BRIEF FOR APPELLANT

IN THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

No. 85-5728 L new et g

SONIA DETTMANN,
Appellant,
v.
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,

Appellee

On Appeal from the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia, Hon. Thomas F. Hogan, Judge

James H. Lesar

918 F Street, N.W., Suite 509
Washington, D.C. 20004

Phone: (202) 393-1921

Attorney for Appellant




IN THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

SONIA DETTMANN, :
Appellant,

V. Case No. 85-5728

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,

00 oo

Appellee

CERTIFICATE REQUIRED BY RULE 8(c) OF THE GENERAL
RULES OF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

The undersigned, counsel of record for Sonia Dettmann,
plaintiff—appellant, certifies that the following listed parties
and amici, if any, appeared below:

Sonia Dettmann (Plaintiff)
U.S. Department of Justice (Defendant)
These representations are made in order that judges of

this Court, inter alia, may evaluate possible disqualification

locrer

Or recusal.

JAMES H. LESAR ¥ 7
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