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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 
 

Amici Natural Resources Defense Council, United Steelworkers, 

Alliance of Nurses for Healthy Environments, As You Sow, Californians 

for Pesticide Reform, Center for Food Safety, Clean Water Action, 

Environmental Law Foundation, Pesticide Action Network North 

America, and San Francisco Bay Physicians for Social Responsibility 

are nonprofit corporations with no parent corporation and no 

outstanding stock shares or other securities in the hands of the public. 

Amici do not have any parent, subsidiary, or affiliate that has issued 
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corporation owns any stock in amici.
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