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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT FAIRBANKS

IN RE: 2011 REDISTRICTING CASES: )
)
)

Case No. 4FA-11-2209CI

Order Regarding the Board’s and the ADP’s Motions for Expedited Consideration

On 16 September 2013 the Board filed for expedited consideration of its motion to strike
the ADP’s motions for summary judgment on the grounds that they were untimely filed. On 16
September 2013 the ADP filed for expedited consideration of their motion to accept their late
filed motions. The court finds all motions in this case to be filed in an expedited manner and
treats them as such. All parties shall have until the close of business tomorrow to file their
responses regarding whether the ADP’s late filed motions should be accepted or stricken from
the record.

The court also notes that all motions need to be accompanied by a proposed order.
Additionally all e-mails containing motion practice shall include the motion, memorandum,
exhibits, proposed order, affidavits, and any other related documents in one single e-mail.
Exceptions will be made if the files are too large to fit in one e-mail.

DATED at Fairbanks, Alaska, this Zé of September, 2013.

)

{ R ——

Michael P. McConahy
Superior Court Judge
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT AT FAIRBANKS

IN RE: 2011 REDISTRICTING CASES: )
)
)

Case No. 4FA-11-2209CI
Order Regarding the Riley Plaintiffs’ Motions to Strike

The Board filed five summary judgment motions on 12 September 2013. On 13
September 2013 the Riley plaintiffs filed five motions to strike the Board’s motions on the
grounds that the court’s 28 August 2013 order only allowed for parties objecting to the plan to
file motions for summary judgment. On 13 September 2013 the Board filed an opposition and
quoted additional language from the court’s order that stated, “any other substantive motions
must be filed during the same time frame.” The court will accept the Board’s motions for
summary judgment. The Riley plaintiffs’ motions to strike are therefore DENIED.

DATED at Fairbanks, Alaska, this /7 of September, 2013.

Michael-P-McConahy
Superior Court Judge
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