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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The latest Twitter disclosures have raised potential legal liability for Twitter and its former CEO Jack Dorsey.
2. Dorsey was asked by members of Congress about censoring and shadow-banning, which has now been confirmed in these files.
3. The article examines the potential legal liability for Dorsey, including whether he was aware of the company's censorship practices and if he lied under oath when denying them.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is generally reliable in terms of providing an overview of the potential legal liability for Jack Dorsey after his congressional testimony. It provides a detailed account of the questions posed to him by members of Congress, as well as his responses to those questions. The article also provides evidence from the recently released Twitter files that appears to contradict Dorsey's statements, suggesting that he may have lied under oath when denying any censorship or shadow-banning practices at Twitter. 
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, it does not provide any counterarguments or explore any possible defenses that Dorsey may have for his statements before Congress. Additionally, it does not provide any evidence to support its claims that other executives at Twitter may have kept Dorsey in the dark about their censorship practices or attempted to give him plausible deniability by doing so. Finally, it implies that Attorney General Merrick Garland may be less likely to pursue perjury or contempt sanctions against Dorsey due to his Democratic allies, without providing any evidence to support this claim.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Twitter censorship practices
· Twitter shadow-banning
· Jack Dorsey perjury defense
· Attorney General Merrick Garland and Jack Dorsey
· Twitter executives and censorship
· Congressional testimony and Jack Dorsey
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