
   
 

   
 

Legislative Evidence Report Supporting the Artist Rights 1 

& Platform Accountability Act 2 

 3 

 4 

Independent musicians may face significant commercial consequences—5 

including catalog removal, royalty withholding, financial penalties, and 6 

reduced platform visibility—through private contractual enforcement 7 

systems that currently operate without uniform federal procedural 8 

standards. 9 

  10 

Evidence Summary 11 

The following materials demonstrate that streaming platforms 12 

operate a centralized enforcement system in which they define what 13 

constitutes “artificial streaming,” detect it using internal and 14 

undisclosed methods, and apply penalties—including royalty 15 

removal, reduced visibility, and financial charges—without 16 

standardized requirements for evidence disclosure or a formal 17 



   
 

   
 

appeals process. These determinations are then passed through 18 

distributors such as DistroKid, TuneCore, and CD Baby, which often 19 

have no control over or visibility into the enforcement decisions. As a 20 

result, artists may face financial and professional consequences 21 

within a closed system that lacks independent oversight and 22 

consistent due process protections. 23 

  24 

Platform enforcement policies primarily operate at the artist and 25 

distributor level, with penalties including content removal, royalty 26 

withholding, and financial charges applied directly to creators. 27 

However, the broader ecosystem that contributes to artificial 28 

streaming—including playlist networks and third-party promotional 29 

channels—remains less transparently addressed within publicly 30 

documented enforcement processes. 31 

This creates an imbalance in how enforcement is applied, where 32 

downstream participants (artists) bear the consequences of activity 33 

that may originate from upstream sources outside of their direct 34 

control. 35 

The following examples illustrate how these enforcement systems 36 

function in practice. 37 
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The following communications illustrate the lack of transparency, 40 

accountability, and due process between platforms and 41 

distributors. 42 
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Unregulated Enforcement Frameworks in Practice 79 

Spotify’s published policy confirms that financial penalties are applied 80 

to distributors when artificial streaming is detected. However, no 81 

public standard exists requiring evidence transparency, artist 82 

notification, or independent review prior to enforcement—83 

demonstrating the exact regulatory gap this Act seeks to address. 84 
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Distributor-Level Financial Penalties Passed to Artists 101 

Distributor documentation confirms that when Spotify flags artificial 102 

streaming, financial penalties are applied at the track level and 103 

passed through as negative transactions in artist accounts. These 104 



   
 

   
 

penalties are triggered by platform detection systems, without 105 

standardized requirements for independent verification or artist-106 

side dispute mechanisms. 107 
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Cross-Platform Enforcement Standardization Across Distributors 117 

Multiple distribution platforms confirm the implementation of 118 

recurring per-track penalties tied to Spotify’s artificial streaming 119 

determinations. This reflects a shared enforcement structure across 120 

the distribution ecosystem, where platform-level decisions directly 121 

translate into financial consequences for artists. 122 
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Recent cases further demonstrate the scope of this issue. In 2026, the 132 

band Zao was flagged by TuneCore for allegedly using generative AI, 133 

delaying the release of new music despite the group providing 134 

evidence of their real production process. This highlights how current 135 

enforcement systems can misidentify legitimate work, creating 136 

barriers for established artists as well as independent creators. 137 
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Automated Financial Deductions Based on Platform Flags 147 

Artists may receive direct financial deductions labeled as “Artificial 148 

Streaming Penalty Fees” following platform-level fraud 149 

determinations. These charges are applied per track and processed 150 

automatically within artist accounts, reinforcing the lack of a 151 

standardized pre-enforcement review process. 152 
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Platform-Defined Fraud Standards and Internal Enforcement Systems 162 

Spotify defines artificial streaming as activity that does not reflect 163 

“genuine user listening intent” and enforces this standard through 164 

internal detection, mitigation, and removal systems. However, the 165 

methodologies and thresholds used to determine violations remain 166 

undisclosed. 167 
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Total Economic and Visibility Suppression Following Enforcement 178 

Spotify confirms that streams flagged as artificial are excluded from 179 

royalties, public metrics, and algorithmic recommendation systems. 180 

This results in both financial loss and reduced platform visibility for 181 

affected artists, compounding the impact of enforcement actions. 182 

  183 

  184 

  185 

  186 

 187 

  188 

  189 

  190 

  191 



   
 

   
 

Royalty Thresholds and Withheld Micro-Payments 192 

Spotify’s published policy confirms that millions of tracks generate 193 

fractional earnings that often never reach artists due to payout 194 

minimums and transaction fees. While these funds accumulate at scale, 195 

individual creators are effectively excluded from compensation—196 

highlighting a lack of enforceable standards for minimum payout 197 

access and royalty distribution fairness. 198 
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Broad and Ambiguous Definitions of Artificial Streaming 208 

Spotify’s guidance discourages certain forms of repeated or 209 

coordinated listening behavior, including looping or structured fan 210 

engagement strategies. However, these definitions remain broadly 211 

framed and lack clear thresholds or transparency—creating 212 

ambiguity around what constitutes legitimate listener behavior 213 

versus enforceable violations. 214 
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Unregulated Industry-Wide Enforcement Standards 224 

Platform and distributor guidance demonstrates a consistent, shared 225 

approach to defining and penalizing artificial streaming across the 226 

digital music ecosystem. However, these aligned enforcement 227 

standards exist without independent oversight, transparent 228 

evidentiary requirements, or formalized due process—leaving 229 

artists subject to a coordinated but unregulated system of control. 230 
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Distributor Communications During the 2021 Enforcement Period: 240 

During the 2021 wave of platform enforcement actions affecting 241 

independent artists, distributors publicly communicated in ways 242 

that did not directly address artist concerns regarding removals, 243 

appeals, or financial accountability. 244 

The following examples reflect public-facing messaging from 245 

DistroKid during this period. 246 
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Executive Commentary on Creative Value: 271 

Public statements from leadership at Spotify have contributed to 272 

broader discussion around how creative work is valued within 273 

streaming ecosystems. 274 

In multiple instances, commentary framing music as “content” and 275 

minimizing the cost of creation has drawn criticism from artists and 276 

industry observers. 277 
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Before being removed without warning or appeal, my work had 286 

already reached a global audience — generating hundreds of 287 

thousands of streams, tens of thousands of listeners, and 288 

engagement across 100+ countries. This level of engagement was 289 

built over time through consistent listener activity, independent 290 

social media networking, word-of-mouth growth, and my 291 

involvement in online communities — including the lo-fi, vaporwave, 292 

indie electronic, and beat-making scenes. The catalog appeared in 293 

over 3,000 independent user-generated playlists, none of which 294 

were owned or controlled by the artist. Under current enforcement 295 

expectations, this would effectively require the artist to monitor and 296 

verify the legitimacy of thousands of third-party playlists—an 297 

impractical and undefined standard. An impossible compliance 298 

burden. 299 
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Notably, these enforcement actions were applied to a catalog of 323 

formally registered works with clear authorship and 324 

documentation, demonstrating that existing systems do not reliably 325 

distinguish between legitimate creators and suspected fraudulent 326 

activity. 327 

  328 

This raises broader concerns about how enforcement is applied across 329 

the streaming ecosystem, particularly when actions are taken without 330 

transparent standards, consistent verification processes, or 331 

meaningful opportunities for review. 332 

  333 

As it stands, these systems place the burden of risk on artists rather 334 

than ensuring accountability within the platforms themselves. 335 

 336 
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