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Suthe Supreme Court of the nited States 

Ocroser TeRM, 1972 

Unitep STaTEs OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF 

Vv. 

State OF LOUISIANA, BT AL. 

ON MOTION OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA FOR THE ENTRY OF 
A FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL DECREE 

RESPONSE OF THE UNITED STATES 

ERWIN N. GRISWOLD, 

Solicitor General, 

Department of Justice, 

Washington, D.O. 20530. 

  

 





Huthe Supreme Court of the Gnited States 

OcTOBER TERM, 1972 

No. 9, Original 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, PLAINTIFF 

v. 

STATE OF LOUISIANA, ET AL. 

ON MOTION OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA FOR THE ENTRY OF 

A FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL DECREE 

RESPONSE OF THE UNITED STATES 

The United States does not oppose the State of 

Louisiana’s motion for the entry of a Fourth Supple- 

mental Decree in this case. 

ERWIN N. GRISWOLD, 

Solicitor General. 

Avaust 1972. 
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