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A careful reading of Campbell shows that the Supreme Court did not lay down a single digit ratio for
punitive damages and the decision was not intended to deprive states of the ability to exercise their
legitimate state interests in deterring and punishing unlawful conduct through the use of reasonable
punitive damage awards. The permissible ratio of punitive to compensatory damages after Campbell
should not be limited to a bright line ratio. See Johnson, Greg et al. v. Ford Motors

UP's brief was written pro bono by Arnold R. Levinson and Terrence J. Coleman of Pillsbury & Levinson,
LLP.
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