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gress forbids federal courts from adjudicating an otherwise
legitimate “class of cases” after a certain period has
elapsed from final judgment.

The resolution of this case follows
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we lack present authority to make the exception petitioner 
seeks.   

III 
The Court of Appeals correctly held that it lacked juris-

diction to consider Bowles’

Thee 



_________________ 

_________________ 

1 Cite as: 551 U. S. ____ (2007) 
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ruling for which the leading justification is stare decisis, 
see ante
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