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On Appeal from the United States District Court  
for the Western District of Wisconsin (Conley, J.) 

 
 

EMERGENCY MOTION OF REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE  
AND REPUBLICAN PARTY OF WISCONSIN TO STAY  

THE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 



 

Based largely on the unique and different circumstances confronting Wisconsin 

last April, the district court substantially rewrote the rules for Wisconsin’s ongoing 

election to make numerous adjustments to long-established voting rules and deadlines. 

Most notably, the district court extended deadlines—which are still weeks away—for 

voter registration and the receipt of ballots on the assumption that some hypothetical 

voters will needlessly delay until the last minute and thus place themselves at risk of 

missing the relevant deadlines. Even setting aside the questionable assumption that 

voters today are unaware of or unable to account for COVID-19 in making their plans 

to vote in any of the myriad ways Wisconsin allows, the question that matters here is 

whether the future deadlines (and other state laws modified by the district court) impose 

“a substantial burden on the right to vote.” Crawford v. Marion Cty. Election Bd., 553 U.S. 

181, 198 (2008). For the reasons described in the Legislature’s motion, they do not. See 

Doc. 9-1 (No. 20-2835).    

Movants are entitled to a stay pending appeal for the reasons provided in the 

Wisconsin Legislature’s motion. Given this Court’s admonition that “brevity in motion 

procedure is extremely important,” Practitioner’s Handbook for Appeals 87 (2019 ed.), 

Movants simply adopt the Legislature’s motion and incorporate those arguments here.  

Accordingly, Movants ask the Court to grant a stay pending appeal of the district court’s 

entire injunction. 
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