Anthropic code leak intensifies global debate over AI copyright ownership
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Anthropic’s accidental exposure of internal Claude Code source material has sharpened a wider argument over who owns AI-era creativity and how far copyright law can stretch to cover it. The episode, first reported by The Guardian and Bloomberg, saw repositories containing large amounts of code copied online before the company moved to issue takedown requests, turning a routine security lapse into a live example of the tensions surrounding proprietary AI systems and intellectual property. 
For filmmakers and other creators, the significance goes beyond one company’s embarrassment. The central question is no longer simply whether AI tools can be used in production, but whether the training data behind them was lawfully obtained, and whether outputs built with those systems can themselves attract protection. In the United States, recent court decisions have largely treated model training on copyrighted works as fair use, while leaving copyright protection for machine-only works off the table unless there is human authorship. 
Elsewhere, the picture is more fragmented. Chinese courts have begun to recognise copyright in some AI-assisted works where the human contributor can show substantial intellectual effort, but have rejected protection where the prompting is too thin to amount to real authorship. Japan’s cultural authorities have set out a more detailed framework focused on whether AI use amounts to exploiting a work in a way that delivers the same kind of "enjoyment" as the original. 
India and South Korea, meanwhile, are taking a more cautious, human-centred approach. According to the article, India’s current benchmark remains the Copyright Act of 1957, which emphasises the presence of a person in the creative chain, while South Korean guidance limits protection to the human contribution in hybrid works and leaves room for copyright over edited compilations. Together, these approaches suggest that Asia is not moving towards a single rule, but towards a patchwork of national standards. 
The practical advice for creators is therefore conservative rather than revolutionary: check the law where you work, use models with clearer licensing histories, read platform terms closely, and avoid prompting that deliberately imitates protected material or identifiable writers. Anthropic’s leak, as Reuters-style reporting from the industry has shown, is a reminder that AI companies themselves struggle to police their own assets, even as they argue for expansive freedom to train on others’ work. 
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