
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
Alexandria Division

TAREQ AQEL MOHAMMED AZIZ, §t

Petitioners,

V.

DONALD TRUMP, President of the
United States, ^ al..

l:17-cv-116(LMB/TCB)

Defendants.

ORDER

Before the Court is a Motion to Intervene Pursuant to F.R.C.P. 24 ("Motion") by pro se

movant Vincent A. Molino ("movant" or "Molino"). Movant's filings extensively detail his

support for the executive order at the heart ofthis litigation ("the EO"). For the reasons that

follow, the motion will be denied.

Federal Rule ofCivil Procedure 24(a)(2) requires a court to permit intervention by a party

who "claims an interest relating to the... subject ofthe action, and is so situated that disposing of

the action may as a practical matter impair or impede the movant's ability to protect its interest,

unless existing parties adequately represent that interest." The Fourth Circuit has articulated a

three-part test for Rule 24(a)(2) intervention, requiring a movant to show: "(1) an interest in the

subject matter ofthe action; (2) that the protection ofthis interest would be impaired because ofthe

action; and (3) that the applicant's interest is not adequately represented by existing parties to the

litigation." Teaeue v. Bakker. 931 F.2d 259,260-61 (4th Cir. 1991).

Even when a party may not intervene as ofright, a court may permit intervention when the

party "has a claim or defense that shares with the main action a common question of law or fact."

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b)(1)(b). The Fourth Circuit favors "liberal intervention... to dispose of as

much ofa controversy" as possible. Feller v. Brock. 802 F.2d 722, 729 (4th Cir. 1986). When
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