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Campbell, Faith Thompson; Tarr, Jan: The international trade in
plants 1s still unregulated. National parks and conservation magazine,
v. 54, Apr. 1980: 11-15. Expresses concern about the lack of control
of the international trade in plants and the resulting threat to endan-
gered species.

Coggins, George Cameron: Federal wildlife law achieves ado-
lescence : developments in the 1970s. Duke law journal, v. 1978, Aug.
1978 : 753-817. Describes the origin and development of Federal wild-
life law through descriptions of major Federal wildlife statutes and
judicial developments connected with the legislation.

Coggins, George Cameron : Legal protection for marine mammals:
an overview of innovative resource conservation legislation. Environ-
mental law, v. 6, fall 1975: 1-59. Article explores the biological, legal,
and popular contexts from which the Endangered Species Act and
the Marine Mammal Protection Act arose. Also describes “some char-
acteristics of marine mammals and the conditions affecting their
viability or survival as species, outline[s] the consequent piece-meal
national and international attempts to preserve those species as an
aconomic resource, and recount[s] the legislative and popular back-
grounds of the MMPA.”

Coggins, George Cameron; Hensley, William H.: Constitutional
limits on Federal power to protect and manage wildlife: is the Endan-
gered Species Act endangered? Towa law review, v. 61, June 1976:
1099-1152. Article concerns the implications of the New Mexico Fed-
eral district court decision in New Mexico v. Morton that the Wild and
Free-Roaming Burros Act is unconstitutional. The authors sketch the
history of Federal wildlife legislation, discuss the constitutional pow-
ers for Federal protection of wildlife, and comment on the predicted
effects of a Supreme Court affirmation or reversal of the New Mexico
decision.

Cook, Sara Grigsby; Cook, Chuck; Gove, Doris: The snail darter
and the dam. National parks & conservation magazine, v. 51, May 1977:
10-13. The authors state that “TVA publicity about a tiny fish halting
a pork-barrel dam project has misled the public and has obscured com-
pelling economic arguments for alternatives.”

The Endangered species law is under scrutiny. Conservation Foun-
dation letter, Apr. 1978: 1-8. “The strange case of the snail darter has
brought a reexamination of the federal endangered species protection
program and the strong statute on which it is based. The outcome—
which now hangs on decisions of the Supreme Court, Congress, and the
Administration—is much in doubt.” -

Federal preemption: a new method for invalidating state laws de-
signed to protect endangered species: Fouke Co. v. Mandel. University
of Colorado law review, v. 47, winter 1976 : 261-278, Case note analyzes
Fouke Co.v. Mandel, a case illustrative of the new way parties are seek-
ing to invalidate state protective legislation. “The Fouke opinion dem-
onstrates an erroneous application of the doctrine of federal preemp-
tion. The error results from the court’s willingness to assume preemp-
tive capability. In view of the increasing number of federal intent, and
more importantly, from the court’s misunderstanding of federal con-

servatory statutes, state legislatures desiring to enact or preserve stat-
utes designed to protect endangered species should have a thorough
understanding of the doctrine of federal preemption.”
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Freudenthal, David D. : Environmental law—snail darters—a threat
to private use of the public domain? ZT'ennessee Valley Authority v.
Hill, 98 Sup. Ct. 2299 (1978). Land and water law review, v. 14, no. 1,
1979 : 105-117. Note contends that the Supreme Court decision in the
Tellico Dam case will wegzm_% affect resource allocation decisions in
states with large amounts of public land. Reviews the actions in the
case, in which the Court decided to strictly construe the provision of
the Endangered Species Act. :

Ganong, Nancy M.: Endangered mWoomom Act amendments of 1978:
a congressional response to 7'ennessee Valley Authority v. Hill. Colum-
bia journal of environmental law, v. 5, spring 1979 : 283-315. Comment
concludes that in passing the 1978 amendments, Congress has largely
reaflirmed its stance on the value and importance of protecting threat-
ened species. Although difficulties remain with its implementation, the
act clearly indicates that the Endangered Species Committee will do
the final weighing if irresolvable conflicts arise.

Georgeff, Gary M.: Tennessee Valley Authority v. Hill. Environ-
mental law, v. 9, no, 3, 1979: 662-670. Provides an overview of the
Supreme Court’s action in Z'ennessee Valley Authority v. Hill, in
which the Court forbade the completion of the Tellico because
it 'would destroy the habitat of a small fish called the snail darter.
_ Guidry, William B. : The revolutionary politics of no growth. Amer-
ican opinion, v. 22, May 1979: 11-15, 17, 19-20, 79, 81, 83, 85-86. Con-
demns the Endangered Species Act and the environmental movement
for curbing economic growth and restricting the use of private
property. :

arrington, Winston: The Endangered Species Act and the search
for balance. Natural resources journal, v. 21, no. 1, 1981: 70-92, An
article which seeks to examine Congress’ search for balafice between
national desires to protect endangered species and their habitats and
national interests in economic activities. In particular the author ex-
amines the extent to which the implementation of the 1973 act posed
an actual versus a potential threat to economic development, the
nature of the economic objectives sacrificed, and how the 1978 amend-
ments affect endangered species protection and economic development.

Humans attach many values to wildlife species. Conservation
Foundation letter, May 1978: whole issue. “Many pragmatic reasons
have been proffered for protecting endangered and other species of
wildlife. They include those based on ecological necessity, scientific ad-
vancement, economic benefit, and human enrichment. In addition,
ethical considerations loom large as mankind searches for a modus
vivendia with the other creatures of the earth.” .

Lachenmeier, Rudy R.: The Endangered Species Act of 1978: pre-
servation or pandemonium § Environmental law, v. 5, fall 1974 : 20-83.
Article demonstrates how the Endangered Species Act of 1973 affects
Federal land use policies, industry, and recreation. Analyzes legislative
history of the act; discusses what the act says and what it may mean
to various concerns; and recommends possible changes,
.. Leepson, Marc: m.n.on@oa:% endangered wildlife. [ Washington] Ed-
itorial Research Reports, 1977. 683-700 p. ( Editorial research reports,
1977 v. 2, no. 10). Concerns endangered wildlife in the U.S. and the
various laws which have been passed to protect threatened species from
extincition. Brief mention is made of the international wildlife con-
servation effort.
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Lera, Thomas. M., Fortune, Sue: But management in the United
States: a survey of legislative actions, court decisions and agency in-
terpretations. ﬁo_mosnP U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
Region V] 1978, 49 p. “KEPA-905/3-78-001.” “This paper is the result
of a survey conducted throughout fourteen federal departments and
agencies in order to obtain their interpretation of the 1973 [Endangered
Species] Act, and more specifically, how bats are protected by this
interpretation.”

Lipske, Michael : The withering wreath, Defenders, v. 53, Dec. 1978
298-304, Describes the problems of preserving endangered plant species
including plant theft, weak legislation and legal problems. Focuses
on _preserving carnivorous plants in North Carolina,

Mallory, Richard : Obligations of Federal agencies under section 7
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973. mgsm%& law review, v. 28,
July 1976: 1247-1270, Comment examines the implications of section
7 of the Endangered Species Act “for Federal agency actions affecting
domestic protected species. Part surveys the act briefly. Part IT shows
that section 7 absolutely bars agency actions which would violate its
Wwoimmosm. - + - Part III sets out the procedural requirements implied

y section 7 necessary to effectuate its substantive policy.” The author

also Mmmo:mmam the role of the Fish and Wildlife Service in administer-
ing the act.

ichie, Preston: Alaskan natives: Eskimos and Bowhead whales:
an inquiry into cultural and environmental values that clash in courts
of law. American Indian law review, v. 7, summer 1979 79-114. Com.-
ment reviews the importance of the Bowhead whale in Eskimo cul-
ture and the Federal Government’s interest in protecting this en-
dangered animal through international whaling regulation and do-
mestic environmental legislation. “The key to preserving the Eskimo
culture is maintaining a healthy, viable Bowhead population,”

Miller, Jon R.; Menz, Frederic C.: Some economic consideratjons
for wildlife preservation, Southern economic journal, v. 45, Jan, 1979 :
718-729. The authors develop a welfare model for the preservation of
a given species, Using the model, they analyze the Endangered Species
Act, and find that it receives a questionable rating. They contend that
the act treats all species the same and does not allow for different pref-
erences for wildlife, for substitution possibilities or for differing rela-
tive costs of conservation.

Preston, Dickson J.: Endangered plants. American forests, v. 81,
Apr. 1975: 8-11, 46-47. A recent report of the Smithsonian Institution
to Con is the first attempt to assess the status of plant life on a
national scale and to suggest methods of conserving it. Heart of the re-
port is a list of 2,099 species and varieties of plants which are classified
as endangered, threatened or recently extinct.

Rogers, James P.: Are our natural resources on the endangered spe-
cies list? Natural resources lawyer, v. 11, no. 2, 1978: 267-976. Dis-
cusses three aspects of the Endangered Species Act which the author
finds peculiar and which he feels are contrary to natural resource de-
velopment policy. “First, the protection inherent in a listing of ‘en-
dangered’ or ‘threatened’ species is not limited to those whose rarity
is man-caused. Secondly, the administration of their functions by all
other agencies of the federa] government is made subordinate to the
functions of the Department of the Interior in the administration of
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i . Third, while the Act does not on its face affect private lands,
MMM m—.mw.ww wﬂbo_zmg the broadest possible activities of the federal gov-
ernment.” ) ) . .

rg, Ronald H.: Federal protection of unique environmenta
FWMMMMWN%?:@&B& and arnopeo%m@ species. North Carolina law re-
view, v. 58, Mar. 1980 : 491-559. Article “surveys the federal <M~.=-
ment’s role in species protection, with a special focus on the Endan-
red Species Act of 1973. Prompted by the much-publicized Supreme
mw.:.a m—mmmmmoz in the ‘snail darter case™—TVA v. ___IOowmuMwmrmN-
tensively amended the Act in 1978. After a detailed analysis of these
amendments, Professor Rosenberg concludes that, though Congress
made some significant changes in the federal system of species pro-
tection, the strong pro-species policy embodied in the 1973 Act remains
intact.” .
evin: The Endangered Species Act. Environment, v. 19,
Oamwmww.wm ,M.Hu. Describes z.m% %_no&mmo:m of the Endangered Species
Act and its effect on federally funded public works projects and state
law. .
rd, Judy Lynn: The evolution of endangered species man-
mnm.ﬂwwmﬂsm %5 WS:M% of the oouoowﬁ of critical habitat: a case study
in the administration of wildlife policy. (A thesis submitted in a par-
tial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science
in Natural Resources). Wnroo_ of Natural Resources, The d:.Eonm.Mu.
of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan. April 1980. 105 p. Chronicles n:o
evolution of endangered species legislation and the inclusion om the
critical habitat concept in re lation and law. Evaluates the applica-
bility of the concept to “field” situations and discuss difficulties in
policy implementation of translating legislative intent and m».gzqu
objectives to agency regulations and ecological va_oEgSBo:m ro:
the ground”. A seminal work worthy of this unique member of her
species. ) s Act. En
r, Thomas G.: The new Endangered Species Act.
<:mo~“.ohﬁ_ﬁw science and technology, v. 13, Sept. 1979 1058-1061. no_:m
lines the provisions of the Endangered Species Act Amendmen ;] on
1978. Provides a flow chart o:ﬁ::.: the process of exempting a projec
from the act’s provisions as provided for in section seven. .
e s Ot doon Jife, Augsh 1980¢ 1514, 16. A sgues foat the
life, Au : »,16. Arg ,
Humwm. azmw_...._wm_z vmmw&%ommr umegnm_mg: being an idealistic m.wozsmmo
creating a new ethic in man’s relationship with the :%.n:““& smﬂ.o d,
in fact “has worked very badly, has been abused and :6& ed fror
its purpose by bureaucrats of a high order of arrogance, and is likely
” .
w0 n%”ﬂwmﬂg mmmgﬁ gmar?wow_am a ﬂ:ﬁ%@%ﬂﬂﬂom,awh_m@ﬁﬂﬂw Mm nwm.
: 121-125. Describes the use R !
W?oumm%qwm%»m% r%w vu_wzme works which encroach on ﬁo oS%MermwwWM
o% endangered species. Notes attempts to amend the ac
; ) o,
Mamﬂmw%.hvwwmsw.ﬂwwﬁwmgmogm Species Act @B@Mmsmmﬁw %ﬂmﬂﬁm_
resources u.o:w..s_ v. 19, Oct. 1979 933-941. Article ammww g v
amendments to the Endangered Species Act. The ws e o
require “a two-step exemption process for H.‘omonwzmw%o—.pmoa YO
more public notice of listing processes, and agency co

economic impacts of listing.’

.
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Stromberg, David B.: The Endangered Species Act amendments of
1978: a step backwards? Boston College environmental affairs law
review. v. 7, no. 1, 1978: 33-42, Article examines the 1978 revisions to
the Endangered Species Act and analyzes them discussing the potential
ramifications on endangered and threatened species.

Stromberg, David B.: The Endangered Species Act of 1973 is the
statute itself endangered? Environmental affairs, v. 6, no. 4, 1978:
511-533. Explores the nature and framework of the Endangered
Species Act and identifies the act’s strengths and weaknesses. Discusses
the court’s interpretation of the Act focusing on TVA v. Hill. Assesses
the Act’s relationship to proposed public works projects and suggests
statutory revisions Swmor may prevent future conflicts,

Swift, Byron: Endangered Species Act : constitutional tensions and
Swﬁmﬁoq discord. Columbia journal of environmental law, v. 4, fall
1977: 97-142. Note discusses the constitutionality of the Endangered
Species Act in light of recent legal decisions condemning laws which
severely intrude into state government functioning., Potential Federal
interagency conflicts arising from the administration of the act are
described.

Tennessee Valley Authority. Division of Forestry. Fisheries and
Wildlife Development. Which species will be endangered ¢ Industrial
development. v. 146, Sept.~Oct. 1977 : 14-18. The Tennessee Valley Au-
thority gives its viewpoint on the Tellico Dam Project which was
halted because it disrupted the “critical habitat” of the snail darter (a
small fish). The TVA contends that legal interpretations of the En-
dangered Species Act are “halting development and disrupting the
economic health of the nation.”

U.S. Congress. Conference Committees, 1973, Endangered Species
Act of 1973; conference report to accompany S. 1983. [Washington,
U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1973. 29 p. (93d Cong., 1st sess. House. Report
no. 93-740.)

U.S. Congress. Conference Committees, 1978. Endangered Species
Act amendments of 1978: conference report to accompany S. 2899.
[Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1978. 28 p. (95th Cong., 2d sess.
House. Report no. 95-1804.)

U.S. Congress. Conference Committees. 1979. Endangered Species
Act amendments; conference report to accompany S. 1143. [ Washing-
ton, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1979. 19 p. (96th Cong., 1st sess. House.
Report no. 96-697.)

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Foreign Affairs. Subcommittee
on International Organizations, Review of recent efforts to protect
endangered species. Hearings and markup, 96th Cong., 1st sess. [ Wash-
ington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1979. 116 p. Hearings and markup
held May 24-July 25, 1979. Part II—Consideration of proopsals to
ban commercial whaling; markup; review of the 81st session of the
International Whaling Commission.

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Government Operations,
Environment, Energyv. and Natural Resources Subcommittee. The
Columbia Dam: a TVA project. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.,
1980. 262 p. Hearings held Aug. 21 and Sept. 2425, 1980.

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Authorization of section 6 of the Endangered Species Act of
1973 : report to accompany H.R. 6405. [ Washington, U.S. Govt. Print.
Off.] 1977. 10 p. (95th Cong., 1st sess. House. Report no. 95-333.)

1503

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Endangered Species Act of 1973 authorization; report to
accompany H.R. 10883, including cost estimate of the Congressional
Budget Office. [ Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1978. 12 p. (95th
Cong., 2d sess. House. Report no. 95-1026.) .

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Endangered Species Act Amendments of 1978; report together
with additional views, to accompany H.R. 14104, including cost esti-
mate of the Congressional Budget Office. [Washington, U.S. Govt.
Print. Off.] 1978. 69 p. (95th Cong., 2d sess. House. Report no. 95~

1625.

d.m. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Endangered Species Act of 1973 authorization; report to
accompany H.R. 2218 including cost estimate of the Congressional
Budget Office. [ Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1979. 19 p. (96th
Cong., 1st sess. House. Report no, 96-167.)

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Endangered species compensation pilot program; report to
accompany H.R. 14418. [Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1978.
10 p. (94th Cong.,2d sess. House. Report no. 94-1611.)

U.S. Congress. House. Committes on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Federal-state cooperative programs; report including cost esti-
mate of the Congressional Budget Office to accompany H.R. 6839.
[Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1980. 9 p. (96t O«Em.. 2d Sess.
House. Report no. 96-896.)

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Fishermen’s Protective Act amendments; report to accompany
H.R. 10878, including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget
office. [ Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.] 1978. 27 p. (95th Cong., 2d
sess, House. Report no. 95-1029.) .

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conseryation and the
Environment. Endangered species. Hearings, 96th Cong., 1st sess.
Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1979. 356 p. “Serial no, 96-12.”
Hearings held Apr. 6-July 27,1979. = -

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Endangered species oversight. Hearings, 94th Oozm..
1st sess. Oct. 1, 2 [and] 8, 1975. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.,
1976. 367 p. “Serial no. 94-17.” . .

U.S, Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Endangered species—part 1. Hearings, 95th Cong., 2d
ww%w..w aw«pmrmbmoo? U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1978. 561 p. “Serial no.

9.

U.S. Congress. House. Committes on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Endangered species—part 2. Hearings, 95th Cong., 2d
wm%:m» ﬁuwmrw:maoa. U.S. Govt. Print. Off.,, 1978. 563-1225 p. “Serial no,

0,

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Fish and wildlife miscellaneous, part 1. Hearings, 95th
Cong., 1st sess., on Tinicum Center (H.R. 2817) . .. Endangered Spe-
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cies Act amendments (HL.R. 4658). Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Of.
1978. 383 p. “Serial no. 95-18.” Hearings ?mm Mar. 14,1977 . .. Oct. 26,
. US. Oc:mﬁ.wmm. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies. .mzcooES:a.oo on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Fish and wildlife miscellaneous—part 1. Hearings, 97th
Cong., 1st sess. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1981. 403 p. “Serial
no. 97-5.” Hearings on CEQ and Office of Environmental Quality
appropriation and oversight—H.R. 1953, Feb. 25, 1981; Sikes Act
authorization and oversight—H.R. 1952, Mar. 10, 1981; Lacey Act
amendments of 1981—H.R. 1638, Mar. 18, 1981; Convention on Inter-
national Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) briefing, Mar. 9,
mwmw w mﬂa:& National Marine Fisheries Service budget briefing, Mar.

R .

. US. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Fish and wildlife miscellaneous—part 4. Hearings, 94th
Oo:m....wm sess,, on Blackbird and starling control, H.R. 11510; CEQ
authorization, H.R. 11619; Endangered species authorization, H.R.
8092; Tinicum National Environmental Center, H.R. 5682, H.R. 7499,
H.R. 9098, H.R. 10900; Endangered species damage compensation,
H.R. 12057 and H.R. 12554 ; Fisheries acts amendments, H.R. 6275,
H.R. 9475, H.R. 10883, H.R. 13380. Washington, 17.S. Govt. Print.
%Mwoumqa. 354 p. Hearings held Feb. 2 . . . May 7, 1976. “Serial no.
. U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Fish and wildlife miscellaneous—part 4. Hearings, 95th
Cong. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1979. 331 p. “Serial no. 95-
50.” Hearings held Dec, 13, 1977; June 6 . . . July 29, 1978.

U.8S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Oversight report on the Administration of the Endan-
gered Species Act and the Convention on International Trade in Fn-
dangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora submitted by Honorable
John B. Breaux, chairman. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1980.
28 p. “Serial no. 96-D.” At head of title: 96th Cong., 2d sess. Commit-
tee print.

U.S. Congress. House. Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies. Subcommittee on Fisheries and Wildlife Conservation and the
Environment. Whaling, whale oil, and scrimshaw. Hearings, 94th
Cong., 1st sess., on H.R. 80, H.R. 607. H.J. Res. 32. H.J. Res. 448. H.R.
3465 [and] H.R. 2057. Washington. U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1975, 257 p.
Hearings held May 13 . -. . June 13, 1975. “No, 7.”

U.S. Congress. Senate. Committee on Commerce. Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973 reauthorization; report on S. 3122. Washington, U.S.
Govt. Print. Off., 1976. 6 p. (94th Cong., 2d sess. Senate. Report no.
94-837.

U.S. vOoamum.nm. Senate. Committee on Commerce. Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973: report . . . on S. 1983. Washington, U.S. Govt.
Print. Off., 1973. 42 p. (93d Cone.. 1st sess. Senate. Report no. 93-307.)

U.S. Congress. Senate Committee on Commerce. Subcommittee on
Environment. Endangered Species Act of 1973. Hearings, 93d Cong.,
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., on S. 1592 [and] S. 1983, June 18 and 21, 1973. Washington,
#Hm....mwcmmovn. Print. Om_u., SMR. 153 p. “Serial no. 93-67.” . .
U.S. Congress. Senate, Commission on Commerce. m&.ooEB;nHMo on
Environment. To amend the Endangered Species Act of Sﬂw.g SM.,
ing, 94th Cong., 2d sess., on S. 2334, S. 3122 [and] H.R. mw.ow. ) w% s
1976. Washington, U.S. Govt. Print. Off.,, 1976. 190 p. “Serial no.
94-82.” ) o e
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