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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

Whether the district courts in these consolidated 
cases properly held (i) that petitioners’ September 

2017 decision to terminate the Deferred Action for 

Childhood Arrivals policy is subject to judicial review 
under the Administrative Procedure Act, (ii) that the 

decision violated or likely violated the Act, and (iii) 

that petitioners’ motions to dismiss certain other 
claims that remain pending in the California and New 

York proceedings should be denied. 
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