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The author of the article presented looks deeply into the works of Jane Gaines, and agrees with her stance on the law and both its strengths and weaknesses when it comes to shaping our very own cultural forms, and the different ways in which we should analyze law in society. Throughout the article she is stating her opinion that intellectual law is a part of culture.
               The advance of economics in law is the first issue covered in the article. The right to publicity, as well as how stars do not want their images to be copied by anyone for any reason therefore, copyrighting as much of themselves as they can, creates a situation where an economic practice turns into the stars/artists legal right to protect not only their ‘image’ but also their actions, their work and possibly in the future, even their voices. “…trademark law, originally intended to protect consumers from fraud, has, in the form of the law on copyright, been enlisted to protect commercial investments.” (Aristodemou) 
                 ‘Right of publicity’ is what has become of the right to privacy in our modern culture. A more prominent example of property law and the problems it causes, is the Oscar Wilde portrait, and the implication of who has the rights to authorship of a photograph: the photographer, or the sitter. What gives the photographer more ownership over the picture than the sitter, the person that the picture was taken of? People realized that photographic images were worth money once they started to be copied and produced, so obviously the law needed to step in and place some sort of infringement law on painters’ paintings, and photographers’ photographs. But prior to people copying and forging works of art, in order to protect an artist’s work, the law needed to see a part of “human soul” buried in the work somewhere. 
                  The evermore giving of protection of law and the basis on which protection is extended is an important theme in the article. Former first lady, Jackie Onassis is used as an example of someone wanting to use the law for their personal benefit, and got what she wanted when the law decided to extend its protection her way1. Even though the image shown in a campaign was not of Jackie Onassis herself, it was someone that looked very much like her. A few examples of “intangible property”2 are; Jackie Onassis’ image, Nancy Sinatra’s voice, and even Superman. In these cases, and many more like them, law has made an exception known as intangible private property, where the law protects such things as images, actions and ‘souls’, if you will, of people in the public eye. In the case of intellectual property law, the meaning is up for debate and more so, for change. It is quite obvious that the first and most imperative point made and mentioned in Aristodemous’ article is that law cannot be looked at by itself from one point of view. The more points of view through which law can be looked at, the better understanding people will have of it.
            In my opinion, the author of this article is quite biased when making her claims, but fairly so, because her opinions coincide with Jane M. Gaines, the author of Contested Culture: The Image, the Voice, and the Law, which is the book that Maria Aristodemou has made the article about. It is quite obvious that law in our culture, makes exceptions, and goes above and beyond what it needs to for certain people and or classes. However, law cannot regulate the content or form of mass culture. Aristodemou is correct when she says in other words, that law is in everything. It is a vital part of our culture; however it is only a singular part of our culture that we depend on, amongst many other things. Another point Aristodemou makes is that law is being continually used to attain control of image products. In my opinion, this could be looked at as both positive and negative. Law can control what people hear and see, but at the same time, the law could be keeping things from the public that are of vital knowledge.
1M. Aristodemou, “Casting Light on Dracula: Studies in Law and Culture” (1993) 56
2Ibid. at 3
            Law does extend its protection too far, and even in the wrong direction, but it is necessary. Law is what people depend on to protect them, and nobody is exempt from that.
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