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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HEMP INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION; and
RE BOTANICALS, INC.

Plaintiffs,
Case No. 1:20-cv-2921 (JEB)

UNITED STATES DRUG ENFORCEMENT
ADMINISTRATION and TIMOTHY SHEA,
in his Official Capacity,

<
LOn LR L LD LD LD L L L L

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS’ MEMORANDUM AND POINTS OF AUTHORITIES
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS
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