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Legal Eaglet 

In Phoenix Court, 
Sales Rep Battles 

. . . 

Aventis on HetOwn 

Ms~ Hudock Protests Firing 
Over a Leavefor Shingles; 
Cross-Examining Herself 

'lFeltLike a RealLawyer' . 
. . 

By KARA. SCA!IlNELL 

PHOENIX-Standing at a lectern in a 
. federalcourtroom here in June, Susan Hu­

dock tUrned to a jury offour men ami four 
women and; her hands slightly shaking, 
said, "I have to tell you, I'm terrified." 

With.• that. Ms. 'lIudock began her 
opening statement fora trial that culmi-' 
nated a four-year legal battle against 
Aventlsj'harmaccuticalsInc., now part . 

f' f.'" of Paris-based 
.~-'- Sanoft-AVentis SA. 

, " Ms. Hudock isn't 
------a-lawyer. She is a 

fomer drug~sales 
representative who 

'. suffers from shin­
gles,apainful vi­
rus. Whenpain med­
ication impaired 

'. berability to drive, 
.tbecompany, says 
. she went onunau­

.,__ . lhortied leave and 
Susan,HUdock fired her. ,She filed 

_ sl1,it, ciaiIning' the 
world's thirQ.·largest driitmll,ker ,ball vio­
latedher nghts umiertqe Americ~ns with 
DjsabHities 'Act;'" '. '" .". -. . ;'. 
. Pfoll1pted,by.' rismg 'le~al' fees and 

help~tfbyrreeiiJ.form:ationon the Inter· 
net; Ms/HUdock Joined' a growing num· 
bef:of :peopleiri'cven'c6mplex legal diS) 
puteswhoare bucking the' adagetliat 
only a fool has himself for a client. 

There have always been accused crim­
.inals who insist on doing that, .and self­
representation long has been common in 
traffic and small-claims courts. Pro se I 
litigants, as they are known, are also 
becoming increasingly common indi­
vorce courts.' . 
·;"Now the:phenolminonhas' spre.ii(relse~ 
where. Most pro secases are believed to 
be filedin'~tate courts, butdata,are hard 
to cOme by. The A~istrative dtlice of 
the U.S/Courts counted 2I/615nonpris­
oner p'fl(se cases in the 12mortths ended 
last Stlpt1-'!lO, thefiTsHime·itlrepta total. 
There were nearl1200/o morenonprisoner 
private pro se appeals:filedinthe federal 
courtsini 2004 than in 1993. .. 

,'~'f '-"tent, surge. in .self-repre­
sen ~. ation is unprecedented and· 

. SilO .. gns ofabating,:' the Confer­
ence of'State Co.urt Admiriisttators said 
in a report in2000. The increase has 
led sortie courts to begin programs to 

. help stith litigants;' and' law' firms are 
·experiIiienting With performing disc~ete 
tasks without full representatIon. 
Blocks from where Ms; Hudock tried 
her case, the bankruptcy court in Janu­
ary set up .a room with desks, forms 
and guides for pro se' 'litigants, who 
make up 30% of-its cases;' 

The legal profession is divj.ded about 
the trend,some arguing that these liti­
gants ought to have the same, access to 
the courts as those who canafford tohifl~ 
a lawyer. Others rue. tM presence' of 

, these novices in the courtroom, arguing 
· they clog busy court dockets because. of . 
their unfamiliarity with the rules. 

________Ms._Hudock-shows-how-far....:.an--un. 
traineD. person cap get iri navigating the 
labyrinthine legal system-and the risks 
of. doing so. , . 

There's little dispute abOut the events 
that led to her dismissal: 

Ms. Hudock, now 46 y~ars old, worked 
for Aventis' for 10 years, becoming an 
award-winning sales rep for its allergy 
drug, Allegra. In 1~99, sh~ Yllls diagnosed 
with shingles, a skih-blisteting 'nervous­
system disease triggered by aIi. awakening 
of the dormant virus that Gauses chicken 
pox. On occasion, it causes debilitating 
pain and the symptoms canlast.for years.' 

She continued working through 1999. 
selling $1.6 million of A.lJ:e:ltrcr, that year 
and earning $85,000. In mi(i:200q,sbe took 
a one·month short-tetID.'disabiijWleave. 
After returningtowork,&besays slW was 
sometimes in too,mu,cbpilin to drive, so 
herhusband, TomHodge; aretiredlieuten­
antcolonelln the Armyspecial forces, tax­-_. 



Continued From First Page 
ied her to Sales caUs in her company car. 

. A supervisor chastised Ms. Hudock 
for aUowing him to drive het. The com- . 
pany told her other sales representatives 
had complained that it gave her an un­
fair advantage and the company said the 
practice exposed it to liabiiity. In Novem­
bel' 2000, she began taking pain drugs 
that can impair driving and again went . 
on short-term disability. 

Aventis continued paying her but 
urged her to apply for long-term disabil­
ity benefits with UnumProYident, which 
handles that coverage for the company. 
tinum ~ denied her claim. (She appealed 
tffisuccessfully ap.dthen paid an attorney 

, $30,000 to sue Unum; later settling for a 
sum she is barred under the. terms of the 
settlement from disclosing.) Uniun de­
elined to comment. 

,In JQ1y 2001, Aventis. told Ms.. Hu~ 
dock in a letter tliat she was on'unautho­
rized leave. Fearing she'd be, fired,she 
.filed a clam with the Equal, Employ,
Dlent OppOrtunity Co'mmission a\Jeging'

· discrtminationunder the Americans 
with iJisabilities Act. The 'law r.-equires 
employers to make '~re~s'onable· accom­
modations" to allow disabled people to 
perform. nonessential· job.related tasks. 
:A.ventis fired her two weeks later. . 

dencerules. She narroweQhersearch to re­
view how judges had interpreted "teason" 
able accommodation." . 

She searched the Web·for each cited 
.opinion. After reading afew, she concluded 
that Aventis was on shaky ground. "I had 
to...find out what the courts reaUy did ~ay 
about the l~w and apply the proper facts to 
my interpretation of the laW," she recalls. 

-Ms. Hudock downloaded legal-writing 
software andmodeled her briefafterAven­
tis's. Her legal brain trust included her 
husband and her brother, John, a former 
drug. repwho is now aspeCial agent for the 
PrugEnforcementAdministration in Cali­
fbrnia. They pulled all-nigliters on long­

~	 distance,calls 'helpip.g her hone her argu­
ments. Three weeks I~t~r,they droppeq
her response oft at the coWthouse-,andon 
'Jan. 6; U.S. District Gourt Judge DaVid 
CampbelldeniedAventis'smotion. Ms.Hu­
doc.k repeated tM procells mqltiple times 
in response to pretrial motions by Aventis 
seeking~ among other thingS" to preveJ;lt 

TheEEOC t whilenotrulingonthemer-hoast," she says",":,she never sought pro~ 
itsofthe~,issuedheralettergiYiJ:lgher 

· tberighttosue;SheretainedPhoeI:\ixattor­
ileYl1osemaryCOOk,whofiledthesuit,By
May 2003; Ms. Hudock was hll,vingtrouble
paying MS. Cook's fees, having already
paid $16,000 ilIlP'oWillg .$2,400 more. ~I am 
indebt I,lp to my eyeb!!llS;" Ms. Iludocktold 

· Ms. Cookvia:'email. E\Tentt1any,M§~COok 
advisedMs. H\Jdock to getanewjob. "Ism­
c,erEHy ~~liev~.you need to ~et on v4th your
life." MS;CdOk told'her maaeniaUi .'. 

After Ms. Hudock told ,Ms. Gook She'd 
go it alone, the laWY.f;lrt9ld her. "Y()U~U 

. ne~er s~v.esUflW1arY j\i/lgment;"M$. 
~udock reca,lls, refeqi,ng to Ii:r~e de­

, fense motioil,to dismiss. Ms. Cook ditln't 
return calls Jor comment. . 

, .' '., ...' ' , 

her fromIntroducing her awardS into evi", tis and the company's spokesman de­
dence and toprecluQe her fr{jm mention­
ing the company's nationality. Ms. Hu-
dock also prepared some of het own, such 

.as a final pretrial order, a trial brief and a 
proposedjury verdict form. 

Though she oCCij.siona!ly picked up at­
torneytips on the Web...:."LawYers like to 

fessional help. At, the time, she didn't 
know that bar' associations in several 

. states, inclUding Washington, Maine and 
Arizona,bad startedallQwing lawyers to 
.offer services short, of full representa­
.tion; .inCluding motion"Wrttirig. one-shot. 
coWitOOm appearances and procedural
advice. Sornelawyers chafe at tile prac: 
Uce. in p\lli because attorneys have tradi­

,-tionally Qeen honor-po\U1d' to represent
their clients completely, or not at an. 

In March, Judge Campbell set the 
trial for the w~ek QfJurie 20, allotting her 
13 h,01,lI'S tOPf~sent:her:caSe anqA,ve,iltls
il'hours~afairly j:outinepracti,ce, tllat 
forces both sideS t9 keep pO' pointI bUt-ll 
real cMllenge for a novice. 

There are few places for nonlawyers 

. they were pushed to the end, which 
meant they couldn't be with her.for much 
of the trial, because witnesses can't hear 
each others'testimony. 

After the jury was selected, the'court 
broke for lunch. So nervous she felt sick, 
Ms. Hudock ate only a banana. 

Back in court, Judge David Cljlllpbell
told Ms. Hugock to give her opening state­
ment. Breathing heavily at times,' she 
.told the jury she wasn't a lawyer and 
described her ailment, which still causes' 
her pain and has left her back covered in/ 

. blisters. ''I'm ~ disabled individijal and 
I'm covered under the act," she said, add­
ing that Aventis Should have let her hus­
banc:l drive her becalise· that w~ a "rea­
sonable accommodation." • 

Aventis's lawyer, ~thony Romano,' 
. framed the .casenarrowly:Priving was· 
an essential function of her job" The, law 
required accommooation only for nohes" 

,sentia! ta;sks, so ,!\ventis wasn1t required 
t9 provi(jeany, he sail;!.. LaWyers for Aven­

cooed to comment Jor this article. . 

First \Vit1Jes~ , 
On h~r first witness, Ms.· HUdock fal­

teredo she called a video technician in 
an attempt to bring into evideI).ce a viQ-­
eotape of an Aventtsaw.ards ceremony
where her sUccess was praised. Mr. Ro­

'mano objecteil,arguing' that Ayentls
'didn't dispute her 'salesprowe~s. The . 
jUdge said thetechni.cian's testimony' 
wasn't·needed. . 

Ms. HUdo~k's ne"t' wltness: heJ,lself. . 
. On thewjtness' stand, she held up an' 
AvelltisdocUnient applau.(Jj.ngher ~r-

. formailce, t~ ,Judg1:i'campbell. "HOw do I 
g'et this admitte<;l?"she asked. , 

."You-needto ask Y.ourselfwhat the 
document is, to ic:lentify it [and] giveth,e 

'defeIUie a clianceto, obiect/' .~ judge : 
explamed' '. ,....
.s9Q¢g~ato.utlne.tha,uaSteu for tWo : 

hours: ~l'rn gotpg tQ ask my~elf: tbe ques- ; 
tton,'; she'd 'say, befqr~ sta,:tibg the querY I 
and then saYing" "I'ill going to an;swer," ' 
and doing so. ' ,

-.m~~f:e4..Ba;c~~~Il-.:-_._--,. ~··.'---to-tiun-when;prepartng-for-trial;~in-part-'-----.:She7testifled-that-her-manageriorceq'--'-- -'"
 
, tittle in het hac~mmPd helped M$, l:1ecaw;eonly ~% of al) civilcas~s e~d 

Fludock in bet uew-legaI-quest>Sbe'thna-upbefore a juty; &! Ms:HudQcjdou.nd 
Jor~ ln~nglish andrn~icat ~llSque- a gW.de to wri1;ing opening st:atfilments 
~~~a UIiiveJ;sity in SeUnsgr-Qve" .~;~ online, ,stt1(ijed the. television seri,~s' 
JOllllDg,ROTCandtMJi '6ernnir tllte!!",Law &,Qr<ier: Tnal by Jury" and 
years iiI, the ArnlY. Hernrst jobi!{ter'~~ POre\l()ver Jetlera.I-~tij}.rt rules, 
ariny was selliJlg.g~alJ,ty'SGllO!1~ pr-o- She iss\JedsubpQ~rj~U{lf9t.W~J;~~ven" 
gr9,ms, tlJ-en IPfilmJ>ersh!QS in tl1e~l}oeriix tisempJ9Yees WitilfwJj9mi$be,f~lt$e:had 

, Chamber of C)nnmerce. Slle stlirted ~Otk· 'gOOdrelati6ns.:mcl~4IDg:,qjletime .superv:i­
ing for aclIiljg company iIi. the late W8Ps. sors .RobinI-ta{'fiiS l!iidi4!.urie LiJinson, 

In May20l», a large package arrived though she neglected to go overtheir ex- . 
at Ms. HudoCk's doorsfep-A,venti$'s pected tesUmonywiththemB.headOfmne. 
sunimary,jildgment motion,' argUing On Monday, Jime 20, Ms. Hudock en-
th&.t her allegations, even if'true, dic:ln't tered the· courtrOoIIi with her l1Usb~nd, 

,break thela,w. .' "	 ' brother and his best friend, Kevin Pang, 
On her cOmputer at: home, M~, Hudoclcwno took a we~k off from work to lend 

searchedJor "Americans With Disabiliti.es whatever help he coUld puring' the trial. 
Ad" onGoqgle. Tbat led her to.FindLaw, a ~he immedlately confronted a curve ball: 
vast legal Web site. Afew cU.cks later; she Due to witnesses' s$edules, she had to 
arrivedat aCornell UniversityLaw SCQOOI' reorder her presentation; She planned to 
site with access to court opinions arid evi- call her husband and brother early, but 

~et, to gQ:Otl short-teQri disllbjijty without 
.diSc~singwbetherherblJSbjmdcol,1lddrive 
her. An,ticipa.tjp,g,th.atMr.,RomanoWouldal:­
tack ber'hlJSbl\.P~·!i role as¥tapP~PJi!$; I 
sheas).{edherself:if,he,e-verdiscussedprod-' 
u~t'inform!ltionwith physlc~ans.' 
.. "No>,' s.aid Ms.ffu(!.()Ck. '. , " 

"Di<tlie·evernandlesarnple inven­
wry,"\~:dlttliP($ ask~ M~lnt . ' 
. '. '''No.. Mr- hll$baIld liev,er bandie"ta 
sample," Ms. HUllock answered emph!1ti- . 
cally, her voiceri,sing. ' 

"Did I know of, my· rights' at this 
time?" Ms. Hl\dock, asked herself. 
,"No," she ,boomed into the micro­

phone, her voice eChoing, . . 
'Mr. Romano repeatedly objected toher
 

"ShOuting" during the trial. The judgetold
 
her to "modl/late your «me." '
 

Ms. HUdock strayedfi'om her ,main 
point-the reasonable accommodation ar­



'~ . 

.. .\T¢ ttf~Urt 

Ms. HUda<;k shotited. _ . theinto their adyllhtag-e. Ms. puvaIi pro~.. 
. - J;u~g~ c~p~u int~itUpted: "Ms. Hu- _ posed. telling jurotsQleY\;9WI:l,$j4~'With 

9-QGlt:,. you nEl~d tQg$~aquestion and not Aventis if they . eU~lIatitacteil in 
gument.,... and toexplain why she was ~}tf 'argjj.eiVith;tijeWi'tn~$;" . ._ gOod f8,ith; arrio~r;¢h, ,:'M " U.­
resppnw.pgto the ,company's d.emamlfor '; '~l\1-; 'S~ttiedtoshowth~t d.oekas~et:Uor, --~.-

:h~rl1t'tifo'%J:t~m:t:r:~~ril:~" :;n;_n,,~~f'tQ,)J~:~~fr~:g~:~t . ~:n:.~ryri!~;~~qmb~~~ 
herih200i; inclUding her fa.ther's death, hande~Mt.Hatrls a docu.:.nentarid lls.keddoek's requestfor mor
 
Aventis'sfaUuretosendsYIJ1pathyflowers,. if-it showed that. a disa1>ility-benetlts most of Ms. D1AV'~'-

'ro~§':~' ~~~~if:~ci~~~::~it~:-· -. 'tb~~. "'i{t~f~l~~~~:e~¢~~ ·,W~~~:~~~:~llt¢ 
On ." _._'. xauiinatioiiim Tue~day,)M. lito aiR t the benefits. Friday l11orning,',Ms: gud(£~ demanded
 

R0liJ.3,tj<;iM\'lMs. HUdoc~ sparrel,ioyerms . .."Tpat's~otre(;t/' he. testified. _silence to focus oJ;iher d.q~mg? Which she
 
r(lpJ~Hite;q4estions. He complained when "Nothiftg, flirtl).er;~ .M.s. HudoCk con- had finished drafting at 21(m: ". ". .
 
be'" F'ent\>eYQnQJne qUestionrso eluded.""',' . "Four yeats a,g9,nshe~cilqthejuty, "1
 
th 'MrtCilirmt:~tJ"" c· ~·q~~m.~pyt~.~~~~;;~~r,·";';~"(l!i- .lf~:ta~~:l 
sa

. 

.A¢~~!;i~l.:~~p~t.t~,rJf~ .cbW1tM'~ey~ ~~l '--j~r 
.e41y toJdMr"B,o ";):J?<, ·PiIjgP'J:l~ 

se<:btii)"&osheGouldJotdown eW.uateq 
it ' '. 

s..titfih'.O.·e.m.T··.i.·ro.t_hQ.·:· .• ..· •. •. •. .•.•. .• .. _;.·e:r:.·.a·.O :_·.:t.•. :e.".;.·.·.'..e~,gu_·e·n·.·-.·.·s·.e.:·.;e.·.·._ ;.·R·.~.me~o'.e,m-.~_···.·.;.·a·.e.,-,s •..e.,?~-_;·.:nf.:_:d;.·~._e:.'db_~.:.:;h: ·_:.n_~t.•.....f,.r,I1-,-_s:s-.".r ..d:.n.t.~.o .•_:.·,·:I~.·.-.e·_· ·r·'·:.·.,··:~~~~;·~,\~~~iWbYi~~~~'i·.im_·h
",eh~~UeB ~PB;;:;'. Aventis'sIOog'L.=~I!lii··,i~~fu..:li\~" . 

. teiin4iisab~itYprovider. 'ISately Qperat- .' The. jurypegandeUberatlng atnciQn; .
 

.;~~ ~ev::Cle is!rillterial to mypositlpli, ~" .~:~~~: . ,atel1er.fltfit liinchi, ~l .~~ ..
 

";::.: ,..... :> '. ,,:'.X i:';~r~e H~~~~~~~
 
"Laurie:tarasonwas 'ft' thougbttne .. ~>- .w_Q~V
 
disast¢f:/·lWs.lI:Udock·~'!~r;t~thday.Ms. HU~:~~:~edber 
· ·d· '11 _. 1 £t th husbartdthtbe;~tand.Afterhewasswom 

::~rt_ah:.;..~:~.·:,c:~e d '. -:r~ih¢~e~~ice:"iiakeifflJ~al:,~~~liD'.• ,:.:~~... 
</' . mentii-M .• ..e.....() M't:;Pattt~tlie fa~ilY 

.·ftl.e~4 WllQ' .' aits~f~~~!4eheiqu;6ugll~iit '. 
.-tgetf;ia1. "'Yo\) W(1.pt t!ilt'tmtl)./)j~ WlJjs" .
 

, . 11&; ij'l1"'OCk$RiQ/;hedidn't;In.ellJ;l·"~a.per~d~"YouWimtl!ea ,. .- cLIt?sinimr,
 
teri.alii·in th.e,.cQfitel't'of the disabilities 'la*tt()g:etiHQg~iJl~~; WJsri.Qjlh~ Ufi\~;'!'
 
law~" But'~R Romano'. bammetedthe' Sl1~C9/):lpOSedherself~!ldQe'gooqueSti()J;b·
 
poiAf,asl,qngif she'd. commitied'~cnYrie iilg ~~rSpOlf$ea]}ollther edhditil:m and
 
~y",lni~ie49Uigan insuraIlGe C5>mpany. ·h9WM~~eto dtiye~ertQ a.ppomtin.ents. . her 'illlies~;, sne,dalqJed .bet hall,,&'.In

SAe said no, .,' . " '.' . .'IJAlirteJ,4inson w~ adisa~~er," MS. . prayer. "I'm so ·tired:' she sa,id. '.
 

f'fe;t;J1e noncha.lantly lllid a_ trill', asJe- Hu~ocl\ S~l~' al?she left .the CO'\ifthouse .. ' l\t 1:39; ber '1)roQier boltediJlfo the .
 
~ghert9de$Gtil:Jel).erjQb·$ ~'esSentiM"eIe- .tnat)lfterhQ9n. .... . 'room: ,jTl1.~te~sa verdict!" ' '"
 
mefits. Shesaidtheyincludedboh(ijngWith . 'That evening, Ms.·Hudock and Mr. Surprised by' the qU,ick deciSIon, Ms.
 
dcx,:t?rs.~e~p~ap~r,ised ~t llew~gs,· PailK e~llJat.enthetti~1 s() (ar... l;iltl:lng on ,.,Hudock mO(lthll!J-,"IS thisnoIinal.'?"Tlie
 
wnwo;~. g..1_~...e.·..PQtt$v---e-"'':'';y~~a'r·''.¥.lwas Wt:ll:l(m(),pg~i I Mr'A~ ':tQomffQ(}J;~!1t-t!:iWt~ed by tot#some did ;~. grobphUg ariiiileadE!d 
~ If!-~ .,.\ .. m~e)i~~tne .. b9~~f ,..li{h~~iler~i;;M!i.l;ludQCkla-. to eourt.. _', '. . •... 

IJOml wli'Sfi1t}ost, Mr. lio ep,eateQ·ber menteij (!'lt~e!tmg tQ a~~ MYOtie whether .' . TIle. Jurors fJled JU WlPJ,OUt maPng . 
_te~Qro,,-5I:saidit,_. . . .:waSJ1~ta.le,.~~Ay~titj$~co.i$J~tlte.:putb.ei:iILIUel1itQO'_~xe contact ~theither side..AJ:Q.w:Ld~P::_~ ._: 
glU opi~(>,tJ.," Ms; 14@Q¢~ llanie(l, ." ' 'that:4~@'t teql.l1re driVipg, stich as a 110s-' 1;lw~ead their v~rdict: "Ayentis Phai1na~ 

"1. $Upped up, .. sheSl'tldlaUW,ou:tside pitllH:1t anutlian area,. 'cep:tii;alS lnc. is bot liable to plaintiffsu­
thecpUrtfQtlin.. "I gave him that:"'. Wlth 'lesstllan .fiveh!>uts left. to sail A; HudO~~." Ms.. HUdotk st.OOd sml,


Wllen,lt;1s. Hud®.k cauedJ4i'. aaITis.· pres~ht .hercaSe~ .Mr. Pang a!1visea, expressionles"s. .. ..'.. .
 
. one of her forriJ:ershpehisQrs, sne "StIe;,we may·have tppick and choose After dismissing the jury, Judge
 
.adopted Mr. Romiq1o's tack, asking 'one witnesses, or get' right to the pqint." . Campbell' said, "I -Want. to, tell you Ms.
 
question after another about Whether the They decided to cut her hUSb,llIld'stesti-Hudock, you did'a ve1)'good job. I've
 

. job was abou.tselling or driving.mony short and to have her brother--a s~n lawyers in this court who have nQt
 
"What if a blind perllon could sell, . drug sales rep in the 1980s-testifY about done as well as you."


would you take the professional driver or sales jObs that didn't require driVing. Outside, Ms; Hudock mtilled Whether
 
the blind Sillespetson?" she asked. . She rested her case on Tbursday. The. .to continue' fighting. 'fThe only way I'll.
 

· "In our industry, because the person (j,efense called no witnesses. With. the go on is ifIhad a sharp-eyed legal-eagle"
 
has to drive and negotiate, 1 don't know jury excused, tbe judge, MS. HudoCk, Mr. laWyer to help, she saiq;
 
ofany company that COuld hire this per~ Romano and Aventis's in-house lawyer, At home,she pOwered on her com­
son to do .that job," he replied. Diane OuvaH, discussed jUry instructions Pliter,and with tears strealDing down
 

· "Dqyouthinkablindpersonwithaper- in open court-a critical moment in ev- her cheeks, began clicking in search of
 
Sonal assistant colild?" Ms. Hudock ery trial that defines exactly what each information about jury 'instructions and
 
asked. .side must prove to prevail. the appeals process. .
 

"Isuspect that theY could," Mr. Bar- Ms. Hudockhad memorized model jury Five days later, she notified Aventis
 
ris admitted. instructions she found online. She didn't that she woUld appeal. She plans to repre­

. "So driving is not all that essential;". know adversaries routinely tried to tailor sent herself. .
 

t~';itie(t~!r;'~ed .:'1i~r 
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___ Monospaced, has 10.5 or fewer characters 
per inch 
and contains words or lines 
of 
text (petitions and answers must not exceed 
4,200 
words or 390 lines of text) . 

------ -------er---------------'--- ------------------------------------- -- ------- -~------~--- ------- - - --- -----------------­
XXX In compliance with Fed. R. App. 32(c) and does not exceed 
15 pages. 
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Signature ofAttorfley or 
Unrepresented Litigant 
(New Form 7/1/2000) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Case Name: Hudock v. Aventis 

Case No: 06-15287 

I certify that a copy ofthe APPELLAN'T PETITION FOR REHEARING AND/OR IN THE
 

ALTERNATrVE PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANe and any attachments were served,
 
either in person or by mail, on the persons listed below.
 

cL~Susan A. ock, pro se 
18819 North 7th Place 

Phoenix, Arizona 85024 
(623) 492-9082 
sadoc@cox.net 

Name Address Date Served 

Original and 50 copies to: 95 7th. Street, P.O. box 193939 May 8, 2007 
Office ofthe Clerk San Francisco, California 94119-3939 
United States Court ofAppeals 
For the Ninth Circuit 

Anthony 1. Romano, Esq. 700 West 47th. Street, Suite 1000 May 8,2007
 
Attorney for Defendant Kansas City, Missouri 64112
 

(816) 753-1000) 
Fax No. (816) 753- 1536 

- -------- -----~.~-------._----_. 
------~----------_._--~----------------_._--_.__._--­ --- -- "----------"----------- - -------- ­

Edwin B. Stanley, Esq. 8767 East Via de Commercio May 8,2007 
Attorney for Defendant Suite #103 

Scottsdale, Arizona 85258-3374 
(480) 607-0780 
Fax No. (480) 907-2950 
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