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The League of Women Voters of Virginia, by counsel, and pursuant
to Rules 5:4 and 5:30(c) of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia,
respectfully moves this Court for leave to file the attached Brief Amicus
Curiae in support of plaintiffs-appellants. Counsel for plaintiffs-appellants
consented to our amicus participation. Counsel for defendant-appellees
indicated that they do not intend to oppose our motion to file an amicus
curiae brief. Counsel for defendants-intervenors appellees indicated that
they cannot consent to our motion to file an amicus curiae brief, as they
believe it is untimely.
As grounds for this motion, amicus would show unto the Court that:
1. Amicus The League of Women Voters of Virginia (LWV-VA) is a
nonpartisan, nonprofit, membership organization that works on voting rights
and redistricting issues in Virginia.
2. LWV-VA provides its members and the public with information
about voting laws and practices, fosters civic engagement, and works to
ensure that all eligible voters, particularly those from traditionally
underrepresented or underserved communities, have the opportunity and
information they need to exercise their right to vote.
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3. LWV-VA has been active in efforts to bring about a nonpartisan
process for drawing legislative lines and participates in the Redistricting
Coalition of Virginia to help educate and inform voters about the importance
of redistricting.
4. LWV-VA has a demonstrated interested in voting rights and
redistricting in Virginia.
5. LWV-VA submits that its amicus curiae brief will aid the Court in
offering information and analysis that may be useful to the Court in
understanding the context of the ongoing threat of partisan gerrymandering
to the democratic process. Specifically, the proposed amicus curiae brief
explains the undemocratic and unconstitutional nature of partisan
gerrymandering, illustrates the critical threat posed by the surgical nature of
gerrymandering today, and examines the danger partisan gerrymandering
poses to the effectiveness of the democratic process.
6. Further, LWV-VA submits that its amicus curiae brief will aid the
Court in offering information and analysis that may be useful to the Court in
understanding how partisan gerrymandering has impacted Virginia.
Specifically, the proposed amicus curiae brief demonstrates the egregious
nature of partisan gerrymandering in the 2011 Virginia General Assembly
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plan and the harms associated with partisan gerrymandering that Virginia
has suffered as a result of the undemocratic nature of the 2011 plan.
7. Pursuant to Rule 5:30(c), counsel for plaintiffs-appellants,
defendant-appellees, and defendants-intervenors appellees were contacted
about their consent to filing of the attached brief. Counsel for plaintiffsappellants consented to our amicus participation. Counsel for defendantappellees indicated that they do not intend to oppose our motion to file an
amicus curiae brief. Counsel for defendants-intervenors appellees indicated
that they cannot consent to our motion to file an amicus curiae brief, as
they believe it is untimely.
8. The filing of this motion with the accompanying brief is timely.
Under the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, the brief of an amicus
“will be accepted only if filed on or before the date on which the brief of the
party supported is required to be filed.” Va. Sup. Ct. R. 5:30(d). In this case,
the party being supported by LWV-VA is Vesilind, et al. “[A] petition for
appeal must be filed with the clerk of this Court . . . in the case of an appeal
direct from a trial court, not more than three months after entry of the order
appealed from.” Id. 5:17(a). In this case, the trial court entered the order
and opinion on March 31, 2017. See Vesilind v. Virginia State Board of
Elections, No. CL15-3886 (Va. Cir. Mar. 31, 2017). The brief of Vesilind
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