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COMPLAINANT ) ADENDDUM TO 

vs. ) TOCONTINUE FORM 

Hereby Viktor Peter Polivka, Complainant respectfully states that the original Motion to 

Continue the scheduled Hearing on 04/05/2011 was filed pre maturely. Mr. Marc Romito’s 

availability on 04/05/2011 is not relevant The next TEP witness indeed has the right to present 

his testimony, Complainant made an error by answering this untimely Motion to Continue. 

The record indicates the hearing of 03/03/2011 indeed was continued due to a time restraint 

5:00PM, interruption- end of the day- while he was cross examining Mr. Christopher D. 

Lindsey PE, was not completed, thus continued! Complainant still has many questions for the 

present witness Mr. Chris D. Lindsey PE on 04/05/2011, which more than likely will fill the 

time slot available on 04/05/2011, and if not, Mr. Edward Mansfield may be used his time. 

Therefore, since Complainant needs to finish the present cross examination first. 

before TEP is allowed to call the next witness, Mr. Ramito turn has not yet come, unless TEP 

indeed has a Crista1 Ball approved by ACC to foretell the future, there is no need to continue 

the scheduled hearing on 04/05/2011, so Complainant may continue the cross examination as 

7 r’ per procedural rules in the State of Arizona. 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTEB t@fl&y$ March 2011 
‘ ”  L BY * c  

Vjktor geter Polivka, Complainant Prose 


