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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
L

Did the Court of Appeals err in holding that the peti-
tioner was not protected by the qualified First Amend-
ment privilege enjoyed by journalists?

IL

Was the Court of Appeals’ determination that the contem-
nor had not made an adequate showing to invoke her
Fifth Amendment privilege in conflict with the relevant
decisions of this Court?
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2. The United States of America, Plaintiff-Respondent.
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