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Plaintiffs allege as follows:

JURI SDI CTI ON AND VENUE

1. This case challenges w despread viol ati ons of the
voting rights of California citizens, arising fromthe absence
of constitutionally adequate statew de standards and procedures
for voting equi pment and recounts. This case is brought under
42 U.S.C. 81983 and the Fourteenth Amendnent to the United
States Constitution. This court has jurisdiction of this
action pursuant to 28 U. S.C. 88 1331 and 1343. Plaintiffs’
action for declaratory relief is authorized by 28 U. S.C. 88
2201 and 2202; and by Rules 57 and 65 of Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure.

2. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 81391(b) because
a substantial part of the events or om ssions giving rise to
the claims herein occurred in this district, and because
Def endant resides in this district.

| NTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

3. The right to vote is fundanmental to our constitutional
denmocracy. At the heart of the right to vote is the principle
t hat equal wei ght nust be accorded to each vote and equal
dignity to each voter. Thus, voting systens that
di sproportionately deny sone citizens the right to have their
votes counted, or that dilute the collective political power of
certain groups, are anathema to the one-person, one-vote basis
of our representative governnent.

4. Defendant Secretary of State has failed to set
constitutionally adequate standards for voting equipnent that

may be used in federal, state, and |local elections. As a
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direct result, voters in nine California counties have

di sproportionately been denied their right to have their votes

counted. Counties in the State of California use a variety of

voting nmechanisnms with widely disparate |evels of effectiveness
in accurately recording voters' intentions. The result of this
hodgepodge of voting systenms is that a disproportionate nunber

of votes in sonme counties are not counted at all, and that a

di sproportionate nunber of African-Anmerican, Latino, and Asian-
American voters in the State do not have their votes counted at
al | .

5. In the nost recent general election, occurring
Novenber 7, 2000, mllions of California registered voters used
pre-scored punch card voting machines that result in
di sproportionately high rates of spoiled, uncounted, and
unmar ked bal |l ots conpared to other systens used in the state.
In the Novenber 2000 el ection, 53.4% of voters statew de used
pre-scored punch card machi nes. Yet ballots cast using pre-
scored punch card machi nes accounted for 74.8% of all ballots
that did not register a vote for the President of the United
St at es. Pre-scored punch card machines resulted in an average
conbi ned overvote (the machine readi ng nore than one vote and
t hus disqualifying that vote) and undervote (the failure of the
machi ne readi ng the punch card to read any vote) rate of 2.23%
The conbi ned overvote and undervote, herein referred to as the
“error rate,” for these machines is nore than double the error
rate of any other type of machine or systemused in California.
For exanple, the County of San Bernardi no (which uses Pollstar

pre-scored punch card machines) and the County of Los Angel es
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(which uses VotoMatic pre-scored punch card machi nes) both had
error rates nore than three tinmes that of neighboring Riverside
County, which uses touch-screen voting nmachi nes.

6. On information and belief, over 8.4 mllion people in
counties using pre-scored punch card machi nes were registered
to vote at the tinme of the November 2000 general election, over
5.9 mllion people actually voted, and there were over 132,000
overvotes and undervotes. The use of pre-scored punch card
machi nes has a di sproportionate adverse inpact upon peopl e of
color, including African-American, Asian-Anmerican, and Latino
voters, who are nore likely to reside in counties using such
machi nes.

7. Conmpoundi ng the absence of adequate standards for
voting equi pnent is the absence of |egally binding standards to
govern procedures for determ ning voter intent in the case of
manual recounts. The absence of mandatory specific standards
to ensure equal application of recount procedures exacerbates
the inequalities resulting fromthe use of voting systens with
wi dely disparate error rates for purposes of federal, state,
and | ocal el ections.

PARTI ES

8. Plaintiff COMON CAUSE is a non-partisan, non-profit,
citizens' organization whose mssion is to ensure open,
account abl e, and effective governnment at the federal, state,
and local levels. Anmong Common Cause's goals are to pronote
fair and honest elections and to strengthen public
participation and public faith in institutions of self-

government. Conmon Cause has nore than 200, 000 nenbers
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nati onwi de, with active nmenbers and volunteers in every state,
including California. Common Cause has approxi mately 25, 000
menmbers in the State of California, including over 10, 000
menbers in counties that use VotoMatic and Pol | star pre-scored
punch card machi nes. Common Cause's nenbers are directly and
adversely affected by the continuing use of pre-scored punch
card machi nes. Common Cause's nenbers have been denied their
right to have their votes counted and are threatened with being
denied their right to have their votes counted in future

el ections, as a result of the acts and om ssions set forth
herein.

9. Plaintiff SOUTHERN CHRI STI AN LEADERSHI P CONFERENCE OF
GREATER LOS ANGELES (“SCLC") is a non-profit, non-sectari an,
inter-faith, advocacy organi zation committed to non-viol ent
action to achieve social, economc, and political justice. SCLC
was established by the Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr. and
other religious |leaders in 1957. Since then, it has worked to
pronote the full equality of African Anericans and ot her
mnority groups in all aspects of American life, including
voting, elections, and political participation. SCLC has
approxi mately 20,000 nenbers in the greater Los Angel es area,
where VotoMatic pre-scored punch card machi nes are used.

SCLC s nenbers are directly and adversely affected by the

conti nui ng use of pre-scored punch card machi nes for el ections.
SCLC s nenmbers have been denied their right to have their votes
counted and are threatened with being denied their right to
have their votes counted in future elections, as a result of

the acts and oni ssions set forth herein.
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10. Plaintiff SOUTHWEST VOTER REG STRATI ON EDUCATI ON
PRQIECT (“SVREP”") is a non-profit, non-partisan Latino civic
educati on organi zation, commtted to educating Latino
communi ti es across the Sout hwest about the denocratic process,
the i nportance of voter registration, and voter participation.
SVREP's mssion is to increase the registration and political
participation of Latinos and other disenfranchised voters, so
as to enhance civic engagenent in the American el ectoral
system SVREP was founded in San Antonio, Texas in 1974.

SVREP opened its California office in 1984, and has been
working to increase the civic and political participation of
Lati nos statew de since then. SVREP has a network of nore than
30,000 Latino civic | eaders and activists nationw de working
toward this end, including people in California counties that
use pre-scored punch card machines. SVREP and its network of
civil leaders and activists are directly and adversely affected
by the continuing use of pre-scored punch card machi nes in
those counti es.

11. Pl ai ntiff CH CANO FEDERATI ON OF SAN DI EGO COUNTY
(“the Federation”) is a non-profit comunity-based organi zation
established in 1969 to serve the Latino community. The
Federation's service area enconpasses the entire County of San
Di ego. The Federation's mssion is to pronote the
sel f-sufficiency of San Di ego County residents by building
partnershi ps and providi ng educati on, econonm c devel opnment,
advocacy, housing and social service prograns. |In addition to
its direct service prograns for children, youth adults and

seni ors, the Federation is well known for its advocacy role on




© 00 N o g A~ w N P

NN RN NN N NN R R R R R R R R R, R
0o N o oo A ON P O ©O 00 N o 0o s~ WwWN -, O

i ssues affecting the Latino community. A keystone of the
Federation's advocacy efforts is to ensure that Latinos enjoy
all the rights and benefits of citizenship, including the right
to vote. The Federation brought and won a federal |awsuit
against the City of San Diego for violation of the Federal
Voting Rights Act, resulting in a major redistricting
settl ement benefitting the Latino comunity. The Federation
and the communities it serves are directly and adversely
af fected by the continuing use of pre-scored punch card
machi nes in San Di ego County.

12. Pl aintiff AMERI CAN FEDERATI ON OF LABOR AND CONGRESS
OF | NDUSTRI AL ORGANI ZATIONS (“AFL-CIO') is a federation with 66
menber national and international unions (the “affiliate
unions”) with a total menbership of approximately 13 mllion
wor ki ng men and wonen, including in excess of one and three-
quarter mllion workers in the State of California. The
obj ects and principles of the AFL-CI O include: “To protect and
strengthen our denocratic institutions, to secure full
recognition and enjoynment of the rights and liberties to which
we are justly entitled, and to preserve and perpetuate the
cherished traditions of our denocracy,” and “to encourage
wor kers to register and vote, to exercise their full rights and
responsibilities of citizenship, and to performtheir rightful
part in the political life of the local, state and nati onal
communities.” The affiliate unions have nmenbers in California
who reside in counties that use pre-scored punch card machi nes,
i ncludi ng tens of thousands of nmenbers in the counties of

Al ameda, Los Angel es, Mendoci no, Sacranento, San Bernardino,
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San Di ego, Santa Cl ara, Shasta, and Sol ano. The affiliate

uni ons have African-American, Asian-Anmerican, and Latino
menbers in California who reside in counties that use pre-
scored punch card machines. Menbers of the affiliate unions
are directly and adversely affected by the continuing use of
pre-scored punch card machines. Menbers have been denied their
right to have their votes counted, and are threatened with
bei ng denied their right to have their votes counted in future
el ections, as a result of the acts and om ssions set forth
herein. The AFL-CIO brings this action on behalf of the
California nmenbers of its affiliate unions.

13. Plaintiff BRYAN CAHN is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. He resides in the City of
Colton, California which is located in San Bernardi no County.
Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the continuing
use of pre-scored punch card machines. He is a registered
voter and is threatened with not having his vote counted, as
the result of the continuing use of Pollstar pre-scored punch
card machines in San Bernardi no County.

14. Plaintiff M GUEL CONTRERAS is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. He resides in the City of
Los Angeles, California, which is |located in Los Angel es
County. Plaintiff is the Executive Secretary/ Treasurer of the
Los Angel es County Federation of Labor, AFL-CIO ("“LA
Federation”). Labor unions affiliated with the LA Federation
represent nore than 700, 000 nenmbers throughout Los Angel es
County. Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the

conti nui ng use of pre-scored punch card machines. He is a
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regi stered voter and is threatened with not having his vote
counted, as the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-
scored punch card machines in Los Angel es County.

15. Plaintiff LAURA HOis a citizen of the United States
and the State of California. She resides in the Cty of
Oakl and, California which is |ocated in Al aneda County.
Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the continuing
use of pre-scored punch card machines. She is a registered
voter and is threatened with not having her vote counted, as
the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-scored punch
card machines in Al ameda County.

16. Plaintiff REVEREND NORMAN JOHNSON is a citizen of the
United States and the State of California. He resides in the
City of Los Angeles, California which is |ocated in Los Angel es
County. Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the
continui ng use of pre-scored punch card nmachines. He is a
regi stered voter and is threatened with not having his vote
counted, as the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-
scored punch card machines in Los Angel es County.

17. Plaintiff JOANNE McKRAY is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. She resides in the City of
Al ameda, California which is |located in Al anmeda County.
Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the continuing
use of pre-scored punch card machines. She is a registered
voter and is threatened with not having her vote counted, as
the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-scored punch

card machines in Al ameda County.

-10-
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18. Plaintiff TRI SHA MURAKAVA is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. She resides in the City of
Redondo Beach, California which is |ocated in Los Angeles
County. Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the
continui ng use of pre-scored punch card nmachines. She is a
regi stered voter and is threatened with not having her vote
counted, as the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-
scored punch card machines in Los Angel es County.

19. Plaintiff THOVAS RANKIN is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. He resides in the City of
Ber kel ey, California, which is |ocated in Al aneda County.
Plaintiff is the President of the California Labor Federati on,
AFL-CI O, which is a voluntary federation of affiliated |abor
organi zations, affiliated with the AFL-CIO, representing in
excess of one and three-quarter mllion workers in the State of
California. Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by
t he continuing use of pre-scored punch card machi nes. He is a
regi stered voter and is threatened with not having his vote
counted, as the result of the continuing use of VotoMatic pre-
scored punch card machines in Al ameda County.

20. Plaintiff BOB RICHARDS is a citizen of the United
States and the State of California. He resides in the City of
Elverta, California which is |located in Sacranmento County.
Plaintiff is directly and adversely affected by the continuing
use of pre-scored punch card machines. He is a registered
voter and is threatened with not having his vote counted, as
the result of the continuing use of Pollstar pre-scored punch

card machines in Sacranmento County.

-11-
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21. Defendant BILL JONES is the Secretary of State of
California. He is sued in his official capacity in connection
with actions taken under color of state law. As Secretary of
State, Defendant JONES is the chief election officer of the
State of California and has responsibility for general
supervi sion and adm nistration of the election | aws, including
approval of and setting standards for voting machi nes. Under
California Elections Code 819100 et. seq., the Secretary of
State nust set specifications and establish regul ations for
voting machi nes and devices. Anpbng the statutory criteria is
that the machines or devices be suitable for their intended
purposes. The Secretary of State also has the responsibility
to obtain and maintain uniformty in the application, operation
and interpretation of the election |laws, and to provide
techni cal assistance to | ocal supervisors of elections on
voting systens. He also has the duty to set and enforce
specific standards and procedures to govern the conduct of
manual recounts.

FACTUAL ALLEGATI ONS

22. The voting machi nes that Defendant has approved for
use and that are in fact used in the State of California are
not uniform either in their operation or in their reliability
in terns of accurately recording votes.

23. There are four types of voting systens used in
California: pre-scored punch cards, Datavotes, optical scans,
and touch screens.

24. In counties using pre-scored punch card machi nes

(VotoMatic or Pollstar machines), a voter entering the polling

-12-
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pl ace is given a paper ballot in the formof a |long piece of
relatively heavy stock paper. The ballot card is pre-scored
with colums of small, perforated rectangles, known as chads.
Once inside the voting booth, the voter inserts the card into a
sl ot and opens a booklet that lists the candidates for a given
office. The voter then uses a netal stylus to attenpt to punch
out the rectangle on the card lined up next to the candi date or
bal | ot measure of choice. The voter is required to turn to
subsequent pages of the booklet, which list other candi dates or
bal | ot neasures, for which the voter nmust punch out the

adj acent rectangles in order to vote. If the ballot is not

pl aced in the correct location in the machine, then the

candi dates' nanes or ballot nmeasures will not line up properly
with the rectangles that nust be renoved to register a vote.
Because the candi dates' nanes and ball ot nmeasure identifiers do
not appear on the ballot itself, voters may not be able to tell
froma visual inspection if their votes were cast as intended.
In addition, pressing the stylus against the pre-scored
rectangl e soneti nes does not cause the chad to be renoved
conpletely, which may result in the vote not being counted.

25. Datavote machi nes use a stapler-1like tool that
creates a hole in ballots. In contrast to pre-scored punch
card machines |ike VotoMatic and Pollstar, no pre-scoring of
the ballot is necessary. In order for the tool to be used,
the ballot is placed in a holder which positions the row to be
punched under the hol e-punching part of the tool. The tool is
nmounted on the holder so that it can nove up and down the row

to the desired col um. The nanmes and parties of the

- 13-
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candi dates are printed directly on the Datavote ballot, which
allows voters to ascertain after conpleting their ball ot

whet her they voted as intended. Because Datavote machi nes do
not rely on pre-scored punch cards, this system does not have
the problemthat exists with VotoMatic and Poll star machines
caused by chads that are not conpletely dislodged.

26. Optical scan systens (also referred to as “Mark
Sense” systens), function in a simlar way as standardi zed
tests. The voter is given a ballot that lists the nanes of the
candi dates and any ball ot neasures. Next to each choice is
either a small circle or an arrow with a gap. The voter nust
darken the bubble next to the preferred candi date or neasure,
or draw a straight |line connecting the two parts of the arrow.
The ballot is then placed in a box and, once ballots are
col l ected, counted using an optical scanner. Sonme versions of
the technol ogy permt the voter to scan the ballot at the
polling place to make certain that he or she voted as intended.

27. Touch screen voting machi nes (al so known as direct
recording el ectronic devices or DRES) resemble ATM nmachines in
appearance. Upon entering the booth, the voter touches the
name of the candidate or the ballot neasure on a screen to
register his or her preference. Typically, the voter nmay
review the entire ballot to check the votes cast. It is not
possible to vote twice, or “overvote,” for the sane office or
measure. The conputer tallies the votes and sends themto a
central |ocation. Only Riverside County uses a touch screen

voting systemin California.

- 14-




© 00 N o g A~ w N P

NN RN NN N NN R R R R R R R R R, R
0o N o oo A ON P O ©O 00 N o 0o s~ WwWN -, O

28. The voting systens used in California differ markedly
in their propensity accurately and reliably to record the
intentions of voters. In the Novenber 2000 presidenti al
el ection, pre-scored punch card machines resulted in average
conbi ned overvotes and undervotes of 2.23% or 223 overvotes and
undervotes per 10,000 votes. This is at |east double the
average error rate of any other type of voting systemused in
California and nearly 3% tines the error rate of the touch-
screen voting machi nes used in Riverside County (2.23% error
rate, conpared to .59% . The error rate in Los Angeles County,
whi ch uses VotoMatic pre-scored punch card nmachi nes and where
4,075,037 registered voters reside, was nore than 4% tinmes the
error rate in Riverside County (2.7% error rate, conpared to
.599% . The overall error rate for the optical scan voting
systemin the [ ast election was .85. The error rate for pre-
scored punch card machi nes was therefore nore than 2% tines
greater than that of the optical scan voting systens.

29. The following tables identify the counties using pre-
scored punch card machi nes and the number of registered voters

in each county in the Novenmber 2000 el ection:

PRE- SCORED PUNCH CARD COUNTI ES

Vot oMati c

County Regi stered Voters
Al ameda 669, 918

Los Angel es 4,075, 037

Mendoci no 49, 145

San Di ego 1,411,672

Shast a 86, 924

-15-
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PRE- SCORED PUNCH CARD COUNTI ES

Sol ano 194, 415

Tot al 6,487, 111
Pol I star

County Regi st ered Voters
Sacranment o 611, 014

San Bernardi no 691, 548

Santa Cl ara 789, 332

Tot al 2,091, 894

30. The VotoMatic pre-scored punch card machines used in
the six listed counties in California are identical to machines
used in several counties in Florida during the |ast election.

31. Anmong the approximately 2.7 mllion people in the
County of Los Angeles who voted or attenpted to vote in the
Novenber 2000 el ection, there were over 72,000 overvotes and
undervotes. The nunber of overvotes and undervotes in the
County of Los Angeles alone is greater than the nunber of
regi stered voters in 27 California counties.

32. The use of pre-scored punch card nmachines in sone
counties results in the systematic failure to count
di sproportionately | arge nunbers of votes in conparison with
counties using other machi nes. The continued approval and use
of this equipnment in sone counties operates to deny equal
treatment to voters in those counties and equal dignity to
their votes. The use of different nmachines with w dely
di sparate error rates dilutes the collective votes of people in
t hose counties that use pre-scored punch card machines. No

|l egitimate or conpelling state interest is served by the

-16-
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differential treatnment accorded to voters in those counties as
the result of the continued approval of these machines by

Def endant and his failure to establish standards that would
ensure equal treatnent to all voters statew de.

33. There exist in California no |egally binding
standards to govern procedures for determ ning voter intent in
the case of manual recounts. The absence of binding specific
st andards exacerbates the problens created by the use of
differing voting systens in different California counties.
Whil e the County Clerks' Association and the Secretary of
State's office have jointly issued guidelines for determ ning
voter intent in manual recounts, those procedures are not
| egal ly binding. The fornulation of uniformand legally
bi ndi ng standards and rules to determ ne voter intent is
practicabl e and necessary so that all votes are accorded equal
treat nent.

34. There is no provision of California |aw that requires
an automatic recount of undervotes and overvotes in close
races. Under California Elections Code 815620 et seq., any
voter may request, within five days after conpletion of the
of ficial canvas, a recount at the requestor's expense. There
IS no provision of California | aw, however, that provides for
an automatic recount at public expense in cases where margin of
victory falls below the error rate or any other threshold. The
absence of any such provision exacerbates the unfairness caused
by the use of pre-scored punch card machi nes.

35. California' s voting system as descri bed herein,

i ncludi ng the use of pre-scored punch card machi nes, has a
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di sparate and adverse inpact upon African-Anerican, Asian-
American, and Latino voters. |In the State of California, a

hi gher percentage of African-Anerican, Asian-Anerican, and
Lati no voters than white voters reside in counties that use
pre-scored punch card machi nes. Overall, people of color
(including African Anericans, Asian Anmericans, Latinos, and
Ameri can I ndians) constitute 45.5% of the popul ati on of
counties using pre-scored punch card equi prent, but only 30.9%
of the population of counties using other, nore reliable types
of equi pnment. According to one recent study, based on data
fromthe 1996 el ection, only 58.3% of white voters in
California resided in counties using pre-scored punch card
machi nes, conpared to 80.8% of African-Anerican voters and
66. 6% of Latino voters. The use of pre-scored punch card

equi pnment, combined with the |ack of adequate standards and
procedures for manual recounts, causes the disproportionate
deni al of the voting rights of African-Anerican, Asian-
American, and Latino voters.

36. Plaintiffs have suffered and will continue to suffer
irreparable harmas the result of the unequal system of voting
approved by Defendant. Plaintiffs have no adequate renedy at
| aw for the deprivation of their rights, privileges, and
I mmuni ties.

CLAIM FOR RELI EF

Fourteenth Amendnent to the United States Constitution
42 U.S.C. §1983
37. Plaintiffs hereby reall ege and incorporate by

reference each of the foregoing paragraphs.
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38. Defendant, acting under color of state |aw, has
approved and adm ni sters an unequal system of voting, which
deni es equal treatnent and equal dignity to voters residing in
counties that use pre-scored punch card nmachi nes.

39. The absence of any requirenment for manual recounts at
public expense in close races and the absence of uniform
bi ndi ng standards for manual recounts exacerbate the
i nequal ities caused by the use of pre-scored punch card
machi nes in sonme California counties but not others.

40. The absence of adequate standards and procedures for
voting machi nes and recounts results in the disproportionate
undercounting of the votes of people residing in counties that
use pre-scored punch card machi nes.

41. Defendant, acting under color of state |aw, has
deprived and threatens to deprive Plaintiffs, including the
i ndi vidual Plaintiffs and nmenbers of the organi zati onal
Plaintiffs, of their fundanental right to vote.

42. Defendants' acts and om ssions violate Plaintiffs’
rights to equal protection, due process, and the privileges or
immunities of citizens of the United States guaranteed by the
Fourteenth Amendnent to the United States Constitution.

PRAYER FOR RELI EF

WHEREFORE, PLAI NTI FFS respectfully request that this Court
enter judgment in their favor:

(1) Declaring that Defendant's failure to set adequate
standards for voting equipnent, and in particular the

conti nui ng approval of Pollstar and VotoMatic pre-scored punch
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card machines for use in the State of California, denies and
abridges Plaintiffs' rights under the Fourteenth Amendnent;

(2) Declaring that the failure to establish adequate
st andards and procedures to govern manual recounts, including
the circunstances under which recounts are required, denies and
abridges Plaintiffs' rights under the Fourteenth Amendnent;

(3) Enjoining the continuing application of the standards,
specifications, and regul ations that Defendant has set for
voting nmachines in the State of California to the extent that
they permt the use of Pollstar and VotoMatic pre-scored punch
card machi nes; ordering Defendant to w thdraw his approval of
Pol | star and VotoMatic pre-scored punch card machi nes; and
requiring Defendant to promnul gate specifications, regulations,
st andards, guidelines, and procedures that will protect the
voting rights of all Californians, and ensure that pre-scored
punch card machines are replaced with nore reliable equipnment
by the time of the March 2002 el ection;

(4) Awarding Plaintiffs their expenses, costs, fees, and
ot her disbursenments associated with the filing and maintenance
of this action, including reasonable attorneys fees pursuant to
42 U.S.C. § 1988;

(5) Awarding such other equitable and further relief as

the Court deens just and proper.

DATED: April 17, 2001 Respectfully subm tted,

Al an L. Schl osser ACLU FOUNDATI ON OF SAN DI EGO AND
ACLU FOUNDATI ON OF NORTHERN | MPERI AL COUNTI ES

CALI FORNI A

St ephen P. Berzon
Jordan C. Budd Jonat han Wei ssgl ass
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ALTSHULER, BERZON
RUBI N & DEMAI N

Jonat han P. Hiatt
Laurence E. ol d
AFL-CI O

NUSSBAUM Mark D. Rosenbaum
Dani el P. Tokaji
ACLU FOUNDATI ON OF SOUTHERN
CALI FORNI A

Bradley S. Phillips

St ephen M Kri stovich

John C. Uin

MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON, LLP
Evan H. Cam nker

By:

Mark D. Rosenbaum

Dani el P. Tokaji
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