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ROBERT K. WILKS, ET AL.;

......-................-- ----. -.---------------

RICHARD ARPINGTON, JR., ET AL.

Petitioners

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE

--.- - -...--.--- ----.----------- x

JOHN W. MARTIN, ET AL.

Petitioners

v. s

ROBERT K. WILKS, ET AL.*

PERSONNEL BOARD OF JEFFERSON

COUNTY, ALABAMA, ET AL.

Petitioners

v.

4

x

A
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i

i

v. 0

RUBERT K. WILKS, ET AL.

...--------------------------_,.

No. 87-1668

iwashlngton, D.C.

January 18, 1989

The above-ent i t led matter came on for oral

argument before the Supreme Court of the United States

at 1005 a.n.
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5 affected Dy them, not matter h"ow mjuch notice they had,
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