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i Weller and Smutko submitted the report in June 2007. Due to the pending legal action, including the August 2008 
court decision, final release of the report was deferred. In December 2008, Weller and Smutko agreed to John 
Stephens’ suggestions for updates on the legal situation, additional citations, and other minor changes. Thanks to 
Alex Hess for guidance on proper legislative and court citations in these endnotes. 


