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ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney General,
Petitioner,

—v.—

LEROY CARHART, M.D., WILLIAM G. FITZHUGH, M.D., WILLIAM H.
KNORR, M.D., and JILL L. VIBHAKAR, M.D., on behalf of themselves
and the patients they serve,

Respondents.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT
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MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE BRIEF  
AMICI CURIAE IN SUPPORT OF RESPONDENTS  

IN RELATED CASE 
_________________________________________________  

On February 21, 2006, this Court granted certiorari 
in Gonzales v. Carhart, No. 05-380, to review the judgment 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit striking 
down the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003, Pub. L. 
No. 108-105, 117 Stat. 1201 (“Act”).    

Gonzales v. Carhart raises the same constitutional 
questions, concerns the same Act of Congress, involves the 
same petitioner, and will be argued on the same day as the 
instant case.  Furthermore, the information and arguments 
presented in the brief amici curiae are equally relevant to 
both cases.     

Petitioner Gonzales has consented to the filing of this 
brief amici curiae in the instant case, and will not be 
prejudiced in any way by the granting of this Motion, as 
Petitioner has the opportunity to respond to this brief in his 
Reply Brief.                
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