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69) American Elec. Power Co., Inc. v. Connecticut, 564 U.S. 410, 426 (2011).
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73) FDA v. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp., 529 U.S. 120, 157 (2000).

72) FDA v. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp., 529 U.S. 120, 157 (2000).
74) American Power & Light Co. v. SEC, 329 U.S. 90, 105 (1946).

71) Fed. Reg. 28616-28621 (2005).
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