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OSBORN MALEDON, P.A.
2929 North Central Avenue
21st Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2793
Telephone:  (602) 640-9000

David B. Rosenbaum (009819)
drosenbaum@omlaw.com
Thomas L. Hudson (014485)
thudson@omlaw.com
Sara S. Greene (022706)
sgreene@omlaw.com

STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP
Collier Center
201 East Washington Street 
Suite 1600
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2382
Telephone: (602) 257-5200
Facsimile:  (602) 257-5299

David J. Bodney (006065)
dbodney@steptoe.com
Karen J. Hartman-Tellez (021121)
khartman@steptoe.com

Attorneys for The Inter Tribal Council
of Arizona, Inc., et al. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Maria M. Gonzalez, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

State of Arizona, et al.,

Defendants.

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

No. CV06-01268-PHX-ROS (Lead)
       CV06-01362-PHX-ROS (Cons)
       CV06-01575-PHX-ROS (Cons)

DECLARATION OF 
KAREN J. HARTMAN-TELLEZ

I, Karen J. Hartman-Tellez, declare:

1. I am an attorney associated with Steptoe & Johnson LLP, counsel 

for plaintiffs the Inter Tribal Council of Arizona, Inc., the Hopi Tribe, Arizona 
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Advocacy Network, the League of Women Voters of Arizona, People for the American 

Way Foundation, the League of United Latin American Citizens and Rep. Steve 

Gallardo (collectively, the “ITCA Plaintiffs”).  I am a member in good standing of the 

State Bar of Arizona, and am admitted to practice in the United States Federal Court for 

the District of Arizona.  Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(e) and (f), I make this 

Declaration in support of the ITCA Plaintiffs’ Response in Opposition to Defendants’ 

Motions for Partial Summary Judgment.  I have personal knowledge of the facts stated 

herein and, if called upon, could and would testify competently thereto.

2. The ITCA Plaintiffs cannot present by affidavit information 

concerning the number of eligible individuals who wish to register to vote but lack 

“satisfactory evidence of citizenship” to do so, nor can they present by affidavit 

information concerning the number of voters that do not have adequate forms of 

identification to cast a regular ballot at a polling place on election day (“Polling ID”).  

To obtain such information, the ITCA Plaintiffs have propounded Requests for 

Production and Interrogatories to the County Defendants.  Those discovery requests 

seek, inter alia, the following:

a. the total number of voter registration forms submitted since 

January 24, 2005;

b. the number and identity of individuals who were not added 

to the list of registered voters due to the application form’s failure to contain satisfactory 

evidence of citizenship as required by Proposition 200;

c. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number of registered voters who voted by mail; 

d. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number of registered voters who cast a regular ballot at a polling place;

e. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number and identity of each registered voters who was not permitted to cast a regular 
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ballot at a polling place due to failure to provide identification required by A.R.S. § 16-

579;

f. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number and identity of each registered voter who cast a conditional provisional ballot 

due to failure to provide identification required by A.R.S. § 16-579;

g. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number and identity of each registered voter who cast a conditional provisional ballot 

and subsequently provided satisfactory identification to the county recorder’s office; and

h. for each election from September 2005 to present, the 

number and identity of each registered voter who cast a conditional provisional ballot 

that was not counted due to failure to provide identification required by A.R.S. § 16-

579.

Some of the defendants have served their responses to the foregoing 

discovery requests, but as of July 12, 2007, the ITCA Plaintiffs have not received 

complete responses from more than two-thirds of the defendant counties.

3. The ITCA Plaintiffs intend to take further discovery, by 

interrogatories or depositions, concerning the availability of early voting.  In particular, 

the ITCA Plaintiffs shall seek information concerning:

a. the number and location of in-person early voting sites;

b. the availability of language assistance to early voters; and

c. the number and percentage of voters who reside on Indian 

Reservations who vote by mail.

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the ITCA 

Plaintiffs’ Second Set of Non-Uniform Interrogatories to County Defendants and a true 

and correct copy of the ITCA Plaintiffs’ Second Set of Requests for Production of 

Documents to County Defendants.  The ITCA Plaintiffs served identical discovery 

requests on the Coconino County and Navajo County Defendants.
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5. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the 

Report of R. Anthony Sissons (previously admitted as Exhibit 21 at the hearing on 

Plaintiffs’ Motions for Preliminary Injunction).

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of a July 27, 

2006 letter from William A. Richards, counsel to the State of Arizona and the Arizona 

Secretary of State (the “State Defendants”) to ITCA Plaintiffs’ counsel Dave 

Rosenbaum (previously admitted as Exhibit 52).

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of an 

August 3, 2006 letter from Stacey K. Stanton, Director of the Arizona Department of 

Transportation, Motor Vehicle Division, to Bill Richards (previously admitted as 

Exhibit 59).

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of a printout 

from the Service Arizona website, “About:  Duplicate Driver License or ID Card 

Online,” https://servicearizona.ihost.com/dupinfo.html (previously admitted as Ex. 37).

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of an August 

1, 2006 email from Colleen Connor, counsel for the 13 County Defendants, to Sara 

Greene, counsel for the ITCA Plaintiffs (previously admitted as Ex. 18).

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of an 

August 2, 2006 letter from Derek D. Rapier, Greenlee County Attorney, to ITCA 

Plaintiffs’ counsel Sara S. Greene (previously admitted as Ex. 20)

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of the 

Arizona Secretary of State’s Procedure for Proof of Identification at the Polls 

(previously admitted as Ex. 3).

12. Attached hereto as Exhibit I is a true and correct copy of Maricopa 

County’s Answers to ITCA Plaintiff’s Second Set of Interrogatories, received by the 

ITCA Plaintiffs on July 9, 2007.

13. On July 10, 2007, I received a Notice of Service of Production of 

Documents by County Defendants Owens and Hansen (Coconino County).  The Notice 
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enclosed rejected voter registration forms and charts for each month beginning July 

2006 and listing the number of voter registration forms rejected due to lack of 

citizenship proof.  The rejected registration forms bear handwritten notations concerning 

whether the applicant later presented satisfactory evidence of citizenship.  I reviewed 

each rejected registration form and counted 201 forms that did not note the applicant had 

successfully registered.  Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a true and correct copy of 

Coconino County’s charts listing the number of rejected registration forms.

14. Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a true and correct copy of Yavapai 

County’s Responses to ITCA Plaintiff’s Second Set of Non-Uniform Interrogatories, 

received by the ITCA Plaintiffs on July 9, 2007.

15. Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a true and correct copy of an 

excerpt of Graham County’s Responses to ITCA Plaintiff’s Second Set of Non-Uniform 

Interrogatories, received by the ITCA Plaintiffs on July 9, 2007.

16. Attached hereto as Exhibit M is a true and correct copy of Greenlee 

County’s Responses to ITCA Plaintiff’s Second Set of Non-Uniform Interrogatories, 

received by the ITCA Plaintiffs on July 9, 2007.

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit N is a true and correct copy of the 

Arizona Department of Economic Security July 1, 2004 population estimate, available at 

http://www.workforce.az.gov/admin/uplaoadedPublications/2310_2006AZestimates.pdf 

and a true and correct copy of the Arizona Department of Economic Security July 1, 

2006 population estimate, available at 

www.workforce.az.gov/admin/uplaoadedPublications/1944_EEC-04.pdf.

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit O is a true and correct copy of the 

January 1, 2005 State of Arizona Registration Report, available at 

http://www.azsos.gov/election/voterreg/2005-01-01.pdf, and a true and correct copy of 

the April 1, 2007 State of Arizona Registration Report, available at 

http://www.azsos.gov/election/voterreg/2007-05-01.pdf.












































































































































































































