STATE OF MINNESOTA
SPECIAL REDISTRICTING PANEL

C0-01-160

Susan M. Zachman, Maryland Lucky R.
Rosenbloom, Victor L.M. Comez, Gregory
G. Edeen, Jeffrey E. Karlson, Diana V.

Bratlie, Brian J. LeCluir and Gregory J. , PLAINTIFFS’
Ravenhorst, individually and on behalf of all NOTICE OF MOTION AND
citizens and voting residents of Minnesota MOTION TO STRIKE MEMORANDUM
similarly situated, OF INTERVENOR-APPLICANTS

MARTIN OLAV SABO, ET. AL.
Plgintiffs, ‘
VS,

Mary Kitfmeyer, Secretary of State of
Minnesota; and Doug Gruber, Wright
County Audiror, individually and on behalf
of all Minnesota county chief election
officers,

Defendants.

To:  Michael Hatch, Attorney Genera! of Minnesota, 102 Capitol Building, Aurcra Avenue, St.
‘Pau), Minnesota, S5101 and Deputy Attomey General Mark B. Levinger, 445 Minnesota
Street, Suite 1100, St. Paul, Minnesota, 55101, attomeys for Defendant Mury Kiffmeyer,
Secretary of State of Mionesota; and Brian I. Asleson, Chief Deputy Attorney, Wright -
County, Wright County Government Center, Ten Stcond Street NW, Buffulo, Minnesota,
attorney for Doug Gruber, Defendant Wright County Auditor:

NOTICE OF MOTION
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will bring the following motion befare the
Hou. Edward Toussaint, Jr., Presiding Judge, and Members of the Special Redistricting Panel, on

2001 at » OF a8 soon thereafter as parties may be heard, at the Chambers of

the Court of Appeals, 305 Minnesota Judicial Center, 25 Constitation Avenue, St. Paul, Minnesota;



MOTION

Plaintiffs Susan M. Zachinan, Maryland Lucky_ R Raosenbloom, Victor L.M. Gomez.
Gregory G. Edeen, Jeffrey E. Karlson, Diana V,; Brailie, Brian J. LeClair and Gregory J. Ravenhorst
(“Plaintiffs”) move this Court for an order under Minnesota Rules of General Practice 115.03 |
striking the Memorandum of Intcrvenar‘-Appﬁcants Congressiman Martin Olav Sabo, Congressman
James L. Oberstar, Congressman William F. Luther, Congresswomén Bétty McCollum, Senater
Roger D. Moe and Representative Thomas W. Pugh (collectively, “Applicants™) in ’Oppositian o
Plaintiff's Motion for a Scheduling Order. The grounds for this motion are that Applicants are not
parties Lo this case as Plaintiffs have filed a Notice of Objection to Intervention and no court order
has yet been entered allowing such intervention.

Because Applicants are not parties to this litigation, Applicants’ Memorandum should be
stricken by this Court and Applicants should not be permitted to oppose Plaintiffs’ motion for a
Scheduling Order. This motion is to be supporied by the accompanying Memorandum of Law.
Dated: August 15, 2001 BEST & FLANAGAN, LLP

Thomas B. Heffelf ngcr étéii % %

4000 US Baok Place

601 Second Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55402-4331
(6121 339-7121

Dated: August 15, 2001 SHREFFLER LAW FIRM, P.A.

Charles R. Sfureffler, #18324.
2116 Second Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55404-2605

Antorneys for Plainiiffs



