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INTEREST OF AMICUS CURIAE 

Public Knowledge1 is a non-profit 
organization that is dedicated to preserving the 
public’s access to knowledge, promoting creativity 
through balanced intellectual property rights, and 
upholding and protecting the rights of consumers to 
use innovative technology lawfully. Public 
Knowledge advocates on behalf of the public 
interest for a balanced copyright system, 
particularly with respect to new and emerging 
technologies. 

The R Street Institute is a non-profit, non-
partisan public-policy research organization. R 
Street’s mission is to engage in policy research and 
educational outreach that promotes free markets, 
as well as limited yet effective government, 
including properly calibrated legal and regulatory 
frameworks that support economic growth and 
individual liberty.  

                                       
1 Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 37.3(a), this 
brief is submitted under parties’ blanket consents 
of Jul 24-25, 2018. Pursuant to Rule 37.6, no 
counsel for a party authored this brief in whole or 
in part, and no counsel or party made a monetary 
contribution intended to fund the preparation or 
submission of the brief. No person or entity, other 
than amicus, its members, or its counsel, made a 
monetary contribution to the preparation or 
submission of this brief. 
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