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CERTIFI CATE

mm&ME* h6vb [NtbmimLE with smme court role ha reheariuc w orm

NOT Ta DELAY PR HARASS THE C6UKTS DISCAETIONAIW POSITIONMMC/DM6 THE DOT CMC 

OF THE RKHEARINL DECISION.

PetitioMEK paesenr this Petition in pood faith KUAim to the importance or the 

cEmpicftvoN perspective UNat s.c. Km W purpose is needed Tojatuh the &m- 

Faith plea.
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LEGAL ANALY5I5

AHY PETlTIbN FOR hEimmC Of AN 3mK DEWING a EXTMDMlH/ltf kiRlT SHALL be 

PIL&D UHTHlNi 3.5 DAY5 AFTER THE DATE OF TM MMK UHERE IN THIS CASE SUCH DATE IS 

MAY M. A.P4D. WHERE TIME FDR FILMS- MILL NOT BE EXTENDED,
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THE COUkfs DENIM Of PETITI6K1ER. mRROKDliml M\T EUTKS klHEM IT STATESUIMT Of

Hmmui Am/OR PROHIBITION 15 guestmable uhen petitmers.,.
Ln i&atidn sets at" Both /ai m Alternative * that Famma isseekm&'H

me count's * Am /m ’1 is mi litigated in summ court Rule sto.3, ok am other nmocr 
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THE COURTS OlSCRET IONARX Ft)MR TO LIMIT PETITIONER TO INTERVENE CJI7H WESUROlttlDlHG

emems inhere urittbi response of the excusable basis iM omf To dm petition is not 

Presented.
THE LIMITED TO INTERVENE BV PETITIONER* ftUDDY THE WATERS Of G000 FAITH AND NOT TO

•Delay perspective.

conclusion

FOR THE FOREGOING REES0US SET OUT IN TFHS CERTIFICATE'1 SUPPdDTEb 3/ PETITION Tb 

iATliPV THE DIRECT FORE! UNDER 1C, HH.L. TOGETHER IaJITH CERTIFICATION AND

presented ih\ Good- Faith and not for deuv to grant relief sought sm somite.
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