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Plaintiffs,
V.
SAP AG, et al.,

Defendants.

SVI-100930v1

Doc. 1101

Case No. 07-CV-1658 PJH (EDL)

[PREPSSED] ORDER DENYING
AMENDED MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
INTERVENE

[PROPOSED] ORDER DENYING AMENDED MOTION
FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE
Case No. 07-CV-1658 PJH (EDL)

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2007cv01658/190451/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2007cv01658/190451/1101/
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo o B~ O w N

S T N B . N T N T T N T S e S e S e T =
©® ~N o s~ W N P O © o N o o~ W N Pk o

Having considered the papers filed in connection with pro se plaintiff Terry M. Myers’
Amended Motion for Leave to Intervene (“Amended Motion”):

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED THAT: The Amended Motion is DENIED.

Rule 24(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides that “[a] motion to intervene
must . . . state the grounds for intervention and be accompanied by a pleading that sets out the
claim or defense for which invention is sought.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(c). Despite including new
allegations, the Amended Motion remains incomprehensible—Ilargely repeating the allegations of
the original motion to intervene—and again wholly fails to state any basis for intervention as
required by the Federal Rules.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: Decembel2,2011]
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