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xxv

Editors’ Note

We have edited the cases and other reprinted material for readability and relevance 
to the subject  matter. Deletions are noted with ellipses. In some instances, citations 
and footnotes are omitted without notation. We also attempted to achieve some uni-
formity with formatting styles and so the cases may look diff er ent from the official 
published versions. We have also included the first names of the judges who authored 
the opinions. Footnotes from the original cases retain their original numbering. Our 
editorial footnotes are marked alphabetically.

In our original textual material in this book, we use the pronoun “they” to refer to 
an individual person whose gender is unspecified. This more inclusive usage is rec-
ognized by the Oxford En glish Dictionary (which traces its use in print back to 1375), 
The New Oxford American Dictionary, and Merriam Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary, 
among other authorities.
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