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ISSUE PRESENTED 

Whether the motion for leave to file a complaint for declaratory and injunctive 

relief, challenging the validity of the 2011 Illinois Legislative Redistricting Map, was 

filed in a timely manner. 

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISION INVOLVED 

1970 lllinois Constitution, Article IV, Section 2, provides in relevant part: 

SECTION 2. LEGISLATIVE COMPOSITION 

(a) One Senator shall be elected from each Legislative District. Immediately following 
each decennial redistricting, the General Assembly by law shall divide the Legislative 
Districts as equally as possible into three groups. Senators from one group shall be 
elected for terms of four years, four years and two years; Senators from the second group, 
for terms of four years, two years and four years; and Senators from the third group, for 
terms of two years, four years and four years. The Legislative Districts in each group 
shall be distributed substantially equally over the State. 

(b) Each Legislative District shall be divided into two Representative Districts. In 
1982 and every two years thereafter one Representative shall be elected from each 
Representative District for a term of two years. 

(c) To be eligible to serve as a member of the General Assembly, a person must be a 
United States citizen, at least 21 years old, and for the two years preceding his election or 
appointment a resident of the district which he is to represent. In the general election 
following a redistricting, a candidate for the General Assembly may be elected from any 
district which contains a part of the district in which he resided at the time of the 
redistricting and reelected if a resident of the new district he represents for 18 months 
prior to reelection. 

**** * 

STATUTE INVOLVED 

Section 29C-10 of the Illinois Election Code, 10 ILCS 5/29C-10 provides: 

Sec. 29C-10. Terms of Senators in each group. Senators shall be elected from districts in 
each group of legislative districts on the dates and for terms as follows: 

First group - 2012 and 2016 for 4 years each, and in 2020 for 2 years; 

Second group - 2012 for 4 years, 2016 for 2 years, and in 2018 for 4 years; and 

1 



Third group -2012 for 2 years, and in 2014 and 2018 for 4 years each. 

All 59 Senators, one from each of the 59 districts, shall be elected at the first general 
election of representatives next occurring after each decennial redistricting. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

As required by the Illinois Constitution, following the 2010 federal decennial 

census, the Illinois General Assembly passed legislation redistricting the Legislative 

(Senate) and Representative (House) districts in Illinois. See Ill. Canst. 1970, Art. IV,§ 

3(b). The 2011 State Redistricting Map (the "2011 State Map") was signed into law by 

Governor Quinn on June 3, 2011 as Public Act 97-6. (Complt., 1T 64.) Six weeks later, 

on July 20, 2011, House Minority Leader Tom Cross, Senate Minority Leader Christine 

Radogno (together the "Legislative Leaders" or "Leaders") and other plaintiffs filed suit 

in federal court, challenging the validity of the 2011 State Map in the matter of Radogno 

v. Illinois State Board of Elections, No. 1:11-cv-04884 (N.D. Ill.) (three-judge court). (A 

copy of the initial Complaint in that action (the "Federal Complaint") is attached hereto 

as Exhibit A (A-1].) 

Compactness Challenge Raised in July, 2011 

Among other claims, Count 7 of the Federal Complaint alleged that the 2011 State 

Map violated the Illinois Constitution because it was not sufficiently compact as a whole 

(A-27, 1T 193), and Count 7 singled out 34 districts as being non-compact, including the 

two House districts that Movants again single out for challenge in this case-House 

Districts 35 and 59. (Ex. A, 1T 191 [A-27].) On September 6, 2011, in response to a 

motion to dismiss by defendants, the Leaders conceded that Count 7 was barred by the 

Eleventh Amendment, recognizing that a redistricting claim arising under the Illinois 
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Constitution could be brought only before the Illinois Supreme Court. (See Exhibit B, 

Plaintiffs' Response to Motion to Dismiss in Radogno, at p. 3, n.1 [A-35].) See Radogno 

v. IllinoisStateBd. ofElections, 1:11-CV-04884, 2011 WL5025251 at* 1 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 

21, 2011) (dismissing Count 7 after Plaintiffs conceded its dismissal). 

The proposed Complaint in this Court is virtually identical in substance to Count 

7 of the Federal Complaint. The proposed Complaint alleges that the 2011 Map is non

compact in its entirety (Complt., ~ 75) and that 28 individual districts are non-compact. 

(!d.,~ 68.) 

"Political Fairness" Challenges Raised in July, 2011 

In their Federal Complaint, the Leaders raised three separate claims that alleged a 

lack of fairness to Republican legislators and voters in either the legislative process 

leading up to the passage of the 2011 Map, or in the content of the Map itself. These 

claims were styled as federal political gerrymander claims under the First Amendment 

and Equal Protection Clause (Counts 3 and 4, respectively), in addition to a claim entitled 

"Process" (Count 8), which alleged a violation of the Illinois Constitution's redistricting 

provision (Art. IV, § 3) and its free-and-equal-elections provision (Art. III, § 3). (Ex. A, 

Counts 3, 4, 8 [ A-22, 27-29].) Each of these counts was based on a series of allegations 

that the process leading up to the passage of the 2011 State Map was unfair to 

Republicans; that the legislation was passed without time for adequate consideration; and 

that the Democratic majorities in the House and Senate did not pay sufficient heed to the 

Republicans' alternative map or respect the rights of the Republican minorities. (!d., ~~ 

34-94, 195-205 [A-6-14, 28-29].) Additionally, the Federal Complaint alleged that the 
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2011 State Map, in various ways, disadvantaged Republicans in their attempt to gain a 

majority of either chamber over the next decade. (!d., 1T1T 137-51, 160-63 (A-19-20, 22].) 

On September 6, 2011, as they did with regard to Count 7 of the Federal 

Complaint challenging the 2011 Map's compactness, the Leaders conceded that Count 

8's "process" challenge under the Illinois Constitution should be dismissed and could be 

brought only before this Court. (See Ex. B, p. 3, n.1 [ A-35].) See also Radogno, 2011 

WL 5025251 at * 1 (noting that Plaintiffs agreed that Count 8 should be dismissed with 

prejudice ).1 

Likewise, the proposed Complaint before this Court challenges the allegedly 

unfair legislative process that produced the 2011 State Map, as well as the alleged 

unfairness to Republicans of the Map itself. While some allegations have been added, 

some subtracted, and some restructured, the allegations in the proposed Complaint are 

virtually identical in substance to the allegations raised in the Federal Complaint. (See 

Complt., 1T1T 21-62, 78-91.) 

Timing of Elections to the State Senate for this Decade 

In the first general election following a legislative redistricting- here, the 2012 

election-every one of the 177 seats in the General Assembly is up for election at the 

same time. Ill. Const. 1970, Art. IV,§ 2(a); 10 ILCS 5/29C-10. Beyond the 2012 

election, however, the picture changes. Moving forward through the decade, every 

1 The federal political gerrymander claims, after a round of amendments, were ultimately 
dismissed in an Order on November 16, 2011 with an Opinion on November 22. See 
Radogno v. lllinoisStateBd. ofElections, 1:11-CV-04884, 2011 WL5868225 at *1 
(N.D. Ill. Nov. 22, 2011) (three-judge court). To complete the story, theRadogno case 
ended on December 7, 2011, when the court entered summary judgment for Defendants 
on the remaining counts-a Voting Rights Act claim and a racial gerrymander claim
thus mooting the December 12 trial. See Radogno v. Illinois State Bd. of Elections, 1:11-
CV-04884, 2011 WL 6153160 (N.D. Ill. Dec. 7, 2011) (three-judge court). 
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House district is up for election every two years, see Ill. Const. 1970, Art. IV,§ 2(b), but 

the Illinois Constitution treats Senate terms differently. 

The Illinois Constitution provides that, over the ensuing decade, each Senate 

district will hold three elections- two of them for four-year terms and one for a two-year 

term. The terms are staggered, with Senate districts divided by law into three groups. 

The first group of districts will elect Senators to four-year terms in 2012 and 2016 and a 

two-year term in 2020. The terms for the second group will be four years in 2012, two 

years in 2016, and four years in 2018. The terms for the third group will be two years in 

2012 and four years in 2014 and 2018. The Senate districts in each group shall be 

distributed substantially equally over the State. Ill. Const. 1970, Art. IV, § 2(a); see also 

10 ILCS 5/29C-10. 

As of the date of this filing, the Senate has not yet conducted its process for 

determining which Senate districts will fall into each of the three groups. See 10 ILCS 

5/29C-15 (describing this process). But state law provides that the first and second 

groups described above shall consist of 20 districts each, and the third group shall consist 

of 19 districts. 10 ILCS 5/29C-5. Thus, in the 2014 primary election, only 19 Senate 

seats will be up for election, and 40 Senators will be serving in the middle of a four-year 

term. 

Timing of Redistricting Suits Before This Court In Prior Decades 

In the four decades of redistricting under the 1970 Constitution before this one, a 

map was never signed into law by the Governor by the Constitution's June 30 deadline. 

See Ill. Const. 1970, Art. IV,§ 3(b). Thus, in accordance with the Constitution, see id., a 

map was approved and filed by a legislative redistricting commission, in every instance 
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(other than 1971) resorting to the tie-breaking provision after the initial eight -person 

commission could not agree on a map. Thus, in each of those decades, the redistricting 

plan became law far later in the year than the 2011 Map-but the suits brought in this 

Court were filed far earlier than the instant one: 

State Map Date Filed with Seer. of State Date Suit Filed in this Court 

1971 Plan August 7, 1971 October 19, 1971 

1981 Plan October 5, 1981 October 19, 1981 

1991 Plan October 4, 1991 October 11, 1991 

2001 Plan September 25, 2001 September 27, 2001 

2011 Plan June 3, 20112 February 8, 2012 

(See Exhibit E, Affidavit from Secretary of State Index Department [A-123-28] and 

Exhibit F, file-stamped documents from the Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court [A-129-

34].) Thus, the historical practice of litigants in Illinois redistricting cases has been to 

seek this Court's review relatively soon after a map became law. The suit challenging the 

first map under the new Constitution was filed 73 days after its approval, and since then, 

challenges have been filed between two and 14 days after the map became law. The 

instant suit, in contrast, was filed 248 days after the 2011 Map became law. 

2 The 2011 plan became effective upon the Governor's signature. Only plans approved 
by a redistricting commission become effective upon filing with the Secretary of State. 
Ill. Const. 1970, Art. IV,§ 3(b). 
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ARGUMENT 

THIS ACTION IS UNTIMELY, EVEN IF THE REMEDY SOUGHT IS 
NOW LIMITED SOLELY TO THE 2014 ELECTION CYCLE OR 
BEYOND. 

A. Movants Have Abandoned Any Remedy Directed At The 2012 
Elections. 

In their Proposed Complaint and Motion for Leave to file that complaint, the 

Leaders sought a remedy directed at the 2012 election cycle. But they no longer do so. 

In their most recent brief, filed on March 28, 2012, the Leaders now affirmatively state 

that they do not seek any remedy directed at the 2012 elections: 

The Movants did not request and do not seek to undo the results of the 
March 20, 2012 primary and do not believe it would be feasible at this 
juncture to enjoin the general elections under this map scheduled for 
November 6, 2012. Therefore, the only relief that the Movants seek is to 
enjoin the Respondents from using the Redistricting Plan as the basis for 
the primary election scheduled for March 18, 2014, or any subsequent 
election. 

(Movants' Brief ("Mov. Br. ") at 11-12.) Given that the Proposed Complaint does not 

seek a remedy unwinding the results of the March, 2012 primary, that the Leaders did not 

argue in their brief for a remedy directed at the 2012 election cycle, and that the Leaders 

in fact have affirmatively foresworn such a remedy, any claim that this action is timely 

with regard to the 2012 election cycle has been abandoned. People v. Dabbs, 239 Ill. 2d 

277' 294 (2010). 

Notably, the Leaders appear to blame this Court for the inability to fashion a 

remedy in time for the 2012 election cycle. (Mov. Br. at 11 ("This Court's March 14, 

2012 Order effectively foreclosed the option of enjoining the March 20, 2012 

primary.").) But it was the Leaders' failure to file this original action until six weeks 

before the 2012 primary, not this Court's desire to give each side an equal opportunity to 
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address the timeliness question, that made an injunction against the 2012 primary 

inappropriate. 

Regardless, Respondents will not further discuss the timeliness of this action 

insofar as it relates to the 2012 election cycle. Respondents previously briefed that issue 

at length and, for the sake of economy, adopt and incorporate their Joint Opposition to 

the Motion for Leave, filed on February 21, 2012, for any argument on that issue. 

B. Movants Offer No Excuse For The Delay In Bringing This Action. 

In their brief, the Leaders do not attempt to justify their decision to wait so long to 

seek leave to file this lawsuit. They do not deny that they waited 248 days after the State 

Map became law to challenge it in this Court, but they provide no excuse for this delay. 

They simply ignore this fact throughout their brief. 

Nor can the Leaders deny that, as long ago as July 20, 2011, they alleged in the 

Federal Complaint that the Map as a whole was not compact, just as they do now in their 

Proposed Complaint. And they concede, as they must, that they also alleged in the 

Federal Complaint that House Districts 35 and 59 were not sufficiently compact, but they 

claim that they "made no specific allegations about these districts" in the Federal 

Complaint. (Mov. Br. at 6.) As an initial matter, the Federal Complaint was quite 

specific in alleging that House Districts 35 and 59, among others, "fail[ed] to meet the 

constitutional mandate within the lllinois Constitution of 1970 that all districts be 

'compact."' (Ex. A,~ 132 [A-18].) But the salient point is that the Leaders clearly 

possessed facts, at least as of July, 2011, that led them to claim that these two House 

districts were non-compact, regardless of whether they submitted detailed evidence to the 

Court before their compactness challenge was dismissed. And the Leaders do not explain 
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why they did not immediately turn to this Court and litigate those same "facts," rather 

than wait almost seven more months to file the instant action. 

Equally unconvincing is the Leaders' claim that, in the Federal Complaint, they 

"never alleged that the [State Map] violated the political fairness requirements of the 

Illinois Constitution." (Mov. Br. at 6.) That statement is technically true but misleading. 

As detailed at length in the Statement of Facts, the Leaders raised three claims in the 

Federal Complaint that overlap entirely with their claim before this Court of"political 

fairness." Between their two claims of political gerrymandering under the U.S. 

Constitution (Counts 3 and 4 of the Federal Complaint) and their state-constitutional 

claim entitled "Process" (Count 8), the Leaders alleged all of the same facts that now 

form the basis of their "political fairness" challenge: that the legislative process was 

unfair to the minority Republicans and that the Map was passed without adequate time to 

consider it or the Republicans' alternative map (Ex. A at 111134-94, 195-205 [A-6-14, 28-

29]), and that the Map would prevent Republicans from fairly competing in legislative 

races over the next decade. (!d., 1111137-51, 160-63 [A-19-20, 22].) Some allegations 

were cut-and-pasted into the Proposed Complaint, some were altered, and the order was 

sometimes re-arranged, but it is inescapable that the same basic set of facts alleged in the 

Proposed Complaint were in the Leaders' possession back in July, 2011. The relevant 

point is not the cause of action the Leaders asserted back in July, 2011, but the facts they 

had in their possession at that time. See McNeil v. Springfield Park Dist., 656 F. Supp. 

1200, 1201 (C.D. ill. 1987) (denying preliminary injunction against primary election less 

than four months away on laches grounds, given that plaintiffs had previously filed 

similar action against another unit of local government's election process, and "the basic 
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facts surrounding this [second) lawsuit were known or should have been known to 

Plaintiffs at the time" of that first lawsuit); Ole, Ole v. Kozubowski, 187 Ill. App. 3d 277, 

286 (1 51 Dist. 1989) (rejecting redistricting challenge on laches grounds due to plaintiffs' 

delay in raising it: "If the redistricting violated [the Election Code] in March, 1987, it 

violated the Code in July, 1986 when it was completed."). 

The Leaders cannot deny that they had all of the necessary information underlying 

both their compactness challenge and their "political fairness" challenge at least as early 

as July 20, 2011. Nor can they deny that they were fully aware that the only forum for 

airing these claims was this Court, as they conceded in the federal litigation that their 

state constitutional claims could only be brought before this Court. See Radogno v. 

Illinois State Ed. ofElections, 1:11-CV-04884, 2011 WL5025251 at* 1 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 

21, 2011) (dismissing Counts 7 and 8 after Plaintiffs conceded their dismissal based on 

Eleventh Amendment bar). The Leaders have failed to justify this unprecedented delay 

in raising these claims before this Court. 

C. A Remedy Directed At The 2014 Legislative Primaries Or Beyond 
Would Be Prejudicial, As It Would Vitiate The 2012 Election Results 
For Most Senators And Force This Court To Re-Write Or Eliminate 
Provisions Of The Illinois Constitution. 

1. A Remedy Applied To The 2014 Elections Would Unseat As 
Many As 40 Senators In Mid-Term, Effectively Unwinding The 
2012 Election Results-An Outcome Movants Claim Not To 
Seek. 

Every remedy the Leaders seek in this case would impact some, if not all of the 

59 Senate districts. First, the Leaders seek a wholesale invalidation of the State Map, 

either because it is not "politically fair" or because the Map as a whole is not compact. 

Alternatively, the Leaders individually challenge House Districts 35 and 59 and Senate 
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District 30. Even if the remedy were limited to those individual House districts, it is 

impossible to redraw one district without reconfiguring at least one other, and quite 

possibly several other districts. And each Senate district must entirely contain two House 

districts. See Ill. Canst. 1970, Art. IV,§ 2(b). Thus, no matter which remedy is 

applicable, if the Leaders were to prevail to any extent in this case, at least one, and 

possibly every one of the 59 Senate districts would have to be redrawn. 

It is here that the Leaders' newfound focus on a remedy directed at the 20 14 

primary hits a roadblock. The Leaders have neglected to address the critical issue of 

staggered Senate terms. As detailed more fully above in the Statement of Facts, in the 

2014 election on which the Leaders now exclusively focus, only 19 Senate seats will be 

up for election, and 40 Senators will be half-way through their four-year terms. Nowhere 

in their brief do the Leaders mention that redrawing the State Map in 2014 would unseat 

40 Senators in mid-term. 

More importantly, the Leaders' current focus on the 2014 election cycle directly 

contradicts their very clear statement to this Court, quoted fully above in Section A of the 

Argument, that the Leaders "did not request and do not seek to undo the results of the 

March 20, 2012 primary." (Mov. Br. at 11.) Obviously, any remedy that redrew the 

Senate districts in 2014 would do just that-unwind the 2012 primary and general 

election results for 40 Senate elections. Thus, at least for two-thirds of the state, applying 

a remedy prospectively to the 2014 primary is no timelier than applying it retroactively to 

the 2012 primary. If, as the Leaders now admit, it is too late to fashion a remedy for the 

2012 elections, then it is too late to do so for the 2014 elections, too. 
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The Leaders' citation to Martin v. Soucie, 109 Ill. App. 3d 731 (3rd Dist. 1982), is 

inapposite for this reason. While the court in Martin did hold that all county board 

elections after the imminent 1982 election would have to be held under a new, corrected 

redistricting plan, the court also made clear that its ruling did not invalidate the results of 

the 1982 election. !d. at 736. In contrast, the remedy the Leaders seek here- re-drawing 

the State Map before the 2014 primaries- would force the Court to invalidate the results 

of 40 general election races for State Senate, two years after the fact. 

2. A Remedy Applied First To The 2016 Election Cycle-A 
Remedy Movants Have Not Requested-Would Force This 
Court To Alter Or Override Constitutional Provisions And 
Upset The Constitutional Framework for Legislative Elections. 

The Leaders have not argued that a remedy should be applied for the first time 

even later in the decade, for example in the 2016 election cycle. They included no such 

request in their Proposed Complaint and have not argued it in their brief. That relief is 

therefore unavailable to them. People v. Wendt, 163 Ill. 2d 346, 351 (1994). 

But even if this Court were to wait until 2016 to redraw the Senate districts, there 

would be another group of 19 Senators (the third group) who would have been elected in 

2014 to four-year terms, whose seats would have to be extinguished mid-term. See 10 

ILCS 5/29C-10. Simply put, once the first election following legislative redistricting (in 

2012) has passed, there will never be another time that all 59 Senators are elected at the 

same time until 2022, after the next decennial redistricting. Thus, if the Court were to 

redraw the Senate districts at any point after the 2012 elections, the Court would either 

have to (i) unseat some number of Senators mid-term or (ii) alter the constitutionally-

prescribed term lengths so that all Senate terms, by judicial decree, would end in the 
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same year. Either result would require this Court to override the system of staggered 

elections created by the framers of the Constitution.3 

The cases cited by the Leaders are distinguishable because they did not involve a 

remedy that, after the fact, would unseat elected officials mid-term. Kelley v. Bennett, 96 

F.Supp.2d 1301 (M.D. Ala.), vacated sub nom. Sinkfield v. Kelley, 531 U.S. 28 (2000), is 

of no assistance because that decision was vacated by the U.S. Supreme Court and 

because, in any event, Alabama does not have staggered terms for either state 

representative or state senator. See Ala. Canst. art. IV,§ 46(a). Thus, the difficulty in 

implementing a remedy for future elections that is present in the instant matter was not 

present in Kelley; no sitting legislator was at risk of being unseated mid-term. The same 

is true of Smith v. Beasley, 946 F.Supp. 1174 (D.S.C. 1996), as South Carolina does not 

have staggered terms for its legislators. See id. at 1176. Dillard v. Crenshaw County, 

640 F. Supp. 1347 (M.D. Ala. 1986), cited previously by Respondents because the court 

there refused to enjoin an imminent election on equitable grounds, likewise fails to serve 

the purpose for which the Leaders cite it. Dillard was not a redistricting case per se; 

rather, it was a voting-rights challenge to various counties' use of at-large elections 

instead of single-district elections, which served to disenfranchise minority candidates. 

!d. at 1352. The remedy for future elections did not involve unseating elected officials 

mid-term. In fact, the court specifically cautioned that it did not want to be placed in the 

position of judicially altering incumbents' terms of office, as doing so would "offend 

basic principles of representative government." /d. at 1363. 

3 Moreover, if this Court were to redraw the Senate districts in 2016 but redraw the House 
districts at an earlier date such as 2014, this Court would have to override yet another 
constitutional provision requiring that two House districts be geographically nested 
within each Senate district. Ill. Canst. 1970, Art. IV,§ 2(b). 
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The Leaders advise this Court to ignore the many constitutional and practical 

difficulties with their requested relief. They argue that, in considering the prejudice 

caused by their unreasonable delay in bringing this lawsuit, the "prejudice to candidates, 

supporters, voters, and courts are irrelevant." (Mov. Br. at 9, n.l.) Rather, they claim, 

this Court must limit its focus to the prejudice to the party-defendants to this case- here, 

the Illinois State Board of Elections and Attorney General Lisa Madigan. (/d.) 

But the inquiry is not so narrow. In applying the equitable doctrine of laches in 

election-related cases such as this one, this Court, the U.S. Supreme Court, and countless 

others have considered the prejudice to voters, supporters, candidates, the courts, and the 

public in general. See, e.g., Thurston v. State Bd. of Elections, 76 Ill. 2d 385, 389 (1979) 

(barring plaintiffs' objection to winning candidate's nomination post-election; plaintiffs 

were "guilty of laches in that they failed to assert their objections to the detriment of [the 

victorious candidate] and to those who had promoted his candidacy and cast their votes 

for him."); Williams v. Rhodes, 393 U.S. 23, 35 (1968) (declining on equitable grounds to 

fashion injunction for upcoming Ohio election in part due to prejudice to Ohio citizens, 

especially absentee voters); Dobson v. Mayor & City Council of Baltimore City, 330 F. 

Supp. 1290, 1301 (D. Md. 1971) (denying election-eve redistricting challenge on 

equitable grounds, in part due to unfairness to candidates and voters); State ex rei. 

Fidanque v. Paulus, 688 P.2d 1303, 1308 n. 6 (Or. 1984) (dismissing, on laches grounds, 

late challenge to proposed ballot initiative, in part because it would prejudice organizers 

and proponents of measure); Sw. Voter Registration Educ. Project v. Shelley, 344 F.3d 

914, 919 (9th Cir. 2003) (en bane) (refusing to enjoin gubernatorial recall election in part 

because of prejudice to voting public). Indeed, even the case cited by the Leaders 
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considered prejudice beyond that of the party-opponent. Wilson v. Kasich, No. 2012-

0019, 2012 WL 592541 at * 2 (Ohio Feb. 17, 2012) (unreasonable delay in filing 

redistricting suit "has caused prejudice to boards of elections, candidates, and the 

public"). 

The Leaders have no valid excuse for waiting to file this lawsuit for over eight 

months, breaking the settled tradition of bringing state constitutional claims to this Court 

almost immediately after a redistricting plan becomes effective. And their delay in doing 

so until this late date would force this Court to re-write, if not erase, various 

constitutional provisions that were carefully structured by the framers in 1970. 

Though not cited by the Leaders, Respondents are not unmindful of the decision 

in People ex rei. Engle v. Kerner, 33 Ill. 2d 11 (1965) ("Kerner IF'). The facts and 

circumstances of that case, however, are certainly distinguishable. The controversy in the 

Kerner decisions arose from a 1954 amendment to the 1870 Illinois Constitution, which 

provided that, while House districts would be redistricted decennially according to 

population, the districts for the Illinois Senate would be drawn in 1955 by law based on 

geographic area, not population, and after 1955 would never again be re-drawn. See Ill. 

Const. 1870, Art. IV, § 6 (amended 1954). A lawsuit challenging both the constitutional 

amendment and the 1955 law redistricting the Illinois Senate was filed in federal court. 

During the appeal of that federal lawsuit, the U.S. Supreme Court handed down the 

landmark "one person, one vote" decision in Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533 (1964), 

which held that the U.S. Constitution required that legislative districts be roughly equal in 

population. Thus, when the federal lawsuit challenging the Illinois Senate redistricting 

plan reached the U.S. Supreme Court, the Court reversed the federal district court 
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decision upholding the plan and remanded the case for further consideration based on 

Reynolds. See Germano v. Kerner, 378 U.S. 560 (1964). 

This Court, hearing another challenge to the 1954 constitutional amendment on 

Senate redistricting, noted that under Germano and Reynolds, the 1955 law redistricting 

the Illinois Senate was invalid. People ex rei. Engle v. Kerner, 32 Ill. 2d 212, 224 (1965) 

("Kerner F'). Recognizing that there was no currently valid plan for Senate redistricting 

in Illinois, this Court directed the Illinois General Assembly to draw a new plan, 

consistent with Reynolds, in time for the 1966 elections. This Court cautioned that if the 

General Assembly failed to do so, this Court would reluctantly draw the map itself. /d. at 

224-25. 

After the General Assembly adjourned sine die without adopting a Senate map, 

this Court implemented its own plan, "made necessary only by legislative nonfeasance." 

Kerner II, 33 Ill. 2d at 14. While the 1870 Constitution provided for staggered terms for 

Senators, this Court declined to stagger the terms in its provisional plan, as doing so 

"would unduly and unnecessarily encroach upon the legislative domain." /d. Instead, 

this Court ordered all Senate districts to be up for election in 1966 for four-year terms 

until the 1970 census data became available for a new redistricting plan. /d. 

While this Court clearly has the authority to issue any remedy it deems necessary, 

including altering Senate terms or any other relief, the circumstances of the instant case 

do not require or warrant that such drastic steps be taken. The necessity of the action in 

the Kerner cases followed a groundbreaking constitutional decision of the U.S. Supreme 

Court that sent ripples through every redistricting plan in the country and required prompt 

action mid-decade. It would be quite a different matter for this Court to undertake such 
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dramatic steps simply because the Leaders made the tactical decision to withhold their 

lawsuit until the eve of the 2012 primary election. Undeniably, they had the requisite 

"facts" to bring this lawsuit last summer and knew that this Court was the only 

appropriate forum for such claims. But rather than file suit in this Court days or weeks 

after the Map became law, as challengers have done in the past, they waited 248 days to 

do so. For the Leaders to wait this long, and then ask this Court to turn the Constitution 

on its head to accommodate their strategic timing, is unwarranted. 

CONCLUSION 

For all of these reasons, this Court should deny the Motion for Leave to file the 

Proposed Complaint. 
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Respondents Illinois State Board of 
Elections, its Executive Director 
Rupert Borgsmiller, and its Members 

Michael A. Scodro 
Solicitor General 
Jane E. Notz 
Brent D. Stratton 
Office of the Illinois Attorney General 
100 West Randolph Street, 12th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
312-814-3698 

Richard J. Prendergast 
Michael T. Layden 
Special Asst. Attorneys General 
Richard J. Prendergast, Ltd. 
111 W. Washington St., Suite 1100 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
(312) 641-0881 

Respondent Illinois Attorney General Lisa Madigan 

Michael A. Scodro 
Solicitor General 
Jane E. Notz 
Brent D. Stratton 
Office of the Illinois Attorney General 
100 West Randolph Street, 12th Floor 
Chicago, lllinois 60601 
312-814-3698 

17 



William J. Harte, Ltd. 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
135 S. La Salle St., Ste. 2200, 
Chicago, IL 60603 
(312) 641-1441 

David W. Ellis 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
160 North LaSalle, Suite N-600 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(312) 814-4890 

Eric M. Madiar 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
605 State House 
Springfield, IL 62706 
(217) 782-2156 

Michael J. Kasper 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
222 N. LaSalle St., Suite 300 
Chicago, IL 60601-1013 
(312) 405-3292 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I certify that this brief conforms to the requirements of Rules 341(a) and (b). The 

length of this brief, excluding the pages containing the Rule 341(h)(1) cover, the 

341(h)(1) statement of points and authorities, the Rule 341(c) certificate of compliance, 

the certificate of service, and those matters to be appended to the brief under Rule 342(a) 

is 17 pages. 

Ri hard J. Prendergast 
One of Respondents' Attorneys 

18 



APPENDIX 



TABLE OF CONTENTS TO APPENDIX 

Exhibit A- Complaint for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief ....................... A-1 

Exhibit B- Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Law in Opposition to Defendants' 
Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaint ...................................................................... A-33 

Exhibit C - 08/29/11 Letter to Justices Bucklo, Sykes and Simon 
(attaching Plaintiffs' Proposed Report of Parties' Planning Meeting) ......................... A-48 

Exhibit D - State Board of Elections Election and Campaign Finance 
Calendar ........................................................................................................................ A-55 

Exhibit E - Affidavit of Jacqueline Price ................................................................... A-122 

Exhibit F - File-stamped documents from the Clerk of the Illinois 
Supreme Court ............................................................................................................ A-129 



Case: 1 :11-cv-04884 Document#: 1 Filed: 07/20/11 Page 1 of 32 PageiD #:1 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

CHRISTINE RADOGNO, in her official capacity 
as Minority Leader of the Illinois Senate, 
THOMAS CROSS, in his official capacity as 
Minority Leader of the Illinois House of 
Representatives, ADAM BROWN, in his official 
capacity as a state representative from the 10151 

Representative District and individually as a 
registered voter, VERONICA VERA, CHOLE 
MOORE, JOE TREVINO, and ANGEL 
GARCIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs 

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

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS, ) 
RUPERT BORGSMILLER, Executive Director of ) 
the Illinois State Board of Elections, HAROLD D. ) 
BYERS, BRYAN A. SCHNEIDER, BETTY J. ) 
COFFRIN, ERNEST C. GOWEN, WILLIAM F. ) 
McGUFF AGE, JUDITH C. RlCE, CHARLES W. ) 
SCHOLZ, and JESSER. SMART, all named in ) 
their official capacities as members of the Illinois ) 
State Board of Elections, ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) 

NO. 1:11-cv-____ _ 

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

NOW COME the Plaintiffs, CHRISTINE RADOGNO, in her official capacity as 

Minority Leader of the Illinois Senate, THOMAS CROSS, in his official capacity as Minority 

Leader of the Illinois House of Representatives, ADAM BROWN, in his official capacity as state 

representative from the 10 I 51 Representative District and individually as a registered voter, 

VERONICA VERA, CHOLE MOORE, JOE TREVINO, and ANGEL GARCIA by and through 

the undersigned attorneys, complaining of the Defendants state and allege as follows: 

EXHIBIT A A-1 
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1. This is a civil rights suit brought to protect the most sacred right in a democratic 

society -- the right to vote. It seeks to invalidate the redistricting plan for election of members to 

the Illinois General Assembly (the "General Assembly"), approved by the General Assembly on 

May 27,2011 and signed into law by the Governor on June 3, 2011, which sets forth the districts 

to be used to elect members of the General Assembly (the "Redistricting Plan"). The 

Redistricting Plan and the process by which it was created violate the First and Fourteenth 

Amendments to the United States Constitution, the federal Voting Rights Act and the 

Constitution of the State of Illinois. The gross deprivation of these constitutional and statutory 

rights caused by the Redistricting Plan requires this Court to invalidate the Redistricting Plan, 

enjoin future elections under the Redistricting Plan and institute a new redistricting plan setting 

forth the districts used to elect members of the General Assembly consistent with all applicable 

constitutional and statutory requirements or order other appropriate corrective action. 

PARTIES 

2. Plaintiff CHRISTINE RADOGNO is a state senator from the 4151 Legislative 

District, a citizen of the United States and of the Stat~ of Illinois, and a duly registered voter 

residing in Cook County, Illinois. Ms. Radogno is also the Minority Leader of the Illinois 

Senate, vested by Article IV, Section 6(c) of the Illinois Constitution of 1970 with the duty to 

promote and express the views, ideas and principles of the Senate Minority Republican caucus in 

the 971
h General Assembly and of Republicans in every Representative and Legislative District 

throughout the state of Illinois. 

3. Plaintiff THOMAS CROSS is a state representative from the 84th Representative 

District, a citizen of the United States and of the State of Illinois and a duly registered voter 

residing in Kendall County, Illinois. Mr. Cross is also the Minority Leader of the Illinois House 
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of Representatives, vested by Article IV, Section 6(c) of the Illinois Constitution of 1970 with 

the duty to promote and express the views, ideas and principles of the House Minority 

Republican caucus in the 97'h General Assembly and of Republicans in every Legislative and 

Representative District throughout the state of Illinois. 

4. Plaintiff CHOLE MOORE is a citizen of African-American heritage residing in 

the State of Illinois in St. Clair County within the boundaries of Representative District 114 of 

the Redistricting Plan. 

5. Plaintiff VERONICA VERA is a citizen of Latina heritage residing in the State of 

Illinois in Cook County within the boundaries of Representative District 22 of the Redistricting 

Plan. 

6. Plaintiff ADAM BROWN is a state representative from the 10151 Representative 

District and a duly registered voter and citizen residing in the State of Illinois in Macon County 

within the boundaries of Representative District 96 of the Redistricting Plan. 

7. Plaintiff JOE TREVINO is a citizen of Latino heritage residing in the State of 

Illinois in Cook County within the boundaries of Representative District 77 of the Redistrictipg 

Plan. 

8. Plaintiff ANGEL GARCIA is a citizen of Latino heritage residing in the State of 

Illinois in Cook County within the boundaries of Representative District 1. 

9. Defendant ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS is the entity responsible 

for overseeing and regulating public elections in Illinois as provided by Article III, Section 5 of 

the Illinois Constitution and 10 ILCS 5/ lA-1, et seq. The Illinois State Board of Elections 

undertakes those acts and conducts its business under color of state law. 

3 
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10. Defendant RUPERT BORGSMILLER is the Executive Director of the Illinois 

State Board of Elections and is sued only in his capacity as Executive Director of the Illinois 

State Board of Elections. 

11. Defendant JUDITII C. RICE is a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections 

and is sued only in her capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

12. Defendant BRYAN A. SCHNEIDER is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is sued only in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

13. Defendant HAROLD D. BYERS is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is sued only in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

14. Defendant ERNEST C. GOWEN is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is sued only in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

15. Defendant WILLIAM F. McGUFF AGE is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is only sued in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

16. Defendant JESSER. SMART is a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections 

and is sued only in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

17. Defendant BETTY J. COFFRIN is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is only sued in her capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

18. Defendant CHARLES W. SCHOLZ is a member of the Illinois State Board of 

Elections and is sued only in his capacity as a member of the Illinois State Board of Elections. 

VENUE AND JURISDICTION 

19. This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343 because Plaintiffs 

seek relief pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 based on violations of the First and Fourteenth 
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Amendments to the United States Constitution and 42 U.S.C. § 1973, the Voting Rights Act of 

1965. 

20. This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over the state law claims pleaded herein 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a). 

21. Venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) because relevant and 

substantial acts occurred and will continue to occur within the Northern District of Illinois. 

THREE-JUDGE COURT 

22. Convening of a district court of three (3) judges is required in this action pursuant 

to 28 U.S.C. § 2284(a) because the action challenges the constitutionality of the statewide 

apportionment of districts for the election of members of the Illinois Senate and Illinois House of 

Representatives. 

FACTS 

The Redistricting Process 

23. In 2010, the United States Census Bureau conducted its federal decennial census. 

24. The Illinois Constitution provides that "in the year following each Federal 

decennial census year, the General Assembly by law shall redistrict the Legislative and the 

Representative Districts." IL CONST., Art. IV, Sec. 3(b). 

25. Throughout the 2011 redistricting process, the General Assembly acted under the 

color of state law. 

26. During the entire redistricting process, Democrats held a majority of the seats in 

the Illinois Senate and Illinois House of Representatives, and the Illinois Governor was a 

Democrat. 

5 
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27. Democrats exercised exclusive majority control over the entire process of 

enacting the Redistricting Plan at the legislative and executive branch levels of Illinois state 

government. 

28. It is the duty of the State of Illinois ("State") to enact a redistricting plan so that 

the political process is equally open to meaningful participation by African-American voters in 

Illinois. 

29. It is the State's duty to enact a redistricting plan such that the members of Illinois' 

African-American community have the same opportunity as other members of the electorate to 

participate in the political process and to elect representatives of their choice. 

30. It is the State's duty to enact a redistricting plan so that the political process is 

equally open to meaningful participation by Latino voters in Illinois. 

31. It is the State's duty to enact a redistricting plan such that Latinos in Illinois have 

the same opportunity as do other members of the electorate to participate in the political process 

and to elect representatives of their choice. 

32. It is the State's duty to avoid infringing upon Illinois voters' First Amendment 

right to engage in protected political expression, including the right to meaningful participation 

in the political process. 

33. It is the State's duty to enact and follow a redistricting plan that does not unfairly 

burden or penalize voters because of their political views. 

The "Public Hearings" 

34. During the 9ih General Assembly, the Illinois Senate formed the Senate 

Redistricting Committee ("SRC") which was composed of 17 state senators: 11 from the 

Democratic majority and six from the Republican minority. 
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35. During the 971
h General Assembly, the Illinois House of Representatives formed 

the House Redistricting Committee ("HRC") which was composed of 11 state representatives: 

six from the Democratic majority and five from the Republican minority. 

36. In March, April and May, 2011, the SRC and HRC held public hearings 

throughout Illinois (the "Public Hearings"). 

37. The committees held the public hearings purportedly to seek public input into the 

redistricting process. 

38. A consistent and repeated request from the public at the Public Hearings was that 

the General Assembly make available to the public the proposed redistricting plan to be voted on 

by the General Assembly in sufficient time before the vote on the map to allow the public to 

review, analyze and comment upon the proposed redistricting plan. 

39. At the aforementioned Public Hearings before the SRC and HRC, virtually every 

member of the public who testified requested that the committee provide an explanation for the 

rationale behind each district of any proposed plan brought before the committee for a vote so 

that the public would ha'[e time for review, analysis and comment prior to a committee vote. 

40. On information and belief, from May I, 2011 to May 27, 2011, the Senate 

Democratic Caucus prevented members of the public from using the public access computer and 

software located in Chicago offered to members of the public as a means to analyze and develop 

redistricting plans to be submitted for consideration. 

Unveiling of the Proposed Redistricting Plans 

41. On May 18, 2011 during the evening hours, the SRC first disclosed, as Senate 

Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175, a picture of a proposed redistricting plan to the public-at

large for review and comment. 
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42. In order to view a picture of Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175, members 

of the public had a brief period of time to access the Internet and download computer 

applications such as Google Earth! and Adobe Acrobat. 

43. On information and belief, the SRC never made paper or electronic copies of 

Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill1175 available to the public for comment or analysis. 

44. On May 18, 2011, the SRC announced that it would accept public testimony on 

Senate Amendment # 1 to Senate Bill 1175 at a hearing scheduled for noon on Saturday, May 21, 

2011 in Chicago, Illinois. 

45. On May 19, 2011 during the evening hours, the HRC disclosed a picture of a 

proposed redistricting plan for representative districts, filed as House Amendment #1 to House 

Bill3760. 

46. In order to view a picture of House Amendment #1 to House BiJl 3760, members 

of the public had to access the Internet and download computer applications such as Google 

Earth! and Adobe Acrobat. 

47. On information and belief, the HRC did no! make the supporting demographic 

data ~vailable to the general public unless a request was submitted in writing. 

48. On May 20, 2011, the HRC announced that it would accept public testimony on 

House Amendment #1 to House Bill 3760 at a hearing scheduled for 2:00p.m. on Sunday, May 

22, 2011 in Chicago. 

49. On May 21, 2011, the SRC accepted public testimony on Senate Amendment #1 

to Senate Bill 1175. 

50. Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House Amendment #1 to Ilouse 

Bill 3760 both stated: "For purposes of legislative intent, the General Assembly adopts and 
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incorporates herein, as if fully set forth, the provisions of House Resolution 385 of the Ninety

Seventh General Assembly and Senate Resolution 249 of the Ninety-Seventh General 

Assembly." 

51. Neither House Resolution 385 nor Senate Resolution 249 was filed or made 

available to the public or the Republican members of the SRC or HRC for review prior to the 

hearings scheduled for the weekend of May 21-22, 2011. 

"Public Hearings" During the Weekend of May 21-22,2011 

52. At the SRC hearing on May 21, 2011, a majority of the members of the public 

who testified requested more time to review, analyze and comment on Senate Amendment #1 to 

Senate Bill 1175. 

53. At the HRC hearing on May 22, 2011, a majority of the members of the public 

requested more time to review, analyze and comment on House Amendment #1 to House Bill 

3760. 

54. At the HRC hearing on May 22, 20II, members of the public testified that they 

were unaware that the demographic data supporting House Amendment #1 to House Bill3760 

could be made available if one made a request in writing. 

55. On information and belief, the Democratic members of the Rules Committee of 

the Illinois House of Representatives ("Rules Committee") convened at approximately noon on 

May 22, 2011 and approved House Amendment #I to House Bill 3760 for consideration before 

the HRC at the May 22, 20 II hearing which was scheduled to begin at 2:00 p.m. 

56. The Democratic members of the Rules Committee did not provide the Republican 

members of the Rules Committee with notice of the May 22, 2011 Rules Committee hearing. 
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57. The Democratic members of the HRC and their support staff did not notify the 

Republican members of the HRC and their support staff or the general public that House 

Amendment #1 to House Bill 3760 would be considered at the May 22, 2011 hearing or that the 

sponsor of the measure would be available for questioning. 

58. On Sunday, May 22, 2011, the Illinois Senate passed Senate Bill 1177 by a vote 

of30-14. 

59. Senate Bill 1177 did not contain substantive changes to the Illinois Compiled 

Statutes. 

60. On Monday, May 23, 2011, the Democratic majority of the Illinois House of 

Representatives voted to suspend the posting requirements for Senate Bill 1177. 

"Public Hearing" on House and Senate AmJ:!n.dments 

61. On Tuesday, May 24, 2011, the HRC and SRC convened a contemporaneous 

hearing to consider Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House Amendment #1 to 

House Bill 3760. 

62. At the contemporaneous hearing on May 24, 2011, the Democratic majority 

called Dr. Allan Lichtman as a witness on Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House 

Amendment # 1 to House Bill 3760. 

63. At the contemporaneous hearing on May 24, 2011, Dr. Lichtman testified that the 

Democratic Caucuses in the Illinois House of Representatives and Illinois Senate had retained 

him to advise Democratic attorneys and staffers about providing African-Americans and Latino 

residents in Illinois with opportunities to elect candidates of their choice in any redistricting plan. 

10 
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64. At the contemporaneous- hearing on May 24, 2011, Dr. Lichtman provided 

testimony regarding his opinion on Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House 

Amendment #1 to House Bill3760. 

65. Neither the Republican members ofthe HRC and SRC and their support staff nor 

the general public were provided with advance notice of Dr. Lichtman's testimony or a copy of 

his opinions in order to prepare for questioning. 

66. The Democratic Caucuses did not present an expert witness to opine on whether 

or not Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 or House Amendment #1 to House Bill 3760 

met the requirement of the Illinois Constitution of 1970 that districts be "compact." 

The Fair Map 

67. On May 25, 2011, the Republican Caucuses of the Illinois Senate and the Illinois 

House of Representatives unveiled a redistricting plan for the Representative and Legislative 

Districts called the Fair Map. 

68. The Republican Caucuses made the Fair Map available to the public on a public 

website in an interactive format that provided demographic data for each of the districts 

proposed. 

69. The Republican Caucuses also made the Fair Map and demographic data 

available on their websites in a downloadable format. 

70. The Republican Caucuses' proposal was filed on May 26, 2011 as House 

Amendment #1 to Senate Billl177. 

11 
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Unveiling of House Amendment #2 to SB 1177 

71. On May 26, 2011, during the evening hours, State Representative Barbara Flynn 

Currie filed House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177 which purported to be a new redistricting 

plan for the Legislative and Representative Districts. 

72. On May 26, 2011, during the evening hours, the HRC disclosed a picture of a 

proposed redistricting plan for Legislative and Representative Districts, House Amendment #2 to 

Senate Billll77. 

73. In order to view a picture of House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177, members 

of the public had to access the Internet and download computer applications such as Google 

Earth! and Adobe Acrobat. 

74. On information and belief, the HRC did not make the supporting demographic 

data available to the general public unless a request was submitted in writjng. 

75. House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177 stated: "For purposes of legislative 

intent, the General Assembly adopts and incorporates herein, as if fully set forth, the provisions 

of House Resolution 385 of the Ninety-Seventh General Assembly and Senate Resolution 249 of 

the Ninety-Seventh General Assembly." 

76. On May 26, 2011, approximately two hours before the scheduled session of the 

Illinois House of Representatives, the Democratic majority of the Rules Committee voted by a 

margin of 3-1 to send House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177 to the full Illinois I louse of 

Representatives for consideration. 

77. House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177 never received a hearing before the 

HRC. 
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78. On May 27, 2011, approximately two hours before the scheduled session of the 

Illinois House of Representatives, State Representative Barbara Flynn Currie filed House 

Resolution 385. 

79. On May 27, 2011, approximately two hours before the scheduled session of the 

Illinois House of Representatives, the Democratic majority of the Rules Committee of the House 

of Representatives voted 3-1 to send House Resolution 385 directly to the full Illinois House of 

Representatives for consideration. 

80. House Resolution 385 never received a hearing before the HRC. 

Enactment of the Redistricting Plan 

81. On May 27, 2011, State Representative Roger Eddy filed a motion to discharge 

the Fair Map from the Rules Committee for consideration. 

82. State Representative Currie objected to the motion to discharge the Fair Map from 

the Rules Committee for consideration. 

83. The Fair Map never received consideration before the HRC, the Illinois House of 

Representatives, the SRC or the Ulinois Senate. 

84. On May 27, 2011, during the mid-morning hours, House Amendment #2 to 

Senate Bill 1177 was called for a vote before the full Illinois House of Representatives. 

85. During the Illinois House floor debate on House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 

1177, State Representative Currie stated that Dr. Lichtman did not review the districts contained 

in the new amendment. 

86. On May 27, 2011, during the mid-morning hours, the Democratic majority in a 

vote along party lines in the Illinois House of Representatives passed House Amendment #2 to 

Senate Billl177 by a vote of 64-52. 
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87. After the passage of House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177, House Resolution 

385 was called for a vote before the Illinois House of Representatives. 

88. The Democratic majority in the Illinois House of Representatives passed House 

Resolution 385 by a vote of64-52. 

89. On May 27, 2011 at approximately 2:00p.m., State Senator Kwame Raoul filed 

Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Resolution 249. 

90. On May 27, 2011 at approximately 3:00 p.m., the Democratic majority in the 

SRC voted to concur on House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177. 

91. During the SRC debate on House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177, the 

sponsor, State Senator Kwame Raoul, stated that Dr. Lichtman had not reviewed House 

Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177. 

92. After the debate on House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177, the Democratic 

majority in the SRC voted to adopt Senate Amendment # l to Senate Resolution 249 over the 

objection of the Republican members of the SRC. 

93. On May 27, 2011 at approximately 5:30 p.m., the D~mocratic majority in the 

Illinois Senate voted along party lines to concur with House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177 

by a margin of 35-22. 

94. Shortly after passage of the House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177, the 

Democratic majority adopted Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Resolution 249 by a vote of 35-

22. 

95. On June 3, 2011, Governor Patrick J. Quinn signed House Amendment #2 to 

Senate Bill 1177 into law as Public Act 97-0006. 

96. Public Act 97-0006 became effective on June 3, 2011 (the "Redistricting Plan"). 
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Characteristics of the Redistricting Plan 

97. The General Assembly comprises senators elected from 59 Legislative Districts 

and representatives elected from 118 Representative Districts. 

98. According to the 2010 census, the total population in Illinois is 12,830,632. 

99. Pursuant to the 2010 census and the United States Constitution, each Legislative 

District shall contain 217,468 total people. 

100. Pursuant to the 2010 census and the United States Constitution, each 

Representative District shall contain 108,734 total people. 

101. The Redistricting Plan is less compact than the map of Legislative and 

Representative Districts for the General Assembly enacted in 2001. 

102. The Fair Map achieves compactness scores significantly higher than the 

Redistricting Plan. 

1 03. The Redistricting Plan contains more splits of counties and municipalities in 

Illinois than does the Fair Map. 

104. Racial bloc voting is pervasive in Illinois, both among majority and minority 

groups. 

105. African-American voters comprise a sufficiently large and geographically 

compact group to constitute a majority of the voting-age population ("V AP") in at least 18 

Representative Districts. 

106. The Redistricting Plan creates only 16 Representative Districts where a majority 

of the V AP is African-Americans. 

107. Representative District 7's VAP is 45.08 percent African-American. 
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108. The African-American VAP in the area around Representative District 7 is 

sufficiently large and geographically compact such that Representative District 7 could have 

African-American V AP in excess of 50 percent. 

109. Representative District 114's VAP is 42.04 percent African-American. 

110. The African-American V AP in the area of Representative District 114 is 

sufficiently large and geographically compact such that Representative District 114 could have 

African-American V AP in excess of 50 percent. 

111. African-American voters in the areas of Representative Districts 7 and 114 are 

politically cohesive. 

112. Representative Districts comprised of a majority of African-Americans of V AP in 

the areas of Representative Districts 7 and 114 can be drawn without violating constitutional 

requirements. 

113. Failure to create Representative Districts 7 and 114 with YAP in excess of 50 

percent African-Americans violates the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 

Constitution. 

114. Failure to create Representative Districts 7 and 114 with V AP in excess of 50 

percent African-Americans violates Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 

u.s.c. § 1973. 

115. Representative Districts 7 and 114 deny Plaintiffs equal protection as guaranteed 

by the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

116. Representative Districts 7 and 114 violate the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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117. The Redistricting Plan fractures African-American voters causing the dilution of 

their votes in violation of Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. § 1973, and the 

Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

118. The fracturing of African-American voters affords those voters less opportunity 

than other voters to elect representatives of their choice in violation of Section 2 of the federal 

Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. § 1973. 

119. The Latino V AP in Representative District 23 is 46.27 percent. 

120. The Latino VAP in the area near and around Representative District 23 is 

sufficiently large and geographically compact such that Representative District 23 could have 

Latino V AP in excess of 50 percent. 

121. The Latino VAP in Representative District 60 is 46.64 percent. 

122. The Latino V AP in the area of Representative District 60 is sufficiently large and 

geographically compact such that Representative District 60 could have Latino V AP in excess of 

50 percent. 

123. Latino voters in the areas of Representative Districts 23 and 60 are politically 

cohesive. 

124. Representative Districts comprised of a majority of Latinos ofVAP in the areas of 

Representative Districts 23 and 60 can be drawn without violating constitutional requirements. 

125. Representative Districts 23 and 60 deny plaintiffs equal protection as guaranteed 

by the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

126. Representative Districts 23 and 60 violate the federal Voting Rights Act. 
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127. Numerous Representative Districts created by the Redistricting Plan fail to 

contain Latino V AP sufficient to provide Latinos with a fair opportunity to elect representatives 

of their choice including, but not limited to, Representative Districts 1, 2, 21, 22, 77 and 83. 

128. Latino voters in the areas of Representative Districts 1, 2, 21, 22, 77 and 83 are 

politically cohesive. 

129. Representative Districts including, but not limited to, 1, 2, 21, 22,77 and 83 could 

be drawn to include Latino V AP sufficient to provide Latino voters a fair opportunity to elect 

representatives of their choice without violating constitutional requirements. 

130. The Redistricting Plan's failure to provide Latino voters a fair opportunity to elect 

representatives of their choice in Representative Districts including, but not limited to, 1, 2, 21, 

22, 77 and 83 violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution. 

131. The Redistricting Plan's fai lure to provide Latino voters a fair opportunity to elect 

representatives of their choice in Representative Districts including, but not limited to, 1, 2, 21, 

22, 77 and 83 violates Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 U.S.C. § 1973. 

132. The following Representative Districts fail to meet the constitutional mandate 

within the Illinois Constitution of 1970 that all districts be "compact": 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 15, 

18, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 39, 45, 57, 59, 64, 67, 72, 80, 113, and 

114. 

133. No sufficient or neutral justification exists for the bizarre shape of the 

Representative Districts listed in paragraph 132. 

134. Certain of the districts in the Redistricting Plan including, but not limited to, 

Representative District 96, are of a shape so bizarre on their face that the shape can only 
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rationally be understood to be an effort to separate voters into different districts on the basis of 

race. 

13 5. No sufficient or neutral justification exists for the bizarre shape of Representative 

District 96. 

136. The shape of Representative District 96 can only rationally be understood as an 

effort to separate voters into districts on the basis of race. 

137. The Redistricting Plan pits 25 incumbent Republican members of the General 

Assembly against one another while pitting only eight incumbent Democrat members of the 

General Assembly against one another, without any neutral justification for this partisan 

discrepancy. 

138. The Redistricting Plan's pitting significantly more incumbent Republicans against . _ 

one another than incumbent Democrats is a deliberate attempt to enhance Democrats' prospects 

for reelection and targets Republicans to prevent their reelection. 

139. The bizarre shapes of several districts listed m paragraph 132 and the 

Redistricting Plan' s overall lack of compactness is in furtherance of a deliberate attempt to 

enhance Democrats' prospects for reelection and target Republicans to prevent their reelection. 

140. Additionally, many of these bizarrely-shaped districts are clearly intended to 

slither across traditional lines in order to place multiple incumbent Republicans into one district. 

141. The Democratic majority of the General Assembly ignored the Fair Map despite 

the fact that the Fair Map is more compact. 

142. The Fair Map is significantly and consistently more compact than the 

Redistricting Plan, as required by the Illinois Constitution. 

143. The Redistricting Plan splits 46 counties, 214 townships and 336 municipalities. 
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144. The Redistricting Plan's excessive splitting of counties and municipalities is in 

furtherance of a deliberate attempt to enhance Democrats' prospects for reelection and targets 

Republicans to prevent their reelection. 

145. The Redistricting Plan systematically and intentionally dilutes the votes of 

Republicans in favor of Democrats in furtherance of a deliberate attempt to enhance Democrats' 

prospects for reelection and targets Republicans to prevent their reelection. 

146. The Redistricting Plan constitutes an intentional, systematic and unfair political 

gerrymander in order to protect Democrat members of the General Assembly and to prevent 

reelection of a Republican majority of members of the General Assembly. 

147. The Redistricting Plan systematically and intentionally unfairly burdens 

Republican voters' rights of political expression and expressive association because_ of their 

political views. 

148. No compelling reason or neutral justification exists for the Redistricting Plan to 

unfairly burden Republican voters because of their political views. 

149. The Redistricting Plan constitutes an intentional, systematic and unfair 

infringement of Plaintiffs' right to protected political expression and expressive association in 

violation of the First Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

150. The Redistricting Plan will create a substantial Democratic majority in both 

Houses of the lllinois General Assembly for at least the next decade. 

151. The Redistricting Plan will likely create an unfair substantial majority for the 

Democrats in both houses of the General Assembly for at least the next decade, a clear case of 

political gerrymandering in violation of the First Amendment and the Equal Protection Clause of 

the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 
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COUNT1 
(Violation of Section 2 of the Federal Voting Rights Act of 1965) 

1-151. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 151 above as if once again fully set forth herein. 

152. Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 U.S.C. § 1973, is 

applicable to the State oflllinois. 

153. Under the Redistricting Plan, African-Americans have less opportunity than other 

members of the electorate to participate in the political process and to elect candidates of their 

choice, thereby diluting their votes. 

154. It is possible to create a redistricting plan which will provide African-Americans a 

more equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice. 

155. The Redistricting Plan violates Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act, 42 

U.S.C. § 1973. 

COUNT2 
(Violation of Section 2 of the Federal Voting Rights Act of 1965) 

1-155. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 15 5 of Count 1 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

156. Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act of 1965, 42 U.S.C. § 1973, ts 

applicable to the State oflllinois. 

157. Under the Redistricting Plan, Latinos have less opportunity than other members of 

the electorate to participate in the political process and to elect candidates of their choice, thereby 

diluting their votes. 

158. It is possible to create a redistricting plan which will provide Latinos a more equal 

opportunity to elect candidates of their choice. 
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159. The Redistricting Plan violates Section 2 of the federal Voting Rights Act, 42 

U.S.C. § 1973. 

COUNT3 
(Violation of Rights Protected by the First Amendment 

to the United States Constitution) 

1-159. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 159 of Count 2 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

160. The Redistricting Plan systematically and intentionally unfairly burdens the rights 

to political expression and expressive association of voters who vote Republican because of their 

political views in violation of the First Amendment. 

161. No compelling reason exits to unfairly burden voters who vote Republican 

because of their political views . . _ 

162. The Democratic · Caucuses' actions as described herein violate the First 

Amendment to the United States Constitution as made applicable to the states through the Due 

Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

COUNT4 
(Equal Protection- Redistricting Plan) 

1-162. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 162 of Count 3 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

163. The Redistricting Plan was conceived and enacted by the majority party in an 

arbitrary and discriminatory manner with the purpose and effect of denying the Plaintiffs equal 

protection as guaranteed by the fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 
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COUNTS 
(Equal Protection -Illinois Voting Rights Act of2011) 

1-163. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 163 of Count 4 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

164. At all times relevant there was in full force and effect in the State of Illinois a 

statute titled the Illinois Voting Rights Act of2011 which stated in part: 

(a) In any redistricting plan pursuant to Article IV, Section 3 of 
the Illinois Constitution, Legislative Districts and 
Representative Districts shall be drawn, subject to 
subsection (d) of this Section, to create crossover districts, 
coalition districts, or influence districts. The requirements 
imposed by this Article are in addition and subordinate to 
any requirements or obligations imposed by the United 
States Constitution, any federal law regarding redistricting 
Legislative Districts or Representative Districts, including 
but not limited to the federal Voting Rights Act, and the 
Illinois Constitution. 

(b) The phrase "crossover district" means a district where a 
racial minority or language minority constitutes less than a 
majority of the voting-age population but where this 
minority, at least potentially, is large enough to elect the 
candidate of its choice with help from voters who are 
members of the majority and who cross over to support the 
minority's preferred candidate. The phrase "coalition 
district" means a district where more than one group of 
racial minorities or language minorities may form a 
coalition to elect the candidate of the coalition's choice. 
The phrase "influence district" means a district where a 
racial minority or language minority can influence the 
outcome of an election even if its preferred candidate 
cannot be elected. 

(c) For purposes of this Act, the phrase "racial minorities or 
language minorities", in either the singular or the plural, 
means the same class of voters who are members of a race, 
color, or language minority group receiving protection 
tmder the federal Voting Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. § 1973; 42 
U.S.C. § 1973b(f)(2); 42 U.S.C. § 1973aa-la(e). 
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165. At all times relevant there was in full force and effect the federal Voting Rights 

Act which states in part: 

No voting qualification or prereqms1te to voting or standard, 
practice or procedure shall be imposed or applied by any state or 
political subdivision in a manner which results in a denial or 
abridgement of the right of any citizen of the United States to vote 
on account of race or color .... 42 U.S.C. 1973. 

For purposes of this section, the term "language minorities" or 
"language minority group" means persons who are American 
Indian, Asian American, Alaskan Natives or of Spanish heritage. 
42 U.S.C. 1973aa-1a. 

166. Public Act 97-0006 states that "each of the Districts contained in the General 

Assembly Act of 2011 was drawn to be consistent with the Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011, 

where applicable." 

167. Public Act 97-0006 also amended the_Illinois Voting Rights Act of2011 to state 

that "The General Assembly Redistricting Act of ·20ll complies with all requirements of thls 

Act." 

168. The Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011 mandates that race and color be the 

predominant factor in the consideration of each and every Representative and Legislative District 

within the Redistricting Plan. 

169. On information and belief, the Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011 is the only 

statute of its kind in the United States of America. 

170. The Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011 denies Plaintiffs and other similarly-

situated voters within the State of Illinois equal protection of the laws in violation of the 

Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 
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171. No compelling interest exists for mandating the use of race as the predominant 

factor in creating the boundaries of Representative Districts and Legislative Districts within the 

Redistricting Plan. 

172. The mandate within the Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011 for the use of race as 

the predominant factor in creating the boundaries of Representative Districts and Legislative 

Districts within the Redistricting Plan was not the leasf restrictive means of achieving a 

compelling state interest. 

173. In furtherance of the racial mandate of the Illinois Voting Rights Act, the 

Redistricting Plan constitutes a racial gerrymander in violation of Plaintiffs' right to equal 

protection under the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

174. For example, the Redistricting Plan created Representative District 96 by using 

race as the predominant factor above traditional redistricting principles such as compactness, 

maintenance of the core of previous representative districts, protection of incumbent-constituent 

relationships, and preservation of existing county and municipal boundaries. 

175. The creation of Representative District 96 as mandated by the Illinois Voting 

Rights Act of 2011 violates the Plaintiffs' rights to equal protection under the Fourteenth 

Amendment to the United States Constitution on its face and as applied. 

COUNT6 
(Equal Protection - Representative District 96) 

1-175. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffinn and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 17 5 of Count 5 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

176. The Redistricting Plan created Representative District 96. 

177. Representative District 96 was formed to join areas within the cities of Decatur 

and Springfield that have high percentages of African-Americans. 
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178. Representative District 96 severs the core of five different representative districts 

that existed under the previous map. 

179. Representative District 96 does not meet the constitutional requirement that all 

districts be "compact." 

180. Representative District 96lowers the partisan advantage of the Republican voters 

within the district. 

181. Representative District 96 also lowers the partisan advantage of Republican voters 

in adjoining districts. 

182. Representative District 96 severs the boundary lines of Christian, Macon and 

Sangamon Counties. 

183. Representative District 96 does not preserve the existing incumbent-constituent 

relationship. 

184. Representative District 96 joins urban and rural communities with dissimilar 

interests. 

185. The Democratic Caucuses used the ethnicity of the African-American 

communities in Springfield and Decatur as the predominant factor over all other constitutional 

and traditional redistricting principles in drawing Representative District 96. 

186. The Democratic Caucuses have provided no neutral or compelling justification for 

joining urban and rural communities with dissimilar interests; severing counties and the core of 

the previous districts; not preserving incumbent-constituent relationships; not keeping 

Representative District 96 compact; and lowering the partisan advantage of the Republican 

minority in Representative District 96 and adjoining districts. 
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187. The drawing of Representative District 96 denies the Plaintiffs and other similarly 

situated voters within the State of Illinois equal protection of the laws in violation of the 

Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

COUNT? 
(Declaratory Judgment- Compactness- IJiinois State Law Claim) 

1-187. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffinn and incorporate by reference the allegations in 

paragraphs 1 through 187 of Count 6 as if once again fully set forth herein. 

18 8. The Illinois Constitution of 1970 requires that the districts contained within any 

redistricting plan pursuant to Article IV, Section 3 must be "compact." 

189. The Redistricting Plan is significantly less compact than the previous map. 

190. The Redistricting Plan is significantly less compact than the Fair Map. 

191. The following Representative Districts fai I to meet the constitutional mandate 

within the Illinois Constitution of 1970 that all districts be "compact": I, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 15, 

18, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 39, 45, 57, 59, 64, 67, 72, 80, 113, and 

114. 

192. The Democratic majority failed to provide a neutral justification for the irregular 

districts within the Redistricting Plan prior to consideration before the General Assembly. 

193. The lack of compactness throughout the Redistricting Plan is so pervasive as to 

render the entire Act invalid. 

COUNTS 
(Declaratory Judgment -Process -Illinois State Law Claim) 

1-193. Plaintiffs adopt, reaffirm and incorporate by reference the allegations m 

paragraphs 1 through 193 of Count 7 as if once again fully set forth herein. 
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194. Pursuant to the Illinois Constitution of 1970, the process by which any 

redistricting plan is created under Article IV, Section 3 of the Illinois Constitution must provide 

the deciding body with sufficient information to determine if the redistricting plan meets 

constitutional requirements. 

195. The Democratic Caucuses did not provide the public with a meaningful 

opportunity to analyze and comment on Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House 

Amendment #1 to House Bi113760. 

196. The Democratic Caucuses did not provide the public with sufficient supporting 

data and explanations which would enable the public to provide the General Assembly with 

meaningful public criticism of Senate Amendment #1 to Senate Bill 1175 and House 

Amendment #1 to House Bill3760. 

197. The Democratic Caucuses did not provide the public or the members of the 

Republican minority with any advance notice of the testimony of Dr. Allan Lichtman. 

198. The Democratic Caucuses repeatedly suspended the procedural rules governing 

the Illinois House of Representatives and the Illinois Senate in ap effort to prevent the public and 

the Republican minority from providing meaningful input regarding all proposed redistricting 

plans. 

199. The Democratic Caucuses gave the public and the Republican minority less than 

24 hours to analyze and comment on House Amendment #2 to Senate Billll77. 

200. The Democratic Caucuses filed Senate Resolution 249 and House Resolution 385 

less than two hours prior to their consideration. 

28 
A-28 



Case: 1: 11-cv-04884 Document#: 1 Filed: 07/20/11 Page 29 of 32 PageiD #:29 

201. The Democratic Caucuses refused to debate Senate Resolution 249 and House 

Resolution 385, which purported to contain the legislative intent for each and every district, prior 

to voting on House Amendment #2 to Senate Bill 1177. 

202. The Democratic Caucuses did not provide the public with a meaningful 

opportunity to analyze and comment on Senate Resolution 249 and House Resolution 385. 

203. The Democratic Caucus in the Illinois House of Representatives prevented the 

Fair Map from ever receiving a public hearing or consideration for a vote. 

204. The Democratic Caucuses never presented expert testimony on the Redistricting 

Plan regarding its adherence to the mandate of the Illinois Constitution of 1970 that all districts 

be "compact." 

205. The Democratic Caucuses' actions as described herein violate Article IV, Section 

3 and Article III, Section 3 of the Illinois Constitution of 1970. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray that this Court will: 

A. declare that the Redistricting Plan violate~ the Due Process and Equal 

Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution, the First 

Amendment to the United States Constitution as made applicable to the states through the Due 

Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, and Article Ill, Section 3 and Article IV, Section 

3(b) of the Illinois Constitution; 

B. declare that the Redistricting Plan violates the Voting Rights Act, 42 

U.S.C. § 1973; 

C. declare that the Illinois Voting Rights Act of 2011 violates the Equal 

Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution; 
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D. declare that Representative District 96 violates the Equal Protection 

Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution; 

E. declare that the Redistricting Plan violates the compactness requirement of 

the Illinois Constitution; 

F. permanently enjoin Defendants from certifying petitions or conducting 

future elections for the Illinois General Assembly under the Redistricting Plan; 

G. draw and establish a map for the Illinois General Assembly Legislative 

and Representative Districts that comports with the federal Voting Rights Act as well as all other 

relevant constitutional and statutory requirements, or, alternatively, adopt reasonable alternatives 

presented to this Court including but, not limited to, ordering corrective action by the General 

Assembly or other responsible agencies of the state of Illinois; 

II. award attorneys' fees as provided by 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983 and 1988; and 

I. grant such other and further relief as this Court deems equitable and just. 

E-filed: July 20, 2011 

/sf--------Phillip A. Luetkehans----------------------
One of the ~ttorneys for Plaintiffs Christine 
Radogno and Veronica Vera 

/sf-------Andrew Sperry----------------------------
One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs Thomas Cross, 
Adam Brown, Chole Moore, Joe Trevino, Angel 
Garcia 

lsi--------Thomas M. Leinenweber------------------
One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs Thomas Cross, 
Adam Brown, Chole Moore, Joe Trevino, Angel 
Garcia 
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Phillip A. Luetkehans, 06198315 
pluetkehans(@.slg-atty.com 
Brian J. Armstrong, 06236639 
barmstrong@slg-atty.com 
Stephanie J. Luetkehans, 06297066 
sluetkehans@slg-atty.com 
SCHIROTT, LUETKEHANS & GARNER, P.C. 
105 East Irving Park Road 
Itasca, IL 60143 
630-773-8500 

Thomas M. Leinenweber, 6208096 
thomas@ilesg.com 
Peter Baroni, 6236668 
peter@ilesg .com 
Leinenweber Baroni & Daffada LLC 
203 N. LaSalle St., Suite 1620 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(866) 786-3705 

Andrew Sperry, 6288613 
asperry@laroseboscolaw.com 
LaRose & Bosco, Ltd. 
200 N. LaSalle St., Suite 2810 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(312) 642-4414 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 20th day of July, 2011, I electronically filed the Complaint 

(Civil Cover Sheet, Appearances of Phillip A. Luetkehans, Brian J. Armstrong, Stephanie J. 

Luetkehans, Thomas M. Leinenweber, Peter Baroni and Andrew Sperry, Summonses to 

Defendants) with the Clerk of the U.S. District Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern 

Division using the CMIECF system. 

Phillip A. Luetkehans, 06198315 
pluetkehans@slg-attv.com 
Brian J. Armstrong, 06236639 
barmstrong@slg-atty.com 
Stephanie J. Luetkehans, 06297066 
sluetkehans@slg-atty.com 

/sf--------Phillip A. Luetkehans-------------------
One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
RADOGNO and VERA 

SCHIROTI, LUETKEHANS & GARNER, P.C. 
105 East Irving Park Road 
Itasca, IL 60143 
630-773=8500 

Thomas M. Leinenweber 
Peter G. Baroni 
Leinenweber Baroni & Daffada LLC 
203 N. LaSalle St., Suite 1620 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(866) 786-3705 
thomas@ ilesg.com 
peter@ilesg.com 

Andrew Sperry, 6288613 
LaRose & Bosco, Ltd. 
200 N. LaSalle St., Suite 2810 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(312) 642-4414 
asperry@laroseboscolaw.com 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRJCT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

CHRISTINE RADOGNO, in her official capacity ) 
as Minority Leader of the Illinois Senate, et al., ) 

) 
Plaintiffs, ) 

) 
vs ) NO. 1:11-cv-04884 

) 
ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS, ) 
RUPERT BORGSMILLER, Executive Director of ) 
the Illinois State Board ofElections, HAROLD D. ) 
BYERS, BRYAN A. SCHNEIDER, BETTY J. ) 
COFFRIN, ERNEST C. GOWEN, WILLIAM F. ) 
McGUFF AGE, JUDITH C. RICE, CHARLES W. ) 
SCHOLZ, and JESSER. SMART, all named in ) 
their official capacities as members of the Illinois ) 
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PLAINTIFFS' MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS AMENDED COMPLAINT 

The Plaintiffs' Amended Complaint recounts in exhaustive detail how the Democratic 

Caucu~es abused the legislative process in an outright power grab at the expense of Latino and 

African-American voters as well as Republican voters throughout the state. The Redistricting 

Plan at issue was conceived behind closed doors without public scrutiny and jammed through the 

General Assembly on the Friday before Memorial Day weekend. The Resolutions that purported 

to describe the rationale for each and every district were released just hours before the final vote 

without any opportunity for public review or debate. The resulting Redistricting Plan will dilute 

Latino and African-American voting strength and thwart Republican political competitiveness 

for decades to come. The Plaintiffs' comprehensive Amended Complaint more than places the 

Defendants on notice of the constitutional and statutory infirmities in the Redistricting Plan. 
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Defendants' motion to dismiss the Amended Complaint fails, and the case should proceed to a 

trial on the merits. 

STANDARD 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a)(2) requires only that a complaint set forth a short 

and plain statement of the claim showing that plaintiff is entitled to relief. A plaintiff need not 

plead a detailed set of facts, so long as the complaint supplies defendant with fair notice of what 

the claim is and the grounds upon which it rests. Smith v. Medical Benefit Administrators 

Group, Inc., 639 F.3d 277, 281 (7th Cir. 2011). Plaintiff's claim must be plausible on its face 

which requires the court to consider whether the events alleged could have happened, not 

whether they did happen or likely happened. Smith, 639 F.3d at 281. In ruling on a motion to 

dismiss, the court must accept as true all of the factual allegations contained in the complaint and 

must draw all possible inferences in plaintiffs favor. Justice v. Town of Cicero, 577 F.3d 768, 

771 (7th Cir. 2009), cert. denied, 130 S. Ct. 3410 (2010). 

The Defendants drastically misread the Twombly and Iqbal cases, as if the Supreme Court 

in those cases had jet~isoned notice pleading in favor of fact pleading. Def. Mem. at 4. It did 

nothing of the kind. Swanson v. Citibank, NA., 614 FJd 400, 404 (7th Cir. 2010) ("The Court 

was not engaged in a sub rosa campaign to reinstate the old fact-pleading system ... "). Instead, 

"the plaintiff must give enough details about the subject-matter of the case to present a story that 

holds together." !d. , 614 F.3d at 404. See also Brooks v. Ross, 578 F.3d 574,580 (7th Cir. 2009) 

(Rule 8 "reflects a liberal notice pleading regime, which is intended to 'focus litigation on the 

merits of a claim' rather than on technicalities that might keep plaintiffs out of court", quoting 

Swierkiewicz v. Sorema NA., 534 U.S. 506, 514 (2002)). In other words, federal pleading 

requirements "simply call[] for enough facts to raise a reasonable expectation that discovery will 
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reveal evidence" in support of the plaintiffs' allegations. Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 550 

U.S. 544, 556 (2007). See also Erickson v. Pardus, 551 U.S. 89, 93 (2007) ("Specific facts are 

not necessary; the statement need only give the defendant fair notice of what the ... claim is and 

the grounds upon which it rests."). 

ARGUMENT 

I. COUNTS 1 AND 2 PROPERLY STATE CLAIMS FOR VIOLATION OF THE 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT 

Counts 1 and 2 allege sufficient facts to plead violations of the Voting Rights Act, 42 

U.S.C. 1973. 1 To prevail on a claim under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, a plaintiff must 

prove that (1) the minority group is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a 

majority in a district; (2) the minority group is politically cohesive; and (3) whites usually vote 

sufficiently as a bloc to defeat the minority's preferred candidate. Thornburg v. Gingles, 478 

U.S. 30, 49-51 (1986). Defendants claim that Plaintiffs fail to plead the third Gingles 

requirement. However, as Defendants themselves acknowledge, Plaintiffs plead that racial bloc 

voting is pervasive in Illinois both among majority and minority voting groups. Am. Compl., 

~ 106. This allegation, combined with the remaining allegations in the Amended Complaint 

regarding the Gingles factors (Am. Compl., ~1 1 03-133), sufficiently states a Section 2 claim. 

Implicit in these allegations is that each of the districts at issue in Counts 1 and 2 meet the 

Gingles requirements, including the third prong. The allegations put Defendants on fair notice of 

the claims in Counts 1 and 2 and the grounds upon which they rest, and Plaintiffs need not plead 

1 Plaintiffs agree to amend their complaint to allege each is a registered voter in his/her respective 
district. Further, Plaintiffs concede that Counts 7 and 8 and the claims in Counts 3 through 8 
against the Illinois State Board of Elections directly as an entity cannot be brought in this Court 
due to the protection provided states under the Eleventh Amendment. 
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detailed facts. Smith, 639 F.3d at 281. Accepting these allegations as true, Plaintiffs' claims of 

Section 2 violations are clearly plausible; therefore, Counts 1 and 2 state claims. 

Defendants improperly seek to require Plaintiffs to prove their case at the pleading stage. 

Indeed, the cases cited by Defendants, Johnson v. De Grandy, 512 U.S. 997 (1994); Growe v. 

Emison, 507 U.S. 25 (1993) and McNeil v. Springfield Park District, 851 F.2d 937 (7th Cir. 

1988), cert. denied, 490 U.S. 1031 (1989), are cases in which the court reviewed evidence 

admitted at the trial as to whether or not plaintiffs satisfied the three Gingles factors -- these 

cases were not decided on the pleadings. None of the cases cited by Defendants support 

Defendants' argument that Plaintiffs must robotically regurgitate verbatim the Gingles factors to 

state a cause of action. Plaintiffs' obligation to establish that white voters vote as a bloc usually 

to defeat the minority's candidate of choice to establish a Section 2 claim is a proof requirement. 

None of the cases cited by the Defendants hold that it is a pleading requirement. In this regard, 

Defendants again rely on cases where the court was reviewing the evidence, not the pleadings. 

Williams v. State Bd. Of Elections, 718 F. Supp. 1324, 1331 (N.D. Ill. 1989); Jenkins v. Red Clay 

Canso/. Sc~ool Dist. Bd. ofEduc., 4 F.3d 1103, 1123 (3d Cir. 1993), cert. denied, 512 U.S. 1252 

( 1994). Accordingly, Counts 1 and 2 properly state claims under Section 2 of the Voting Rights 

Act, and Defendants' motion to dismiss these counts must be denied. 

Defendants also feign ignorance as to which districts are the subject of Counts 1 and 2. 

However, the Amended Complaint could not be more clear as to which districts are the subject 

of Counts 1 and 2-- it identifies them specifically. See Am. Compl., ~1 116, 118, 119, 128, 133. 

Plaintiffs recognize and plead that the evidence may show other districts also violate Section 2 of 

the Voting Rights Act. Plaintiffs' position as to these districts at issue will be fleshed out more 

fully in the Plaintiffs' expert reports to be provided to the Defendants on October 21. It clearly 
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does not require the dismissal of Counts 1 and 2. Accordingly, Defendants' motion to dismiss 

Counts 1 and 2 must be denied. 

II. COUNTS 3 AND 4 STATE VALID JUSTICIABLE CLAIMS UNDER THE FIRST 
AND FOURTEENTH AMENDMENTS 

Plaintiffs' First Amendment and Fourteenth Amendment (Equal Protection) claims are 

valid despite Defendants' allegations, which are based on a confused and selective reading of the 

Supreme Court's decisions in Vieth v. Jubelirer, 541 U.S. 267 (2004) and League of United Latin 

American Citizens v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399 (2006) ("LULAC"). Defendants would have this 

Court believe that the court in Vieth decided once and for all that political gerrymandering claims 

are non-justiciable. Defendants are plain wrong. Claims of political gerrymandering are 

justiciable. While four justices in Vieth said they would overrule Davis and find political 

gerrymandering claims non-justiciable, no majority of the court so held. To the contrary, a 

majority of the court declined to hold political gerrymandering claims non-justiciable. Vieth. 

541 U.S. at 306. Moreover, the fact that clearly established standards for a political 

gerrymandering claim have not yet been set forth since Vieth does not render the claims non-

justiciable. Accordingly, Defendants' motion on this basis must be denied. 

Citizens may not be burdened or penalized because of their participation in the electoral 

process, their voting history, their association with a political party or their expression of 

political views. Vieth, 541 U.S. at 314 (Kennedy, J. concurring in judgment) citing Elrod v. 

Burns, 427 U.S. 347 (I 976). Where political classifications are used to burden a group's 

representational rights, the First Amendment is violated absent a compelling interest. I d. Justice 

Kennedy has stated that the Fourteenth Amendment clearly governs questions of partisan 

gerrymandering, and argues that the First Amendment can be the basis of a subsidiary standard 

of inquiry into whether "political classifications were used to burden a group's representational 
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rights." Vieth, 541 U.S. at 314-315. Justice Kennedy went on to state that "[i]f a court were to 

fmd that a State did impose burdens and restrictions on groups or persons by reasons of their 

views, there would likely be a First Amendment violation, unless the State shows some 

compelling interest." Id. 

Count 3 alleges facts sufficient for this Court to conclude that the Redistricting Plan was 

specifically drafted to systematically and intentionally burden the rights of Republicans in 

violation of their First Amendment rights. The Amended Complaint alleges that Democrats 

controlled the redistricting process and in exercising that control drew Representative and 

Legislative Districts which, without any compelling interest, are less compact than the previous 

redistricting plan and the Fair Map, cross traditional districting Jines, excessively split counties 

and municipalities and pit significantly more Republican incumbents against each other than 

Democrat incumbents, all in a deliberate attempt to prevent Republicans' reelection and to 

systematically and intentionally dilute Republican voters' votes and burden their First 

Amendment rights. Am. Compl., ~~ 28, 103-105, 134-135, 139-153, 162, 164. All of this 

occurred in a setting with no state law checks and balances because all three branches of the 

Illinois government are controlled by the Democratic Party for the first time in decades. These 

facts clearly provide fair notice of Plaintiffs' claim that Defendants engaged m an 

unconstitutional political gerrymander in violation of Plaintiffs' First Amendment Rights and sets 

forth the grounds upon which Plaintiffs' claim rests. Assuming the facts to be true, Count 3 

alleges a claim which is plausible on its face. Accordingly, Defendants' motion to dismiss 

Count 3 must be denied. 

Defendants' reading of LULAC is similarly strained in that they broadly read the holding 

of that case to be a general rejection of partisan gerrymandering claims on simple "fairness" 
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grounds when, in fact, the reasoning of the court was more nuanced and limited to the facts of 

that case. The court in LULAC stated the following: "In sum, we disagree with appellants' view 

that a legislature's decision to override a valid, court-drawn plan mid-decade is sufficiently 

suspect to give shape to a reliable standard for identifying unconstitutional political 

gerrymanders. We conclude that appellants have established no legally impermissible use of 

political classifications. For this reason, they state no claim on which relief may be granted for 

their statewide challenge." LULAC, 548 U.S. at 423. 

Although Defendants would mislead this court into believing that partisan 

gerrymandering is both a de facto and de jure non-justiciable issue,2 partisan gerrymandering is 

still against the law after Vieth, and the Supreme Court bas, on a number of occasions, reiterated 

this stance. See !d.; Cox v. Larios, 542 U.S. 947, 950 (2004) (Justices Stevens and Breyer stated 

in a joint concurring opinion that the facts of this case show that partisan gerrymandering is 

"visible to the judicial eye" and emphasized that, had the Supreme Court in Vieth adopted a 

standard, that standard would have been satisfied in this case where traditional redistricting 

principles were subordinated to partisan politics; LULAC, 548 U.S. at 414 (Justice Kennedy 

reiterates that partisan gerrymandering is still justiciable after Vieth). 

Likewise, Count 4 plausibly alleges that the Redistricting Plan constitutes a political 

gerrymander in violation of Plaintiffs' equal protection rights. Plaintiffs allege that Democrats 

had exclusive control over the redistricting process and, without sufficient justification, drafted 

the Redistricting Plan which is less compact than the previous redistricting plan and the Fair 

Map; contains more splits of counties and municipalities than the alternative map; dilutes the 

2Defendants attempted to obfuscate this issue by declaring that "[t]he plurality decision [in Vieth] 
concluded that political gerrymandering claims are non-justiciable political questions ... [,]" Def. 
Mem., at 1 0, while burying in footnotes the fact that partisan gerrymandering is indeed still 
justiciable after Vieth, Def. Mem., n. 4. 
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votes of Mrican-Americans and Latinos in several districts; pits many more Republican 

incumbents against one another than Democrat incumbents; creates districts of such bizarre 

shape that they can only be understood to intentionally separate voters to prevent election of 

Republicans; creates districts with the intent and effect of separating voters on the basis of their 

party and will unfairly result in a substantial Democratic majority for the next decade. Am. 

Compl., 11 103-138, 144-145, 165-66. These allegations clearly rise to the level of an Equal 

Protection violation. 

Further, the Amended Complaint alleges that the process that led to the enactment of the 

Redistricting Plan, as well as the purpose and effect of that plan, violate the Plaintiffs' core First 

Amendment and equal protection rights. In particular, Count 4 alleges that "the Redistricting 

Plan was conceived and enacted by the majority party in an arbitrary and discriminatory manner 

with the purpose and effect of denying the Plaintiffs equal protection." Am. Compl. 1 165. As a 

district court in this state has held, the Equal Protection Clause is violated when the process by 

which a redistricting plan was created is "tainted with arbitrariness and discrimination." Hulme 

v. Madison County, 188 F.Supp.2d 1041, 1051 (S.D. Ill. 2001). Hulme cannot be confined to the 

context of malapportionment for the simple reason that the population deviation in that case fell 

below the 10% threshold established by the Supreme Court for shifting the burden of 

justification to the state. !d. at 1047 citing Brown v. Thomson, 462 U.S. 835, 842-43 (1983). 

Instead, Hulme stands as a straightforward application of standard equal protection principles: 

where a lawmaking process has the purpose and effect of discriminating against a discrete group, 

the government bears the burden of justifying the unequal treatment. 3 The facts in this case rise 

3 Although a New York District Court has distinguished Hulme, the factual allegations in 
Plaintiffs Amended Complaint are far more wide reaching than mere legislative "rudeness" or 
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to the level of those in Hulme and have been sufficiently alleged to proceed past the pleading 

stage. Hence, Defendants' motion to dismiss Count 4 must be denied as well. 

III. COUNT 5 STATES A CLAIM UPON WinCH RELIEF MAY BE GRANTED 

In Count 5 of their Amended Complaint, the Plaintiffs allege that the Illinois Voting 

Rights Act of 2011 ("IVRA") violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment 

both on its face and as applied to the Redistricting Plan. Am. Com pl. 11 166-177. State 

redistricting laws that use racial classifications, such as those contained in the text of IVRA, are 

expressly prohibited under the Equal Protection Clause, even those that appear neutral on their 

face. Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 911, 905, 913 (1995). The Plaintiffs have alleged, and the 

Defendants do not dispute, that the IVRA, on its face requires creation of a redistricting plan that 

makes an explicit racial classification between racial and language minorities and all other 

citizens. Am. Compl. , 166. Such racial classifications are inherently suspect and subject to 

challenge. Id.; See also Gratz v. Bollinger, 539 U.S. 244 (2003) (regarding statute that fixed a 

number of bonus points to be awarded to college applicants on the basis of race) and Parents 

Involved in Community Schools v. Seattle Sch Dist. No. 1, 551 U.S. 701 (2007) (regarding law 

assigning students to a school on the basis of race). As it relates to the as-applied challenge, the 

Plaintiffs have alleged that the racial mandates within the IVRA forced the creators of the 

Redistricting Plan to focus on racial classifications at the expense of other traditional 

redistricting principles. Am. Compl. ~~ 168, 170, 175. These factual allegations, taken as true, 

plainly state a plausible claim that the IVRA violates the Equal Protection Clause of the 

Fourteenth Amendment. Swanson v. Citibank NA., , 614 F.3d 400, 404 (7th Cir. 201 0). 

gtvmg opposing political proposals "short shrift." See Cecere v. County of Nassau, 274 
F .Supp.2d 308, 319 (2003). 
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The Defendants urge this Court to dismiss Count 5 because the perfunctory language 

within sections (a) and (d) somehow immunizes it from any constitutional challenge. Def. Mem. 

at 13-14. The constitutional infirmity of the IVRA is that it classifies citizens solely on the basis 

of race. Parents Involved, 551 U.S. at 797 (2007) (Kennedy, J., concurring). Government action 

that relies on such stereotypes sends a message that one's membership within a racial group is 

more important than one's individual identity. Id Even "benign" race-based statutes are 

inherently suspect because they suggest a misplaced confidence in separating "good from 

harmful governmental uses of racial criteria." Id at 742 quoting Metro Broadcasting, Inc. v. 

FC. C., 497 U.S. 547, 609-10 (1990) (also noting that '"simple legislative assurances of good 

intention cannot suffice.'" City of Richmond v. JA. Croson Co., 488 U.S. 469, 500 (1989)). 

Placing a pro forma constitutional saving clause within the body of IVRA does not neutralize its 

facial constitutional infirmity. 

Plaintiff Adam Brown has standing to raise both the facial and as-applied challenge to the 

IVRA. Plaintiff Brown is a registered voter within Representative District 96 which was created 

using race as the predominant factor as mandated by the IVRA. Am. Compl. ~~ 6, 168-69, 176-

77. He has clearly suffered an injury in fact causally connected to the impermissible racial 

classifications within the IVRA itself that can only be remedied by the relief requested. United 

States v. Hays, 515 U.S. 737 (1995). It does not follow, as the Defendants suggest, that under 

Hays, Plaintiff Brown would not have standing to raise a statewide challenge. Def. Mem. at 19-

20. The Court in Hays never held that a voter within an affected district may only challenge their 

own district. Such a holding would effectively preclude any plaintiff from raising a statewide 

challenge. A court should be hesitant to reach that conclusion, especially in light of landmark 

cases like Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186 (1962) in which the Court entertained statewide claims. 
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Furthermore, the Supreme Court has held that an individual, like Plaintiff Brown, who has 

suffered an injury as a result of the statute also has standing to challenge the constitutionality of 

the statute as a whole. Bond v. US., 131 S. Ct. 2355, 2365 (2011). Therefore, Plaintiff Brown 

has standing to raise the facial and as-applied challenges to the IVRA alleged. 

IV. THE CREATION OF REPRESENTATIVE DISTRICT 96 VIOLATED THE 
EQUAL PROTECTION CLAUSE 

The Plaintiffs' factual allegations in Count 6 plainly state that the creators of the 

Representative District 96 elevated race above all other traditional redistricting principles, 

including the maintenance of county and municipal boundaries and communities of interest, 

incumbent-constituent relationships, partisan balance and the core of the previous district. Am. 

Compl. ~~ 177-189. The Supreme Court has recognized that the foregoing principles, including 

partisan balance, are among the traditional redistricting criteria that max not be subordinated to 

racial classification. Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 916 (1995); see also Def. Mem. at 1. By 

alleging that the creation of Representative District 96 Jowers the partisan advantage of 

Republican voters in surrounding area, the Plaintiffs have not transformed this claim into a 

political gerrymander claim as already alleged in Count 3. The Plaintiffs are alleging that the 

creators of the Redistricting Plan considered the race of the communities in Springfield and 

Decatur as paramount to partisan makeup of the districts. These factual allegations, accepted as 

true, state a claim for a violation of the Equal Protection Clause. Miller, 515 U.S. at 916. 

V. PLAINTIFFS CROSS AND RADOGNO HAVE STANDING 

Defendants claim that Plaintiffs Cross and Radogno Jack standing on all claims because 

they have sued in their official capacity as Illinois state legislators. Def. Mem. at 23-24. As a 

threshold matter, the Plaintiffs Cross and Radogno have sued in their capacity as Minority 

Leaders in the Illinois House of Representatives and the Illinois Senate, respectively. Am. 
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Compl. 112, 3. The Illinois Constitution of 1970 recognizes the Minority Leader as the leader of 

the numerically strongest political party other than party of the Speaker of the Illinois House or 

Senate. IL CONST. 1970, art. IV, § 6( c). The Minority Leaders of the House and Senate serve 

an important function within the General Assembly as the primary voice of the Republican 

caucuses and Republican voters throughout the state. Am. Compl. ~, 2, 3. 

In order to have standing, Plaintiffs Cross and Radogno must allege that they have 

suffered an actual injury that is fairly traceable to the Defendants' actions and can be remedied 

by the relief sought. Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 560-61 (1992). As alleged in 

the Amended Complaint, the Redistricting Plan created by the Democratic Caucuses 

systematically and unequally burdens the ability of Leaders Cross and Radogno to carry out their 

constitutionally prescribed duty of representing the interests of their caucuses and Republican 

voters throughout the State. Am. Compl. ~~ 2, 3, 147. It does so by fracturing Republican 

voters, diluting Republican voting strength, severing Republican incumbent-electorate 

relationships, burdening Republican expressive association, and guaranteeing a Democratic 

majority in each house of the General Assembly for at least the next decade. Am. Compl. ~t 2, 

3, 139-153, 162-165. The Plaintiffs seek to enjoin the Defendants from conducting future 

elections under the Redistricting Plan and to have a new map drawn that comports with all 

constitutional requirements. Am. Compl. at 29-30. This relief would undoubtedly restore 

Plaintiffs Cross' and Radogno's ability to carry out their constitutional and statutory duties to 

represent the interests of their caucuses and Republican voters throughout the state. 

By the defendants' own concession, Plaintiffs Cross' and Radogno's interests are 

substantially aligned with those of the Illinois Republican Party. See Defendants' Response to 

Illinois Republican Party's Petition to Intervene, at 6 ("The IRP is hard-pressed to explain how 
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its interests deviate so dramatically that counsel for the current parties cannot adequately 

represent its interests."). It is well established that political parties have standing to vindicate 

their constitutionally protected competitive and expressive interests. For instance, the Supreme 

Court has consistently recognized the standing of political parties and organizing committees to 

raise First Amendment challenges to regulations of the electoral process. See, e.g., Republican 

Party of Minnesota v. White, 536 U.S. 765 (2002); California Democratic Party v. Jones, 530 

U.S. 567 (2000); Eu v. San Francisco Democratic Cent. Committee, 489 U.S. 214 (1989). Like 

the plaintiffs in those cases, Leaders Cross and Radogno seek nothing more than to uphold the 

interests in expressive association and political competitiveness that they are duty-bound to 

protect. 

Defendants' reliance on Raines v. Byrd, 521 U.S. 811 (1997), is misplaced: Def. Mem. at 

23-24. Raines held that individual members of Congress who had voted against the Line Item 

Veto Act lacked standing to challenge that Act in federal court. 521 U.S. at 821. Thus, as the 

Supreme Court emphasized, the plaintiffs based their claim on "a type of institutional injury (the 

diminution of legislative power), which necessarily damages all Members of Congress and both 

Houses of Congress equally." /d. at 821 (emphasis added). See also Jd at 824 n.7 (plaintiffs 

were "unable to show that their vote was denied or nullified in a discriminatory manner.") 

(emphasis added). By contrast, here, the Plaintiffs Cross and Radogno allege that the entire 

purpose and effect of the redistricting plan was discriminatory: namely, the singling out for 

special burdens of the caucuses they are authorized by the Illinois Constitution and state law to 

lead and represent. Am. Compl. ~~ 2, 3, 147-148. Moreover, the Raines court emphasized that 

members of Congress retained the ability to amend the Line Item Veto Act -- or exempt future 

legislation from its dictates-- by a simple majority vote. /d. at 824. Again, the contrast with this 
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case is stark. Because of the entrenched harms imposed by the Redistricting Plan, the caucuses 

led by Plaintiffs Radogno and Cross will be deprived of the ability to compete on a level playing 

field in the marketplace of political ideas for at least a decade unless this court orders injunctive 

relief. 

The Defendants' emphasis on Quilter v. Voinovich, 981 F. Supp. 1032 (N.D. Oh. 1997) is 

equally inapposite. As the Defendants themselves describe, Quilter involved an attempt by the 

minority members of a state agency to use the federal courts to reverse a vote that had already 

been taken within the agency. Def. Mem. at 23-24. Here, Plaintiffs Cross and Radogno seek to 

enjoin a Redistricting Plan that will harm the interests of their respective caucuses throughout the 

state for years to come. 4 Accordingly, Cross and Radogno have standing to bring the claims set 

forth in the Amended Complaint. 

CONCLUSION 

Against that backdrop, Defendants' motion to dismiss must be denied. 

/sf--------Phillip A. Luetkehans----------------------
One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs Christine 
Radogno, Veronica Vera, Elidia Mares and Edwin 
Tolentino 

Is/ --------Andrew Sperry---------------------------
One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs Thomas Cross, 
Adam Brown, Chloe Moore, Joe Trevino, Angel 
Garcia 

4Nevada Corn'n on Ethics v. Carrigan, 131 S. Ct. 2343 (2011), stands for precisely the opposite 
proposition to the one for which it is cited by the Defendants. Defendants' Mem. at 23. The 
Court in Carrigan tacitly found, by reaching the merits, that a city council member had standing 
to raise a First Amendment challenge. 
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Northern District of lllinois 

United States Court of Appeals 
Seventh Circuit 

219 S. Dearborn St., Chambers 1446 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Hon. Philip Simon 
United States District Court 
Northern District of Indiana 
5400 Federal Plaza, Suite 4400 
Hammond, IN 46320 

219 S. Dearborn St., Room 2722 
Crucago, IL 60604 

Rc: Radogno, eta/. v. Illinois State Board of Electious, et a/. 
Case No. 11-cv-4884 

Dear Judges Bucklo, Simon and Sykes, 

The parties met via telephone conference for the Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. 
The parties are in disagreement over the trial date. Obviously, the rest of the dates flow 
from the trial date. Accordingly, the parties have each attached their own Proposed 
Report and suggest that this issue be discussed more thoroughly at tomorrow's status 
conference. 

ATS 
cc: All Counsel ofRecord (via e-mail) 

www.luroseboscolow.com 
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UN1TED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

CHRISTINE RADOGNO, in her official 
capacity as Minority Leader of the 111inois 
Senate, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CaseNo. 1:11-cv-04884 

Judge Elaine E. Bucklo 

Judge Philip Simon 

Circuit Judge Diane Sykes 

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF 
ELECTIONS, et al., Magistrate Judge Geraldine Soat Brown 

Defendants. 

PLAINTIFFS' PROPOSED REPORT OF PARTIES' PLANNING MEETING 

Plaintiffs CHRIST)}{E_RADOGNO, THOMAS CROSS, ADAM BROWN, VERONICA 

VERA, CHLOE MOORE, JOE TREVINO, ANGEL GARCIA, ELIDIA MARES and EDWIN 

TOLENTINO ("Plaintiffs"), and Defendants ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 

RUPERT BORGSMILLER, HAROLD BYERS, BRYAN SCHNEIDER, BETTY COFFRIN, 

ERNEST GOWEN, WILLIAM MCGUFFRAGE, JUDITH RICE, CHARLES SCHOLZ and 

JESSE SMART by and through their respective counsel of record, hereby jointly submit their 

Report of the Parties' Planning Meeting, and state as follows: 

1. Meeting - Pursuant to FED. R. CIV. P. 26(f), a teleconference meeting was held on August 
29,2011 at 11:00 am and was attended by: 

Plaintiffs' Counsel: Philip Luetkehans, SCHIROTI, LUETKEHANS & GARNER, 
P.C. 

Thomas Leinenweber and Peter Baroni, LEINEN WEBER, 
BARONI & DAFF ADA, LLC 

Andrew Sperry, LAROSE & BOSCO, LTD 

Defendants' Counsel: Richard J . Prendergrast, Ltd., and Michael Laydon, RICHARD J. 
PENDERGRAST, LTD. 
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Michael J. Kasper, Special Assistant Attorney General 

Brent Stratton, OFFICE OF THE ILLINOIS A ITORNEY 
GENERAL 

David Ellis, Special Assistant Attorney General 

Eric Madiar, Special Assistant Attorney General 

2. Pretrial Schedule: The parties jointly propose to the court the folJowing discovery plan: 

Plaintiffs to amend pleadings by 14 days after this Court's ruling on the Defendants' 
Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiffs to add any additional parties by 14 days after this Court's ruling on the 
Defendants Motion to Dismiss 

Defendants to amend pleadings by DATE 

Defendants to add any additional parties by DATE 

3. Discovery: Discovery will be needed on the following subjects: The redistricting plans 
developed by the Office of the Speaker of the Illinois House of Representatives and the 
Office of the Illinois Senate including but not limited to Public Act 97-0006. 

a. Disclosures pursuant to FED. R. CTV. P. 26(a)(1) to be made by September 15, 2011 

Fact discovery to be commenced in time to be completed by December 1, 2011 

b. The parties expect that they will need approximately 10 depositions. 

c. Due Dates for Reports from retained experts under Rule 26(a){2): 

Date for Plaintiffs and Defendants to comply with FED. R. CIV. P. 26(a)(2): 

November 1, 2011 

Date for Plaintiffs to file Rebuttal Reports to any Retained Experts: 

January 2, 2012 

Date for All expert discovery to be completed by: January 17, 2012 

d. All potentially dispositive motions should be filed by December 15, 2011 

e. Due Dates for Final Pretrial Order: 

2 
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Plaintiffs to prepare proposed draft by: January 24, 2012 

Parties to file joint final pretrial order by: February 7, 2012 

f. The case should be ready for trial by February 15, 2011 and at this time is expected 
to take 4 days 

4. Settlement- Counsel for the parties have not discussed possible settlement opportunities. 
The parties reserve the right to explore settlement discussions at a future date. 

5. Consent- The parties do not consent unanimously to proceed before a Magistrate Judge 

DATE __________________ __ 

Plaintiffs' Counsel 

Phillip A. Luetkehans 
SCHIROTT, LUETKEHANS & GARNER, 
P.C. 
1 05 East Irving Park Road 
Itasca, IL 60143 · 

Andrew Sperry 
LaRose & Bosco, Ltd. 
200 N. LaSalle St., Suite 2810 
Chicago, IL 60601 

Thomas M. Leinenweber 
Leinenweber Baroni & Daffada LLC 
203 N. LaSalle St., Suite 1620 
Chicago, IL 60601 

Pete Baroni 
Leinenweber Baroni & Daffada LLC 
203 N. LaSalle St., Suite 1620 
Chicago, IL 60601 
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Defendants' Counsel 

Richard J. Prendergrast, Ltd 
RICHARD J. PENDERGRAST, LTD. 
111 W. Washington, Suite 11 00 
Chicago, 11 60602 

Michael J. Kasper 
Special Assistant Attorney General 
222 N. LaSalle St., Suite 300 
Chicago, IL 60601 

Brent Stratton, 
OFFICE OF THE ILLINOIS 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
100 W. Randolph St., li11 Floor 
Chicago, IL 60601 

David Ellis 
Special Assistant Attorney General 
402 State Capitol Building 
Springfield, IL 62706 
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REPORT OF PARTIES' PLANNING :MEETING 

CHRISTINE RADOGNO, in her official capacity 
as Minority Leader of the illinois Senate, 
THOMAS CROSS, in his official capacity as 
Minority Leader of the illinois House of 
Representatives, ADAM BROWN, in his official 
capacity as a state representative from the lOlst 
Representative District and individually as a 
registered voter, VERONICA VERA, CHOLE 
MOORE, JOE TREVINO, ANGEL GARCIA, 
ELIDIA MARES, and EDWIN" TOLENTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs 

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 
RUPERT BORGSMILLER, Executive Director of 
the lllinois State Board of Elections, HAROLD D. 
BYERS;BRY AN A. SCHNEIDER, BETIY J. 
COFF~, ERNEST C. GOWEN, WILLIAM F. 
McGUFFAGE, runrrn: C. RICE, CHARLES W. 
SCHOLZ, and JESSER. SMART, all named in 
their official capacities as members of the lllinois 
State Board of Elections, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) No. 1:11-cv-04884 
) 
) Judges Sykes, Bucklo and Simon 
) {3-judge court convened pursuant to 28 
) u.s.c. § 2284) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

1. Meeting. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26{f), a telephone conference was held on 08/29/11 
by counsel for the parties. 

2. Pretrial Schedule. The Defendants propose to the Comt the following discovery plan: 

Plaintiffs to amend pleadings by 7 days following the Court's decision regarding 
Defendants' motion to dismiss. 

Plaintiffs to add any additional parties by 7 days following the Court's decision regarding 
Defendants' motion to dismiss. 

Defendants to amend pleadings by 14 days following the Court's decision regarding 
Defendants' motion to dismiss. 

Defendants to add any additional parties by 14 days following the Court's decision 
regarding Defendants' motion to dismiss. 
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3. Discovery. Discovery will be needed on the following subjects: Defendants may initiate 
limited discovery in response to discovery sought by Plaintiffs. 

(a) Disclosures pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(a)(1) to be made by 09/09/11. 
Fact discovery to be commenced in time to be completed by 09/30/11. 

(b) The defendants believe that no more than 5-6 depositions, including experts will 
be needed. 

(c) Reports from retained experts under Rule 26(a)(2) due: 

Date for Plaintiffs to comply with FRCP(26)(1 )(2): 10/7/11 
Date for Defendants to comply with FRCP(26)(1 )(2): 10/21111 
All expert discovery to be completed by: 10/28/11. 

(d) All potentially dispositive motions should be filed by 10/28/11. 

(e) Final pretrial order: Plaintiffs to prepare proposed draft by 10/31/11; parties to file 
joint final pretrial order by 11/11/11 . 

(f) The case should be ready for trial by 11/29/11 and at this time is expected to take 
approximately 3-4 days. 

4. Settlement. At least 14 days prior to the Rule 16(b) scheduling conference, Plaintiffs are 
directed to make a written demand to the Defendants. At least 7 days prior to the 
scheduling conference, Defendants are to respond in writing to the Plaintiffs' settlement 
demand. 

5. Consent. Defendants do not consent unanimously to proceed befor~ a Magistrate Judge. 

Date: August 29,2011 

Brent D. Stratton 
ChiefDeputy Attorney General 
Office of the illinois Attorney General 
100 W. Randolph, 12th Floor 
~cago,IL 60601 
(312) 814-4499 

2 

Respectfully Submitted: 

By: Is/ Richard J. Prendergast 
One of the Attorneys for Defendants lllinois 
State Board of Elections, its Executive 
Director, and individual members 

Richard J. Prendergast 
Michael T. Layden 
Special Asst. Attorneys General 
Richard J. Prendergast, Ltd. 
111 W. W ashlngton St, Suite 1100 
Chicago, illinois 60602 
(312) 641-0881 
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David W. Ellis 
Special Asst Attorney General 
402 State House 
Springfield, IL 62706 
(217) 782-3392 

EricM. Madiar 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
605 State House 
Springfield, IL 62706 
(217) 782-2156 
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Michael J. Kasper 
Special Asst. Attorney General 
222 N. LaSalle St, Suite 300 
Clrlcago,IL 60601-1013 
(312) 405-3292 
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THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
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2012 ELECTION CALENDAR 

Amended October 5, 2011 

NEW OR CHANGED DATES 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2011 changed wording- EXCEPTION: Established Party 
Presidential, delegate and alternate delegate candidates. 

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2011 instead of Tuesday, September 6, 2011 -first day to 
circulate nomination papers for the Republican candidates for President, delegate and 
alternate delegate who file January 3 - 6. 2012. 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 28,2011 changed wording- EXCEPTION: Established Party 
Presidential, delegate and alternate delegate candidates. 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2011 changed wording- EXCEPTION: Established Party 
Presidential, delegate and alternate delegate candidates. 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2011 new entry -last day for the State Board of 
Elections to certify to the county clerks the number of Democratic and Republican 
delegates and alternate delegates to be elected from each Congressional District and 
the number to be elected at large from the State or to be chosen at the State Party 
Convention. 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 31, 2011 new entry -last day the State Board of Elections 
shall certify unit school districts and counties to the appropriate election authorities after 
receiving the list by the regional superintendent of schools. 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 instead of Monday, November 28, 2011 - first day for 
Republican Presidential Preference, delegate and alternate delegate candidates to file 
original petitions in the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 6, 2012 instead of Monday, December 5, 2011 - last day for 
Republican Presidential Preference, delegate ang alternate delegate candidates to file 
original petitions in the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 

MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 2012 changed wording - last day for written notice of the time 
and place for conducting lottery for ballot placement for Presidential Preference, 
delegate and alternate delegate candidates shall be given when two (2) or more 
petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and party, as of the opening 
hour of the filing period, JANUARY 3, 2012. Notice shall also be posted. 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 13, 2012 changed wording - last day for filing objections to the 
nomination papers of Presidential Preference, delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates in the office of the State Board of Elections who filed JANUARY 3 - 6, 2012. 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17,2012 new entry - last day for Republican Presidential 
candidate or his authorized agent to file an affidavit with the State Board of Elections 
designating which delegate and alternate delegate candidates shall be listed as 
committed to him when more candidates that have been allocated to a district file 
statements designating the same Presidential candidate as their preference. The 
remaining candidates will be listed as uncommitted. 
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PREFACE 

THIS CALENDAR INCLUDES ALL OFFICES TO BE NOMINATED AND/OR ELECTED 
AT THE FEDERAL, STATE AND COUNTY PRIMARY ELECTIONS IN MARCH AND AT 
THE GENERAL ELECTION IN NOVEMBER. 

THE FOLLOWING DEFINITIONS ARE EMPLOYED AS RELATED TO THIS 
CALENDAR: 

"ELECTION AUTHORITY" - THE COUNTY CLERK, THE MUNICIPAL BOARD OF 
ELECTION COMMISSIONERS OR THE COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTION 
COMMISSIONERS. 

"LOCALE LECTION 0 FFICIAL" - THE CLERK OR SECRETARY OF A UNIT OF 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT OR SCHOOL DISTRICT. 

THIS CALENDAR DOES NOT INCLUDE THE NOMINATION AND/OR ELECTION OF 
OFFICIALS OF MUNICIPALITIES, TOWNSHIPS, LIBRARIES, PARKS, SCHOOL 
DISTRICTS OR OTHER SPECIAL DISTRICTS. 

"BUSINESS D AY" - ANY DAY IN WHICH THE OFFICE OF AN ELECTION 
AUTHORITY, LOCAL ELECTION OFFICIAL OR THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
IS OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR A MINIMUM OF 7 HOURS. (10 ILCS 5/1-3) 

FILING AND REGISTRATION DATES 

(A) IF THE FIRST OR LAST DAY FIXED BY LAW TO DO ANY ACT REQUIRED OR 
ALLOWED BY THIS CODE FALLS ON A STATE HOLIDAY OR A SATURDAY OR A 
SUNDAY, THE PERIOD SHALL EXTEND THROUGH THE FIRST BUSINESS DAY 
FOLLOWING THE DAY OTHERWISE FIXED AS THE LAST DAY FOR FILING OR THE 
CLOSE OF REGISTRATION, IRRESPECTIVE OF WHETHER ANY ELECTION 
AUTHORITY OR LOCAL ELECTION OFFICIAL CONDUCTS BUSINESS ON THE 
STATE HOLIDAY, SATURDAY OR SUNDAY. [10 ILCSA 5/1-6(a)] 

(B) FOR PURPOSES OF THIS SECTION "STATE HOLIDAY" MEANS NEW YEAR'S 
DAY, DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.'S BIRTHDAY, LINCOLN'S BIRTHDAY, 
PRESIDENT'S DAY, CASIMIR PULASKI'S BIRTHDAY, GOOD FRIDAY, MEMORIAL 
DAY, INDEPENDENCE DAY, LABOR DAY, COLUMBUS DAY, VETERANS' DAY, 
THANKSGIVING DAY, CHRISTMAS DAY, AND ANY OTHER DAY DECLARED BY 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OR THE GOVERNOR OF ILLINOIS TO 
BE A DAY DURING WHICH THE AGENCIES OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS THAT ARE 
ORDINARILY OPEN TO DO BUSINESS WITH THE PUBLIC SHALL BE CLOSED FOR 
BUSINESS. [10 ILCS 5/1-6(b)] 

NUMBER OF SIGNATURES- THE SPECIFIC NUMBER OF SIGNATURES REQUIRED 
ON A NOMINATING PETITION, AS CALCULATED BY THE ELECTION AUTHORITY 
OR THE LOCAL ELECTION OFFICIAL, FOR AN INDIVIDUAL TO BE A CANDIDATE 
FOR A SPECIFIC OFFICE. TO RECEIVE SPECIFIC SIGNATURE REQUIREMENTS, 
CANDIDATES SHOULD CONTACT THE ELECTION AUTHORITY OR THE LOCAL 
ELECTION OFFICIAL WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR RECEIVING THE FILING OF THE 
PETITION FOR NOMINATION AND/OR ELECTION TO OFFICE. 

ALL CITATIONS CONTAINED HEREIN ARE "ILLINOIS COMPILED STATUTES, 2010." 

ii A -57 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PAGE 

GENERAL PRIMARY ELECTION (MARCH 20, 2012) 
Offices to be nominated ............ ..... ... .. ... .................... ....... .................................... 1 
Offices to be elected ............................................................................................. 1 
Dates Governing General Primary ... ................................. ... .......................... ....... 2 

GENERAL ELECTION (NOVEMBER 6, 2012) 
Offices to be elected ................................ .. ...... .. ...... ........................................... 25 
Dates Governing General Election ..................................................................... 26 

PROCEDURES ON OBJECTIONS ............................................................................... 53 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE 
2011 December Quarterly Report ........................ ... ........ ..... .. ........................... .. 55 
General Primary Election .................................................................................... 56 
March Quarterly Report .................................................. ....... .. ........................... 57 
June Quarterly Report ........................................................................................ 58 
September Quarterly Report ............. ............. .... .......... ................... ... ................. 59 
General Election ........................... .............................. .............. ... .. .......... ........... 60 
December Quarterly Report ........... ......... ...................... ...................................... 61 
Schedule A-1 Reports ....... ....... .... ....... .. ................... ..................................... ..... 62 

iii A-58 



PRIMARY ELECTION 

MARCH 20, 2012 

PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRIMARY 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO BE NOMINATED* 

- Representatives in Congress -All 18 Districts 
- State Senators - All 59 Districts 
- Representatives in the General Assembly- All 118 Districts 
- Sanitary District Commissionersffrustees 

(Prairie Dupont Levee & Sanitary District Candidates file with SBE) 
- Circuit Clerks 
- Recorders (in counties with a population of 60,000 or more inhabitants) 
- State's Attorney 
- Auditors (in counties with a population over 75,000 and under 3,000,000) 
- Coroners 
- Regional Superintendent of Schools (vacancies) 
- County Commissioners (Counties not under township organization) 
- County Board Members (Counties under township organization) 
- Judges (Additional Judgeships if required) 

Supreme Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Appellate Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Circuit Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Resident Circuit Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Subcircuit Judges, Vacancies will be filled 

TO BE ELECTED 

-Delegates and Alternate Delegates (in accordance with approved Delegate Selection Plans) 
- Precinct Committeemen (all counties, excluding Cook) 
- Ward Committeemen (City of Chicago) 

*10 ILCS 5/7-19 Ballot Order 
President of the United States, State offices, congressional offices, delegates and alternate 
delegates, member of sanitary district, county offices, judicial offices, municipal offices 
(municipalities with annual elections) precinct or ward committeemen. 
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2011 

DATES GOVERNING FEDERAL, STATE, 
AND COUNTY GENERAL PRIMARY 

GENERAL PRIMARY ELECTION 
MARCH 20, 2012 

10 ILCS 5/2A-1.2(a) 
Polls open 6 a.m. - 7 p.m. 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2011 
First day to circulate nomination papers (must i nclude original sheets s igned b y 
voters a nd circulators) for established political party who file NOVEMBER 2 8 -
DECEMBER 5, 2011 . (90 days preceding the last day to file nomination papers) 
(10 ILCS 5/7-10) 

(EXCEPTION: Established Party Presidential , delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates). 

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2011 
First day to circulate nomination papers for Democratic candidates for President and 
delegate who file JANUARY 3-6, 2012. (90 days preceding the last day to file such 
papers) 
(10 ILCS 5/7-11) 

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2011 
First day to circulate nomination papers for Republican candidates for President, 
delegate and_alternate delegate who file JANUARY 3 - 6, 2012 . (90 days preceding 
the last day to file such papers) 
(10 ILCS 5/7-11) 

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2011 
First day notice of intention to file a petition to create a political subdivision, whose 
officers are to be elected rather than appointed, may be published in a newspaper 
within the proposed political subdivision, or if none, in a newspaper of general 
circulation within the proposed territory. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(g)) 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 2011 
Last day notice of intention to file a petition to create a political subdivision, whose 
officers are to be elected rather than appointed, may be published in a newspaper 
within the proposed political subdivision, or if none, in a newspaper of general 
circulation within the proposed territory. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(g)] 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 21,2011 
Last day to file petitions (must c ontain originals heets s igned b y voters a nd 
circulators) to create a political subdivision with the appropriate officer or board. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(b)) 

NOTE: The s pecific s tatutory pr ovisions go verning t he c reation of pol itical 
subdivisions c an b e f ound i n t he r elevant C ode go verning s uch 
subdivisions. 

NOTE: Objections can be filed on or be fore the date of the hearing with the 
appropriate circuit court clerk. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-4) 

NOTE: If initial officers are to be elected at the election for creation of anew 
unit of government, candidates for such of flees s hall file nomination 
papers 113-106 days before such election (NOVEMBER 28 - DECEMBER 
5, 2011). 
(10 ILCS 5/10-6) 

NOTE: The circuit court clerk shall publish the hearing date for a public policy 
petition filed in his/her office not later than 14 days after the petition is 
actually filed, but at I east 5 days before actual hearing. Final orders 
within 7 days of hearing. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-4) 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 2011 
First day for candidates of established political parties to file original nomination papers 
(must c-ontain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal 
office of the State Board of Elections for congressional, legislative and judicial offices, or 
for any office to be elected by the voters of more than one county. 
(10 ILCS 5fi-12(1), 8-9) 

(EXCEPTION: Established Party Presidential, delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates). 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 28,2011 
First day for candidates of established political parties to file original nomination papers 
(must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the office of the 
county clerk for county offices, ward committeemen (City of Chicago), and precinct 
committeemen (in counties containing a population of less than 2,000,000). 
[10 ILCS 5fi-12(2), 7-12(5)] 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2011 
Last day to file objections to petition to create a political subdivision in the office of the 
appropriate officer, board or circuit court. 
( 1 0 I LCS 5/1 0-8, 28-4) 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2011 
Last day for chairmen of the county central committees of the two major parties to 
submit a list to the election authority of applicants for additional deputy registrars. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2011 
Last day by (5:00 p.m.) for candidates of established political parties to file original 
nomination papers (must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) 
in the principal office of the State Board of Elections for congressional, legislative and 
judicial offices, or for any office to be elected by the voters of more than one county. 
[10 ILCS 5/1-4, 7-12(1), 8-9] 

(EXCEPTION: Established Party Presidential, delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates). 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2011 
Last day (by 5: 00 p.m.) for candidates of established political parties to file original 
nomination papers (must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) 
in the office of the county clerk for county offices, ward committeemen (City of Chicago), 
and precinct committeemen (in counties containing a population of less than 2,000,000). 
[10 ILCS 5/1-4, 7-12(2), 7-12(5)] 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2011 
Last day for filing a Statement of Economic Interests with the proper office as required 
by the Illinois Governmental Ethics Act. Candidates who file petitions with the county 
clerk and have a current economic interest statement on file for the same office with the 
same county do not have to file an additional receipt. Candidates who file petitions with 
the State Board of Elections must file a current receipt for the same office with the 
petitions. The receipt, if required, must be filed no later than 5:00 p.m. 
[5 ILCS 420/4A-105, 10 ILCS 5/7-12(8)] 

(EXCEPTION: Candidates for federal and party offices, i.e. candidates for 
Representatives in Congress, precinct committeemen and ward committeemen are not 
required to file an Economic Interest Statement.) 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2011 
Last day for written notice of the time and place for conducting lottery shall be given 
when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and 
party as of the opening hour of the filing period, NOVEMBER 28, 2011 . (There must be 
7 days written notice given. If the lottery is to be held on the last statutory date, 
DECEMBER 14, the last day to give notice is DECEMBER 7.) The State Board of 
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Elections shall give notice to the chairman of each established political party, and by the 
Election Authority to the chairman of each political party and to each organization of 
citizens within the election jurisdiction entitled to have pollwatchers present at the last 
preceding election. Notice must also be posted at the entrance of each office. 
[10 ILCS 517-12(6)] 

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 11, 2011 
Last day for the Regional Superintendent of Schools to certify to the State Board of 
Elections a list of each unit school district under his or her supervision and control and a 
listing of each county in which all or any part of each of those districts is located. 
(1051LCS 5/3-1.1) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 12,2011 
Last day State Board of Elections shall certify a list of facilities licensed or certified 
under the Nursing Home Care Reform Act or the MR/DD Community Care Act, to the 
proper election authority. The list shall indicate bed capacity and the chief administrator 
of each such facility. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 12,2011 
Last day for an individual who has filed, during the NOVEMBER 28- DECEMBER 5, 
2011 filing period, for 2 or more incompatible offices to withdraw from all but one of 
the offices (with the State Board of Elections or with whichever election authority the 
nomination papers were originally filed) . An elected party office in an established 
political party is not incompatible with any elected public office. 
(10 ILCS 517-12(9), 10-7) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 12,2011 
Last day for filing objections to the nomination papers of all candidates who filed during 
the NOVEMBER 2 8 - DECEMBER 5, 20 11 filing period. Objections are filed in the 
office of the State Board of Elections or the county clerk (with whichever election 
authority the nomination papers were originally filed). 
(10 ILCS517-12.1, 7-13, 10-8) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2011 
Last day lottery shall be conducted by the election authority or the State Board of 
Elections when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office 
and party, as of the opening hour of the filing period, NOVEMBER 28, 2011. 
[1 0 ILCS 517 -12(6)] 
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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 14,2011 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to certify to the county clerks the number of 
Democratic and Republican delegates and alternate delegates to be elected from each 
Congressional District and the number to be elected at large from the State or to be 
chosen at the State Party Conventions. 
(10 ILCS sn-14.1) 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 2011 
First day for election authority to submit updated voter registration information to the 
State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 19, 2011 
First day for candidates of established political parties to file original nomination papers 
(must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal 
office of the State Board of Elections for judicial vacancies which occurred during the 3 
week period prior to the 106th day before the General Primary (NOVEMBER 14 -
DECEMBER 5, 2011}. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(1)] 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 19,2011 
Last day for filing petitions (must contain original sheets s igned by voters a nd 
circulators) for referenda for the submission of questions of public policy (local). 
Objections to petitions for local referenda are filed with the same officer in which the 
original petitions were filed. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-2(a), 28-6, 28-7} 

(EXCEPTION: proposition to create a political subdivision, referenda held under the 
provisions Article IX of the Liquor Control Act, and Section 18-120 of the Property Tax 
Code.) 

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 21,2011 
Last day for election authorities to complete any systematic program to remove 
ineligible voters from the voting roles prior to the MARCH 20, 2012 General Primary 
Election. 
[42 USC 1973gg-6( c)(2)(A)] 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 27, 2011 
Last day for candidates of established political parties to file original nomination papers 
(must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal 
office of the State Board of Elections for judicial vacancies which occurred during the 
period NOVEMBER 14 - DECEMBER 5, 2011. 
[10 ILCS Sn-12(1)] 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 27,2011 
Last day for candidates who file nomination papers during the special judicial filing 
period, (DECEMBER 19 - 27, 2011 ), to file a Statement of Economic Interests with the 
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Secretary of State as required by the Illinois Governmental Ethics Act. Candidates who 
file petitions with the State Board of Elections must file a current receipt for the same 
office with the State Board no later than 5:00 p.m. 
[5 ILCS 420/4A-105, 10 ILCS sn-12(8)] 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 27, 2011 
Last day to file objections to petitions for the submission of questions of public policy 
(local). Objections to petitions for local referenda are filed with the same office that has 
the original petitions. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-8, 28-4) 

(EXCEPTION: proposition to create a political subdivision, referenda held under the 
provisions of Article IX of the Liquor Control Act, and Section 18-120 of the Property Tax 
Code.) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 27,2011 
Last day for election authorities to submit updated voter registration information to the 
State Board of Elections. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 29,2011 
Last day for written notice of the time and place for conducting lottery shall be given 
when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and 
party as of the opening hour of the filing period, DECEMBER 19, 2011 (special judicial 
filing period). Notice shall be given by the State Board of Elections to the chairman of 
each established political party. Notice must also be posted. 
[10 ILCS 5n-12(6)] 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 31, 2011 

2012 

Last day the State Board of Elections shall certify unit school districts and counties to 
the appropriate election authorities after receiving the list certified by the regional 
superintendent of schools. 
(105 ILCS 5/3-1.1) 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day any voter who is a member of the United States Service and his spouse and 
dependents of voting age who expect to be absent from their county of residence on 
election day to make a written application for an official ballot to the election authority 
having jurisdiction over their residence. Members of the Armed Forces may make 
application via facsimile machine or other method of electronic transmission. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2, 20-2.3, 20-3) 
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NOTE: No registration shall be required to vote pursuant to this section. 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day for citizens of the United States temporarily residing outside the territorial limits 
of the United States who are not registered but otherwise qualified to vote and who 
expect to be absent from their county of residence on election day to make 
simultaneous application to the election authority having jurisdiction over their precinct 
of residence for absentee registration and an absentee ballot. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1, 20-3) 

NOTE: Absentee registration shall be required for citizens temporarily residing 
outside the United States in order to vote the entire ballot. 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day any nonresident civilian citizen otherwise qualified to vote, to make application 
to the election authority having jurisdiction over his precinct of former residence for an 
absentee ballot containing the Federal offices only. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.2, 20-5) 

NOTE: Such application may be made only on the official Federal postcard and 
no registration shall be required. 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day for Democratic Presidential Preference and delegate candidates to file 
original petitions (must contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in 
the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(1)] 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day for Republican Presidential Preference, delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates to file original petitions (must contain original sheets signed by voters 
and circulators) in the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(1)] 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
Last day for local governing boards to adopt a resolution or ordinance to allow binding 
public questions to appear on the ballot. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(c)] 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
Last day for County, Municipal, School, Township and Park Boards to adopt a resolution 
to allow advisory public questions to appear on the ballot. 
(55 ILCS 5/5-1005.5; 60 ILCS 1/80-80; 65 ILCS 5/3.1-40-60; 70 ILCS 1205/8-30; 105 
ILCS 5/9-1.5) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 2012 
Last day for filing objections to the nomination papers of candidates who filed petitions 
with the State Board of Elections for judicial office during the period DECEMBER 19 -
27, 2011. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-12.1, 10-8) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 2012 
Last day for individual who has filed for 2 or more incompatible offices during the 
DECEMBER 19 - 27, 2011 (or having filed for one office during the NOVEMBER 28-
DECEMBER 5, 2011 filing period and a second incompatible office during the 
DECEMBER 19-27, 2011 filing period) to withdraw from all but one of the offices in the 
office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(9)] 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 5, 2012 
Last day lottery shall be conducted by the State Board of Elections when two or more 
petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and party as of the opening of 
the filing period, DECEMBER 19, 2011 (special judicial filing period). 
[1 0 ILCS 5/7 -12(6)J 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 6, 2012 
Last day for Democratic Presidential Preference and delegate candidates to file original 
petitions (must contain original sheets signed by voters and ci rculators) in the 
principal office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(1)] 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 6, 2012 
Last day for Republican Presidential Preference, delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates to file original petitions (must contain original sheets signed by voters 
and circulators) in the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(1)] 

MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 2012 
last day for written notice of the time and place for conducting lottery for ballot 
placement for Presidential Preference, delegate and alternate delegate candidates shall 
be given when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office 
and party, as of the opening hour of the filing period, JANUARY 3, 2012. Notice shall 
also be posted. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(6)] 

9 A-67 



TUESDAY, JANUARY 10,2012 
Last day for Democratic Presidential candidate or his authorized agent to file an affidavit 
with the State Board of Elections and the State Party Chair designating which delegate 
candidates shall be listed as committed to him when more candidates than have been 
allocated to a district file statements designating the same Presidential candidate as 
their preference for President. The delegate candidates who are not designated by the 
candidates shall not be certified to the ballot. 
[10 ILCS 5/1A-8(14); Delegate Selection Rules for the 2012 Democratic National 
Convention, Rule 12; Illinois Delegate Selection Plan for the 2012 Democratic National 
Convention, Section Ill, A.5.b.] 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 12, 2012 
Last statutory day for candidates of established political parties to file withdrawal of 
nomination papers in the office of the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(9)] 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 12, 2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections shall certify the names of candidates to the 
county clerks. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-14, 8-10) 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 12,2012 . 
Last day for the circuit clerk and the local election official to certify any binding public 
question or advisory referenda to the election authority having jurisdiction over the 
political subdivision. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-5) 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 12,2012 
Last day for the county clerk to certify to the board of election commissioners any 
referenda to be submitted to the voters in its jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-5) 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 13,2012 
Last day for an individual who has filed, during the JANUARY 3- 6, 2012 filing period, 
for 2 or more incompatible offices to withdraw from all but one of the offices with the 
State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 517-12(9)] 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 13, 2012 
Last day for filing objections to the nomination papers of Presidential Preference, 
delegate and alternate delegate candidates in the office of the State Board of Elections 
who filed JANUARY 3 - 6, 2012. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-12.1) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2012 
Last day for Republican Presidential candidate or his authorized agent to file an affidavit 
with the State Board of Elections designating which delegate and alternate delegate 
candidates shall be listed as committed to him when more candidates than have been 
allocated to a district file statements designating the same Presidential candidate as 
their preference. The remaining candidates will be listed as uncommitted. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-10.3) 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2012 
Last day lottery shall be conducted by the State Board of Elections when two or more 
petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and party as of the opening of 
the filing period, JANUARY 3, 2012. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-12(6)] 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 18,2012 
Last day for candidates of established political parties to file withdrawal of nomination 
papers in the office of the county clerk. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-12(9), 7-14) 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 18,2012 
Last day for the county clerk to certify to the board of election commissioners the names 
of candidates to be voted for in its jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 517-14) 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 19,2012 
Last day a person may file a notarized Declaration of Intent to be a write-in candidate 
with the proper election authority or authorities (appropriate county clerk(s) and/or 
board(s) of election commissioners.) Write-ins shall be counted on I y for persons 
who have filed the Declaration of Intent. Write-in declarations are NOT filed with 
the State Board of Elections. 
[10 ILCS 517-59(b)] 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 20, 2012 
Last day the election authority shall provide public notice, calculated to reach the elderly 
and handicapped voter, of the registration and voting aids under the Federal Voting 
Accessibility for the Elderly and Handicapped Act, of the availability of assistance in 
marking the ballot, procedures for voting by absentee ballot, and procedures for early 
voting by personal appearance. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-15) 

FRIDAY, JANUARY 20, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish notice that new mechanical or electronic 
voting devices will be used for the first time at the General Primary Election. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/24-1 .1, 24A-3, 248-3; 24C-3) 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to have in his office a sufficient number of ballots 
printed and available for mailing to persons in the United States Service or their spouse 
and dependents, citizens temporarily residing outside the territorial limits of the United 
States and nonresident civilians. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-16, 16-5.01) 

NOTE: Pursuant to the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 
(UOCAVA), as am ended b y t he M ilitary an d 0 verseas V oter 
Empowerment Act ( the MOVE Act), ab sentee ballots requested b y 
military and overseas voters must be transmitted at least 45 days before 
a federal election. 42 U.S.C. § 1973ff-1(g). Please be advised that the 45 
day UOCAVA deadline may not be extended under any circumstances; 
therefore, although the 45 day deadline falls on a Saturday, military and 
overseas absentee ballots MUST be mailed by that date. An election 
authority that waits until the first business day following the 4 5 day 
deadlines to mail m ilitary an d overseas b allots will be co nsidered i n 
violation of UOCAVA. 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2012 
Last day the election authority shall notify the municipa~. township and road district 
clerks within its jurisdiction if they are to conduct in-person absentee voting. 
(101LCS5/19-2.1) . 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 2012 
First day for any registered voter presently within the United States, to make application 
by mail or in person to the election authority for an official ballot. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2) 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 2012 
Last day for civic organizations (which have as a stated purpose the investigation or 
prosecution of election fraud) and proposition proponents or opponents to register their 
names and address and the names and addresses of their principal officers with the 
proper election authority to qualify to have pollwatchers for the General Primary 
Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-34) 

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 2012 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 20,2012 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 2012 

The days for filing Lodging House Affidavits with boards of election commissioners. 
(The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may prohibit enforcement of this 
provision.) 
(10 ILCS 5/6-56) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21,2012 
First day for the election authority to publish a notice of any question of public policy to 
be voted upon within the jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 5/12-5) 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21,2012 
First day for election authority to publish (1) the location of each permanent and 
temporary site for early voting and the precincts served by each location, and (2) the 
dates and hours that early voting will be conducted at each location. The election 
authority shall publish this information at least once a week during the statutory period 
for early voting. If the election authority maintains a website, he or she shall make the 
schedule available on its website. 
[1 0 ILCS 19A-25(a)] 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21,2012 
First day for the election authority to send an official ballot for Federal offices only, upon 
receipt of either an application for absentee registration or an application for absentee 
ballot, to citizens of the United States who are temporarily residing outside the territorial 
limits of the United States. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1. 20-3) 

NOTE: Unregistered citizens temporarily ar: e residing outside th e te rritorial 
limits of t he U nited S tates who m ake a pplication f or a bsentee 
registration and/or absentee ballots after 30 d ays but not I ess than 10 
days (FEBRUARY 21 -MARCH 10, 2012) prior to Election Day, shall be 
sent the Federal offices ballot only. 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to arrange with nursing home administrators the date 
and time to conduct in-person absentee voting in such facility and to post a notice in the 
office of the election authority of all such arrangements. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21,2012 
Last day for citizens of the United States temporarily residing outside the United States 
who are not registered to vote but otherwise qualified to vote and who expect to be 
absent from their county of residence on election day to make a simultaneous 
application to the election authority having jurisdiction over their precinct of residence 
for absentee registration and an absentee ballot. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1, 20-3) 

NOTE: To receive the full ballot, applications should be in the hands of the 
election authority no later than 30 days before the election. 

NOTE: Registration is not required in order to vote a ballot containing Federal 
offices only. 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 2012 
Last day for registration or transfer of registration within the offices of the election 
authority. Precinct registration m ay a pply tot he C ity of Chicago a nd C ook 
County. Please check with these jurisdictions for registration deadlines. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6, 4-16, 5-5, 5-23, 6-29, 6-50, 6-53, 6-54) 

NOTE: UNDER THE PROVISIONS 0 F NV RA, AGENCY AND MOTOR V EHICLE 
OFFICES WILL CONTINUE T 0 ACCEPT REGISTRATION AFTER THE 
STATUTORY CLOSE OF REGISTRATION. ONLY THOSE REGISTRATION 
APPLICATIONS COMPLETED NO LATER THAN 27 DAYS BEFORE THE 
ELECTION WILL BE PROCESSED FOR THE NEXT ENSUING ELECTION. 
APPLICATIONS FOR REGISTRATION COMPLETED WITHIN 5 DAYS OF 
REGISTRATION DEADLINE AT SECRETARY OF STATE FACILITIES AND 
QUALIFIED AGENCIES WILL B E TR ANSMITTED WITHIN 5 D AYS OF 
COMPLETION AND M UST BE P ROCESSED F OR THE ELECTION. A 
MAIL REGISTRATION APPLICATION SHALL BE DEEMED TIMELY FILED 
IF POSTMARKED P RIOR T 0 THE C LOSE OF REGISTRATION. IF N 0 
POSTMARK EXI STS 0 R I F T HE PO STMARK I S I LLEGIBLE, T HE 
APPLICATION SHALL BE CONSIDERED TIMELY FILED IF RECEIVED BY 
THE E LECTION AUTHORITY NO L ATER T HAN 5 C ALENDAR DAYS 
AFTER THE CLOSE OF REGISTRATION. 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 2012 
Last day for registration of voters by deputy registrars, including municipal, township 
and road district clerks and precinct committeemen. Precinct registration may apply 
to the City of Chicago and Cook County. Please check with these jurisdictions 
for registration deadlines. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

NOTE: Deputy Registrars must return completed forms to the. election authority 
within 7 da ys of the da y on w hich t hey a re c ompleted. D eputy 
Registrars m ust r eturn al I r egistration materials within 48 hour s of 
registration/cancellation if such registration/cancellation was ace epted 
between the 351

h and 281
h day preceding an election. 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22,2012 
First day for grace period registration or change of address in the office of the election 
authority or at a location designated for this purpose by the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22,2012 
First day for grace period voting at the election authority's office, or location designated 
by the election authority, or by mail, at the discretion of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22,2012 
First day for election authority to post schedule for early voting at each location where 
early voting will be conducted. Such posting shall remain at each site until the last day 
of the early voting period (MARCH 15, 2012). If the election authority has a website, 
they shall make the schedule available on the website. 
[10 ILCS 5/19A-25(b)] 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 22,2012 
Last day for deputy registrars who are officials or members of a bona fide labor 
organization to return unused registration materials to the election authority. Precinct 
registration may apply to the City of Chicago and Cook County. Please check with 
these jurisdictions for registration deadlines and return of material deadlines. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 26, 2012 
Suggested last day for election authority to supply absentee ballot materials to local 
election officials (qualified municipal, township and road district clerks) authorized by the 
election authority who conduct in-person absentee voting. It is suggested that they 
make available such supplies on this date, as in-person absentee voting begins the 
following day. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27,2012 
The first day for local election officials (qualified municipal, township, and road district 
clerks) authorized by the election authority to conduct in-person absentee voting. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27,2012 
First day for early voting at the office of the election authority and permanent locations
designated by the election authority. Temporary early voting locations may be 
established by the election authority, but are not required to maintain the same voting 
days and hours as the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19A-15, 19A-20) 

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 29,2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish newspaper notice of primary election in 
counties of less than 500,000 inhabitants. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-15) 

NOTE: Notice shall include the primary date, poll hours, offices to be listed on 
the ballot and the political parties entitled to participate. 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 29, 2012 
Last day for employee to give employer written notice that he/she will be absent from 
place of employment on election day because he/she has been appointed as an 
election judge under the provisions of 10 ILCS 5/13-1 or 13-2. 
(10 ILCS 5/13-2.5, 14-4.5) 

FRIDAY, MARCH 2, 2012 
Last day for election authorities to submit voter registration information to the State 
Board of Elections (within 10 days following the close of registration) for the MARCH 20, 
2012 General Primary Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

MONDAY, MARCH 5, 2012 
TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 2012 

Dates on which a voter may file an application with the election authority to erase 
names from the registry of voters. (The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may 
prohibit enforcement of this provision.) 
(10 ILCS 5/4-12, 5-15, 6-44) 

NOTE: Check with the election authority for business hours on MARCH 5, 2012 
observation of·c-asimir Pulaski's birthday. 

TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 2012 
First day that a qualified voter who has been admitted to a hospital, nursing home, or 
rehabilitation center not more than 14 days before an election to make an application 
with the election authority for the personal delivery of an absentee ballot. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-13) 

NOTE: This provision for absentee voting is available through Election Day if
the process can b e c ompleted a nd the v oted ba llot returned to t he 
election authority i n s ufficient t ime for delivery of t he ba llot to t he 
election authority's central ba llot c ounting I ocation be fore 7 p.m. on 
Election Day. 

TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish newspaper notice of primary election in 
counties of more than 500,000 inhabitants. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-15) 

NOTE: Notice shall include the primary date, poll hours, offices to be listed on 
the ballot and the political parties entitled to participate. 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish announcement of the colors of the primary 
ballot. Publication shall be for at least one week in at least two newspapers published 
in the county. The election authority shall also post in a conspicuous place in his office 
an announcement of the colors of the primary ballots. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-18) 

TUESDAY, MARCH 6, 2012 
Deadline for the election authority to have pollwatcher credentials available for 
distribution. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-34) 

NOTE: Pollwatcher credentials may, atthe discretion of the election authority, 
be distributed prior to this date. Credentials must be available on this 
date and up to, and including, Election Day. 

THURSDAY, MARCH 8, 2012 
FRIDAY, MARCH 9, 2012 
SATURDAY, MARCH 10, 2012 

Dates on which county clerks or Chicago Board of Election Commissioners shall hold 
hearings to determine whether names in the registry of voters shall be erased, 
registered or restor~d . (The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may prohibit 
enforcement of this provision.) 
(10 ILCS 5/4-13, 5-16, 6-45) 

MONDAY, MARCH 12,2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish a notice of any question of public policy to 
be voted upon within the jurisdiction . . The election authority shall also post a copy of the 
notice at the principal office of the election authority. The local election official shall-also 
post a copy of the notice at the principal office of the political or governmental 
subdivision. If there is no principal office, the local election official shall post the notice 
at the building in which the governing body of the political or governmental subdivision 
held its first meeting of the calendar year in which the referenda is being held. 
(10 ILCS 5/12-5) 

MONDAY, MARCH 12, 2012 
Last day for any voter who is a member of the United States Service and his spouse 
and dependents of voting age who expect to be absent from the county of residence on 
election day to make application for an official ballot to the election authority having 
jurisdiction over their precinct residence and the last day for the election authority to 
mail such ballots. Members of the Armed Forces may make application via facsimile 
machine or other method of electronic transmission. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2, 20-2.3, 20-3) 

NOTE: No r egistration shall be r equired i n or der to v ote pur suant t o t his 
section. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 12, 2012 
Last day for any nonresident civilian, otherwise qualified to vote, to make application to 
the election authority having jurisdiction over his precinct of former residence for an 
absentee ballot containing Federal offices only, and the last day for election authority to 
mail such ballot. 
(10 ILCS 5/20-2.2, 20-5) 

NOTE: Such application may be made only on the official Federal postcard and 
no registration shall be required to vote. 

MONDAY, MARCH 12, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to send an official ballot for Federal offices only, upon 
receipt of either an application for absentee registration or an application for absentee 
ballot, to citizens of the United States who are temporarily residing outside the territorial 
limits of the United States. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1, 20-3, 20-4) 

NOTE: Registration is not required in order to vote the ballot containing the 
Federal offices only. 

TUESDAY, MARCH 13,2012 
Last day of grace period registration or change of address in the office of the election 
authority or at location designated for this purpose by the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

TUESDAY, MARCH 13,2012 
Last day of grace period voting at the election authority's office, or location designated 
by the election authority, or by mail, at the discretion of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

TUESDAY, MARCH 13,2012 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 14, 2012 
THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 

The dates on which boards of election comm1ss1oners (except Chicago Board of 
Election Commissioners) shall hold hearings to determine whether names in the registry 
of voters shall be erased, registered, or restored. (The National Voter Registration Act of 
1993 may prohibit enforcement of this provision.) 
(1 0 ILCS 5/6-45) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15,2012 
Last day for early voting at the office of the election authority and permanent locations 
designated by the election authority. Temporary early voting locations may be 
established by the election authority, but are not required to maintain the same voting 
days and hours as the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 19A-15, 19A-20) 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to receive application by mail from any registered 
voter presently within the confines of the United States. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2, 19-4) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish the specimen ballot labels, as near as may 
be, in the form in which they will appear on the official ballot labels on Election Day. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-21; 24A-18; 248-18, 24C-18) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 
Last day for a physically incapacitated voter who desires to vote in person at their 
facility of residence pursuant to the Nursing Home Care Act or the MR/DD Community 
Care Act, to make application to the election authority. Such voting shall take place on 
the Friday, Saturday, Sunday or Monday immediately preceding the General Primary 
Election, as determined by the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15,2012 
Last day (by noon) the election authority shall post the names and addresses of nursing 
home facilities from which no applications for absentee ballots have been received and 
in which no supervised voting will be conducted. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 15, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to conduct the public test of automatic tabulating 
equipment, Optical Scan Equipment and Direct Recording Electronic Voting Equipment. 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-9, 248-9, 24C-9) 

NOTE: All election authorities must provide timely notice of their public test to 
the S tate B oard of Elections pr ior t o s uch test. S uch not ice m ust 
contain the date, time and location of such test. Public notice of the 
time and place of the test must be given at least 48 hours prior to such 
test. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/24A-9, 248-9, 24C-9) 

FRIDAY, MARCH 16, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to have official ballots available for inspection by 
candidates or their agents. 
(10 ILCS 5/16-5) 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 16,2012 
SATURDAY, MARCH 17, 2012 
SUNDAY, MARCH 18, 2012 
MONDAY, MARCH 19,2012 

The election authority will determine on which date Nursing Home Voting will be 
conducted. No later than 9:00 a.m., the election authority shall deliver official absentee 
ballots to the judges of election in the precinct where the facility pursuant to the Nursing 
Home Care Reform Act or the MR/DD Community Care Act, is located. The judges shall 
then deliver in person the ballot to the applicant on the premises of the facility. Between 
the hours of 9:00a.m. and 7:00p.m., sufficient time shall be allowed for residents of the 
licensed or certified Illinois Nursing Homes or federally operated veterans' homes or 
hospitals to vote on the premises of these facilities. Immediately thereafter, the judges 
shall bring the sealed envelope to the office of the election authority who shall deliver 
such ballots to the election authority's central ballot counting location prior to the closing 
of the polls on the day of election. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-4, 19-12.2) 

NOTE: In-person a bsentee voting s hall be c onducted on t he premises o f 
facilities licensed pursuant to the Nursing Home Care Reform Act or the 
MRIDD Community Ca re A ct and federally ope rated veterans' homes 
and hos pita Is, fort he sole benefit of residents of such facilities who 
have made prior application and are registered to vote in that precinct. 
(ILCS 5/19-4, 19-12.2) 

MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to deliver ballots to the judges of election. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-35) 

MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
Last day for any registered voter, presently within the confines of the United States, to 
vote in person at the election authority, municipal, township or road district clerk office 
who is authorized to conduct absentee voting. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2) 

MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
Last day for any temporarily or permanently physically disabled voter to request at the 
election authority's office, that two (2) judges of election of opposite party affiliation 
deliver a ballot to him/her at the point where he/she is unable to continue forward 
motion toward the polling place. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-47.1(b)] 

NOTE: The e lection a uthority s hall not ify t he j udges of election o f t he 
appropriate precinct of such requests. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
Last day for election authority to deliver (prior to opening the polling place) to the judges 
of election in each precinct the list of registered voters in that precinct to whom 
absentee ballots have been issued by mail, a listing of grace period and early voters. 
[10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100, 19-4, 19A-5(c)) 

TUESDAY, MARCH 20, 2012 
GENERAL PRIMARY ELECTION 

NOTE: Primary election returns are to be immediately delivered to the election 
authority from whom t he G eneral P rimary E lection b allots were 
obtained. 

TUESDAY, MARCH 20, 2012 
Date when authorized local election officials, who have not delivered in-person 
absentee ballots to the election authority, shall deliver in-person absentee ballots to 
election authority's central ballot counting location before the polls close. All unused in
person absentee voting supplies are to be returned to the office of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 22, 2012 
Registration opens in the office of the election authority and with all deputy registrars 
including municipal, township and road district clerks who are authorized deputy 
registrars. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/4-6, 5-5, 6-50) 

THURSDAY, MARCH 22,2012 
Last day a provisional voter may submit additional information to the county clerk or 
board of election commissioners to verify or support his/her registration status. Material 
must be received by this date. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(d)] 

TUESDAY, APRIL 3, 2012 
Deadline for the county clerk or board of election commissioners to complete the 
validation and counting of provisional ballots. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(a)] 

TUESDAY, APRIL 3, 2012 
Deadline for the county clerk or board of election commissioners to complete the 
tabulation of absentee ballots that were (1) postmarked by midnight preceding the 
opening of the polls on Election Day, and were received after the close of the polls on 
Election Day but not later than 14 days after the election, or (2) not postmarked at all, 
but did have a certification date prior to the Election Day on the certification envelope, 
and were received after the close of the polls on Election Day but not later than 14 days 
after the election. 
(10 JLCS 5/19-8) 
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NOTE: Absentee voters whose ballots were rejected must be sent a notice of 
such a long with the reason for the rejection within two (2) days of the 
rejection, but in all cases prior to the end of the 14 day period in which 
to c ount t he a bsentee ba llots. 5 uch voters m ust be gi ven a n 
opportunity to appear before the election authority on or before the 14 
day following the election to show cause to why the ballot should not be 
rejected. 
[10 ILCS 5/19-S(g)] 

TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 2012 
The board of election commissioners shall transmit a tabulated statement of the returns 
to the county clerk. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-56, 18A-15(a)] 

TUESDAY, APRIL 10,2012 
Last day for canvassing of election results by proper canvassing board. 
[10 ILCS 5/7- 56, 18A-15(a)] 

(EXCEPTION: State Board of Elections as canvassing board.) 

TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 2012 
The last day the election authority shall transmit to the State Board of Elections the 
following: (1) the number, by precinct, of absentee ballots requested, provided and 
counted, (2) the number of rejected absentee ballots, (3) the number of voters seeking 
review of rejected absentee ballots, and (4) the number of absentee ballots counted 
following review. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-20, 20-20) 

CANVASSING BOARD 
The county clerk has the responsibility of canvassing the returns of the General Primary 
Election under its jurisdiction . 
. 10 ILCS 5/7-56) 

The board of election commissioners has the responsibility of canvassing the returns of 
the General Primary under its jurisdiction. 
10 ILCS 5/7-56) 

BEFORE PROCLAMATION BY COUNTY CANVASSING BOARD 
PRIOR TO THE CANVASS in those jurisdictions where in-precinct counting equipment 
is utilized, the election authority shall retabulate the total number of votes cast in 5% of 
the precincts within the election jurisdiction AS SELECTED ON A RANDOM BASIS BY 
THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS. 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-15, 24B-15, 24C-15) 
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THE ST ATE 8 OARD 0 F EL ECTIONS SH ALL R ECEIVE C ERTIFIED C OPIES 0 F 
TABULATED STATEMENTS OF RETURNS (ABSTRACTS) FROM EACH COUNTY CLERK. 

The county clerk shall make a tabulated statement of returns by precinct or ward for 
each political party separately, stating in appropriate columns and under proper 
headings, the total number of votes cast for each candidate for each party. Within two 
(2) days after the completion of said canvass, the county clerk shall mail to the State 
Board of Elections a certified copy of such tabulated statement of returns. 
10 ILCS 5/7-56) 

NOTE: If there is a board of election commissioners within a county, the county 
abstracts sh all i nclude t he statement of returns from s uch board of 
election commissioners (5/22-9). 

AFTER PROCLAMATION BY 
COUNTY BOARD CANVASSING BOARD: 

The county clerk shall issue a certificate of nomination to each person declared 
nominated to a county office. 

The county clerk shall issue a certificate of election to each person declared elected to 
the office of ward committeeman or precinct committeeman. 
(10 ILCS 7/58) 

PRECINCT RESULTS 
Within 1 day after the canvassing and proclamation, each election authority shall 
transmit to the State Board of Elections a canvass of votes by precinct or ward for the 
following offices: President, state senator, representative in the general assembly, any 
candidate for congressional office, and the offices of ward, and precinct committeemen 
and total ballots cast, and copies of the current precinct list via overnight mail. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-15) 

CANVASS BY THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
The Board shall canvass the returns for the nomination or election of candidates for 
offices for which petitions were filed with the State Board of Elections. 

WRITE-IN CANDIDATES 
Each successful write-in nominated or elected at the primary shall file the following 
documents with the proper election authority or the State Board of Elections within 10 
days from the proclamation by the appropriate board: 
(1) A Loyalty Oath (optional) 
(2) A Statement of Candidacy, and 
(3) A receipt for filing of a Statement of Economic Interests (not required for federal 

offices, precinct or ward committeemen) 
(10 ILCS 5/7-60) 
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DISCOVERY RECOUNT 
Within 5 days after the last day for proclamation of the results , petitions for discovery 
recount may be filed by any qualified individual with the appropriate county clerk, or 
board of election commissioners. The deadline to file a discovery recount for an office 
canvassed by the State Board of Elections is 5 days after the Board's canvass. The 
petition for discovery is filed with the appropriate election authority(ies) 
(10 ILCS 5/22-9.1) 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 18,2012 
Each established political party shall hold a county convention at its respective county. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-9(a)] 

NOTE: Precinct committeemen begin their terms as deputy registrars on t he 
date of the county convention . . 
(1 0 ILCS 514-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

FRIDAY, APRIL 20, 2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to canvass the votes for federal, 
congressional, legislative, representative and judicial offices as well as multi-county 
regions. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(a)] 

MONDAY, APRIL 30,2012 
Last day for the chairman of each county central committee to forward to the State 
Board of Elections the names and addresses of its officers and precinct committeemen. 
[10 ILCS 5/7-9(a)] 

THURSDAY, MAY 10, 2012 
Last day the election authority- shall conduct a lottery (within 30 days following the 
canvass and proclamation of the results of the General Primary Election) to determine 
the order in which the major political parties will appear on the General Election ballot. 

The election authority shall send 7 days written notice to party chairmen and 
organizations with pollwatchers of the time and place for conducting such lottery, and 
shall post a copy of such notice at the entrance of the office. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/7-60, 18A-15) 

MONDAY, MAY 21, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to provide to each county chairman or his 
representative a precinct list prepared for the 2012 primary which has been marked to 
indicate which party's ballot each registrant requested at the 2012 primary. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-22, 5-29, 6-66) 
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GENERAL ELECTION 

NOVEMBER 6, 2012 

TO BE ELECTED 

-President and Vice President of the United States 
-Representatives in Congress -All 18 Districts 
-State Senators - All 59 districts 
-Representatives in the General Assembly - All 118 Districts 
-Sanitary District Commissionersffrustees 

(Prairie DuPont Levee & Sanitary District candidates file with SBE) 
-Circuit Clerk 
-Recorders {In counties with a population of 60,000 or more inhabitants) 
-State's Attorney 
-Auditors (In counties with a population of over 75,000 and under 3,000,000) 
-Coroners 
-Regional Superintendent of Schools (vacancies) 
-County Commissioners (Counties not under township organization) 
-County Board Members (Counties under township organization) 
-Judges (Additional Judgeships if required) 

Supreme Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Appellate Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Circuit Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Resident Circuit Court Judges, Vacancies will be filled 
Subcircuit Judges, Vacancies will be filled 

-Judicial Retention 
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2012 

DATES GOVERNING FEDERAL, STATE 
AND COUNTY GENERAL ELECTION 

GENERAL ELECTION 
NOVEMBER 6, 2012 

10 ILCS 5/2A-1 (a) 
Polls open 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. 

TUESDAY, MARCH 27,2012 
First day to circulate nomination papers (must i nclude original sheets s igned by 
voters and circulators) for independent candidates and new political party candidates 
who file JUNE 18 - 25, 20 12. (90 days preceding the last day to file nomination 
papers) 
(10 ILCS 5/10-4, 10-6) 

SUNDAY, MAY 6, 2012 
Last day for judges seeking retention in office to file Declaration of Judicial Candidacy 
with the Secretary of State. 
[Illinois Constitution, Article VI, Section 12(d)] 

MONDAY, MAY 7, 2012 
Last day to file petitions with the Secretary of State to amend Article IV of the State 
Constitution. Such petitions must be signed by a number of electors equal to at least 8% 
of the total votes cast for candidates for Governor at the 2010 General Election 
(minimum signatures- 298,400). 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-9) 

MONDAY, MAY 7, 2012 
Last day to file a statewide petition for advisory public policy question with the State 
Board of Elections. Such petitions must be signed by a number of electors equal to at 
least 8% of the total votes cast for candidates for Governor at the 2010 General Election 
(minimum signatures- 298,400). 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-9) 

TUESDAY, MAY 8, 2012 
Last day for the Secretary of State to deliver a petition to amend the Constitution to the 
State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-9) 
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MONDAY, MAY 14, 2012 
Within 7 days following the last day for the filing of the petition, proponents and 
opponents shall c~rtify in writing to the State Board of Elections that they publicly 
support or oppose the statewide advisory question of public policy. Said individuals 
shall register with the State Board of Elections the name and address of its group and 
the name and address of its chairman and designated agent for acceptance of service 
of notices. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-13) 

TUESDAY, MAY 15, 2012 
First day for election authorities to submit updated voter registration information to the 
State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, 2012 
Last day proponents for petitions for a statewide advisory question of public policy shall 
file copies of sectioned election jurisdiction petition sheets with each proper election 
authority and obtain a receipt therefore. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-9) 

MONDAY, MAY 21, 2012 
Last day for election authorities to provide to each county chairman or his 
representative a precinct list for the 2012 primary election marked to indicate which 
party's ballot each registrant requested at the 2012 primary. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/4-22, 5-29, 6-66) 

MONDAY, MAY 21,2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to conduct a hearing at which proponents of 
statewide advisory questions may present arguments and evidence as to the conformity 
of any purported nonconforming signature. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-10) 

NOTE: Public test on validity of sampling method for the verification of petition 
signatures. 

The S tate B oard of E lections shall de sign a s tandard and sci entific 
random sampling method to verify petition signatures and shall conduct a 
public test to prove its validity. Notice of the time and place for such test 
shall be given at least 10 days before such test. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-11) 
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FRIDAY, MAY 25, 2012 
The State Board of Elections shall apply its proven random sampling method to select 
and identify the petition signatures to be included in the sample signature verification for 
the respective jurisdictions for statewide advisory questions. A list by page and line 
number shall be transmitted to each proper election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-11) 

NOTE: Election authorities are involved in petition signature verification. 

Using the petition copies filed by the petition proponents, each election 
authority shall a pply the proven rand om s am piing method. Within 1 4 
business days following receipt from the State Board of Elections of the 
list of signatures for verification, each election authority shall transmit a 
properly dated certificate to the 8 oard setting forth the results of the 
verification of s ignatures. An e lection a uthority m ay s eek a nd be 
granted additional days to complete the verification process. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-11) 

The State Board of Elections shall conduct a h earing if the statewide 
projection made from results of random sampling falls below 95% of the 
minimum num ber of pe tition s ignatures r equired on a pe tition for 
statewide advisory question of public policy. 
(10 ILCS 5/28-12) 

Proponents s hall b e a llowed t o pr esent c ompetent e vidence or a n 
additional sample tor ebut the presumption of invalidity. T he 8 oard 
shall declare the petition to be valid or invalid. This hearing to be held 
prior to August 24, 2012. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-12) 

FRIDAY, MAY 25, 2012 
Last day for election authorities to submit updated computer voter registration 
information to the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

MONDAY, JUNE 4, 2012 
Last day for appointee, by established party managing committee, to file the following 
documents when no candidate was nominated at the General Primary Election. The 
following must be filed together: (1) notice of appointment by the appropriate committee, 
(2) nominating petitions, (3) statement of candidacy and (4) statement of economic 
interest receipt. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-61, 8-17) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 7, 2012 
First day notice of intention to file a petition to create a political subdivision, whose 
officers are to be elected rather than appointed, may be published in a newspaper 
within the proposed political subdivision, or if none, in a newspaper of general 
circulation within the proposed territory. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(g)] 

MONDAY, JUNE 11, 2012 
Last day to file objections to resolution to fill a vacancy in nomination by a party 
managing committee when no candidate was nominated at the General Primary 
Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-61, 10-8) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

MONDAY, JUNE 18,2012 
First day for candidates of new political parties to file original nomination papers (must 
contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal office of 
the State Board of Elections for Federal, legislative, judicial offices, or for any office to 
be elected by the voters of more than one county. For the NOVEMBER 6, 2012 General 
Election, a statewide new political party slate must include the names of a c;::uJdidate for 
President and Vice President. Petitions for President and Vice President must include a 
list of Presidential electors' names and addresses. The petition must also include a 
certificate of officers authorized to fill a vacancy in nomination. Failure to file the 
certificate will result in the party forfeiting the ability to fill a vacancy in nomination. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-2, 10-5, 10-6) 

MONDAY, JUNE 18, 2012 
First day for independent candidates to file original nomination papers (must contain 
original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal office of the State 
Board of Elections for Federal offices, legislative offices, judicial offices or for any office 
to be elected by the voters of more than one county. The candidates for President and 
Vice President must appear on the same petition and include a list of Presidential 
electors' names and addresses. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/10-3, 10-6) 

MONDAY, JUNE 18,2012 
First day for candidates of new political parties and independents to file for county 
offices and candidates for nonpartisan offices to file original nomination papers (must 
contain original sheets igned by voters and circulators) in the office of the county 
clerk. New political party petitions must include a complete slate of candidates and a 
certificate stating the names and addresses of the party officers authorized to fill 
vacancies in nomination. Failure to file the certificate will result in the party forfeiting the 
ability to fill a vacancy in nomination. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-6) 
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MONDAY, JUNE 25, 2012 
Last day for candidates of new political parties to file original nomination papers (must 
contain original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal office of 
the State Board of Elections for Federal offices, legislative offices, judicial offices, or for 
any office to be elected by the voters of more than one county. For the NOVEMBER 6, 
2012 General Election, a statewide new political party slate must include the names of a 
candidate for President, Vice President and United States Senator. Petitions for 
President and Vice President must include a list of Presidential electors' names and 
addresses. The petition must also include a certificate of officers authorized to fill a 
vacancy in nomination. Failure to file the certificate will result in the party forfeiting the 
ability to fill a vacancy in nomination. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-2, 10-5, 10-6) 

MONDAY, JUNE 25, 2012 
Last day for independent candidates to file original nomination papers (must contain 
original sheets signed by voters and circulators) in the principal office of the State 
Board of Elections for Federal, legislative, judicial offices, or for any office to be elected 
by the voters of more than one county. The candidates for President and Vice 
President must appear on the same petition and include a list of Presidential electors' 
names and addresses. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-2, 10-5 10-6) 

MONDAY, JUNE 25, 2012 
Last day for candidates of new political parties and independents to file for county 
offices and candidates for nonpartisan offices to file original nomination papers (must 
contain original sheet signed by voters and circulators) in the office of the county 
clerk. New political party petitions must include a complete slate of candidates and a 
certificate stating the names and addresses of the party officers authorized to fill 
vacancies in nomination. Failure to file the certificate will result in the party forfeiting the 
ability to fill a vacancy in nomination. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-6) 

MONDAY, JUNE 25,2012 
Last day for filing a Statement of Economic Interests with the proper office as required 
by the Illinois Governmental Ethics Act. Candidates who file petitions with the county 
clerk and have filed a current economic interest statement for the same office with the 
same county do not have to file an additional receipt. Candidates who file petitions with 
the State Board of Elections must file a current receipt for the same office with the 
petitions. 
(5 ILCS 420/4A; 10 ILCS 5/1 0-5) 

(EXCEPTION: Candidates for Federal office are not required to file a state economic 
interest statement) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 26, 2012 
Under the provisions of 10 ILCS 5110-8, the deadline to file objections to petitions to 
amend Article IV of the Illinois Constitution and statewide advisory questions is 35 
business days after the last day for filing which, in 2012, is JUNE 26. Section 28-4 
states that 42 business days after the petition actually is filed is the deadline for 
objections. Upon receipt of any such petition, the State Board of Elections will apply the 
more generous of the two calculations to determine the timeliness of any objection. 
(10 ILCS 5110-8, 28~4) 

THURSDAY, JUNE 28,2012 
Last day for written notice of the time and place for conducting lottery shall be given 
when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office and 
party, nonpartisan or independent candidates, as of the opening hour of the filing 
period, JUNE 16, 2008. Notice shall be given by the State Board of Elections or the 
Election Authority to the chairman of each political party and to each organization of 
citizens within the election jurisdiction entitled to have pollwatchers present at the last 
election. Notice must also be posted. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-6.2) 

MONDAY, JULY 2, 2012 
Last day for the municipal, township and road district clerks to file a written waiver with. _ 
the election authority indicating that he/she is unable to conduct in-person absentee 
voting and the reasons therefore. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

MONDAY, JULY 2, 2012 
Last day for an individual who has filed for two or more incompatible offices to 
withdraw from all but one of the offices (with the State Board of Elections or with 
whichever election authority the nomination papers were originally filed). 
(10 ILCS 5/10-7) 

MONDAY, JULY 2, 2012 
Last day for filing objections to the nomination papers of all candidates (whose 
nomination papers were filed during the period JUNE 18- 25, 2012) in the office of the 
State Board of Elections or the county clerk (with whichever election authority the 
nomination papers were originally filed) . 
(10 ILCS 5/10-8) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

THURSDAY, JULY 5, 2012 
Last day lottery shall be conducted by the State Board of Elections or the county clerk 
when two (2) or more petitions are received simultaneously for the same office by more 
than one new political party, nonpartisan, or for the same office by more than one 
independent candidate, as of the opening hour of the filing period, JUNE 18, 2012. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-6.2) 
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MONDAY, JULY 9, 2012 
Last day notice of intention to file a petition to create a political subdivision, whose 
officers are to be elected rather than appointed, may be published in a newspaper 
within the proposed political subdivision, or if none, in a newspaper of general 
circulation within the proposed territory. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/28-2(g)) 

MONDAY, JULY 9, 2012 
Last day to file a petition (must contain original sheets signed by voters and 
circulators) to create a political subdivision with the appropriate officer or board. 
[10 ILCS 5/28-2(b)] 

NOTE: The s pecific s tatutory pr ovisions governing t he c reation of pol itical 
subdivisions c an b e f ound i n t he r elevant C ode go verning s uch 
subdivisions. 

NOTE: Objections can be filed on or be fore the date of the he a ring with the 
appropriate circuit court clerk. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-4) 

NOTE: If initial officers are to be elected at the election for creation of.a_n ew 
unit of government, candidates for such offices shall file nomination 
papers 113-106 days before such election. (JULY 16-23, 2012). 
(1 0 ILCS 5/1 0-6) 

NOTE: The circuit court clerk shall publish the hearing date for a public policy 
petition filed in his/her office not later than 14 days after the petition is 
actually filed, but at I east 5 days before actual hearing. Final order 
within 7 days of hearing. 
(10 ILCS 5/28 4) 

MONDAY, JULY 16, 2012 
Last day to file objections to petitions to create a political subdivision in the office of the 
appropriate officer, board or circuit court. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-4) 

MONDAY, JULY 30, 2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to certify a list of facilities licensed or certified 
under the Nursing Home Care Reform Act or the MRIDD Community Care Act, to the 
proper election authority. The list shall indicate bed capacity and the name of the chief 
administrator of each facility. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 6, 2012 
Last day for filing petitions (must contain original s heets signed by voters a nd 
circulators) for referenda for the submission of questions of public policy (local). 
Objections to petitions for local referenda are filed with the same officer in which the 
original petitions are filed. 
10 ILCS 5/28-2(a), 28-6, 28-7) 

(EXCEPTION: proposition to create a political subdivision, referenda held under the 
provisions of Article IX of the Liquor Control Act, and Section 18-120 of the Property Tax 
Code.) 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 8, 2012 
Last day for election authorities to complete any systematic program to remove 
ineligible voters from the voting roles prior to the NOVEMBER 6, 2012 General Election. 
[42 USC 1973gg-6(c)d(2)(A)] 

MONDAY, AUGUST 13,2012 
Last day to file objections to petitions for the submission of questions of public policy 
(local). Objections to petitions for local referenda are filed with the same office that has 
the original petitions. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-8, 28-4) 

(EXCEPTION: proposition to create a political subdivision, referenda held under the 
provisions of Article IX of the Liquor Control Act, and Section 18-120 of the Property Tax 
Code.) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 2012 
Last day for local governing boards to adopt a resolution or ordinance to allow binding 
public questions to appear on the ballot. 
[10 ILCS 5/28-2(c)] 

MONDAY, AUGUST 20,2012 
Last day for County, Municipal, School, Township and Park Boards to adopt a resolution 
to allow advisory public questions to appear on the ballot. 
(55 ILCS 5/5-1 005.5; 60 ILCS 1/80-80; 65 ILCS 5/3.1-40-60; 70 ILCS 1205/8-30; 105 
ILCS 5/9-1 .5) 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 23, 2012 
Last day for established political parties to fill vacancies in nomination (occurring on or 
after the primary and prior to certification-does not apply to vacancies created 
due to failure to nominate at the General Primary) for congressional, legislative, and 
representative offices. Resolutions are filed in the principal office of the State Board of 
Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/7-61) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 23,2012 
Last day for new political parties to fill vacancies in nomination (occurring prior to 
certification) for congressional, legislative and representative offices. Resolutions are 
filed in the principal office of the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-11) 

NOTE: Any vacancies in nomination occurring after certification, but prior to 15 
days before the General Election, shall be filled by the political pa rty 
officers; or other persons making the original nomination, within 8 days 
after the event creating the vacancy. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-11) 

FRIDAY, AUGUST 24,2012 
Last day for candidates of new political parties who filed nomination papers with the 
State Board of Elections to file withdrawal of nomination papers. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/1 0-7) 

FRIDAY, AUGUST 24,2012 
Last day for independent candidates to file withdrawals of nomination papers in the 
office of the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-7) 

FRIDAY, AUGUST 24,2012 
Date on which the State Board of Elections will certify the names of established political 
party candidates, new party candidates and independent candidates for the General 
Election ballot to the county clerks. 
(10 ILCS 5/1A-8(14), 7-60, 10-14) 

(EXCEPTION: The nominees for the Democratic Party and Republican Party for 
President and Vice President of the United States will not be certified until chosen by 
the national nominating convention.) 

FRIDAY, AUGUST 24,2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to certify questions to amend the Constitution 
of Illinois and any statewide questions of public policy to the county clerks. 
(5 ILCS 20/2a; 10 ILCS 5/28-5) 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 29,2012 
Last day for established political parties to fill vacancies in nomination in county offices 
(occurring on or after the primary and prior to certification-does not apply to vacancies 
which occur due to a failure to nominate at the primary). 
(10 ILCS 5/7-61) 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 29,2012 
Last day for new political parties to fill vacancies in nomination in county offices. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-11) 

NOTE: Any vacancies in nomination occurring after certification, but prior to 15 
days before the General Election, shall be filled by the political party 
officers, or other persons making the original nomination, within 8 days 
after the event creating the vacancy. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-11) 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 29,2012 
Last day for the county clerk to certify to the board of election commissioners the names 
of candidates to be voted for in its jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 5fl-60, 10-14) 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 30,2012 
Last day for new political parties, . independent or nonpartisan candidates who filed 
nomination papers with the county clerk to file withdrawal of nomination papers in the 
office of the county clerk. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-7) 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 30,2012 
Last day to file objections with the State Board -of Elections to resolutions for fi lling a 
vacancy in nomination by an established party managing committee when a vacancy 
occurred on or after the primary and before certification_ 
(10 ILCS 5fl-61 , 10-8, 10-11) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 30, 2012 
Last day to file objections to a resolution to fill a vacancy in nomination by a new 
political party with the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-8, 10-11) 
NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 30,2012 
Last day for county clerk to certify the general election ballot and issue a copy to the 
State Bo.ard of Elections 
(10 ILCS 5/10-14) 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 30, 2012 
Last day for the circuit court clerk and the local election official to certify any binding 
public question or advisory referenda to the election authority having jurisdiction over 
the political subdivision. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-5) 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 30,2012 
Last day for the county clerk to certify to the board of election commissioners any 
referenda to be submitted to the voters in its jurisdiction. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/28-5) 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2012 
Last day for the Secretary of State to certify the names of all judges seeking retention in 
office to the State Board of Elections. 
(Illinois Constitution, Article VI, Section 12; 10 ILCS 5/?A-1) 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish notice that new mechanical or electronic 
voting devices will be used for the first time ·at the General Election. 
( 1 0 I LCS 5/24-1 .1, 24A-3, 248-3, 24C-3) 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2012 
Last day a person may file a notarized Declaration of Intent to be a write-in candidate 
with the proper election authority or authorities (appropriate county clerk(s) and/or 
board(s) of election commissioners.) Write-ins shall be counted only for persons 
who have filed a Declaration of Intent. Write-in declarations are NOT filed with the 
State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/17-16.1) 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2012 
Last day to file objections with the county clerk to resolutions for filling a vacancy in 
nomination by a established party managing committee when a vacancy occurred on or 
after the primary and before certification (does not apply to vacancies which occur due 
to a failure to nominate at the primary). 
(10 ILCS 5/7-61, 10-11) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2012 
Last day to file objections with the county clerk to a resolution to fill a vacancy in 
nomination by a new political party when the vacancy occurred prior to certification. 
(10 ILCS 5/10-8, 10-11) 

NOTE: For procedures on objections, see page 53. 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2012 
Last day the election authority shall provide public notice, calculated to reach the elderly 
and handicapped voters. of the availability of registration and voting aids under the 
Federal Voting Accessibility for the Elderly and Handicapped Act, of the availability of 
assistance in marking the ballot, procedures for voting by absentee ballot, and 
procedures for early voting by personal appearance. 
(10 ILCS 5/12-1) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2012 
Last day for statewide and candidates for Supreme and Appellate Court judgeships to 
submit personal statements and photographs for the internet voters' guide to the State 
Board of Elections. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/12A-10(g)] 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 17,2012 
Last day each legislative committee and representative committee shall meet and 
organize. Said meeting shall be held within the limits of such district. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/8-5) 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2012 
Last day for each established party to hold a state party convention. The call for the 
state convention must be issued at least 33 days prior to the date of the convention. 
[10 ILCS 5!7-9(b)(e)] 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21,2012 
Last day for the election authority to have in his office a sufficient number of ballots 
printed and available for mailing to persons in the United States Service or their spouse 
or dependents and citizens of the United States who are temporarily residing outside 
the territorial limits of the United States and nonresident civilians. 
(10 ILCS 5/16-5.01) 

NOTE: Pursuant to the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 
(UOCAVA), as am ended b y t heM ilitary an d 0 verseas V oter 
Empowerment Act ( the MOVE Act), ab sentee b allots requested b y 
military and overseas voters must be transmitted at least 45 days before 
a federal election. 42 U.S.C. § 1973ff-1(g). Please be advised that the 45 
day UOCAVA deadline may not be extended under any circumstances; 
therefore, although the 45 day deadline falls on a Saturday, military and 
overseas absentee ballots MUST be mailed by that date. An election 
authority that waits until the first bus iness day foil owing the 4 5 da y 
deadlines to m ail m ilitary an d overseas ballots will be c onsidered i n 
violation of UOCAVA. 

SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 22,2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to publish Internet Voter's Guide on the 
Board's website. 
(10 ILCS 5/12A-5) 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 24,2012 
Last day the election authority shall notify the municipal, township and road district 
clerks within its jurisdiction if they are to conduct in-person absentee voting. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 
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THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 27,2012 
First day for any registered voter presently within the United States, to make application 
by mail or in person to the election authority for an official ballot. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2) 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 27; 2012 
Last day for civic organizations (which have as a stated purpose the investigation or 
prosecution of election fraud) and proposition proponents or opponents to register their 
names and addresses and the names and addresses of their principal officers with the 
proper election authority to qualify to have pollwatchers for the General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/17-23) 

SUNDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2012 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2012 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 

The days for filing Lodging House Affidavits with boards of election commissioners (The 
National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may prohibit the enforcement of this provision.). 
(10 ILCS 5/6-56) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
First day for election auth.o~ity to publish (1) the locations of each permanent and 
temporary sites for early voting and the precincts served by each location, and (2) the 
dates and hours that early voting will be conducted at each location. The election 
authority shall publish this information at least once a week during the statutory period 
for early voting. If the election authority maintains a website, he or she shall make the 
schedule available on its website. 
[10 ILCS 5/19A-25(a)] 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
First day for the election authority to publish a notice of any question of public policy to 
be voted upon within the jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 5/12-5) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
First day a registered Illinois voter who has moved within 30 days outside of his/her 
precinct prior to a Presidential election may apply either by mail or in person for an 
absentee ballot for President and Vice President only with the election authority having 
jurisdiction over his/her precinct of former residence. 
(10 ILCS 5/20-13.1) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for the Secretary of State to publish and mail to every mailing address in the 
State a copy of the pamphlet giving the proponents and opponents views on 
amendments to the Constitution of Illinois. 
(5 ILCS 20/2) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to arrange with nursing home administrators the date 
and time to conduct in-person absentee voting in such facilities and to post a notice in 
the office of the election authority of all such arrangements. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for election authority to publish a notice of General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/12-1) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for citizens of the United States temporarily residing outside the United States 
who are not registered but otherwise qualified to vote and who expect to be absent from 
their county of residence on election day to make simultaneous application to the 
election authority having jurisdiction over their precinct of residence for absentee 
registration and an absentee ballot and the last day for the election authority to mail 
such a ballot. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1, 20-3) 

NOTE: To receive the full ballot, applications should be in the hands of the 
election au thority no I ater t han 3 0 da ys before t he el ection. 
Applications received after OCTOBER 7 and prior to OCTOBER 27 will 
entitle the voter to cast a Federal ballot only. 

NOTE: Registration shall be required in order to vote pursuant to this Section. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
First day for the election authority to send an official ballot for Federal offices only, upon 
receipt of either an application for absentee registration or an application for absentee 
ballot, to citizens of the United States who are temporarily residing outside the territorial 
limits of the United States. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1 , 20-3) 

NOTE: Unregistered citizens temporarily residing outside the territorial limits of 
the United States who make application for absentee registration and/or 
absentee ballots after 30 days but not less than 10 days prior to Election 
Day shall be sent the Federal offices ballot only. 

NOTE: Registration is not required in order to vote the ballot containing the 
Federal offices only. 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for registration or transfer of registration within the offices of the election 
authority. Precinct registration m ay a pply t o t he C ity of Chicago a nd C ook 
County. Please check with these jurisdictions for registration deadlines. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6, 4-16, 5-5, 5-23, 6-29, 6-50, 6-53, 6-54) 

NOTE: UNDER THE P ROVISIONS 0 F NV RA, AGENCY AND MOTOR VEHICLE 
OFFICES WILL CONTINUE TO ACCEPT REGISTRATION AFTER THE 
STATUTORY CLOSE OF REGISTRATION. ONLY THOSE REGISTRATION 
APPLICATIONS COMPLETED NO LATER THAN 27 DAYS BEFORE THE 
ELECTION WILL BE PROCESSED FOR THE NEXT ENSUING ELECTION. 
APPLICATIONS FOR REGISTRATION COMPLETED WITHIN 5 DAYS OF 
REGISTRATION DEADLINE AT SECRETARY OF STATE FACILITIES AND 
QUALIFIED AGENCIES W ILL B E TR ANSMITTED W ITHIN 5 D A YS 0 F 
COMPLETION AND MUST BE PROCESSED FOR THE ELECTION. A MAIL 
REGISTRATION APPLICATION S HALL B E D EEMED Tl MEL Y Fl LED I F 
POSTMARKED P RIOR T 0 T HE C LOSE OF R EGISTRATION. IF N 0 
POSTMARK EXI STS 0 R I F T HE PO STMARK IS IL LEGIBLE, T HE 
APPLICATION SHALL BE CONSIDERED TIMELY FILED IF RECEIVED BY 
THEE LECTION AUTHORITY NO LATER THAN 5 CALENDAR DAYS 
AFTER THE CLOSE OF REGISTRATION. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2012 
Last day for registration of voters by deputy registrars, including municipal, township 
and road district clerks and precinct committeemen. Precinct registration may apply 
to the City of Chicago and Cook County. Please check with these jurisdictions 
for registration deadlines. 
10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

NOTE: Deputy Registrars must return completed forms to the election authority 
within 7 da ys of the da y on w hich t hey a re c ompleted. Deputy 
Registrars m ust r eturn al I r egistration materials within 48 h ours of 
registration/cancellation if such registration/cancellation was ace epted 
between the 35th and 28th day preceding an election. 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 10,2012 
First day for grace period registration or change of address in the office of the election 
authority or at a location designated for this purpose by the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2012 
First day for grace period voting at the election authority's office, or location designated 
by the election authority, or by mail, at the discretion of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-1 00) 
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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2012 
First day for election authority to post schedule for early voting at each location where 
early voting will be conducted. Such posting shall remain at each site until the last day 
of the early voting period (NOVEMBER 1, 2012). If the election authority has a website, 
they shall make the schedule available on the website. 
(10 ILCS 5/19A-25) 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2012 
Last day for deputy registrars who are officials or members of a bona fide labor 
organization to return unused registration materials to the election authority. Precinct 
registration may apply tot he City of Chicago and Cook County. P lease check 
with these jurisdictions for registration deadlines. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

SUNDAY, OCTOBER 14, 2012 
Suggested last day for election authority to supply absentee ballot materials to local 
election officials (qualified municipal, township and road district clerks) authorized by the 
election authority who conduct in-person absentee voting. It is suggested that they 
make available such supplies on this date, as in-person absentee voting begins the 
following day. 
(1.0JLCS 5/19-2.1) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 15,2012 
The first day for local election officials (qualified municipal, township and road district 
clerks) authorized by the election authority to conduct in-person absentee voting. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2012 
First day for early voting at the office of the election authority al}d permanent locations 
designated by the election authority. Temporary early voting locations may be 
established by the election authority, but are not required to maintain the same voting 
days and hours as the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19A-15, 19A-20) 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17,2012 
Last day for employee to give employer written notice that he/she will be absent from 
place of employment on election day because he/she has been appointed as an 
election judge under the provisions of 10 ILCS 5/13-1 or 13-2. 
(10 ILCS 5/13-2.5, 14-4.5) 

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 19, 2012 
Last day for election authorities to submit voter registration information to the State 
Board of Elections (within 10 days following the close of registration) for the 
NOVEMBER 6, 2012 General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 22,2012 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2012 

The dates on which a voter may, file an application with the election authority to erase 
names from the registry of voters. (The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may 
prohibit the enforcement of this provision.) 
(10 ILCS 5/4-12, 5-15, 6-44) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2012 
First day that a qualified voter who has been admitted to a hospital, nursing home, or 
rehabilitation center not more than 14 days before an election to make an application 
with the election authority for the personal delivery of an absentee ballot. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-13) 

NOTE: This provision for absentee voting is available through Election Day if 
the p rocess can b e co mpleted and t he voted ba llot r eturned t o t he 
election a uthority i n s ufficient t ime for de livery o f t he ba llot t o t he 
election a uthority's central ba llot counting I ocation be fore 7 p. m. on 
Election Day. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23,2012 
Last day for county clerks (other than Cook, DuPage, Lake and Will Counties) to 
provide to each county chairman or his representative, precinct lists prepared for the 
2012 General Election marked to indicate the names of all persons who have registered 
since the 2012 General Primary. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-11) 

NOTE: There i s no s tatutory deadline fort hese I ists i n jurisdictions unde r 
boards of e lection commissioners ( including D uPage C ounty) or i n 
Cook, Lake or Will counties. These statute;; specify only that such lists 
be prepared and distributed prior to the General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/5-14, 6-60) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 23,2012 
Last day for the election authority to have pollwatcher credentials available for 
distribution. 
(10 ILCS 5/17-23) 

NOTE: Pollwatcher credentials may, at the discretion of the election authority, 
be distributed prior to this date. Credentials must be available on this 
date and up to, and including, Election Day. 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 25, 2012 
FRIDAY, OCTOBER 26, 2012 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 27, 2012 

The dates on which county clerks or Chicago Board of Election Commissioners shall 
hold hearings to determine whether names in the registry of voters shall be erased, 
registered or restored. The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 may prohibit the 
enforcement of this provision 
(10 ILCS 5/4-13, 5-16, 6-45) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish a notice of any question of public policy to 
be voted upon within its jurisdiction. The election authority shall also post a copy of the 
notice at the principal office of the election authority. The local election official shall also 
post a copy of the notice at the principal office of the political or governmental 
subdivision. If there is no principal office, the local election official shall post the notice 
at the building in which the governing body of the political or governmental subdivision 
held its first meeting of the calendar year in which the referenda is being held 
(10 ILCS 5/12-5) 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2012 
Last day for any voter who is a member of the United States Service and his spouse 
and dependents of voting age who expect to be absent from their county of residence 
on election day to make application for an official ballot to the election authority having 
jurisdiction over their precinct residence and the last day for election authority to mail 
such ballot. Members of the Armed Forces may make application via facsimile machine 
or other method of electronic transmission. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2, 20-2.3, 20-3) 

NOTE: No r egistration shall be r equired i_ n or der t o v ote pur suant t o t his 
section. 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to send an official ballot for Federal offices only, upon 
receipt of either an application for absentee registration or an application for absentee 
ballot, to citizens of the United States who are temporarily resid ing outside the territorial 
limits of the United States. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.1, 20-3) 

NOTE: Registration is not required i n order to vote the ba llot containing the 
Federal offices only. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 29,2012 
Last day for any nonresident civilian, otherwise qualified to vote, to make application to 
the election authority having jurisdiction over his precinct of former residence for an 
absentee ballot containing Federal offices only, and the last day for election authority to 
mail such ballot. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/20-2.2, 20-5) 

NOTE: Such application shall be made only on the official Federal postcard and 
no registration shall be required to vote. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 30,2012 
Last day of grace period registration or change of address in the office of the election 
authority or at a location designated for this purpose by the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 30,2012 
Last day of grace period voting at the election authority's office, or location designated 
by the election authority, or by mail, at the discretion of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100) 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 30,2012 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 31, 2012 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 

The dates on which boards of election comm1ss1oners (except Chicago Board of 
Election Commissioners) shall hold hearings to determine whether names in the registry 
of voters shall be erased, registered or restored. (The National Voter Registration Act of 
1993 may prohibit the enforcement of this provision.) 
(1 0 ILCS 5/6-45) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day for early voting at the office of the election authority and permanent locations 
designated by the election authority. Temporary early voting locations may be 
established by the election authority, but are not required to maintain the same voting 
days and hours as the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19A-15, 19A-20) 

THURSDAY,NOVEMBER1,2012 
Last day for the election authority to conduct the public test of automatic tabulating 
equipment, Optical Scan Equipment and Direct Recording Electronic Voting Equipment. 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-9, 248-9, 24C-9) 
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NOTE: All election authorities must provide timely written notice of their public 
test to the State Board of Elections prior to such test. Such notice must 
contain the date, time and I ocation of such test. P ublic notice of the 
time and place of the test must be given at least 48 hours prior to such 
test. 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-9, 24B-9, 24C-9) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to receive an absentee application by mail from any 
registered voter presently within the United States. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/19-2) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day a nonregistered citizen residing in Illinois who is temporarily absent from 
his/her county of residence may apply by mail for an absentee ballot to vote for 
President and Vice President only with the election authority having jurisdiction over 
his/her precinct of permanent residence. 
(10 ILCS 5/20-13) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day a registered voter in Illinois who has moved outside of his/her precinct within 
30 days prior to a Presidential election may apply by mail for an absentee ballot to vote 
for President and Vice President only with the election authority having jurisdiction over 
his/her precinct of former residence. 
(10 ILCS 5/20-13.1) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to publish the specimen ballot labels, as near as may 
be in the form in which they will appear on the official ballot labels on Election Day. 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-18, 248-18, 24C-18) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day for a physically incapacitated voter who desires to vote in person at their 
facility of residence pursuant to the Nursing Home Care Act or the MR/00 Community 
Care Act, to make application to the election authority. Such voting shall take place on 
the Friday, Saturday, Sunday or Monday immediately preceding the General Election, 
as determined by the election authority. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2012 
Last day (by noon) the election authority shall post the names and addresses of nursing 
home facilities from which no applications for absentee ballots have been received and 
in which no supervised voting will be conducted. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-12.2) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to have official ballots available for inspection by 
candidates or their agents. 
(10 ILCS 5/16-5) 

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2012 
SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 2012 
SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 2012 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 

The election authority will determine on which date Nursing Home Voting will be 
conducted. No later than 9:00 a.m., the election authority shall deliver official absentee 
ballots to the judges of election in the precinct where the facility pursuant to the Nursing 
Home Care Reform Act or the MR/00 Community Care Act is located. The judges shall 
then deliver in person the ballot to the applicant on the premises of the facility. Between 
the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., sufficient time shall be allowed for residents of 
licensed or certified Illinois Nursing Homes or federally operated veterans' homes and 
hospitals to vote on the premises of these facilities. Immediately thereafter, the judges 
shall bring the sealed envelope to the office of the election authority who shall deliver 
such ballots to the election authority's central ballot counting location prior to the closing 
of the polls on the day of election. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-4, 19-12.2) 

NOTE: In-person a bsentee voting s hall be c onducted on t he p remises of 
facilities licensed, pursuant to the Nursing Home Care Reform Act or the 
MRIDD Community Ca reAct and federally ope rated veterans' homes 
and hos pita Is, for the so le benefit of residents of such facilities who 
have m ade pr ior application and who a re r egistered t o v ote i n t hat 
precinct. 
(10 ILCS 5/1_9-4, 19-12.2) 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day for any temporarily or permanently physically disabled voter to request at the 
election authority's office, that two (2) judges of election of opposite party affiliation 
deliver a ballot to him/her at the point where he/she is unable to continue forward 
motion toward the polling place. 
(10 ILCS 5/17-13, 18-5.1) 

NOTE: The e lection a uthority s hall not ify the j udges of e lection f or t he 
appropriate precinct of such requests. 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day for the election authority to deliver ballots to the judges of election. 
(10 ILCS 5/16-5) 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day for any registered voter, presently within the confines of the United States, to 
vote in person at the election authority, municipal, township or road district clerk office 
who is authorized to conduct absentee voting. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2) 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day for election authority to deliver (prior to opening the polling place) to the judges 
of election in each precinct the list of registered voters in that precinct to whom 
absentee ballots have been issued by mail, a listing of grace period and early voters. 
[10 ILCS 5/4-50, 5-50, 6-100, 19-4, 19A-5(c)] 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day a registered voter in Illinois who has moved within 30 days outside of his/her 
precinct prior to a Presidential election may apply in person for an absentee ballot to 
vote for President and Vice President only with the election authority having jurisdiction 
over his/her precinct of former residence. 
(10 ILCS 5/20-13.1) 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2012 
GENERAL ELECTION 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2012 
Date when authorized local election officials who have not delivered in-person absentee 
ballots to the election authority shall deliver in-person absentee ballots to the election 
authority's central ballot counting location before the polls close. All unused in-person 
absentee voting supplies are to be returned to the office of the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-2.1) 

-
FEDERAL WRITE-IN ABSENTEE BALLOT FOR OVERSEAS VOTE 

Overseas voters may be able to use a Federal Write-in Absentee Ballot (FWAB) 
available through Voting Assistance Officers at military installations or at 
Embassies/Consulates. To be eligible for this ballot, a voter must. 

1. Be located overseas (including APO/FPO addresses) 
2. Apply for a regular ballot no earlier than JANUARY 2, 2012 and no later than 
OCTOBER 6, 2012 from the office of the election authority that has jurisdiction over the 
precinct of their last residence in the United States. 
3. Not have received the requested regular absentee ballot from the election authority. 

The voted FWAB must be returned to the election authority by the close of the election 
on NOVEMBER 6, 2012 or by the 141

h day following the election if postmarked by 11 :59 
p.m. the day before the election. 

This ballot serves as a backup to the regular ballot and is available from a unit Voting 
Assistance Officer or at the Embassies/Consulates. 
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GENERAL ELECTION RETURNS 
General Election returns are to be immediately delivered to the election authority from 
whom the General Election ballots were obtained. 
(5/17-21 I 17-22) 

CANVASSING BOARD 
The county clerk has the responsibility of canvassing the returns of the General Election 
under its jurisdiction. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-1) 

The board of election commissioners has the responsibility of canvassing the returns of 
the General Election under its jurisdiction. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/22-8) 

BEFORE PROCLAMATION BY COUNTY CANVASSING BOARD 
PRIOR TO THE CANVASS In those jurisdictions where in-precinct counting equipment 
is utilized, the election authority shall retabulate the total number of votes cast in 5% of 
the precincts within the election jurisdiction AS SELECTED ON A RANDOM BASIS BY 
THE STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
(10 ILCS 5/24A-15, 248-15, 24C-15) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 2012 
Registration opens in the offices of the election authorities and with all deputy registrars 
including all municipal, township, and road district clerks who are authorized deputy 
registrars. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6, 5-5, 6-50) 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 2012 
Last day a provisional voter may submit additional information to the county clerk or 
board of election commissioners to verify or support his/her registration status. Material 
must be received by this date. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(d)] 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20,2012 
Deadline for the county clerk or board of election commissioners to complete the 
validation and counting of provisional ballots. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(a)] 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20,2012 
Deadline for the county clerk or board of election commissioners to complete the 
tabulation of absentee ballots that were (1) postmarked by midnight preceding the 
opening of the polls on Election Day, and were received after the close of the polls on 
Election Day but not later than 14 days after the election, or (2) not postmarked at all , 
but did have a certification date prior to the Election Day on the certification envelope, 
and were received after the close of the polls on Election Day but not later than 14 days 
after the election. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-8) 
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NOTE: Absentee voters whose ballots were rejected must be sent a notice of 
such along with the reason for the rejection within two (2) days of the 
rejection, but in all cases prior to the end of the 14 day period in which 
to c ount t he a bsentee ba llots. S uch voters m ust be gi ven a n 
opportunity to appear before thee lection authority on or before the 14 
day following the election to show cause to why the ballot should not be 
rejected. 
[10 ILCS 5/19-S(g)] 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27,2012 
Last day for canvassing election results by proper canvassing board (county canvassing 
board or board of canvassers) . 
(10 ILCS 5/18A-15(a), 22-1) 

The board of canvassers in City Boards of Election Commissioners shall declare the 
result of every election within its jurisdiction. The circuit court judge shall enter a record 
of such abstract and result and a certified copy of such record shall be filed with the 
county clerk. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-8, 22-9, 22-15) 
The county clerk shall forward the abstract of votes to the SBE via overnight mail. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-5) 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27,2012 
Last day for appropriate canvassing board to canvass the results of referenda submitted 
to the voters at the NOVEMBER 6, 2012 General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-17) 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 2012 
Last day for the county clerk to conduct a lottery for a tie vote for a county office. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/22-3) 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 2012 
The last day the election authority shall transmit to the State Board of Elections the 
following: (1) the number, by precinct, of absentee ballots requested, provided and 
counted, (2) the number of rejected absentee ballots, (3) the number of voters seeking 
review of rejected absentee ballots, and (4) the number of absentee ballots counted 
following review. 
(10 ILCS 5/19-20, 20-20) 

AFTER PROCLAMATION BY COUNTY CANVASSING BOARD 
The county-elerk shall issue a certificate of election to each person declared elected to a 
county office. 
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The State Board of Elections shall receive certified copies of tabulated statements of 
returns (abstracts) by precinct and ward from each county clerk. 

The county clerk, within 21 day after the election, shall make two (2) abstracts of votes 
for each office (except county offices) and for any amendments to the constitution and 
other statewide propositions by precinct or ward. Immediately after the completion of 
the abstracts, a certified copy of such abstracts shall be mailed to the principal office of 
the State Board of Elections via overnight mail. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/22-5) 

NOTE: If there is a board of election commissioners within a county, the county 
abstracts shall i nclude t he statement o f returns f rom su ch board o f 
election commissioners. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-5, 22-9) 

Within 1 day after the canvass and proclamation, each election authority shall transmit 
to the State Board of Elections a canvass of votes by precinct or ward for all state 
offices, including state senator, representative in the General Assembly, any 
congressional office, and the offices of ward and precinct committeemen and total 
ballots cast, and copies of the current precinct list via overnight mail. 
(10 ILCS 5/22-15) 

CANVASS BY THE .STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
The Board shall canvass the returns for the election of candidates for offices for which 
petitions were filed with the State Board of Elections. 

WRITE-IN CANDIDATES 
Each successful write-in elected shall file the following documents with the proper 
election authority or the State Board of elections prior to taking office: 
(1) A Loyalty Oath (optional) 
(2) A Statement of Candidacy, and 
(3) A receipt for filing of a Statement of Economic Interest (not required for federal 

offices. 
(1 0 ILCS 5/22-7) 

DISCOVERY RECOUNT 
Within 5 days after the last day for proclamation, petitions for discovery recount may be 
filed by any qualified individual with the appropriate county clerk, or board of election 
commissioners. The deadline to file a discovery recount for an office canvassed by the 
State Board of Elections is 5 days after the Board's canvass. The petition for discovery 
is filed with the appropriate election authority(ies) 
(10 ILCS 5/22-9.1) 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 30,2012 
Last day for Chairman of County Central Committees of both major parties to submit a 
list of applicants for additional deputy registrars to the election authority. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

NOTE: Thee lection a uthority m ay r equire a c hairman of a c ounty c entral 
committee to furnish a supplemental list of applicants. 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2012 
Beginning of two-year term of all deputy registrars except precinct committeemen (who 
began their own two-year term on the date of the county convention following their 
election). 
(10 ILCS 5/4-6.2, 5-16.2, 6-50.2) 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2012 
First day for term of office for the following officers: 

Circuit Clerk (705 ILCS 105/1.1) 
Recorders (55 ILCS 5/3-5004) 
State's Attorney (55 ILCS 5/3-9002) 
Auditors (55 ILCS 5/3-1001) 
Coroners (55 ILCS 5/3-3002) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 3, 2012 
First day of term of office for those judges that were elected or retained at the 
NOVEMBER 6, 2012, General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/7A-1) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 3, 2012 
First day for term of office for the following officers: 

County Board Members and County Commissioners (55 ILCS 5/2-3009) 
Sanitary District Members (70 ILCS 2805/3.2) 

TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2012 
First day of office for officers of Water Reclamation District of Chicago. 
(70 ILCS 2605/3) 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2012 
Last day for the State Board of Elections to canvass returns and proclaim the. results of 
the election. 
[10 ILCS 5/18A-15(a)] 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 2012 
ELECTORAL VOTES ARE CAST IN SPRINGFIELD. 
(USCA, Title 3, Chap. 1, Sec. 7; 10 ILCS 5/21 -4) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 2012 
First day for election authority to submit computer disks containing voter registration 
information to the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 5-7, 6-35) 

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 27, 2012 

2013 

Last day for election authority to submit computer disks containing voter registration 
information to the State Board of Elections. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-8, 7-7, 6-35) 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 3, 2013 
First day for term of office for Federal officers (except President and Vice-President) 
elected at the NOVEMBER 6, 2012, General Election. 
(United States Constitution, Amendment XX) 

SUNDAY, JANUARY 6, 2013 
Electoral votes are tabulated in Washington, D.C. during a joint meeting of both the 
House and Senate. 
(USCA, Title 3, Chap. 1, Sec. 15) 

MONDAY, JANUARY 7, 2013 
Last day for election authorities to provide to each county chairman or his 
representative, precinct lists prepared for the 2012 General Election marked to indicate 
which registrants voted at the General Election. 
(10 ILCS 5/4-11,5-14, 6-60) 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 9, 2013 
Newly elected members of the General Assembly shall convene and organize their 
respective chambers. 
[Illinois Constitution, Article IV, Sections 5 and 6(b)] 

SUNDAY, JANUARY 20,2013 
First day for term of the offices of President and Vice President of the United States. 
(United States Constitution, Amendment XX) 
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PROCEDURES ON OBJECTIONS 

All citations contained herein are "Illinois Compiled Statutes," 2010, 10 ILCS 5/10-8, through 
10-10.1. 

FILING OBJECTION PETITION 

Nomination papers shall be deemed to be valid unless objections are filed in writing, an 
original and one ( 1) copy, within 5 business days after the last day for filing nomination 
papers. For objections filed with the State Board of Elections, but heard by another electoral 
board, the State Board of Elections requests (but not required) that the objector file and 
original and two (2) copies of the objection. 

PROCESSING OBJECTION 

Not later than 12 noon on the second business day after the receipt of objector's petitions, 
the election authority or local election officials, shall transmit by registered mail or receipted 
personal delivery the certificate of nomination or nomination papers and original objector's 
petition to the chairman of the proper electoral board designated in 5/10-9, or his authorized 
agent, and shall transmit a copy by registered mail or receipted personal delivery of the 
objector's petitions, to the candidate whose certificate of nomination or nomination papers are 
objected to, addressed to the place of residence designated in said certificate of nomination or 
nomination papers. 

RESPONSIBILITY OF CHAIRMAN OF ELECTORAL BOARD 

Within 24 hours after the receipt of objector's petition, chairman of the electoral board other 
than the State Board of Elections shall send a call by registered or certified mail, to each of 
the members of the electoral board, objector, and candidate and shall also cause the sheriff of 
the county or counties in which such officers and persons reside to serve a copy of such call 
upon each of the officers and persons. 

In those cases where the State Board of Elections is the designated electoral board, the 
Chairman of the State Board of Elections shall send the call to the objector and candidate 
whose certificate of nomination or nomination papers are objected to stating the day, hour and 
place at which the State Board of Elections shall meet (electoral board hearing may be held in 
the Capitol Building or in the principal or permanent branch office of the State Board of 
Elections). 
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ELECTORAL BOARD MEETING 

Meetings of electoral board shall not be less than 3 nor more than 5 days after receipt of 
objector's petitions by chairman of electoral board. 

JUDICIAL REVIEW FILED 

Within 5 days after the decision of electoral board, candidate or objector aggrieved by 
decision of the board may file petition for judicial review with clerk of the circuit court. Court 
hearings are to be held within 30 days after filing the petition and the decision delivered 
promptly thereafter. 

NO JUDICIAL REVIEW 

If no petition for judicial review has been filed within 5 days after the decision of the 
electoral board, the electoral board shall transmit a copy of its ruling together with the 
original c ertificate of nom ination or nom ination pa pers or petitions a nd the original 
objector's petitions to the officers or board with whom they were on file and such officer or 
board shall abide by and comply with the ruling so made to all intents and purposes. 
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2011 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
2011 DECEMBER QUARTERLY REPORT 

OCTOBER 1, 2011 THRU DECEMBER 31, 2011 

SATURDAY, DECEMBER 31, 2011 

2012 

Last day of the political committee's financial activity, that is to be included in its 
December Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. The period 
covered by the December Quarterly Report extends from October 1, 2011 (or later if the 
committee was formed subsequently) through December 31, 2011 inclusively. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 2012 
First day that any political committee may file its December Quarterly Report of 
Campaign Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2012 
Last day for a political committee to file its December Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 
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2012 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
GENERAL PRIMARY ELECTION 

MARCH 20, 2012 

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 19,2012 
First day of period during which independent expenditures of $1000 or more made by a 
political committee must be reported electronically within five (5) business days after 
making the independent expenditure. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(e)] 

SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 19,2012 
First day of period during which any receipt of a contribution of $1000 or more by a 
political committee participating in the election, must be reported within two (2) business 
days following its receipt. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(c)] 

MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
last day of period during which independent expenditures of $1000 or more made by a 
political committee must be reported electronically within five (5) business days after 
making the independent expenditure. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(e)] 

MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2012 
Last day of period during which any receipt of a contribution of $1000 or more by a 
political committee participating in the election, must be reported within two (2) business 
days following its receipt. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(c)] 

TUESDAY, MARCH 20, 2012 
GENERAL PRIMARY ELECTION 
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2012 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
MARCH QUARTERLY REPORT 

JANUARY 1, 2012 THRU MARCH 31, 2012 

SUNDAY, JANUARY 1, 2012 
First day of the political committee's financial activity, that is to be included in its March 
Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

SATURDAY, MARCH 31, 2012 
Last day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its March 
Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. The period covered by 
the March Quarterly Report extends from January 1, 2012 (or later if the committee was 
formed subsequently) through March 31 , 2012 inclusively. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

MONDAY, APRIL 2, 2012 
First day that any political committee shall file its March Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[1 0 ILCS 5/9-1 O(b )] 

MONDAY, APRIL 16, 2012 
Last day for a political committee to file its March Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 
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2012 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
JUNE QUARTERLY REPORT 

APRIL 1, 2012 THRU JUNE 30, 2012 

SUNDAY, APRIL 1, 2012 
First day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its June 
Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

SATURDAY, JUNE 30,2012 
Last day of the political committee's financial activity, that is to be included in its June 
Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. The period covered by 
the June Quarterly Report extends from April 1, 2012 (or later if the committee was 
formed subsequently) through June 30, 2012 inclusively. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

MONDAY, JULY 2, 2012 
First day that any political committee shall file its June Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. · 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

MONDAY, JULY 16, 2012 
Last day for a political committee to file its June Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 
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2012 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
SEPTEMBER QUARTERLY REPORT 

JULY 1, 2012 THRU SEPTEMBER 30, 2012 

SUNDAY, JULY 1, 2012 
First day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its 
September Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 2012 
Last day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its 
September Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. The period 
covered by the September Quarterly Report extends from July 1, 2012 (or later if the 
committee was formed subsequently) through September 30, 2012 inclusively. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2012 
First day that any politicat committee shall file its September Quarterly Report of 
Campaign Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 15,2012 
Last day for a political committee to file its September Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
GENERAL ELECTION 
NOVEMBER 6, 2012 

SUNDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2012 
First day of period during which independent expenditures of $1000 or more made by a 
political committee must be reported electronically within five (5) business days after 
making the independent expenditure. 
[10 ILCS 5-9-10(e)] 

SUNDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2012 
First day of period during which any receipt of a contribution of $1000 or more by a 
political committee participating in the election, must be reported within two (2) business 
days following its receipt. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(c)] 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day of period during which independent expenditures of $1000 or more made by a 
political committee must Pt? reported electronically within five (5) business days after 
making the independent expenditure. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(e)] 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2012 
Last day of period during which any receipt of a contribution of $1 000 or more by a 
political committee participating in the election, must be reported within two (2) business 
day following its receipt. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(c)] 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2012 
GENERAL ELECTION 
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2012 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE CALENDAR 
DECEMBER QUARTERLY REPORT 

OCTOBER 1, 2012 THRU DECEMBER 31,2012 

MONDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2012 
First day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its 
December Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. 
[10 ILCS 5/0-1 O(b) 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 31,2012 

2013 

Last day of the political committee's financial activity that is to be included in its 
December Quarterly Report of Campaign Contributions and Expenditures. The period 
covered by the December Quarterly Report extends from October 1, 2012 (or later if the 
committee was formed subsequently) through December 31 , 2012 inclusively. 
(10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)] 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 2, 2013 
First day that any political committee shall file its December Quarterly Report of 
Campaign Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)) 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 2013 
Last day for a political committee to file its December Quarterly Report of Campaign 
Contributions and Expenditures with the Board. 
[10 ILCS 5/9-10(b)) 
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SCHEDULE A-1 REPORTS 

A political committee must file a report of any contribution of $1000 or more from one source 
with the Board within -five (5) business days after receipt of the contribution, except that the 
report shall be filed within two (2) business days if received within 30 days prior to an election 
by a political committee. The dates during which the two-business day filing period must be 
observed are included within the above calendar. 
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INTJlE SUPREMECOURTOFILLIN,Ol~-. - .. " :... . . ---. .... ...... . . 

1JJOMA~· .CI}OSS,jt1 lii~ of(I~icil ~a.l?acit¥ as· 
'MinotityLeader. of th~JlliQ.P.i~ · House ~cffriQiV;iQ;Ua:JIY 
·as ~ .r~gi~iei!!d voter; C:Fi&lstiN.E RiA:D:bo.No, :ln fi~r 
·offi9ial'c~p'acit)r. airMirwHr L~(l.~~r QftJ;le.IJUh,qis . 
Senate~ JAMES ORLANDO,. individually as a regis!efed 
vot¢1', 8:n:d CJ:IRISTINE DOLGOPOL~'individ'uaity· as a . 
.registerei:l voter, ·· 

Pl<l.!riti,ffs, 

) 
'j 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
i 
J. 
:) 
) 
) 
) 

drlgmai Actihrt T.Jftdef" 
ArijckiV, S~cilon-:~3-(b), or' 
the:Illinois Constitutioi1 of 

ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS~ ) 
R,UPE'R_l' BORGSMILLER, Executive :01rector.·O:ftlie ) 
Illinois·State Board of Elections, HARQLD BY:ERS, ) 
BRYAN A. SCHNEIDER, BETIY J. COFFRIN, ) 
ERNEST QO'WEN, WILLIA~ F MCGUFFAGE; ) 
JESSE.R.SMART, JUDITH C, RICE, arid CH{\_RLES W. ) 
SCliOL.?-,.all named in theii· official capacities as..members) 
oftlie 1111nois State Board of Elections and LISA ) 
MA,DIGAN, in l1er official capacity as Attomey'General ) 
of t~e State ofTllinois, ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) 

i976 . . 

Case No. 113840 

AFFIDAVIT OF JACQUELINE PRICE 

I, Jl;lcqueline Price; having first been duly sworn on oath stat~ as follow~: 

1. I am the Director of the Index Department for the Office of the illinois Secretary of State .. 

2. The Index Depart:r(lent serves as the official repository of the acts of the General Assembly 
and other records as required by law. Those re.cords include filings of the official copies 
of redistricting plans approved by the Illinois Legislative Redistricting Commissiony as 
required by the 1970 Illinois Constitution. These records are kept in the ordinary course 
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of b!Jsihess in t~e Secretary of Stftte·~·Index Dep~ent~ and it is paf.t of the ~dex 
Department's ordinary course or'businesno keep these.records~ 

I •• · ' 

3. I have personally reviewed copies of the redistricting plans filed.by~e Legislative 
Redi~irlcting Co.mmission in·the.y~ar.s 1971, l981, 1991, and 2001 .. Fromareview.of 
tljd$,e,;f!ling~,·.J:li,~ve be~ft able·t.o 4~1~futj)J.e thy~at~.\) t,l,1Jit e~wh pf~es:~redi~m9tingpJan~ 
was filed by the Commission, as follows: 

• The 1971 Illinois state redistricting plan was filed on.August.7, 1971 

• Th~ 1981 Iiji~oj.s statecredjstdcting pi~ WaS filed on O,ctober 5, 1.981 

·The 199Ullinois state redistricting plap was file(l on October 4,.1991 

• The 200llllinois state redlstricting plan was filed on September·25, 2001 

4. Attached to and immediately following this Affidavit are true and·accurate c:opies ofthe 
fit!al pages of the 1971, 1981, and 1991 plans, which·lnclude the date of filing and the 
signatures of a majority of the members of the Legislative Redistricting Commission for 
tht1 relevant year. Immediately following those pages is a true and accurate copy of a 
letter from the 2001 Legislative Redistricting Commission to the Secretary of State, 
enclosing the 2001 redistricting plan, indicating the date of filing-as September 251 2001. 
and including the signatures of a majority of the 2001 Legislative Redistricting 
Commission. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 

Affiant: 

. . I nTff Subscnbed and sworn to before me this __ I day of February, 2012. 

Notary Public 

~ ;, ~....,_...,..,..,~~ 

OFFICIAL SEAl 
V. BRtntN 

NOTARY PUBliC. STATE Of lltlro!S 
MY COMftlSSION EXPIRES 6-24·2014 

2 

State of '"'l:..\ \ i f'\C>\ ;') 

County of ::UC\ c,~ru '0 
This instrument w~cknow!edged before me 

on lX- 11· rz.. by -sCCCjjt<' \, rv \\-, c.e. 
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.. . . 
The terms "Census Tra,ct!t 1 

11Block G:r;oup~t 1 a.p.d . 
1 

• 
-; .... ,.. . f ,. . , 

,. , ..• 
"Ermmeratioh District" as used _herein refer to thos e · terms 

~ . . •. 

:as qefined jjf tne 19 70 c~nsus .6f. Popt;tl,9,.j:fo}l. 

·7':::z$_, D_ol}~ and e:x,ecuted th;i.s / .~.: ·: day· ·of August 
• 

;ln the ,year' 9f o.ur ·Lo:rd·, One ThOusand .. Nine HUhd'l;ed and 

Sev~nty-one, within and for the State· ·6f IllihQis :. 

FILED 
INDEX DIVISION 
0:16 P./1 . 
. n.UG 7 1971 

~ ~v· '-~~1 .. ~ 
SecJetsry of Sillla 

• r ' 

,. 



J;. ·hei:eb¥ .approve' the attached· Legisla.tive Redist73ict;.i~&" Plan 

t_hi~ se.~pn~. ct~y of Oct'ober, 1981, and direct: that lt ~e filed· with 

'th~ 

RedisJrictin~ 

~~~~~l.~~~t::E~~ Membeu; Legislative Redistricting 
Cofufuission 

7. 

8. 

9. 

FILED 
----"'fiX /;Jd "·Til-

OCT 5 1981 

~ember., Legi~>btiVe Redistricting 
Cottnnission 

MethJ?er, Legislative 'Redis'tricting 
Commis siox; 

Membe~, Legislative ·Redistricting 
Commission 

Member, Legislative R~districting 
Co~iss.ion 

Member, Legislative Redistricting 
,Collllpi~sion 

Member, Legislative ~edistricting 
Connnission 

Member, Legislative Redistricting 
Commission 

.· 

I 



.-
I .he1='eiiy app,rov~ tP,~ attached . Legislative Redistrictfncj -Plan 

-t:h±.~ .if~ day. ~t, .o~to):>e,:t, i~.9l, a.11dpirect .tnat it ·be_ ~ile$1 wl.th 

~he Secretary of 'State, 

,2. 

3. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9 . 

Member, Legislative ~edistricti.ng· 

Cornmi ssion 

&.;i.CJ. 'Q,.H:.iJfoe'fOher, Legislative Redi.stticting 

Cornmisoion 

Redistricting 

Commission 

Member, Legislative Redistricting 

Commission 

Member, Legislative Redistricting 

tomrnission 

Member, Legi~lative Redistricting 

Comm,is.sipn· 

Member, Legislative ReOistricting 

Commission 

Member, Legislative Redistricting 

Commission 

FILED 
INDEX DEPARTMENT 

OCT 4 199l 

IN THE OFFICE OF 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

I • < 
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J 

FILED 
]NDEX DEPARTMENT 

SEP 2 5 2001 

. .r iN THE OFFICE OF·. 
~~CRETARY OF Sf ATE 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

1Ion.1esse.Whife 
Secretary of State 

;~,§rf\:r.~ o~; Au~ols SepJember 25, 2001 .. .... ' 

Capitol Building, Room 213 
Springfield,.IL, '62706 

. Re: Legislative' Redistricting QQmmission· 

Dear Secretar,y.Whlte: 

We are pleased to inform you fuat OJ'!. September ~5, 2001, ~e Dlinois Le&islative Redistricting 
Commission approved a :redistricting plan for the Illinois House and Senate pursuantto its 
authority and duty under Article IV, Section 3 ofthe I11inois Constitution of 1970 . 

. The approved plan is enclosed for filfug with your office, as required by the Illinois Constitution. 
Specifically, the following docmnents are enclosed: · 

:' 25 copies of maps showing the boundaries of House and Senate districts, corm ties 
and townsltips. 

• A written description of each House and Senate district by the largest whole unit 
of geography, with any remaining territory described by the next largest whole 
unit of geography, and so on until all territory of each district is so described. For 
these purposes "whole ti)lit 9f geography" means and.includes but ~s n.ot limited to 
the following ~.ts in_ordet descending from l'argest to smallest:- (1) counties, 
(2) townihips, (3) cef$is. tracJ:S, ( 4) census block. groups, and (5) census blocks .. 

• Two 100 MB "zip" disks, -each containing a computer readable. database, in dbase 
IV and ASCII (delimited text) fonnat, of the file displayed in t}le enclosed maps. 

This filing is made pursuant to Article IV, Section 3 oftlie Illinois Constitution, which provides 
that .. [ a ]n approved redistricting plan filed with the Secretary of State shall be presumed valid, 
shall have the force and effect of law and shall be published promptly by the Secretary of State." 

For the Commission, . . 

~ddt/.~ 
ichael A. Bilandi~, Chrurman 

REC'ICLED P ... PEII • SO'ffiENIINI<S 



,. 
Lettet to: the Hon.: :resse 'White 
Sept.etriber 25·~ .2001 
PageZ 

.-

Jorge~~fr~ 
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. Clerk'• Gl o;;.;pletion 'of :R.cord 61cd 

.:~~ :::~·~~:;;g: ~.~::, ~~~~Y/_~;911 
Cirellit Cow:t ~ i 7 
JW>ibitfi{ecl ' •. ., 

Appd!,.to c-t ~'iilid 
Co~i!libners' Rop...i.~t..i 
Petition lor ~filed 
Leav~-to Appeil 
~b>~tt lilcd • 

O.signa_ti~n ·!t ~~~ ~ 
Brie! filed 

!"· 

Addition&J ~~ ~ ~~-b.~fited 
Reply 1lrid fil<d • 
~fi4- ·-.-

EXHllilTF 

':J 

\ . 

.lNUi::S 

AJ>P<a<.~.l'co .•. ~ 
;v-1/·Y(:-" 

i 
I .. 

1 
I 
I 

I 
I 
! 

! 
i· 
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44744 
68577 

""l Retocd lil<4 
!l)' R~por-t tikd 
Appe>l ~kd 

pW 

ol!..cap" ~d 

ltsigoation of Exa::rpu lilc:d 
ikd 

j 

·I -

..... :. 

\\ .. 
·' 

\ .~:. 

\· 
\ 

~ l . . . .. ... ·- ....... _ _. 
·-·-- :"";.7i' ... ~. 

-~·; .. f : ~:;"'(,~ . • 

s·~oti, Att~;)l'ei.···~~-1· 
': . . . ~ ' . .... 

Petit loner 

I 

i 
i 
i 
i 
·t 
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. mro~.;c ~~ mmg-·.K-eco~·-C-.1.-el:t~ee.t~~~-··. _..0~~1'tU~ (, ~ l~f'1 

She>rt-Record filed <~.?~·;..c...f"(.;;;: .• ~ NOV 1- 1971 
Circuit Cow-t Record fileif 
Exhibit filed 
Appellate Court Record filed 

Com'missione.rs' Report filed 

Petition for Appeal filed 

Leave to Appea1 

Abstract filed 

Designation of Excerpts filed 

Brief filed 
Additional D.esignation of Excerpts fifed 
Reply Brief filed 

Excerfits filed 

Records returned to Circuit Cow-t 

. ., 

: _ -utuuna.t .1.\.t::eoru .uc:c.t J _ .1' L. · . _ _ _ .. ; . . . 

Answer fil~ NOV 2 -~ '1~71 NOVJ .. WJ.t) om· ~ ,~,tsnNO\J 
A'eieitiornd-Abs4J:a,~;t ffi_e~-4:.-"K~~ .NOV 1-

:s.~~~"'- tr- f{QV 4,-
Bcsi . ·. ,., . · ,~· ,_,}led_ . _ ,~:f(~_. · :. r .OY, :().- t 
Repl,y-Bl'tef-ffied , · . --~~~ N6;Y 8 . ·1 

L . . "'(I J \~ . 11. t}.-- .· .-t:r. "o+ . ... 'NO,V:_8'- . 
s"uom\t~·~· ., ~\.M,u;. ~~~~--~ 'UOV·'.<JC;.. 

. A.ffirmea 
Revers!!d 
Reve;s~~l· ~d· Remanded· 

Reversed . ~d: R~~4~cf wi.~. Dir~~t;io.J:l~ 
Aili~ed.,i~ P~; R~er~ed ~-'l'~r.f 

r: •• _tff'X ~· ../. .7:: .Y~ ··~ ~~ ,_ 
~bf'&~ •:-r.--;.-r--"Eiled~ · pt;c."L7 

Mandate .. i~qe_d tv~ 9-.A'.~ -~·o:/J.&~··_ ' f'Ea. ?_"" 
· ·----~eC?::9.~-:.~~n::;io~~ella:e c~~ - _ . ~- I , , , -··'I' . ' 

\,/, ' . . ~--··-- . ,, ):L_ . - ~ :t ,. ,-r. ,.,::- · =--" .... , • "' 
'·!'\\ I •- 1'-'1t ~-...-?'~·•_.. -~ """"'' ~ ,_"'fl."f" 
\1 \ J ,. .... -..~ " -~ ·~ .r ~ .. ~~~-
:: r..,-.-::.:-....-'~~-.. ...- (.J"..;-c- 1<~~ ~ ... ~.____..,~~- 11. . , . , • 
,.__(~~..,,z.,~--~--c::::.-~~-;~....!.--;.J'-'_,~~ ~~ ~~., ~ ~} ...... ·~ ~·"~· ·?' ~ . ..,.._ I ,.,.- .. _,__ /7 1 •• q ~--7..-:::?-:::r-' - ~·· ~· '· '~ .L_ . .t:r_~ . -" 

· ~ ... ,.-? .... ,$~ .:.~~~ -· •... r~.-z;~., ·-NOV 2'~ 1971 ~~A- . · ·-~"~<Z:'-~- . 
-p,~,3J-~7a ~~~1-~~--~~~t.M'rA ~ ~· ~~-~~~,.,.~?- -~·-er-·.ue-.~ 
~~~-4t:-~~-4'~:· (/ !/e..-~t ~~K~~... · 
~-.n"J'.....:::'~ ~_..::.<ZJ~~-.· . ~.er..-Jl ~_;_."'j 
~_;v~ ~c,~f3~~~ {/ 
~~ .. w-1.:/-~~~~~J;(. - - ~<.&<. 
~~)"' ..... yfl ~~~~ t.~ 10-7~-~I •"C ' W• • ~ / (/ -r=-? ' )( I ~: ;;:-~ 

~9n ·~~~f ;:9~Ze-__:.~. 
__..,_ . --~ ... . , ~~~ ........ •.,...--.:;;r ~~, - • ..,... . --=--c'/ ~ ~ ..: ' F . 

; ~~----irct=Z ' ?~/'<:-~~ ~·· • • • '.~. -· . • • • 

' ~A::~. . . "--=~ ~o.::_~ ~~· !-7~;~·~.~-
\ . . :~..- N'Ov-9- 1971 ~:u:::r::~-~4.:~~-~ fZ' 

~....&-~-~t;~~~-~- · · .. ._ ~:.-:--... ? - ~ov 9.- jq?1 ~~ ·. ~~~ ~~~~~~~;!;Z~,~--c. ,. - >y··· •. ,.,...._ .•.. 
~_,._....N{}V 9-. ~r1 ~~--4~_,.4,,:~ ... ~-~~ 

. _ _., ...,.., __...-_~-::: · y , ~ · , . J---~--a~·· • · 4 ~~...//~-. ~~~~~ . . -~.4£?,~:>-= - ·. •j 

~ · · _ wv 9 -1~71' ~-~~·~-~~A"~~e .• 
1.;2:"""1-' ~;~,?· :,...~~ -4f;: ~~~ ~.-;....,£._ ~tj. •.l/. -- .. LIJ_ 
r ~ 4 -- ...;(~~ _ ~ . .~.., .. _/, I 
(f71 £..V~~-?T';"'tT~"""_·..e--r-~: ~......,-:.; .,_.,... ~ -.-~___,.., .• ,~ 
~ 1",;~ · )ll~V 9 J~71 ~~~~#~ad.~~--
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IN THE 

.SUPREME cCtJRI OF. ILLINOIS 
.. 
' 
,. 

: 
;: .· 

G.EQRGE E.: ·SCHRA~~, n 'p, ~ou.nzy Gl er~ qf. .Adams 

~9!-lnty, Ill i'noi-~~ ·s~.VE.l, \{ .. -WOLF, a-dti-zen 

of' 111 ino1s an& candi''d'at:e for ·_ el ection to 

the 83rd General Assembly, 

Pl a i otifrs-. 

v. 

Tne . ~TAT~ BOARD OF ELECTIONS of Illinois, 

JUDITH KO.EHLER, a citizen of Illinois 

and candidate for election to the 83'rd 

General Assembly, TYRONE C. FAHNER, 

Attorney General of Illinois, JIM 

EPGAR, Secretary of State, 

Defendants. 

MOTION 

) 

) 

) 

} 

) 

} 

) 

) 

) 

FOR LEAVE TO FILE COMPLAINT 

1 

ORIGINAL ACTION-

No. §~~C, ( 

FlLED 
OCT 1 9 1981 

CLELL L WOODS, Clerk 
Now come Plaintiffs, GEORGE E. SCHRAGE II! and SAf!;UEL W. WOLF, by their 

attorneys, and pursuant to Supreme Ccurt Rule 382, respectfully move this 

Court to grant them leave to file the attached Complaint for Declaratory 
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No. 72662, 

IN .TIIE 
. ~ . r 

RECE\\IED 

CT i 5 '99\ 

SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOJ~ 

PEOl?iE:ot'l'itE .. STATE OF· Ii:.LINOIS~ . 
e('; ~~~ J~o~: '\V: .:BUiUUs,:tttlNOIS 
ATTO~ GE~ERAL,. . 

vs. 

GEORGE H.. RYAN, sued in his official 
capacity ;as lLLINO_IS SEcRET!RY OF STATE, 
and ILLINO~S BQ~D OF ELE~lONS, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
). 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

JOSEPH GARDNER, ROBERT L. LUCAS, WVANA ) 
JONES, DAN BARREIRO, WILLIAM SHEPHAR.D, ) 
JR., JOHN LEE JOHNSON, GWENDOLYN· ) 
SCOTI, IAURABART.fl, WARREN DORRIS, ) 
MARVIN FRENCH, JAYME CAIN, ,PERcY ) 
CONWAY, JOSEPH BELMAN, LUIS ALBARASIN, ) 
CROTIS TEAGUE, JR., HENRY LANDRAU, ) 
CAROLYN TONEY, FRED SMITII, CHARLIE ) 
WILSON,~, and BOBBY E. TIIOMPSON, ) 

Int~rvenpr-Plain.tlffs, 

vs. 

GEORGE.li •. RYAN, sued in his official capacity 
as ILLINOIS SECRETARY Of STATE, and 
ILLINOIS BOARD OF ELECIT_QNS, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

. Original A-ction Under-Article 
:·rv, s'ection '3.\o'f'iite.lJJiJi~is ·· 
Constitution· of 1970 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE COMPLAINT 
FOR DECLARATORY AND IN.llJNCfiVE RELIEF 

FILED 
OCT 1 5 1991 

SUPREME COURT CLERK 
A-133 
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( 
No. 

s..:Ec'El'VEP 
· st.? 2 'l 2oo1 

-~~THE~ 
SUPREME COUR;J QFJktlNOI~ .. 

'J,l •• 

DIEP~L: CQLE:.RAN.OAZ.ZO, 
HARRY R. W ALTQ~. and KAMELA S. WOOD, 
individ.uallx and .as regiStered voters, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

) 
) 
) · 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

JIM RYAN, in ,his official cap~city ?S the Illinois ) 
Attorney Geperal;' JE~SE WHITE, in his official ) 
capacity as the Illiriois Secretary of State; ) 
JOHN R. KEITH~ WILLIAM M .. McGUFFAGE, ) 
DAv,'ID E. !vfURRA Y, PHILIP R. O'CONNOR, ) 
ALBERT PORTER, ELAINE .ROUP AS, . ) 
WANDA L. REDNOUR and JESSE SMART, ) 
all naq1ed in their offiCial capacities as members ) 
of the State Board ofEleqions; the ILLINOIS ) 
LEGISLATIVE REDISTRICTING COMMISSION ) 
and its members, TOM CROSS, BARBARA 
FLYNN CURRIE, VINCEDEMUZIO, WALTER 
DUDYCZ, RAYMOND EWELL, THOMAS 
MARCUCCI, THOMAS McCRACKEN, 
JORGE RAMIREZ, apd MICHAEL A. BILANDIC 
all named in their offiCial capaci!ies, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Original ACtion Under Article IV, 
Settihn 3 bfthe Illinois C~nsti~tion 
o£i976 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE 
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF 

NOW COME the movants, DIEDRA L. COLE-RANDAZZO, HARRY R. WALTON, and 

KAMELA S. WOOD, by their attorney, MARY LEE LEAHY; pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 382, 
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