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ORDER

The Supreme Court recently reversed the judgment in this
case, and remanded it to this court for further proceedings.
Brnovich v. Democratic Nat’l Comm., 594 U.S. | 141 S.
Ct. 2321 (2021). In light of the Supreme Court’s decision,
the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.

The copy of this order shall act as and for the mandate of
this court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.



