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For thé reasons stated in the accompanying Opinion issued this same day, it is
ORDERED that Fenwick’s motion to suppress, Dkt. 101, is DENIED as moot; it
FURfHER ORDERED that Simmons’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED;
FURTHER ORDERED that Grant’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
FURfHER ORDERED that Hager’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED; it
FURTHER ORDERED that Sanders’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED; it

FURTHER ORDERED that Leach’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as



FURTHER ORDERED that Ford’s motion to dismiss, Dkt. 121, is DENIED; it is
FURTHER ORDERED that Simmons’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED;
itis

FURTHER ORDERED that Grant’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED as

moot; it 1S

FURTHER ORDERED that Fenwick’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTﬁER ORDERED that Hager’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Sanders’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED; it
is

FURTHER ORDERED that Leach’s adopting motion to dismiss is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Ford’s motion to suppress, Dkt. 124, is DENIED;

FURTHER ORDERED that Simmons’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED;
itis

FURTHER ORDERED that Grant’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Fenwick’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED
as moot; it is
FURTHER ORDERED that Hager’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED; it

is



FURTHER ORDERED that Sanders’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED; it
is

FURTHER ORDERED that Leach’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Sanders’s motion to suppress, Dkt. 127, is DENIED;
itis

FURTHER ORDERED that Grant’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Fenwick’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED
as moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Hager’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED; it
is

FURTHER ORDERED that Leach’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
moot; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Simmons’s motion to suppress, Dkt. 128, is
DENIED; it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Grant’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as

moot; it is



FURTHER ORDERED that Hager’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED;
and it is

FURTHER ORDERED that Leach’s adopting motion to suppress is DENIED as
moot.

SO ORDERED.

PAUL L. FRIEDMAN
United States District Judge
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