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INTEREST OF THE AMICI CURIAE 

 The Reporters Committee for Freedom of the Press (the “Reporters 

Committee”) is an unincorporated non-profit association.  The Reporters Committee 

was founded by leading journalists and media lawyers in 1970 when the nation’s 

news media faced an unprecedented wave of government subpoenas forcing reporters 

to name confidential sources.   Today, its attorneys provide pro bono legal 

representation, amicus curiae support, and other legal resources to protect First 

Amendment freedoms and the newsgathering rights of journalists. 

Center for Democracy & Technology (“CDT”) is a non-profit public interest 

organization.  For more than 25 years, CDT has represented the public’s interest in an 

open, decentralized internet and worked to ensure that the constitutional and 

democratic values of free expression and privacy are protected in the digital age.  

CDT regularly advocates in support of the First Amendment and protections for 

online speech before legislatures, regulatory agencies, and courts. 

 The Electronic Frontier Foundation (“EFF”) is a non-profit, member-supported 

civil liberties organization working to protect digital rights.  Founded in 1990 and 

based in San Francisco, California, EFF has more than 37,000 active donors and 

dues-paying members.  EFF represents the interests of technology users in both court 

cases and broader policy debates surrounding the application of law in the digital age. 
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