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Respondent raises no issues justifying reconsideration.

While styled as a motion for rehearing and reconsideration, Respondent's

filing herein is simply an argument that the panel, the Board, and this Court

misunderstood the evidence in the case. Everything raised in the motion either was

raised in Respondent's brief or should have been. Respondent raises nothing, either

factually or legally, that warrants reexamination of this matter.

S. Ct. R XI (2)(A) specifically states that "A motion for reconsideration shall

be confined strictly to the grounds urged for reconsideration [and] shall not

constitute a reargument of the case...." Respondent's motion is merely reargument.

There are no grounds for reconsideration. The motion should be denied.
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