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______________________________ 
 

Appeal from the United States District Court  
for the Eastern District of Texas 

USDC No. 6:24-CV-306 
______________________________ 

 
Before Smith, Clement, and Higginson, Circuit Judges. 

Per Curiam:* 

The above-named appellants moved in the district court to intervene 

as of right or, alternatively, to intervene permissively.  In a well-reasoned and 

comprehensive Opinion and Order, the district court denied intervention on 

September 3, 2024 (Docket No. 49).  

In this expedited appeal, this court received full briefing on the ques-

tion of intervention and administratively stayed proceedings in the district 

court awaiting oral argument on the expedited appeal.  We directed that the 

stay issued by the district court would remain in effect pending further order 

of this court.       

We have reviewed the extensive briefing, the record, and the applica-

ble law.  There is no reversible error or need for oral argument.  The order 

denying intervention is AFFIRMED.  The denial of intervention was 

without prejudice, but we also note that district court has the option, in its 

discretion, of allowing these putative intervenors to participate as amici curiae 

in any further proceedings. 

This court’s stay order of September 11, 2024, is VACATED.   

_____________________ 

* This opinion is not designated for publication.  See 5th Cir. R. 47.5. 
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