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after passage of the Civil Union act,
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unnecessary delay. Therefore, we would hope that the
proceedings in the Superipr Court will be conducted with all

deliberate speed.

CHIEF JUSTICE RABNER and JUSTICES RIVERA-SOTO and HOENS Join in
the Court’s Order. JUSTICE LONG disgents from the Order, joined
by JUSTICES LaVECCHIA and ALBIN.

The foregoing is & frus copy
i the original on file in my office.
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