
 

1 
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ALBANY DIVISION
 

MATHIS KEARSE WRIGHT, JR. 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF 
ELECTIONS AND 
REGISTRATION, 
 

Defendant. 
______________________________ 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

 
 
 
CASE NO.: 1:14-CV-42 (WLS) 

 

ORDER 

 The Court held a bench trial in this instant action from December 11, 2017 through 

December 14, 2017. (Docs. 144; 145; 146; 148.) As the Court has documented on numerous 

occasions, the trial date was long delayed because of both Parties’ requests for extensions of 

time and additional discovery. (See, e.g., Doc. 108.) Since trial has ended, the Parties have 

greatly assisted the Court by providing written closing arguments, proposed findings of fact 

and conclusions of law, trial briefs, and briefing on a proposed remedial plan. (Doc. 147.) 

The briefing was expected to end soon, (id.), and the Court had hoped to promptly issue a 

ruling such that the school board election scheduled for May 2018 would not be disrupted. 

 On February 8, 2018, counsel for Defendant filed a “Notice Regarding Response to 

Plaintiff’s Remedial Proposals” (Doc. 177) which included an email thread in which counsel 

for Plaintiff accused counsel for Defendant of conduct “tantamount to lying to the [C]ourt” 

and in violation of Rule 3.3 of the Georgia Rules of Professional Conduct. (Doc. 177-1.) 

Defendant’s counsel, not to be outdone, accused Plaintiff’s counsel of committing his own 

ethical violation by threatening to report an ethics violation in order to gain an advantage in 

litigation. (Id.) The allegations surround a statement in expert Karen Owen’s declaration that 

the results of previous elections were “assigned to” Plaintiff’s proposed districts. (Doc. 176-1 

at ¶ 5.) Once assigned, Owen analyzed the hypothetical results. (Doc. 176-1.) Owen did not 
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do the assignments herself; Plaintiff’s counsel asserts the statement implies she did. (Doc. 

177.) 

 On February 9, 2018, Plaintiff’s filed an “Emergency Motion to Strike or, in the 

Alternative, for Leave to Conduct Limited Discovery.” (Doc. 178.) He asserts a non-

disclosed expert applied the previous election results to the proposed new districts, and 

requests that Owen’s subsequent analysis either be stricken or he be allowed an opportunity 

to depose the other expert no later than Thursday, February 15, 2018. (Id.) 

 The Court already faced a tight deadline to issue a ruling and implement a remedial 

plan before the March 5, 2018 candidate qualification period began. (See Doc. 140.) In light 

of the new filings, the Court no longer believes such a timeline is feasible. The Court will not 

rush to issue a judgment on a matter of such constitutional importance with these 

outstanding issues and does not believe these issues can be adequately resolved in the time 

remaining. 

 Accordingly, the Court seeks the Parties input as to how it should proceed. The 

Parties shall file written briefs no later than Friday, February 23, 2018 and no longer than 

five pages addressing whether the Court should allow the May 2018 election to proceed as 

planned with the current districts or enjoin the election, and if the election is enjoined, 

whether there is a set date the Court should reschedule the election for. No response briefs 

will be permitted. 

 A status conference will be held in the case on Wednesday, February 28, 2018 at 

2:00 P.M. The Parties should be prepared to discuss Plaintiff’s emergency motion and the 

Court’s invited briefs. 

SO ORDERED, this 9th day of February, 2018. 

      /s/ W. Louis Sands_______________________ 
W. LOUIS SANDS, SR. JUDGE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
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