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Mr.. Cohn ~andall
3.eQS Jtosecrans Street
Apartment #233
San Diego, California 921U0

Dear Hr. Randall:

Thank you for ~eziting with your question about Section 3(a)
c± MAR. 97, legislation I introduced this Congress. Please
excuse the delay in my response.

In your letter you asked if Section ita) of ftP.. 97 defining
the word state, and 2~ tLS. Code 3121 Ce) are the same. I have
checked ‘with Legislati-v-e Counsel and the Congressional Research
Service about the definition. According to these legal experts
the defin.itions are not the same. The terni. state in 26 U.s. Code
312). (si s~eciftca1ly induCes only the named U.S. territories
and posatesions of the District of Colun~bia, Puerto Rico, ths
Virgin Islands, Gi.iaai and flinerican Satruca. In addition, this
Section of the U.S. Cods unlike H.p.. 97 also states,

‘fln ind±widual vto La a citizen of rho Commonwealth of Puerto Rico (but
not othetietgc a citizen oE the United Stares) shall be considered, for the
pur~na~P nE rhis section. a& a e

4ti?.en at r.ha untrod States.”

ILK. 97. section 3(a) does not specifically define the U.S..
territCriQG and poSUe0GiOfl~ that uould be eligible under this
legislation, and therefore is somewhat niore axpansive. Again.
thank you for writing on t1,le Issue..

S izictrely,

4~s~
RARBAPA B. KENNELLY

Member of Congress
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