
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA

ATLANTA DIVISION

JOSE MORALES, on behalf of
himself and those similarly situated,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR
THE ADVANCEMENT OF
COLORED PEOPLE, GEORGIA
ASSOCIATION OF LATINO
ELECTED OFFICIALS, and THE
CENTER FOR PAN ASIAN
COMMUNITY SERVICES,

     Plaintiffs, 

 CIVIL CASE NO.
 1:08-CV-3172

          v.

KAREN HANDEL, in her official
capacity as Georgia Secretary of
State,

     Defendant.

SCHEDULING ORDER

 Pending before the Court are Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss or in the

Alternative Motion for Summary Judgment [# 88] and Plaintiffs’ Motion for

Summary Judgment and Permanent Injunctive Relief [# 89].  Upon a review

of the parties’ briefs and the docket in this case, the Court DIRECTS the

parties to appear for a hearing before the three judge panel on Monday, May

24, 2010, at 2:00 p.m. at the United States Courthouse, 75 Spring Street,

Atlanta, Georgia, Courtroom 2306.  The Court also DIRECTS the United

States, which is appearing as Amicus Curiae, to attend the hearing.  In
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addition, the Court DIRECTS the parties to file supplemental briefs with the

Court by Monday, May 10, 2010, addressing the following:

(1) The current status of the State’s request for Section 5

preclearance of its citizenship verification program for voter

registrants, which is the subject of this lawsuit.  This question

includes the status of any revised procedures submitted to the

Department of Justice (“DOJ”).  

(2) Do the State and DOJ remain in discussion regarding the State’s

citizenship verification program?  If not, has the State filed suit

or does it intend to file suit and seek judicial review in the United

States District Court for the District of Columbia?

(3) What is the effect, if any, upon this case of the State’s enactment

of Senate Bill 86, Act 143 (2009) and the adoption of related

administrative rules, which require proof of citizenship for voter

registration? 

(4) Provide a timeline showing all upcoming election dates in Georgia

during 2010 that an injunction in this case will impact. 

(5) If the three judge panel enters final judgment and a permanent

injunction in this case, what are the appropriate terms of such an

injunction?  What objections does any party have to the proposed
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permanent injunction requested by Plaintiffs?

(6) If the three judge panel denies both parties’ Motions for Summary

Judgment, should the existing preliminary injunction remain in

effect?  If not, how should the three judge panel modify the

preliminary injunction?

(7) Plaintiffs also raise claims under Section 8 of the National Voter

Registration Act and Section 303 of the Help America Vote Act,

which are outside the jurisdiction of the three judge panel.  

Should the Court resolve these claims prior to resolution of the

Section 5 claim that is before the three judge panel? 

SO ORDERED, this     30th        day of April, 2010.

________________                                   
JACK T. CAMP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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