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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUL 22 2026
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ANgeia L. aesar, Jierkol ulerk
U.S.Distrint Nanrt Nietrin ~t Columbi-

PETER BERNEGGER,
Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 1:26-¢cv-00213-TSC

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO AMEND THE JUNE 10, 2026 AND JULY 6, 2026 MINUTE

ORDERS TO INCLUDE CERTIFICATION FOR INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL UNDER

28 U.S.C. § 1292(b) AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO
EFFECT SERVICE

1. Plaintiff Peter Bernegger, appearing pro se, respectfully moves this Court, pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1292(b) and Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 5(a)(3), to amend its Minute Orders of June
10, 2026 and July 6, 2026 (together, the “Minute Orders™) to state that the Minute Orders involve
a controlling question of law as to which there is substantial ground for difference of opinion, and
that an immediate appeal from the Minute Orders may materially advance the ultimate termination
of this litigation.

2. The controlling question of law is whether Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4(i) requires a
plaintiff suing a single United States agency to obtain from the Clerk of Court separately issued
summonses directed to the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia and to the Attorney
General of the United States, neither of whom is a party to this action, or whether Rule 4(i) is
instead satisfied by delivery to those non-party officers, by registered or certified mail, of copies
of the Clerk-issued summons directed to the sole defendant, the Federal Election Commission,

together with copies of the complaint. Rule 4(a)(1)(B) provides that a summons must “be directed
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to the defendant,” and Rule 4(b) provides that a summons is to be issued “for each defendant to be
served.” Neither the United States Attorney nor the Attorney General is a defendant here.
Plaintiff further moves, in the alternative and without waiver of any argument, for an order
pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 4(m), 4(i)(4), and 6(b)(1)(B) extending the time
within which Plaintiff may effect service in the manner described in the Minute Orders, nunc pro
tunc from July 17, 2026, through a date not less than thirty (30) days after the resolution of this
Motion or of any timely petition under Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 5, whichever is later,
and providing that this action shall not be dismissed under Rule 4(m) during that period.

In further support, Plaintiff attaches as Exhibit A the Clerk’s Entry of Default entered on July 8,
2026 in Seegers v. Federal Election Commission, No. 1:26-cv-00276-JMC (D.D.C.) (ECF No.
13), in which the Clerk of this Court declared the same defendant, the Federal Election
Commission, in default upon a record showing it was “duly served with summons and copy of the
complaint,” without any separately issued summonses naming the United States Attorney or the
Attorney General.

3. The grounds for this Motion are set forth in the accompanying Memorandum of Points and
Authorities. A proposed order is attached pursuant to Local Civil Rule 7(c).

Statement Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 7(m). Plaintiff contacted counsel for Defendant Federal

Election Commission, Michael D. Contino, Esq., Office of General Counsel, by email on July 21,
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2026, regarding the relief requested in this Motion. They are not opposing it.

Dated: July 21, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

PeterBernegger, Plaintiff
1806 Brynnwood Trace
New London, WI 54961
(920) 551-0510
peter@electionwatch.info



