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COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION

Plaintiffs in Intervention Roger D. Moe, Thomas W. Pugh, Betty McCollum,

Martin Olkav Sabo, Bill TLuther, Collin C. Peterson, and James L. Oberstar aver that:



Parties

1. The Plaintiffs who commenced this action (not the Plaintiffs in
Intervention) are identified in the Complaint (Jan. 4, 2000), 9§ 3 at 2, whfch averment this
pleading adopts by reference (without adopting any other averment in that pleading,
except as this pleading explicitly States).

2. The Defendants are identified in the Complaint (Jan. 4, 2000), 19 5-6 at 3,
which averments this pleading adopts by reference (without adopting any other averment
in that pleading, except as this pleading explicitly states).

| 3. Each Plaintiff in Intervention is a natural person who is a citizen and
resident of Minnesota, who is qualified and registered to vote in Minnesota, and who has
voted and intends to vote again in legislative and congressional elections in Minnesota.

4, Roger D. Moe is a Minnesota Seﬁator representing Senate District 2,
where he resides and votes. Senator Moe is the majority leader in the Minnesota Senate.

5. Thomas W. Pugh is a State Representative representing House District
39A, where he resides and votes. Representative Pugh is the minority leader in the
Minnesota House of Representative. |

6. Betty McCollum is a Representative in Congress representing the Fourth
Congressional District, where she resides and votes.

7. Martin Olav Sabo is a Representative in Congress representing the Fifth
Congressional District, where he resides and votes; |

8. Bill Luther is a chresentaﬁvc in Congress representing the Sixth

Congressional District, where he resides and votes,



9. Collin C. Peterson is a Representative in Congress representing the

Seventh Congressional District, where he resides and votes.
10, James L. Oberstar is a Representative in Congress represénti;ig the Eighth
Congressional District, where he resides and votes.
Count I
Legislative Reapportionment

11. The Minnesota Constitution, article IV, section 2, provides that **[t}he
representation in both houses [of the legislature] shall be apportioned equally throughout
the different sections of the state in proportion to the population thereof.” The United
States Constitution likewise requires equal apportionment among legislative districts.

12. The Minnesota Constitution, arﬁcle IV, section 3, provides that “[a]t its
first session after each enumeration of the inhabitants of this state made by the authority
of the United States, the legislature shall have the power to prescribe the bounds of . . .
legislative districts.” |

13. The United States took a census pursuanti to the United Statcs
Constitution, article I, section 2, ¢clause 3, enumerating the inhabitants of Minncsota as of
Apnl 1, 2000,

14. The legislative districts prescribed in Minnesota Statutes §§ 2.02-.715, and
those ordered in Cotlow v. Growe, No. MX 91-1562 (Minn. 4th Jud. Dist.),’ violate the
| federal and state constitutions as a result of the census taken in 2000.

15. Thé Legislature has not yet apportioned legislative reﬁresentation pursiant
to the Minnesota Constimtion, article IV, section 3, as a result of the census taken in

2000.



16.  Unless and until the Legislature apportions legislative Tepresentation as a
result of the census taken in 2000, the Defendants will hold elections for the Legislature
according to the legislative districts prescribed in Minnesota Statutes §§ 2.02-.715 or
those ordered in Cotlow v. Growe, No. MX 91-1562 (Minn, 4th Jud. Dist.), in violation of
the federal and state constitutions and 42 U.S.C. § 1983. |

17. The Plaintiffs in Intervention are ;:ntitled to an equal and timely
apportionment among the legislative districts by the Legislature pursuant to the
Minnesota Constitution, article IA'A seétion 3.

18. If the Legislature docs not equally or timely apportion the legislative
districts pursuant to the Minnesota Constitution, article IV, section 3, then the Plaintiffs
in Intervention are entitled to a judicial remedy equé]ly apportioning those districts.

Count 11
Congressional Reapportionment

19,  The Plaintiﬁ's in Intervention adopt by reference and reallege the
statements in the other paragraphs of this complaint.

20.  The Minnesota Constitution, article IV, section 3, provides that “[a]t its
first session after each enumeration of the inhabitants of this state made by the authority
of the United States, the legislature shall have the power to prescribe the bounds of
congressional . ., di'sﬁicts.”-

21. The congressional districts prescribéd in Minnesota Statutes §§ 2.73-.82,
and those ordered in Cotlow v. Grow¢, No. MX 91-1562 (Minn. 4th Jud. Dist.), violate

the federal and state constitutions as a result of the census taken in 2000.



22. The Legislature has not yct apportioned congressional representation

pursuant to the Minnesota Constitution, article IV, section 3, as a result of the census
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taken in 2000.

23. Unless and until the Legislature prescribes the bounds of congressional
districts as a result of the census taken in 2000, the Defendants will hold elections for
Representatives in Congress according to the congressional districts prescribed in
Minnesota Statutes §§ 2.73-.82 or those ordered in Cotlow v. Growe, No. MX 91-1562
(Minn. 4th Jud. Dist.), in violation of the federal and state constitutions and 42 UsS.C.
§ 1983,

.24, The Plaintiffs in Intervention are entitléd to an equal and timely
apportionment among the congressioml districts by the Legislature pursuant to the
Minnesota Constitution, article IV, section 3.

25.  If the Legislature does not equally or timely apportion the congressional
districts pursuant to the Minnesota Constitution, article TV, section 3, then the Plaintiffs

in Intervention arc cntitled to a judicial remedy equally apportioning those districts.

Claim of Entitlement to Intervention
26.  The Plaintiffs in Intervention adopt by referéncc and reallege the
statements in the other paragraphs of this complaint.
27.  The Plaintiffs in Intervention claim an interest relating to the legislative
and congressional reapportionment that are this action’s subject.
28.  The Plaintiffs in Intervention are so situated that this action’s disposition

may as a practical matter impair or impede their ability to protect that interest.






