulate Digital Platforms? A New Framework for Evaluating Policy Options, The 

Authors. Policy & Internet Published by Wiley Periodicals, 2018. 

 P  

Aequum Salutare, XVI. 2020. 4. 151. 

 P  

 

 P  A

kapcsolatban, In Medias Res 2021/2. 254. 

 R. Hayes JOHNSON JR.: Defamation in Cyberspace: A Court Takes a Wrong Turn ont he 

Information Superhighway in Stratton Oakmont, Inc. v. Prodigy Services Co., 49. Ark. 

Law Rev. 589 (1996) 623. 

 S  

2019/1. 85. 

 S  

Bence  

- 

 

 T  

 

 Urs GASSER  Wolfgang SCHULZ: Governance of Online Interediaries: Observation 

From a Series of National Case Studies. The Berkman Center For Internet & Society 

Research Publication Series, No. 2015-  

 Will OREMUS: Tech giants banned Trump. But did they censor him?, The Washington 

 

 Z  Zs  



41
 

 

 

  

 Code of conduct on countering illegal hate speech online. 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/policies/justice-and- fundamental-rights/combatting-

discrimination/racism-and-xenophobia/eu-code-conduct-countering-illegal-hate- 

speech-online_en 

 A dezinform ci  visszaszor t s t c lz  uni s gyakorlati k dex 

https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=59115 

 

 

 A Bill to reform the antitrust laws to better protect competition in the American 

economy, to amend the Clayton Act to modify the standard for an unlawful acquisition, 

to deter anticompetitive exclusionary conduct that harms competition and consumers, 

to enhance the ability of the Department of Justice and the Federal Trade Commission 

to enforce the antitrust laws, and for other purposes 

  

 S.299 - SAFE TECH Act https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/20473312-safe-

tech-act-final 

 U.S. Department of Justice: Section 230  Nurturing Innovation or Fostering 

  

 

Jogesetek 

 Barnes v. Yahoo!, 570 F.3d 1096 (9th Cir. 2009) 

 Batzel v. Smith, 333 F.3d 1018, 1033 (9th Cir. 2003) 

 Carafano v. Metrosplash.com, Inc., 339 F.3d 1119 (9th Cir. 2003) 

 

 Cubby, Inc. v. Compuserve Inc., 776 F. Supp. 135 (S.D.N.Y. 1991) 

 Doe v. Internet Brands, Inc., No. 12-56638 (9th Cir. 2014) 

 Doe v. MySpace, Inc., 528 F.3d 413 (5th Cir. 2008) 

 Fields v. Twitter, Inc., 217 F. Supp. 3d 1116 (N.D. Cal. 2016) 

 Gentry v. eBay, Inc., 121 Cal. Rptr. 2d 703 (Cal. Ct. App. 2003) 



42
 

 Jane Doe No. 1 v. Backpage.Com, LLC, 817 F.3d 12, 64 Commc'ns Reg. (BNA) 483, 

44 Media L. Rep. (BNA) 1549 (1st Cir. 2016) 

 Jurin v. Google, Inc., 695 F.Supp. 2d 1117 (E.D. Cal. 2010) 

 Parker v. Google, Inc., 422 F. Supp. 2d 492, decision summary aff'd, 242 Fed. Appx. 

833 (3d Cir. 2007), cert denied 522 U.S. 1156 (2008) 

 Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 885 (United States Supreme Court 1997). 

 Roommates.com, LLC, 521 F.3d 1157 (9th Cir. 2008) 

 Smith v. California 361 U.S. 147 (1959) 

 Stratton Oakmont, Inc. v. Prodigy Servs., undefined (N.Y. Sup. Ct. May. 24, 1995) 

Zeran v. America Online, Inc., 129 F.3d 327 (4th Cir. 1997) 

 

OECD  

 OECD Roundtable: Rethinking Antitrust Tools for Multi-Sided Platforms. 2018. 

  

 

 

 Congressional Research Service: Section 230  An Overview, R46751, 2021. 

 

 Forbes: Top 100 Digital Companies, https://www.forbes.com/top-digital-

companies/list/#tab:rank 

 

12. 

 Wex: First Amendment, Legal Information Institute  

 


