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CERTIFICATE AS TO PARTIES, RULINGS, AND RELATED 
CASES 

Pursuant to Circuit Rule 28(a)(1), amici curiae certify as follows: 

A. Parties and Amici Curiae 

All parties appearing in this court are listed in the Brief for 

Plaintiffs-Appellants. Amici curiae on this brief are the Washington 

Legal Foundation and the Information Technology and Innovation 

Foundation. 

B. Rulings Under Review 

References to the rulings at issue in the appeal are listed in the 

Brief for Plaintiffs-Appellants. 

C. Related Cases 

FTC v. Meta Platforms, Inc., No. 1:20-cv-03590, pending before the 

United States District Court for the District of Columbia.  

 

Dated: March 28, 2022 /s/ Zachary D. Tripp  
 Zachary D. Tripp  
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DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Rule 29(a)(4)(A) of the Federal Rules of Appellate 

Procedure, and consistent with D.C. Cir. Rule 26.1, amici curiae state 

that Washington Legal Foundation and the Information Technology and 

Innovation Foundation are each nonpartisan, nonprofit organizations 

with no parent corporation and no publicly held corporation owning 10% 

or more of their stock or other interest in either organization.  
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