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Mary Kiffmeyer
MINNESOTA SECRETARY OF STATE
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October 17, 2001

HONORABLE EDWARD TOUISSANT JR
CHTEF JUDGE
MINNESOTA COURT OF APPEALS
305 MINNESOTA JUDICIAL CENTER
25 CONSTITUTION AVENUE
ST PAUL MN 55155-6102

Re:  Susan M. Zachman, et al. v. Mary Kiffimeyer, Secretary of State, et al.
No. C0-01-160

Dear Judge Toussaint;

T am submitting the enclosed affidavit to communicate to the court the policy position of
the Minnesota Office of Secretary of State, ' '

Attorney General Mike Hatch has informed me that he has the sole authority to represent
the legal interest of the State of Minnesota. I have also been informed by the Office of the
Attorney General of the legal theory regarding the primacy of the legislature.

I'believe it is important to communicate on behalf of the citizens and candidates of this
state the disruptive impact of a redistricting order issued after the statutory date of the
precinct caucuses, As a private citizen, T witnessed this disruption in 1982 and in 1992.
To delay is fundamentally unfair to citizens who rely on a timely and orderty election
process when exercising their rights. a

As Secretary of State, 1 believe it is my responsibility to convey 1o you the importance of
the issuance of a timely order. I have stated this position consistently in the past, both to
the Office of the Attorney General and in public publications.

Itrust that you will take this information into consideration in the issuance of'the 2002
redistricting order,

Sincerely, //
Mary Kiffineyer W
Secretary of State

Enclosure

cc: Alan 1. Gilbert  Marianne Short  Tom Kelly  John French Alan Weinblat:
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STATLE OF MINNESOTA
SPECIAL REDISTRICTING YANEL

C0-01-160

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 or: bebalf of all citizens and
voting residents of Minnesota similarly
situated,

Plaintif¥s,

and
Patricia Cotlow, Thomas L. Weisbecker,
Theresa Silka, Geri Boice, William English,
Benjamin Gross, Thomas R. Dietz and John
Raplinger, individually and on behalf of all
citizens and voting residents of Minnesota
similarly situated,

Applicants for Intervention,
and

Jesse Ventura,

Applicant for Intervention,

and

Roger D. Moe, Thomas W. Pugh, Betty
MeCollum, Martin Olav Sabo, Bill Luother,
Collin C. Pcterson and James L. Oberstar,

Applicants for Intcrventic;n,
vs.

Mary Kiffmeyer, Secretary of State of
Minnesota, and Doug Gruber, Wright County
Auditor, individually and on behalf of all
Minnesota county chiel election officers,

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT OF
MARY KIFFMEYER, DEFENDANT



STATE OF MTNNESO'I‘A )

) 88

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN )

MARY KTFFMEYBR states and af[‘mxs under penalty of perjury as

follows:

1.

2.

W

I am the duly elected Secretary of State for the State of Minnesota.

I am the state’s chief election official pursuant Lo the Minnesota Constitution
Article VII Subd. 8. which provides *“The returns of every election for
officeholder elected statewide shall be made to the secretary of state... who shall
call...a board of canvassers to canvass the returns and declare the result. within
three days after the canvass.”

Based on information and belief the Minnesota Attorney General stated in
documents filed pursnant to a request for an Emergency Executive Order that:

a. . .the Executive Branch is composed of five duly clected constitutional
Officers as specificd in article V of the Constitution of Minnesota.”

b. “These Officers include the Secretary of State, who has authority to
regulate the conduct of election...”

c. “The Secretary of State has responsibility to protect liberty by

administration of the election laws."”

I am responsible for the orderly implementation of the redistricting plan pursuant
ta Mimm. Stat. 2.91 (2002) and Minn. Stat, 201B.146 (2000).

[ participated as a citizen in the redistricting process set out by the 1982-
redistricting plan and the 1992-redistricting plan, which based on information and
belief were implemented after the precinct caucus statutory date and which I
observed resulted in confusion and disruption to citizens, candidates and polmc.al
parties.

Ii is my constitutional responsibility as Secretary of State to implement the
redistricting process in a manner, which is fair to all citizens and all candidates.

Municipal, county and local government units are responsible pursuant to
information received from the Secretary of State for setiing precinct and ward
boundaries to allow for the orderly conduct of precinct caucus pursuant to Minn,
Stat. 202A.14 (2000), (first Tuesday in March).

Based on information and belief it is my position that a March 19, 2001
redistricting court order will not set precinct boundaries in time to enable citizens
to be accurately informed on the correct precincts to atend or for candidates o
begin campaign activities in the proper districts.
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