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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST

Counsel for Petitioners Emerson Electric Co. and Micro Motion, Inc.

certifies the following:

1. The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is:

Emerson Electric Co. and Micro Motion, Inc.

2. The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the

caption is not the real party in interest) represented by me is: None.

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that

own 10 percent or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by

me are: Emerson Electric Co. and Micro Motion, Inc., a wholly-owned subsidiary

of Emerson Electric Co., a publicly held corporation. No publicly held corporation

other than Emerson Electric Co. owns 10 percent or more of the stock of Micro

Motion, Inc. Emerson Electric Co. is a publicly held corporation that has neither a

parent corporation nor a publicly held corporation owning 10 percent or more of its

stock.

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that

appeared for the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or agency

or are expected to appear in this Court, are: Linda E.B. Hansen, Richard S.

Florsheim, Jeffrey N. Costakos, and Kadie M. Jelenchick of Foley & Lardner LLP.
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