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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

tW For cases from federal courts:

AM toThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at

has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
is unpublished.

I or,u
The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

[ ] reported at _
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to
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[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Mono®Date:

Oi


