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IN THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
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DISCLOSURE OF CORPORATE AFFILIATIONS AND FINANCIAL
INTEREST

Pursuant to 6" Cir. R. 26.1, Plaintiffs Darnell Johnson, et a. make the following
disclosure:

1. |s said party a subsidiary or affiliate of a publicly owned corporation? No
If the answer is YES, list below the identity of the parent corporation or
affiliate and the relationship between it and the named party:

2. |s there a publicly owned corporation, not a party to the appedl, that has a

financid interest in the outcome? No

If the answer iSYES, list the identity of such corporation and the nature of
the financial interest:

Michael J Steinberg
October 13, 2004
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