
























































Proclamation of Redistricting are constitutional—shares questions of law and fact with the claims
asserted in this action.

Moreover, granting intervention would assist in the disposition of this litigation because of
the Intervenors’ unique expertise and ability to present evidence regarding application of the
constitutional redistricting factors to several of the districts challenged here.>* The Intervenors
intend to present evidence that will complement the evidence presented by the Board, and they
will coordinate with the Board to avoid any duplication. Only intervention can achieve this benefit;
because the Intervenors intend to present evidence to the court (as is specifically permitted in
redistricting litigation®), their ability to protect their interests and assist the litigation in this
manner would not be equally served through amicus participation. This Court should accordingly
permit the Intervenors to intervene in this matter under Rule 24(b) even if it does not grant
intervention as a matter of right.

CCGNCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the dritervenors have shown that intervention is proper under
Civil Rule 24(a), and the Court shiculd grant intervention as a matter of right. In the alternative,
permissive intervention is proper and would be beneficial in this litigation, and the Court should
grant intervention under Rule 24(b).
DATED this 10th day of December, 2021, at Anchorage, Alaska.
DOYON, LIMITED
Allen Todd

General Counsel
Alaska Bar. No. 9811082

* See supra Section 1.D.
% Alaska R. Civ. P. 90.8(d).
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TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE
Pollack Simon Jr.
Chief/Chairman

AHTNA, INCORPORATED
Nicholas Ostravsky
General Counsel
Alaska Bar No. 1401004

FAIRBANKS NATIVE ASSOCIATION
Steve Ginnis
Executive Director

SEALASKA
Jaeleen J. Kookesh
VP, Policy-Legal Affairs & Corporate
Secretary
Alaska Bar No. 9811080

SONOSKY, CHAMEERS, SACHSE
MILLER & MONKMAN, LLP

By:_ /s/ Nathaniel Amdur-Clark
Nathaniel Amdur-Clark
Alaska Bar No. 1411111
Whitney A. Leonard
Alaska Bar No. 1711064

Certificate of' Service
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/s/ Karin Gustafson
Karin Gustafson
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IN THE STPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICTAL DISTRICT AT ANCRORAGE

AT FAI 907 486 2B2D) LAW S0V AFF/LPGIS @oas

IN RE 2001 REDISTRICTING CASES,
Plaintiffs,
Y.
Coneolidared Case No. 3AN-01-8514 Civil
ALASKA REDISTRICTING BOARD, IKBO1-0316 C1  3AN-D1-2996 CI
eal, 4BA-01-1592 CI  3AN-01-8508 CI
4FA-OL-I608 CI  3AN-01-9026 C1
IVAD10040 C1  3AN-D1-8995 O1
Defendants
ORDFR ALLOWING INTERVENTION

Thinmmhumefuﬂymnald:ndlhemnﬁnnwpmithnmmﬁmhywalm
Sobeloff, Sr., Robia Renfroe, Richand Glenn, Steve Ginnis, Walter Jolmson, Dewcy Skan,
Teresa Nesom, Gail Schoberr, Kipyon, Limited, and Tanana Chisfs Conference, Inc., 2ad the
Pparties’ respanses to the oeoton. The court finds that the movants have met the stendards for
intervention a5 of rig pursuamt fo Aluki Civil Procedure Rule 24(s) and for permissive
intervention pursuant to Alaska Civil Procedurs Rule 24(b). Therefore, the motion to

intervene is GRANTED.
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O rber
DATED thiy  day of Scpmmber, 2001

Maic G

Maork Rimdner
Alaskn Superior Court Judge

e ¢ 200/ Radimricring v, Redsiriciing Board
Consolitsed Casc No. TAN-01-E534 Civil
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Nathaniel Amdur-Clark

Nathaniel@sonosky.net

Whitney A. Leonard

Whitney@sonosky.net

Sonosky, Chambers, Sachse,
Miller & Monkman

725 East Fireweed Lane, Suite 420

Anchorage, Alaska 99503

Telephone: (907) 258-6377

Facsimile: (907) 272-8332

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT PALMER

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH
and MICHAEL BROWN, individually,

Plaintiffs,
V.
ALASKA REDISTRICTING BOARD,
Defendant,
DOYON, LIMITED; TANANA CHIEFS
CONFERENCE; FAIRBANKS NATIVE
ASSOCIATION; AHTNA, INC,;
SEALASKA; DONALD CHARLIE, JR.;
RHONDA PITKA; CHERISE BEATUS;
AND GORDON CARLSON,

Intervenor-Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 3PA-21-02397CI

[PROPOSED] ORDER ALLOWING INTERVENTION

Doyon, Limited; Tanana Chiefs Conference; Fairbanks Native Association; Ahtna, Inc.;

Sealaska; Donald Charlie, Jr.; Rhonda Pitka; Cherise Beatus; and Gordon Carlson (collectively,

“Intervenors”), having moved to intervene and the Court being fully informed in the premises, it

[Proposed] Order Allowing Intervention
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is hereby ORDERED that Intervenors’ motion to intervene pursuant to Alaska Rule of Civil
Procedure 24(a) is GRANTED.

DATED this day of , at Palmer, Alaska.

Kristen C. Stohler
Judge of the Superior Court

Certificate of Service

I certify that on December 10, 2021, a copy of the
foregoing document was served via email on:

Stacey C. Stone — sstone@hwb-law.com

and courtesy copy to:

Matthew Singer — msinger@schwabe.com

/s/ Karin Gustafson
Karin Gustafson
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