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OPINION BY: PER CURIAM 

OPINION

 [*1573]  Pursuant to our order of certification to the
Supreme Court of Virginia filed February 4, 1991, 946
F.2d 1569, we certified to the Supreme Court of Virginia
the following question: 
 

   "Whether the notes received by George
and Ellen Pitts, husband and wife, in
exchange for real property held as tenants
by the entireties, also [**2]  are held as
tenants by the entireties, although the
notes contain no language indicating a
right of survivorship."

 

The Supreme Court of Virginia, in its case No.
910186 dated September 20, 1991, 242 Va. 254, 408
S.E.2d 901 has answered the certified question in the
affirmative. 

Accordingly, following the said opinion of the
Supreme Court of Virginia, it is our opinion that the
Internal Revenue Service may not levy on any interest of
George Pitts in the notes representing the proceeds of
sale of such real estate formerly owned by George and
Ellen Pitts as is involved in this case. 

The judgment of the district court is accordingly 

REVERSED.  


