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CERTIFICATE AS TO PARTIES,
RULINGS, AND RELATED CASES

(A) Parties and Amici.  All parties, intervenors, and amici appearing before the
district court and in this court are listed in the Brief for Appellants.

Corporate Disclosure Statement

The American Center for Law and Justice (ACLJ) is a public interest law
firm incorporated in Virginia.  It is tax exempt under Internal Revenue Code
501(a) as an organization described in section 501(c)(3).  The ACLJ has no
parent companies and issues no stock.  The ACLJ exists, inter alia, to
defend human and civil rights and the separation of powers.

(B) Rulings Under Review.   References to the rulings at issue appear in the Brief
for Appellants.

(C) Related Cases.  This case was previously before the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia (Case No. 04cv01519).
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