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NOTICE OF ERRATA 

Appellant Annelies Aiking-Taylor respectfully submits this errata to her 

Reply Brief, which was filed on Friday, January 6, 2023. She asks the Court to 

please disregard the last section of argument 3a on page 11, as this passage does 

not fit the scope of the Brief, and is un-edited as Aiking-Taylor had meant to take 

this passage out. 

Upon review after filing the Brief, Aiking-Taylor realized that she had failed 

to take the passage out. 
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DATED Monday, January 9, 2022, 

Annelies Aiking-Taylor, Appellant pro se 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify- that I have emailed a copy of this Notion of Errata to the 

attorney of the opposing party as follows: 

Lou Villemez, 
lou.villemez@mso.umtedu 

DATED Monday, January 9, 2022, 

t 
y),),

Annelies Aiking-Taylor, Appellant pro se 

ATTACHMENT: Page 11 of Aiking-Taylor's Reply Brief with the passage in 
question crossed out. 
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