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 Appellee Gary Kirsch, Guardian of Jessica M. Jacobson, respectfully moves this Court 

for leave to substitute the attached, corrected Table of Contents and Table of Authorities for the 

Tables that accompanied the Merit Brief Appellee filed on March 1, 2016. After filing his Merit 

Brief, Appellee noticed certain typographical errors and other errors in the Tables that could 

confuse the Court and other counsel. No substantive changes are being made, and other parties 

will experience no prejudice as a result of the requested substitution.     
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