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STATEMENT REGARDING LEAVE TO FILE, AUTHORSHIP, AND
MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS

Both parties to the appeal have expressly consented to the filing of this brief
by amicus curiae pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(2). See Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(2).

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 29(a)(4)(E), amicus curiae
states that no counsel for any of the parties authored this brief in whole or in part;
neither the parties nor their counsel contributed money that was intended to fund the
preparation or submission of this brief; and no person, other than the amicus curiae,
or his counsel, contributed money that was intended to fund this brief’s preparation

or submission. See Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(4)(E).
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