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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

Case No.: 1:26-cv-20609-WILLIAMS/LETT
PRESIDENT DONALD J. TRUMP, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V.
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, et al.,

Defendants,
/

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE OF COREY J.
BIAZZO, ESQ. IN SUPPORT OF REOPENING AND LIMITED REVIEW OF
SETTLEMENT AUTHORITY

Corey J. Biazzo, Esq. (“Amicus”), a member of the Bar of this Court and
nonparty to this action, respectfully moves for leave to file the proposed Brief Amicus
Curiae attached as Exhibit A in support of the Court’s exercise of authority to reopen
this matter for limited review of the statutory and appropriations-law authority for
the purported settlement and Anti-Weaponization Fund. In support, Amicus states
as follows:

I INTRODUCTION

1. This case presents substantial questions concerning the use of a voluntary
dismissal and purported settlement as the legal predicate for a $1.776 billion Anti-
Weaponization Fund funded through the Judgment Fund.

2. Existing amici and movants have already addressed Article III adversity,
separation of powers, professional conflicts, the Domestic Emoluments Clause,
alleged defects in Plaintiffs’ claims, and Rule 60 relief. Amicus does not seek to repeat
those arguments.

3. Amicus seeks leave to file a concise brief addressing a distinct statutory and
appropriations-law issue: whether the Judgment Fund, 31 U.S.C. § 1304, 28 U.S.C. §
2414, the Purpose Statute, the advance-payment statute, public-money custody rules,
and related fiscal statutes permit the Executive Branch to use a settlement of this
case to capitalize a future-claimant compensation program whose corpus expressly
does not represent the value of Plaintiffs’ current claims.
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4. The proposed brief is timely. The Court has ordered Plaintiffs to respond to serious
allegations concerning collusion, adverseness, deception, and fraud on the Court by June 12, 2026.
Amicus files now so the Court and parties can consider the statutory-authority issue before that
response and any reply are submitted.

5. The proposed brief does not seek to introduce evidence, expand the record
improperly, obtain party status, or participate in discovery. It relies on publicly filed
or attached settlement materials, statutes, regulations, and legal authorities relevant
to the Court’s existing inquiry.

II. AMICUS’S INTEREST

6. Corey J. Biazzo is a civil litigation attorney, constitutional scholar, United
States Navy veteran, and founder of Biazzo Law, PLLC. Through Biazzo Law and its
Government Oversight Program, Amicus works on public-facing constitutional
accountability, government transparency, public fiscal accountability, and civic legal
education.

7. Amicus has briefed courts on matters involving separation of powers,
federalism, structural constitutional safeguards, and enforceable constitutional
limits. Amicus has a professional and civic interest in ensuring that federal spending
occurs only pursuant to valid congressional appropriations.

8. Amicus does not represent any party in this action and seeks to assist the
Court with a narrow issue that has not been fully developed in the existing amicus
filings: the fiscal-law limits on using a compromise settlement as a vehicle to create
and capitalize a future-claimant compensation fund.

III. LEGAL STANDARD

9. District courts possess inherent authority to allow amicus participation where
doing so may assist the Court. See In re Bayshore Ford Trucks Sales, Inc., 471 F.3d
1233, 1249 n.34 (11th Cir. 2006); Resort Timeshare Resales, Inc. v. Stuart, 764 F.
Supp. 1495, 1500-01 (S.D. Fla. 1991).

10.The decision whether to allow amicus participation rests within the Court’s
discretion. Courts commonly consider whether the proposed brief is timely, useful,
non-duplicative, and unlikely to prejudice the parties or disrupt the schedule.

IV. ARGUMENT

11.The proposed brief will assist the Court because it addresses a statutory and
appropriations-law issue that bears directly on whether the purported settlement
may be treated as a lawful predicate for drawing funds from the Treasury.
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12.The proposed brief is not duplicative. CREW and Public Citizen addressed
separation-of-powers concerns, conflicts, and the Domestic Emoluments Clause.
Former government officials and public interest organizations addressed the legal
deficiencies in Plaintiffs’ statutory claims. Court-appointed amici addressed Article
III adversity. The thirty-five former federal judges addressed Rule 60 and fraud-on-
the-court concerns. Amicus addresses a different question: whether, even apart from
those 1ssues, the Executive Branch has statutory authority to capitalize the Anti-
Weaponization Fund through the Judgment Fund and related settlement statutes.

13.The proposed brief is concise and limited. It does not ask the Court to decide
every downstream challenge to the Fund. It proposes limited record development and
preservation of the status quo while the Court determines whether this case may
lawfully be used as a Judgment Fund predicate.

14. Granting leave will not prejudice any party. The proposed brief is attached,
Amicus requests no oral argument, no discovery, no intervention, no extension of
time, and no alteration of the schedule.

15.No counsel for any party authored the proposed brief in whole or in part. No
party, party’s counsel, or person other than Amicus contributed money intended to
fund preparing or submitting the proposed brief.

V. LOCAL RULE 7.1(a)(3) CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Local Rule 7.1(a)(3), Amicus certifies that, before filing this
motion, he made reasonable, good-faith efforts to confer with counsel for Plaintiffs,
Defendants, the non-party movants, and other counsel who may be affected by the
relief requested.

Specifically, on Saturday, May 30, 2026, at approximately 5:26 p.m. Eastern,
Amicus emailed counsel for Plaintiffs, Defendants, the non-party movants, and
existing amici/court-appointed amici. The email attached the proposed Motion for
Leave to File Brief Amicus Curiae, the proposed Brief Amicus Curiae, and the
Proposed Order. Amicus requested that counsel advise whether their respective
clients consented to, opposed, or took no position on the requested leave to file, and
requested a response by Monday, June 1, 2026, at 12:00 p.m. Eastern. Amicus also
offered to confer by telephone or videoconference.

The non-party movants, the court-appointed amici, amici CREW and Public
Citizen, and amici former government officials and public interest organizations each
advised that they take no position on the requested leave to file. Plaintiffs did not
respond before filing. Defendants did not respond before filing. No counsel who
responded indicated opposition to the requested relief.
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VI. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Amicus respectfully requests that the Court grant
this motion and permit Amicus to file the proposed Brief Amicus Curiae attached as
Exhibit A.

June 2, 2026 Respectfully Submitted,

/s/ Corey J. Biazzo

Corey J. Biazzo, Esq.

Amicus Curiae

Attorney Bar Number 1016148
corey@biazzolaw.com

9801 Lakeview Lane
Parkland, Florida 33076

(703) 297-5777

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 2, 2026, I electronically filed the foregoing
document with the Clerk of Court using CM/ECF, which will serve all counsel of
record by electronic notice.

/sl Corey J. Biazzo
Corey J. Biazzo, Esq.
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EXHIBIT A

Proposed Brief Amicus Curiae of Corey J. Biazzo, Esq. In Support of
Reopening and Limited Review of Settlement Authority
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INTEREST OF AMICUS!

Corey J. Biazzo, Esq. is a civil litigation attorney, constitutional scholar,
United States Navy veteran, and founder of Biazzo Law, PLLC. Through Biazzo Law
and its Government Oversight Program, Amicus works on public-facing
constitutional accountability, government transparency, public fiscal accountability,
and civic legal education.

Amicus has briefed courts on matters involving separation of powers,
federalism, structural constitutional safeguards, and enforceable constitutional
limits. Amicus has a professional and civic interest in ensuring that no branch of the
federal government may use litigation form, settlement labels, or administrative
mechanisms to draw money from the Treasury in a manner not authorized by
Congress.

No counsel for any party authored this brief in whole or in part, and no person
or entity, other than Amicus, contributed money intended to fund preparing or
submitting this brief. Amicus does not seek party status, discovery, oral argument,
or any further participation unless requested by the Court. Amicus writes only to
address a distinct statutory and appropriations-law issue raised by the settlement
documents now before the Court.

1 No counsel for any party authored this brief in whole or in part, and no person or entity, other than Biazzo has
contributed money that was intended to fund preparing or submitting the brief.
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