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

" Bratlie, Brian J. LeClair and Gregory J.
Ravenhorst, individually and on behalf of all
citizens and voting residents of Minnesota
similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,

Vs. PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY
. - MEMORANDUM ON MOTION
Mary Kiffmeyer, Secretary of State of : FOR ENTRY OF SCHEDULING
Minnesota; and Doug Gruber, Wright _ ORDER

County Auditor, individually and on behalf
of all Minnesota county chief election
officers,

Defendants.

Regarding Plaintiffs’ pending motion for Entry of a Scheduling Order, Plaintiffs submit this
Memorandum in Reply to the Response of the State of Minnesota;. Because the Special Redistricting
Panel has not yet held a hearing on this motion for Entry of a Schedulling Order, Plaintiffs
respectfully request that this motion be heard on October 3, 2001, the ‘date set aside for hearing on
intervention motioﬁs.

On July 31, 2001, Plaintiffs moved this court for entry of a scheduling order in this matter on

the grounds that the redistricting process requires prompt judicial action. Plaintiffs point out that



there is an urgent need to complete redistricting plans in time for Minnesota’s cities and counties to
draw precinct boundaries in anticipation of the March 5, 2002 precinct caucuses.!
The State cites Minnesota Statute §204B.14 as the basis for the March 19, 2002 “statutory
N

deadline.” This statute, however, must be read in conjunction with Minnesota Statute §204B.135,

which provides:

A city that elects its council members by wards may not redistrict those wards before
the legislature has been redistricted in a year ending in one or two. The wards must
be redistricted within 60 days after the legislature has been redistricted or at least 19
weeks before the state primary election in the year ending in two, whichever is first.

Emphasis added. Also, Minnesota Statute §202A.14 provides:

At 7:30 p.m. on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in March in every state
general election year there shall be held for every election precinct a party caucus in
the manner provided in sections 202A.14 to 202A.19. . . .

Minnesota Statutes §202B.14 provides:
Subd. 1. Boundaries. The governing body of each municipality shall establish the

election precincts in the municipality. The governing body of a county shall
establish the boundaries of precincts in unorganized territory in the county.

~ Emphasis added.

Based én the above citations, Minnesota municipalities and counties are solely responsible
for drawing the election precincts which serve as the boundaries for partisan precinct caucuses.
Under Minnesota law, these precinct caucuses shall be held the first Tuesday after the first Monday
in March. However, Minnesota municipalities and counties cannot redistrict prec.iricts, wards or

commissioner districts until the congressional and legislative redistricting plans are adopted. See

'On August 16, 2001, Intervenor-Plaintiffs Cotlow, et. al., through counsel Alan
Weinblatt, filed a Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Scheduling Order, which
Memorandum recognized the urgency of prompt judicial action and proposed alternate
scheduling deadlines substantially similar to those suggested in Plaintiffs’ Motion. Defendant
Doug Gruber has to date filed no response to Plaintiffs' motion.



Minn. Stat. §204B.135. This statute implicitly codifies the Legislature’s recognition that this local
redistricting process takes at least 60 days. Because the “ﬁ}'st Tuesday z;ﬁqr the first Monday in
March” in 2002 will be March 5, 2002, a more realistic deadline to allow mum'ciPalities and counties
to finish the redistricting of preciﬁéts and other districts is January 4, 2002, sixty days prior to March
5,2002. |

Adoption of a legislative redistricting plan sufficiently in advance of the precinct caucuses is
vitally important to Minnesota voters. The precinct caucuses select the delegates who will endorse,
at subsequenf committees, each political party’s candidates for the Minnesota Legislature and Um'téd :
States . Congress. | Incumbent Vlégislators, prospective candidates, local political party leaders,
prospective precinct caucus attendees, and the overall electoral process in Minnesota will be
disrupted if these boundaries are not known at the time precinct caucuses must be held. See
Affidavits of Susan M. Zachman, Victor L. M. Gomez, Diana V. Bratlie, Gregory G. Edeen, and
Brian J. LeClair. |

Past practice indiéates that March 19, 2002 is too late for cities and counties to complete
their redistricting work in time to adequately prepare for caucuses and elections. Early January is the
latest a plan should be released. A newspaper article describing the 1991 redistricting process is
instructive as to the urgency that plans be adopted by early January of next year. A February 1,
1991 St. Paul Pioneer Press article on page B1, “Carlson Seeking Fast, Fair Way to Redistrict,
Avoid Court Fight,” reported:

The prospect of a court-ordered redistricting plan is already looming on the horizon.

.. . Lawmakers aren’t even considering passing a redistricting plan during this

session. ... That has prompted great concern among local-officials and groups such

as Common Cause, who say that delaying redistricting until 1992 will not leave local

governments enough time to accomplish tasks ranging from drawing of precinct lines
to updating voter lists. ..







