
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 

SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE 
AFRICAN METHODIST 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., 

Plaintiffs,

v. 

BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State 
of Georgia, in his official capacity, et 
al., 

Defendants,

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COM-
MITTEE; NATIONAL REPUBLICAN 
SENATORIAL COMMITTEE; NA-
TIONAL REPUBLICAN CONGRES-
SIONAL COMMITTEE; and GEOR-
GIA REPUBLICAN PARTY, INC., 

Proposed Intervenor-Defendants.

No. 1:21-cv-1284-JPB 

MOTION TO INTERVENE
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The Republican National Committee, National Republican Senatorial 

Committee, National Republican Congressional Committee, and Georgia Re-

publican Party, Inc. (“Movants”) respectfully move to intervene as defendants 

in this case. As explained in the accompanying memorandum, Movants satisfy 

the requirements for intervention of right under Rule 24(a)(2) and permissive 

intervention under Rule 24(b). Plaintiffs oppose intervention. Defendants take 

no position. 

This 12th day of April, 2021. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ William Bradley Carver, Sr.   

Tyler R. Green (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
Cameron T. Norris (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
CONSOVOY MCCARTHY PLLC 
1600 Wilson Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Arlington, VA 22209 
(703) 243-9423 

John E. Hall, Jr. 
Georgia Bar No. 319090 
William Bradley Carver, Sr. 
Georgia Bar No. 115529 
W. Dowdy White 
Georgia Bar No. 320879 
HALL BOOTH SMITH, P.C. 
191 Peachtree Street NE 
Suite 2900 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
(404) 954-6967 
bcarver@hallboothsmith.com 

Counsel for Proposed Intervenor-Defendants
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This Court should grant the motion to intervene and allow Movants—

the Republican National Committee, National Republican Senatorial Commit-

tee, National Republican Congressional Committee, and Georgia Republican 

Party, Inc.—to be defendants in this case. As the Democratic Party recently 

observed, “political parties usually have good cause to intervene in disputes 

over election rules.” Issa v. Newsom, Doc. 23 at 2, No. 2:20-cv-1044 (E.D. Cal. 

June 8, 2020). That is why, in recent litigation over the election rules for 2020 

and 2021, the Democratic and Republican parties were virtually always 

granted intervention.* Just a few months ago, Judge Jones let the Republican 

* See, e.g., Alliance for Retired American’s v. Dunlap, No. CV-20-95 (Me. 
Super. Ct. Aug. 21, 2020) (granting intervention to the RNC, NRSC, and Re-
publican Party of Maine); Mi Familia Vota v. Hobbs, Doc. 25, No. 2:20-cv-1903 
(D. Ariz. June 26, 2020) (granting intervention to the RNC and NRSC); Ariz. 
Democratic Party v. Hobbs, Doc. 60, No. 2:20-cv-1143-DLR (D. Ariz. June 26, 
2020) (granting intervention to the RNC and Arizona Republican Party); Swen-
son v. Bostelmann, Doc. 38, No. 20-cv-459-wmc (W.D. Wis. June 23, 2020) 
(granting intervention to the RNC and Republican Party of Wisconsin); Ed-
wards v. Vos
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Party intervene in another similar case. See Black Voters Matter Fund v. 

Raffensperger, Doc. 42, No. 1:20-cv-4869 (N.D. Ga. Dec. 9, 2020). This Court 

should do the same for two independent reasons. 

First, Movants satisfy the criteria for intervention as of right under Rule 

24(a)(2). Their motion is timely; Plaintiffs’ complaint was just filed, this litiga-

tion has yet to begin in earnest, and no party will possibly be prejudiced. Mo-

vants also have a clear interest in protecting their candidates, voters, and re-

sources from Plaintiffs’ attempt to invalidate Georgia’s duly-enacted election 

rules. Finally, no other party adequately represents Movants’ interests. De-

fendants do not share Movants’ distinct interests in conserving their resources 

and helping Republican candidates and voters. 

Second
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ARGUMENT 

I. Movants are entitled to intervene as of right. 

Rule 24 is “liberally construed with all doubts resolved in favor of the 

proposed intervenor.” S.D. ex rel. Barnett v. U.S. Dep’t of Interior, 317 F.3d 783, 

785 (8th Cir. 2003). Under Rule 24(a)(2), this Court must grant intervention 

as of right if four things are true: the motion is timely; movants have a legally 

protected interest in this action; this action may impair or impede that inter-

est; and no existing party adequately represents Movants’ interests. See Chiles 

v. Thornburgh, 865 F.2d 1197, 1213 (11th Cir. 1989). All four are true here. 

A. The motion is timely. 

This Court considers four factors in determining the timeliness of a mo-

tion to intervene: the delay after the movant knew its interest in the case; any 

prejudice to the existing parties from that delay; prejudice to the movant from 

denying intervention; and any unusual circumstances. Id. These factors all fa-

vor Movants. 

Movants filed this motion early—mere “days after Plaintiffs filed the 

lawsuit.” Black Voters Matter, Doc. 42 at 6, No. 1:20-cv-4869 (N.D. Ga.). Mo-

vants hardly could have moved faster than they did. Much later intervention 

motions have been declared timely. See e.g., North Dakota v. Heydinger, 288 

F.R.D. 423, 429 (D. Minn. 2012) (motion filed one year after answer); Idaho 

Farm Bureau Fed’n v. Babbitt, 58 F.3d 1392, 1397 (9th Cir. 1995) (motion filed 

four months after complaint);
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Inc., 2015 WL 3962007, at *2 (N.D. Ill. June 25, 2015) (motions filed 4-6 weeks 

after complaint).

Nor will Movants’ intervention prejudice the parties. This litigation has 

not yet begun in earnest. Movants will comply with all deadlines that govern 

the parties, will work to prevent duplicative briefing, and will coordinate with 

the parties on discovery. If Movants are not allowed to intervene, however, 

their interests could be irreparably harmed by an order overriding Georgia’s 

election rules and undermining the integrity of Georgia’s elections. Their mo-

tion is timely. 

B. Movants have protected interests in this action. 

Movants also have “‘direct, substantial, legally protectible interest[s] in 

the proceeding’” because they are Republican Party organizations that repre-

sent candidates and voters. Chiles, 865 F.2d at 1213-14. Movants have direct 

and significant interests in ensuring that the State’s election procedures are 

fair and reliable. Laws like the one challenged here are designed to serve “the 

integrity of [the] election process,” Eu v. San Fran. Cty. Democratic Cent. 

Comm., 489 U.S. 214, 231 (1989), and the “orderly administration” of elections, 

Crawford v. Marion Cty. Election Bd., 553 U.S. 181, 196 (2008) (op. of Stevens, 

J.). As Judge Jones found, Movants have “a specific interest” in “promoting 

their chosen candidates and protecting the integrity of Georgia’s elections.” 

Black Voters Matter, Doc. 42 at 5, No. 1:20-cv-4869 (N.D. Ga.).  

Indeed, federal courts “routinely” find that political parties have inter-

ests supporting intervention in litigation regarding election rules. Issa, 2020 
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WL 3074351, at *3; see, e.g., Siegel v. LePore, 234 F.3d 1163, 1169 n.1 (11th 

Cir. 2001); supra n.*. Given their inherent and intense interest in elections, 
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intervenor shows that representation of his interest may be inadequate.” 

Chiles, 865 F.2d at 1214 (cleaned up; emphasis added). In other words, “‘the 

burden of making that showing should be treated as minimal,’” and the pro-

posed intervenors “‘should be allowed to intervene unless it is clear that [the 

current parties] will provide adequate representation.’” Id. 
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Cty., 985 F.2d 1471, 1478 (11th Cir. 1993). Those interests include “the expense 

of defending the current [laws] out of [state] coffers,” Clark v. Putnam Cty., 168 

F.3d 458, 461 (11th Cir. 1999); “the social and political divisiveness of the elec-

tion issue,” Meek, 985 F.2d at 1478; “their own desires to remain politically 

popular and effective leaders,” id.; and even the interests of Plaintiffs, In re

Sierra Club, 945 F.2d 776, 779-80 (4th Cir. 1991). Defendants apparently 

agree, since they take no position on Movants’ intervention. See Utah Ass’n of 

Ctys. v. Clinton, 255 F.3d 1246, 1255 (10th Cir. 2001) (“The government has

taken no position on the motion to intervene in this case. Its ‘silence on any 

intent to defend the intervenors’ special interests is deafening.’”).

At the very least, Movants will “serve as a vigorous and helpful supple-

ment” to Defendants and “can reasonably be expected to contribute to the in-

formed resolutions of these questions.” NRDC v. Costle, 561 F.2d 904, 912-13 

(D.C. Cir. 1977). Movants affirmatively seek to preserve Georgia’s voting safe-

guards, including the bill challenged here, and bring a unique and well-in-

formed perspective to the table. Movants thus should be granted intervention 

under Rule 24(a)(2). 

II. Alternatively, Movants are entitled to permissive intervention. 

Even if Movants were not entitled to intervene as of right under Rule 

24(a), this Court should grant them permissive intervention under Rule 24(b). 

Exercising broad judicial discretion, courts grant permissive intervention 

when the movant has “a claim or defense that shares with the main action a 

common question of law or fact.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b); see Chiles, 865 F.2d at 
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Plaintiffs put the legality of Georgia’s law at issue, after all, so they “can hardly 

be said to be prejudiced by having to prove a lawsuit [they] chose to initiate.” 

Security Ins. Co. of Hartford v. Schipporeit, Inc., 69 F.3d 1377, 1381 (7th Cir. 

1995). Movants also commit to submitting all filings in accordance with what-

ever briefing schedule the Court imposes, “which is a promise” that under-

mines claims of undue delay. Emerson Hall Assocs., LP v. Travelers Casualty 

Ins. Co. of Am., 2016 WL 223794, *2 (W.D. Wis. Jan. 19, 2016). 

Allowing Movants to intervene will promote consistency and fairness in 

the law, as well as efficiency in this case. It will allow “the Court … to profit 

from a diversity of viewpoints as [Movants] illuminate the ultimate questions 

posed by the parties.” Franconia Minerals (US) LLC v. United States, 319 

F.R.D. 261, 268 (D. Minn. 2017). Any prejudice from granting intervention 

would be no greater than the prejudice from denying intervention. See 

Stringfellow v. Concerned Neighbors in Action, 480 U.S. 370, 377 (1987) 

(“[W]hen an order prevents a putative intervenor from becoming a party in any

respect, the order is subject to immediate review.”); Jacobson v. Detzner, 2018 

WL 10509488 (N.D. Fla. July 1, 2018) (“[D]enying [Republican Party organiza-

tions’] motion [to intervene] opens the door to delaying the adjudication of this 

case’s merits for months—if not longer”). Where a court has doubts, “the most 

prudent and efficient course” is to allow permissive intervention. Lac Courte 

Oreilles Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wis. v. United States, 2002 

WL 32350046, *3 (W.D. Wis. Nov. 20, 2002).
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CONCLUSION 

Movants humbly ask the Court to grant their motion and allow them to 

intervene as defendants. 

This 12th day of April, 2021. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ William Bradley Carver, Sr.   

Tyler R. Green (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
Cameron T. Norris (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
CONSOVOY MCCARTHY PLLC 
1600 Wilson Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Arlington, VA 22209 
(703) 243-9423 

John E. Hall, Jr. 
Georgia Bar No. 319090 
William Bradley Carver, Sr. 
Georgia Bar No. 115529 
W. Dowdy White 
Georgia Bar No. 320879 
HALL BOOTH SMITH, P.C. 
191 Peachtree Street NE 
Suite 2900 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
(404) 954-6967 
bcarver@hallboothsmith.com 

Counsel for Proposed Intervenor-Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND CERTIFICATE 
OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 5.1 

The foregoing was prepared in Century Schoolbook font, 13-point type, 

one of the font and point selections approved by the Court in N.D. Ga. L.R. 

5.1(C). I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing PROPOSED 

INTERVENOR-DEFENDANTS’ MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUP-

PORT OF THEIR MOTION TO INTERVENE  with the Clerk of Court using 

the CM/ECF electronic filing system, which will electronically serve all counsel 

of record.

This 12th day of April, 2021. 

/s/ William Bradley Carver, Sr.   

Tyler R. Green (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
Cameron T. Norris (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
CONSOVOY MCCARTHY PLLC 
1600 Wilson Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Arlington, VA 22209 
(703) 243-9423 

John E. Hall, Jr. 
Georgia Bar No. 319090 
William Bradley Carver, Sr. 
Georgia Bar No. 115529 
W. Dowdy White 
Georgia Bar No. 320879 
HALL BOOTH SMITH, P.C. 
191 Peachtree Street NE 
Suite 2900 
Atlanta, GA 30303 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 

SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE 
AFRICAN METHODIST 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH, a Georgia 
nonprofit organization, GEORGIA 
MUSLIM VOTER PROJECT, a 
Georgia nonprofit organization, 
WOMEN WATCH AFRIKA, a 
Georgia nonprofit organization, 
LATINO COMMUNITY FUND OF 
GEORGIA, a Georgia nonprofit or-
ganization, DELTA SIGMA THETA 
SORORITY, INC., a Washington D.C. 
nonprofit organization on behalf of 
7000+ Sorors residing in Georgia, 

Plaintiffs,

v. 

BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State 
of Georgia, in his official capacity, 
BRAD RAFFENSPERGER, Secretary 
of State of Georgia, in his official ca-
pacity, GEORGIA STATE 
ELECTIONS BOARD, REBECCA 
SULLIVAN, DAVID WORLEY, 
MATTHEW MASHBURN, and ANH 
LEE, Members of the Georgia State 
Elections Board, in their official ca-
pacities, FULTON COUNTY 
REGISTRATION AND ELECTIONS 
BOARD, ALEX WAN, MARK 
WINGATE, KATHLEEN D. RUTH, 
VERNETTA K. NURIDDIN, and 
AARON V. JOHNSON, Members of 
the Fulton County Registration and 

No. 1:21-cv-1284-JPB 
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Elections Board, in their official ca-
pacities, RICHARD L. BARRON, Di-
rector of the Fulton County 
Registrations and Elections board, in 
his official capacity, DEKALB 
COUNTY BOARD OF 
REGISTRATIONS AND 
ELECTIONS, ANTHONY LEWIS, 
SUSAN MOTTER, DELE L. SMITH, 
SAMUEL E. TILLMAN, and BAOKY 
N. VU, Members of the DeKalb Coun-
ty Board of Registrations and 
Elections, in their official capacities, 
GWINNETT COUNTY BOARD OF 
REGISTRATIONS AND 
ELECTIONS, ALICE O’LENICK, 
WANDY TAYLOR, STEPHEN W. 
DAY, JOHN MANGANO, GEORGE 
AWUKU, and SANTIAGO 
MARQUEZ, Members of the Gwin-
nett County Board of Registrations 
and Elections, in their official capaci-
ties, LYNN LEDFORD, Director of 
the Gwinnett County Board of Regis-





COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 
THOMAS J. MAHONEY, MALINDA 
HODGE, MARIANNE HEIMES, and 
ANTAN LANG, Members of Chatham 
County Board of Elections, in their 
official capacities, CHATHAM 
COUNTY BOARD OF REGISTRARS, 
COLIN MCRAE, WANDA AN-
DREWS, WILLIAM L. NORSE, JON 
PANNELL, and RANDOLPH SLAY, 
Members of the Chatham County 
Board of Registrars, in their official 
capacities, CLARKE COUNTY 
BOARD OF ELECTION AND VOT-
ER REGISTRATION, WILLA JEAN 
FAMBROUGH, HUNAID QADIR, 
ANN TILL, ROCKY RAFFLE, and 
ADAM SHIRLEY, Members of the 
Clarke County Board of Election and 
Voter Registration, in their official 
capacities, CHARLOTTE SOSEBEE, 
Clarke County Board of Election and 
Voter Registration Director, in her 
official capacity, COLUMBIA 
COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 
ANN CUSHMAN, WANDA DUFFIE, 
and LARRY WIGGINS, Members of 
the Columbia County Board of Elec-
tions, in their official capacities, 
COLUMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF 
REGISTRARS, NANCY L. GAY, 
Columbia County Chief Registrar, in 
her official capacity, 

Defendants,

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COM-
MITTEE; NATIONAL REPUBLICAN 
SENATORIAL COMMITTEE; NA-
TIONAL REPUBLICAN CONGRES-
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5. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. 

6. 

Democrats controlled both political branches of Georgia government 

throughout the vast majority of the referenced time period. Intervenors do 
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16. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allega-

tions. 

17. 

 The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny the al-

legations in this paragraph. 

18. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny the al-

legations in this paragraph. 

19. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise lack suffi-

cient information to admit or deny the allegations in this paragraph. 

20. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny the al-

legations in this paragraph. 

21. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the 

whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors deny that SB 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 9 of 57
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202 is discriminatory in purpose or effect and otherwise deny the allegations 

in this paragraph.  

22. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the 

whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny 

the allegations in this paragraph. 

23. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the 

whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny 

the allegations in this paragraph. 

24. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the 

whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors otherwise deny 

the allegations in this paragraph. 

25. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the 

whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors deny that SB 

202 is discriminatory in purpose or effect and otherwise deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 10 of 57
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26. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 

27. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 

28. 

On the whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors 

lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations in this paragraph. 

29. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. The first sentence is denied. Inter-

venors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations, 

but deny that SB 202 will require Plaintiff to divert resources away from its 

mission. 

30. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. Intervenors deny that Georgians 

will be harmed by SB 202. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient information 

to admit or deny these allegations. 

31. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. The first sentence is denied. Inter-

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 11 of 57



7

venors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations, 

but deny that SB 202 will require Plaintiff to divert resources away from its 

mission and that SB 202 will adversely impact Plaintiff’s overall operations. 

32. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia; Intervenors thus deny that Geor-

gians will be harmed by SB 202. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient infor-

mation to admit or deny these allegations. 

33. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. The first sentence is denied. Inter-

venors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations, 

but deny that SB 202 will require Plaintiff to divert resources away from its 

mission and that SB 202 will adversely impact Plaintiff’s overall operations. 

34. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allega-

tions.  

35. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia; Intervenors thus deny that Geor-

gians will be harmed by SB 202. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient infor-

mation to admit or deny these allegations. 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 12 of 57
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36. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia; Intervenors thus deny that Geor-

gians will be harmed by SB 202. Intervenors lack sufficient information to 

admit or deny the remaining allegations, but deny that SB 202 will require 

Plaintiff to divert resources away from its mission and that SB 202 will ad-

versely impact Plaintiff’s overall operations. 

37. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia; Intervenors thus deny that Geor-

gians will be harmed by SB 202. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient infor-

mation to admit or deny these allegations. 

38. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia. The first sentence is denied. Inter-

venors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations, 

but deny that SB 202 will require Plaintiff to divert resources away from its 

mission and that SB 202 will adversely impact Plaintiff’s overall operations. 

39. 

Intervenors admit that Defendant Brian Kemp is the Governor of the 

State of Georgia. The cited authorities speak for themselves. 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 13 of 57
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40. 

Intervenors admit that Defendant Brad Raffensperger is the Secretary 

of State of Georgia and the chief elections official of the State. The cited au-

thorities speak for themselves. 

41. 

The cited code section speaks for itself. 

42. 

Intervenors admit that Defendants Rebecca Sullivan, David Worley, 

Matthew Mashburn, and Anh Le are members of the Georgia State Elections 

Board. The cited authorities speak for themselves. 

43. 

The cited authorities speak for themselves. 

44. 

Intervenors admit that Alex Wan, Mark Wingate, Kathleen D. Ruth, 

Vernetta Keith Nuriddin, and Aaron V. Johnson are the Members of the Ful-

ton County Registration and Elections Board. Intervenors otherwise lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny these allegations.  

45. 

Intervenors admit that Defendant Richard L. Barron is the Director of 

the Fulton County Registration and Elections Board. Intervenors otherwise 

lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations. 
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10

46. 

The cited authorities speak for themselves. 

47. 

Intervenors admit that Defendants Anthony Lewis, Susan Motter, Dele 

Lowman Smith, Samuel E. Tillman, and Baoky N. Vu are the Members of the 

DeKalb County Board of Registration & Elections. Intervenors otherwise lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations. 

48. 

Intervenors admit that Defendant Erica Hamilton is the Director of 

Voter Registration and Elections in DeKalb County. Intervenors otherwise 

lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations. 

49. 

The cited authorities speak for themselves. 

50. 

Intervenors admit that Alice O’Lenick, Wandy Taylor, Stephen W. Day, 

John Mangano, George Awuku, and Santiago Marquez are the Members of 

the Gwinnett County Board of Registrations and Elections. Intervenors oth-

erwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations. 

51. 

Intervenors admit that Lynn Ledford is the Director of the Gwinnett 

County Board of Registrations and Elections. Intervenors otherwise lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny these allegations. 
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77. 

Intervenors admit that Defendants Ann Cushman, Wanda Duffie, and 

Larry Wiggins are the Members of the Columbia County Board of Elections. 

Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny these alle-

gations. 

78. 

The relevant state statutes speak for themselves. 

79. 

Intervenors admit that Nancy L. Gay is the Chief Registrar of Colum-

bia County. 

80. 

These legal arguments require no response. 

81. 

Plaintiff brings this action under 42 U.S.C. §1983 and §1988 but has no 

meritorious claim under either statute. 

82. 

This Court could enter a declaratory judgment or injunctive relief, but 

Plaintiffs are not entitled to either. 

83. 

These legal arguments require no response. 

84. 

These legal arguments require no response. Intervenors lack sufficient 

information to admit or deny the last sentence. 
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85. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. 

86. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. 

87. 

Intervenors admit that the Original 33 were elected in 1868, the same 

year that the Fourteenth Amendment was adopted to ensure equal protection 

of the law for all persons. Democrats expelled the Original 33 from office. In-

tervenors deny that this history is relevant to SB 202. 

88. 

Admit. 

89. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. 
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90. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. 

91. 

Intervenors admit that the Democratic Party imposed “white prima-

ries” in Georgia. From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and 

Democrats controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that 

racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this his-

tory is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimina-

tion. 

92. 

Intervenors admit that the Democratic Party imposed “white prima-

ries” in Georgia. From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and 

Democrats controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that 

racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this his-

tory is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimina-

tion. 

93. 

Intervenors admit that the Democratic Party imposed “white prima-

ries” in Georgia. From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and 

Democrats controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that 
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racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this his-

tory is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimina-

tion. 

94. 

Intervenors admit that the Democratic Party imposed “white prima-

ries” in Georgia. From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and 

Democrats controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that 

racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this his-

tory is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimina-

tion. 

95. 

Intervenors admit that the Democratic Party imposed “white prima-

ries” in Georgia. From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and 

Democrats controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that 

racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this his-

tory is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimina-

tion. 

96. 

Intervenors admit that Georgia formerly was subject to the preclear-

ance requirement of the Voting Rights Act in part because of the unconstitu-

tional tests and devices implemented by the Democratically controlled state 

government. 
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97. 

Democrats controlled both political branches of Georgia government 

throughout the vast majority of the referenced time period. Intervenors do 

not doubt that racial discrimination occurred during this period. But they de-

ny that this history is relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by 

racial discrimination. Because the alleged number of instances of federal in-

tervention during the referenced time period is unsupported by any sources 

or citations, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny these al-

legations. 

98. 

Intervenors admit that the Supreme Court in Shelby County v. Holder

invalidated the coverage provision that determined which jurisdictions were 

subject to the Voting Rights Act’s preclearance requirement and that released 

Georgia from the preclearance requirement. Intervenors otherwise deny the 

allegations in this paragraph. 

99. 

The first sentence is denied. The referenced quote speaks for itself. 

100. 

From 1872 to 2002, Georgia had a Democratic governor, and Democrats 

controlled the General Assembly. Intervenors do not doubt that racial dis-

crimination occurred during this period. But they deny that this history is 

relevant to SB 202 or that SB 202 was motivated by racial discrimination. In-
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enced time period had any discriminatory purpose or effect. Intervenors oth-

erwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations except to 

state that the filing of voting-rights lawsuits is not evidence of racial discrim-

inatory practices. 

101. 

Intervenors deny that any of the voting changes made in Georgia after 

the Supreme Court’s Shelby County decision had any discriminatory purpose 

or effect. 

102. 

Intervenors deny that Georgia’s 29-day registration deadline is one of 

the strictest in the country. Indeed, Vote.org indicates that Georgia’s 29-day 
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105. 

Denied. 

106. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of Georgia’s efforts to clean its voting rolls, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. The 

referenced Atlanta Journal-Constitution quotation speaks for itself. 

107. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of Georgia’s efforts to clean its voting rolls, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

108. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of Georgia’s efforts to clean its voting rolls, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

109. 

The State Election Board recently referred 35 cases of election law vio-

lations to the Georgia Attorney General or local district attorneys for criminal 

prosecution, including several cases relating to the 2020 general election. See
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alleged voter eligibility challenges referenced therein, Intervenors lack suffi-

cient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

110. 

The State Election Board recently referred 35 cases of election law vio-

lations to the Georgia Attorney General or local district attorneys for criminal 

prosecution. See State Election Board Refers Voter Fraud Cases for Prosecu-

tion, bit.ly/3uGxgPI. Among them, the New Georgia Project was referred for 

allegedly submitting 1,268 voter registration applications after the 10-day 

deadline, causing voters to be disenfranchised in the March 19, 2019 special 

election. Id. Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or noncon-

clusory explanation of the criminal investigations referenced therein, Inter-

venors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this 

paragraph. 

111. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the alleged change in the dates of nonpartisan county elections 

referenced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny 

the allegations of this paragraph. 

112. 

The National Conference of State Legislatures reports that the average 

length of early voting periods is 19 days and that several states do not allow 

any early voting. See State Laws Governing Early Voting, NCSL, 

bit.ly/3wISRsu. Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or 
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nonconclusory explanation of the changes to Georgia’s early-voting period 

referenced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny 

the allegations of this paragraph. 

113. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the changes to Georgia’s early-voting period referenced there-

in, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

114. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the changes to Georgia’s early-voting period referenced there-

in, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

115. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the changes to the early-voting period referenced therein, In-

tervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this 

paragraph. 

116. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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117. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

118. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

119. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

120. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

121. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

122. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures and wait times referenced therein, 
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Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

123. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures and wait times referenced therein, 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

124. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the polling place closures and wait times referenced therein, 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

125. 

HB 566 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied.  

126. 

Intervenors deny that any of the voting changes made in Georgia after 

the Supreme Court’s Shelby County decision had any discriminatory purpose 

or effect. Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the other 

allegations. 

127. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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128. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

129. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

130. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

131. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

132. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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133. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic information referenced therein, Intervenors 

lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

134. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

135. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

136. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

137. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the demographic statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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138. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the voting data referenced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient 

information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

139. 

Admitted. 

140. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the election statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

141. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the election statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

142. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the election statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

143. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the election statistics referenced therein, Intervenors lack suf-

ficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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144. 

Intervenors admit that mail voting is different, but deny that it is supe-

rior, to other methods of voting by mail. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient 

information to admit or deny the allegations in this paragraph. 

145. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of how often Georgia voters used drop boxes in the 2020 election 

or their reasons for doing so, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit 

or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

146. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of early in-person voting as referenced therein, Intervenors lack 

sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

147. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of absentee voting or “high voter turnout” as referenced therein, 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

148. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

of this paragraph. 
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149. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

of this paragraph. 

150. 

The enacted provisions of SB 202 speak for themselves. On the whole, 

SB 202 makes it easier to vote in Georgia; Intervenors thus deny that Geor-

gians will be harmed by SB 202. 

151. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the environment or the misinformation referenced therein, In-

tervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this 

paragraph or than to deny that events in other states have any relevance to 

SB 202. 

152. 

The State Election Board recently referred 35 cases of election law vio-

lations to the Georgia Attorney General or local district attorneys for criminal 

prosecution, including several cases relating to the 2020 general election. See

State Election Board Refers Voter Fraud Cases for Prosecution, 

bit.ly/3uGxgPI. Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or 

nonconclusory explanation of the “unfounded claims of voter fraud” refer-

enced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the 

allegations of this paragraph. 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 35 of 57



31

153. 

The State Election Board recently referred 35 cases of election law vio-

lations to the Georgia Attorney General or local district attorneys for criminal 
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lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allegations. Intervenors 

note that courts rejected lawsuits accusing Georgia of violating the right to 

vote in the November 2020 and January 2021 cycles. See, e.g., New Ga. Proj. 

v. Raffensperger, 976 F.3d 1278 (11th Cir. 2020); Black Voters Matter Fund v. 

Raffensperger, 478 F. Supp. 3d 1278 (N.D. Ga. 2020); Black Voters Matter 

Fund v. Raffensperger, No. 1:20-cv-04869-SCJ, 2020 WL 7394457 (N.D. Ga. 

Dec. 16, 2020). 

156. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allega-

tions. 

157. 

Intervenors admit that Jon Ossoff and Raphael Warnock were elected 

to the U.S. Senate and that Joe Biden and Kamala Harris were elected Pres-

ident and Vice President. Intervenors further admit the last two sentences of 

this paragraph. Intervenors deny that there was any “effort to restrict voting 

access” after the last election.  

158. 

The statement and the cited cases speak for themselves.  

159. 

The statement speaks for itself. Intervenors deny that claims of voter 

fraud are baseless; voter fraud is real and affected the results of the 2020 

general election in Georgia. See State Election Board Refers Voter Fraud Cas-

es for Prosecution, bit.ly/3uGxgPI. 

Case 1:21-cv-01284-JPB   Document 38-2   Filed 04/12/21   Page 37 of 57



33

160. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

161. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

162. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

163. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

164. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

165. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper . 

166. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper.  
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167. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

168. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

169. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

170. 

The statement speaks for itself. 

171. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

172. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

173. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the first sen-

tence, other than to deny that the legislative process was improper. 

174. 

The relevant sections of Georgia code speak for themselves. 
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175. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 

176. 

The referenced sections of Georgia code and SB 202 speak for them-

selves. Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny the 

allegations in this paragraph. 

177. 

Intervenors admit that Georgia has employed vote-by-mail procedures 

in past elections. Georgia law pre-SB 202 speaks for itself. 

178. 
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183. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

184. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

185. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph other than to deny that the adoption of voter integrity 

measures requires a demonstration of widespread voter fraud. 

186. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of how often Georgia voters used drop boxes in the 2020 election 

and previous elections, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or 

deny the allegations therein. 

187. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of how often Georgia voters used drop boxes in the 2020 election 

and previous elections, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or 

deny the allegations therein. 

188. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 
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189. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph other than to deny that drop boxes are “necessary to pro-

vide equitable voting options.” 

190. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

191. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied.  

192. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

193. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

194. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

195. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

196. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

197. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph other than to deny that the adoption of voter integrity 

measures requires specific evidence of the kind articulated in this paragraph. 
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198. 

Georgia law pre-SB 202 speaks for itself. 

199. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

in this paragraph. 

200. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Otherwise denied. 

201. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. Much of this paragraph contains legal argu-

ments that require no response. Otherwise denied. 

202. 

The work of the Presidential Commission on Election Administration 

speaks for itself. Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the 

allegations in this paragraph other than to deny that the adoption of voter in-

tegrity measures requires specific evidence of the kind referenced therein. 

203. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. On the whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in 

Georgia. To the extent this paragraph contains legal arguments, they require 

no response. 

204. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. On the whole, SB 202 makes it easier to vote in 

Georgia. To the extent this paragraph contains legal arguments, they require 

no response. Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or non-
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this paragraph, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the 

allegations therein. 

208. 

Numerous states have implemented voter ID laws, and the Supreme 

Court has upheld such laws as constitutional, see Crawford v. Marion County 

Election Board, 553 U.S. 181 (2008). Intervenors deny that any purported 

problems with other States’ voter-ID requirements undermine the legality of 

SB 202.  

209. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny these allega-

tions. 

210. 

The State Election Board recently referred 35 cases of election law vio-
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demonstration of “recorded or statistically significant evidence of absentee 

voter fraud” in Georgia.  

211. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 
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fraud” referenced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or 

deny the allegations of this paragraph.  

217. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

218. 

Numerous States do not count ballots cast in the wrong precinct, even 

if cast by an otherwise eligible voter. SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent 

this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require no response. Other-

wise denied. 

219. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Because this paragraph contains no 

sources, citations, or nonconclusory explanation of the extent of “out-of-

precinct ballot[s]” cast in Georgia or the demographic information referenced 

therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allega-

tions of this paragraph. 

220. 

The National Conference of State Legislatures reports that several 

states do not allow any early voting, much less early voting in runoff elec-

tions. See State Laws Governing Early Voting, NCSL, bit.ly/3wISRsu. SB 202 

speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, 

they require no response. Otherwise denied. 
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226. 

The referenced study speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph ad-

vances legal arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

227. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the “waiting times” or demographic information referenced 

therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allega-

tions of this paragraph. 

228. 

To the extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require 

no response. Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or non-

conclusory explanation of the reduction of polling places or demographic in-

formation referenced therein, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit 

or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

229. 

The referenced study speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph ad-

vances legal arguments, they require no response. Because this paragraph 

contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory explanation of the waiting 

times or demographic information referenced therein, Intervenors lack suffi-

cient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 
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230. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

of this paragraph other than to deny that anecdotal evidence of individual 

voters has any relevance to SB 202. 

231. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of the waiting times referenced therein, Intervenors lack suffi-

cient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

232. 

Because this paragraph contains no sources, citations, or nonconclusory 

explanation of “line warming” as referenced therein, Intervenors lack suffi-

cient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph. 

233. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

of this paragraph. 

234. 

The Bible speaks for itself. Because this paragraph contains no sources, 

citations, or nonconclusory explanation of “line warming” as referenced there-

in, Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of 

this paragraph. 

235. 

Intervenors lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations 

of this paragraph. 
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244. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

245. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

246. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

247. 

Intervenors incorporate and restate all prior paragraphs of this answer. 

248. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

249. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

250. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

251. 

Intervenors incorporate and restate all prior paragraphs of this answer. 
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261. 

The First Amendment and the cited case speak for themselves. To the 

extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require no response. 

Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allega-

tions of this paragraph. 

262. 

The First Amendment and the cited case speak for themselves. To the 

extent this paragraph advances legal arguments, they require no response. 

Intervenors otherwise lack sufficient information to admit or deny the allega-

tions of this paragraph. 

263. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

264. 

SB 202 speaks for itself. To the extent this paragraph advances legal 

arguments, they require no response. Otherwise denied. 

265. 

Plaintiff is entitled to no relief, and this Court should enter judgment 

against them. 

266. 

Plaintiff is entitled to no relief, and this Court should enter judgment 

against them. 
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267. 

Plaintiff is entitled to no relief, and this Court should enter judgment 

against them. 

268. 

Plaintiff is entitled to no relief, and this Court should enter judgment 

against them. 

INTERVENORS’ AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. Plaintiff fails to state a claim. 

2. Plaintiff lacks standing. 

3. Discovery might reveal facts that support additional defenses. In-

tervenors reserve the right to raise those defenses later. 

This 12th day of April, 2021. 

Respectfully submitted, 

[signature on next page] 
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/s/ William Bradley Carver, Sr.   

Tyler R. Green (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
Cameron T. Norris (pro hac vice 
forthcoming) 
CONSOVOY MCCARTHY PLLC 
1600 Wilson Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Arlington, VA 22209 
(703) 243-9423 

John E. Hall, Jr. 
Georgia Bar No. 319090 
William Bradley Carver, Sr. 
Georgia Bar No. 115529 
W. Dowdy White 
Georgia Bar No. 320879 
HALL BOOTH SMITH, P.C. 
191 Peachtree Street NE 
Suite 2900 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
(404) 954-6967 
bcarver@hallboothsmith.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND CERTIFICATE 
OF COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL RULE 5.1 

The foregoing was prepared in Century Schoolbook font, 13-point type, 

one of the font and point selections approved by the Court in N.D. Ga. L.R. 

5.1(C). I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing [PROPOSED] 

INTERVENOR-DEFENDANTS’ [PROPOSED] ANSWER with the Clerk 


