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KRISTIN K. MAYES 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Hayleigh S. Crawford (No. 032326) 
Joshua M. Whitaker (No. 032724) 
Robert J. Makar (No. 033579) 
 Assistant Attorneys General 
2005 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Telephone:  (602) 542-5200 
Email:  Hayleigh.Crawford@azag.gov 
Email:  Joshua.Whitaker@azag.gov 
Email:  Robert.Makar@azag.gov  
 
FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C. 
Douglas C. Northup (No. 013987) 
Timothy J. Berg (No. 004170) 
Emily Ward (No. 029963) 
2394 E. Camelback Road, Suite 600 
Phoenix, Arizona  85016 
Telephone:  (602) 916-5000 
Email:  dnorthup@fennemorelaw.com  
Email:  tberg@fennemorelaw.com  
Email:  eward@fennemorelaw.com  

Attorneys for Defendants 
Attorney General Kristin K. Mayes and 
State of Arizona 
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

Mi Familia Vota, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

Adrian Fontes, et al., 

Defendants. 

No. CV-22-00509-PHX-SRB (Lead) 

JOINT MOTION FOR REVISED 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT BRIEFING 
SCHEDULE AND PAGE LIMIT 
EXTENSION 

(Before the Hon. Susan R. Bolton) 

AND CONSOLIDATED CASES. No. CV-22-00519-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01003-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01124-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01369-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01381-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01602-PHX-SRB 
No. CV-22-01901-PHX-SRB 
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Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b)(4), the parties jointly ask the Court to revise the 

summary judgment briefing schedule in the case management order (Doc. 338, ¶ 7(a)). 

The Court decided to allow summary judgment motions while discovery is 

underway, so that issues of law may be considered and decided at a relatively early stage.  

The parties do not seek to alter this approach.  However, the parties have discussed their 

plans for summary judgment briefing and propose that a revised schedule would result in 

a clearer presentation to the Court. 

Here is the current summary judgment briefing schedule: 

 May 1:  Deadline to file dispositive motions. 

 June 1:  Deadline to file responses. 

 July 1:  Deadline to file replies. 

(Doc. 338, ¶ 7(a).)  Under this schedule, parties on each side would file simultaneous cross-

motions for partial summary judgment (and simultaneous responses and replies).  This 

process is likely to result in a large number of briefs, some of which may talk past each 

other because parties on each side will not know exactly what the other side plans to say. 

In contrast, the following proposed revised schedule would result in fewer briefs, a 

clearer presentation because parties on each side will know where the other side stands, 

and an organized, non-duplicative, sequential structure helping frame for the Court the 

issues to be addressed by at least three defendants and eight plaintiffs currently planning 

to file or join motions for summary judgment: 

 May 8:  Deadline for the State and Attorney General to file a dispositive motion. 

 May 15:  Deadline for any other defendant, including Intervenor Defendant 

Republican National Committee (the “RNC”), to file separate dispositive motions.1 

 
1 At the motion to dismiss stage, the RNC simply joined the motion to dismiss filed 

by the State and Attorney General.  (Doc. 179.)  But the State and Attorney General’s views 
have developed since then and now differ somewhat from the RNC’s views.  Allowing the 
State and Attorney General to file a summary judgment motion and then allowing the RNC 
to file its own motion, which would be generally limited to arguments not already made by 
the State and Attorney General, would clarify positions and reduce duplication. 
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 June 5:  Deadline for any plaintiff to file a dispositive motion and to respond to 

defendants’ dispositive motions.  Any plaintiff that seeks to both move and respond 

must do so in one combined brief, not two.  The seven non-US plaintiffs’ groups may 

file a combined motion and response of up to 45 pages long.2 

 July 5:  Deadline for any defendant to file replies in support of their dispositive 

motions and to respond to plaintiffs’ dispositive motions.  Any defendant that seeks to 

both reply and respond must do so in one combined brief, not two. 

 July 19:  Deadline for any plaintiff to file replies in support of their dispositive 

motions. 

A proposed order is being lodged herewith. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 21st day of April, 2023. 

 
 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)  

ELIAS LAW GROUP LLC 
Marc E. Elias 
Elisabeth C. Frost 
Christopher D. Dodge 
Mollie DiBrell 
Alexander F. Atkins 
Daniela Lorenzo 
 
 

 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (with permission)  

CAMPAIGN LEGAL CENTER 
Danielle Lang 
Jonathan Diaz 
Molly Danahy 
Hayden Johnson 
 
BARTON MENDEZ SOTO  
James E. Barton, II 
 

 
In addition, Speaker of the House Ben Toma and Senate President Warren Petersen 

recently moved to intervene as defendants.  (Doc. 348.)  Although their motion is not fully 
briefed, their counsel does not object to the proposed modified schedule.  If their motion 
to intervene is granted, to the extent that Speaker Toma and President Petersen file a 
separate motion, they will do so on the same schedule as the RNC and generally intend to 
be similarly limited to arguments not already made by the State and Attorney General. 

2 Although there are eight groups of plaintiffs, counsel for plaintiffs have 
collaborated and currently plan to file only two briefs on June 5: (i) a combined motion 
and response by the United States, and (ii) a combined motion and response by the seven 
non-US plaintiffs’ groups, which the parties jointly ask the Court to order may be up to 45 
pages (just over 6 pages per each non-US plaintiffs’ case).  Counsel for all parties plan to 
work together in good faith to resolve other page limit issues for any brief (or Separate 
Statement of Facts, as may be required by LRCiv 56.1 and the Court’s March 24, 2023 
case management order, Doc. 338) and promptly seek court approval for any other page 
limit modifications. 
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HERRERA ARELLANO LLP 
Roy Herrera 
Daniel A. Arellano 
Jillian L. Andrews 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Mi Familia Vota 

 

MAYER BROWN LLP 
Daniel T. Fenske 
Gary A. Issac 
Jed W. Glickstein 
Lee H. Rubin 
Rachel J. Lamorte 
William J. McElhaney, III 
 
Attorneys for LUCHA Plaintiffs 

 
 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)  

ARIZONA CENTER FOR LAW IN 
THE PUBLIC INTEREST  
Daniel J. Adelman 
 
FAIR ELECTIONS CENTER 
Jon Sherman 
Michelle Kanter Cohen 
Cecilia Aguilera 
 
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE 
SCHOLER LLP 
Steven L. Mayer 
Leah R. Novak 
John A. Freedman 
Jeremy Karpatkin 
Erica McCabe 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Poder Latinx, 
Chicanos Por La Causa, and Chicanos 
Por La Causa Action Fund 
 

 
By: s/ Richard Dellheim (with permission)                                   

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE, VOTING SECTION 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
T. Christian Herren, Jr. 
Richard A. Dellheim 
Emily R. Brailey 
Jennifer Yun 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff United States of 
America 

 

 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)  

PAPETTI SAMUELS WEISS 
MCKIRGAN LLP 
Bruce Samuels 
Jennifer Lee-Cota 
 
WILMER CUTLER PICKERING 
HALE AND DORR LLP 
Seth P. Waxman 
Daniel Volchok 

 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)   

LATHAM & WATKINS 
Sadik Huseny 
Amit Makker 
 
ASIAN AMERICANS 
ADVANCING JUSTICE  
Niyati Shah 
Terry Ao Minnis 
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Christopher E. Babbitt 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Democratic 
National Committee; Arizona 
Democratic Party 

 

SPENCER FANE  
Andrew M. Federhar 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Arizona Asian 
American Native Hawaiian and 
Pacific Islander for Equity Coalition 
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By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)   

MEXICAN AMERICAN LEGAL 
DEFENSE AND EDUCATIONAL 
FUND  
Ernest Herrera 
Luis L. Lozada 
 
ORTEGA LAW FIRM  
Daniel R. Ortega Jr. 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Promise 
Arizona; and Southwest Voter 
Registration Education Project 

 

 
By: s/ Danielle Lang (as representative)   

OSBORN MALEDON, P.A. 
David B. Rosenbaum 
Joshua J. Messer 
 
GILA RIVER INDIAN 
COMMUNITY* 
Thomas L. Murphy 
Javier G. Ramos 
*Representing Gila River Indian 
Community Only 
 
NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS 
FUND 
Allison A. Neswood 
Michael S. Carter 
Matthew Campbell 
Jacqueline D. DeLeon 
Samantha B. Kelty 
 
LAWYERS’ COMMITTEE 
FOR CIVIL RIGHTS UNDER 
LAW 
Ezra Rosenberg 
Jim Tucker 
Ryan Snow 
 
TOHONO O’ODHAM 
NATION* 
Howard M. Shanker 
Marissa L. Sites 
Harrison W. Rice 
*Representing Tohono O’odham 
Nation Only 
 
Attorneys for Tohono O’odham Nation 
Plaintiffs 
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By: s/ Shayna Stuart (with permission)  

SHERMAN & HOWARD LLC 
Craig A. Morgan 
Shayna Stuart 
Jake Rapp 
 
Attorneys for Defendant Arizona 
Secretary of State Adrian Fontes 

 

 
By: s/ Emily Ward     

KRISTIN K. MAYES ATTORNEY 
GENERAL  
Hayleigh S. Crawford  
Joshua M. Whitaker  
Robert J. Makar 
 
FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C. 
Douglas C. Northup 
Timothy J. Berg 
Emily Ward 
 
Attorneys for Defendants State of 
Arizona and Attorney General Kristin 
K. Mayes 

 
  
By: s/ Thomas Basile (with permission)  

CONSOVOY MCCARTHY PLLC 
Tyler Green 
Cameron T. Norris 
James P. McGlone 
 
STATECRAFT PLLC 
Kory Langhofer  
Thomas Basile 
 
Attorneys for Intervenor-Defendant 
Republican National Committee 

 

 

  
  
  
  

  
  

 
 
29139773  
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