
IN THE 
SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

MIDDLE DISTRICT 

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF 
PENNSYLVANIA and LORRAINE 
HAW 
 
 v. 
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APPELLANTS’ APPLICATION FOR RELIEF SEEKING AN EXPEDITED  

BRIEFING SCHEDULE AND LISTING FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 

Pursuant to Pa.R.A.P. 123, 2185(b) and 2313(a), Appellants, Shameekah 

Moore, Martin Vickless, Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams, through 

undersigned counsel, hereby respectfully request that this Honorable Court approve 

expediting this appeal – involving, as it does, the enshrinement of a crime victims’ 

bill of rights in the Pennsylvania Constitution – by expediting the briefing schedule 

proposed herein and listing this appeal for oral argument at this Court’s May 17-21, 

2021 Oral Argument Session, and in support thereof, aver as follows:  

1. On October 10, 2019, Petitioners below, the League of Women Voters 

of Pennsylvania and Lorraine Haw (hereinafter the “Petitioners”), filed an Original 
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Jurisdiction Petition for Review in the Commonwealth Court, naming as Respondent 

the Acting Secretary of the Commonwealth (the “Secretary”), and seeking a 

declaratory judgment and permanent injunctive relief based on allegations that: 

(1) the constitutional amendment known as Joint Resolution 2019-1, proposing a 

new Article I, § 9.1, creating a crime victims’ bill of rights (the “Proposed 

Amendment”), violated the separate vote requirement of Pa. Const., Article XI, § 1 

(Count I); (2) the text of the Ballot Question prepared by the Secretary, to be posed 

to the electorate for a vote on the Proposed Amendment, violated Pa. Const., Article 

XI, § 1 because the Ballot Question did not contain the entire verbatim text of the 

Proposed Amendment (Count II); and (3) the Ballot Question violated the 

electorate’s right to be fully informed on the Proposed Amendment because the 

Ballot Question did not fairly, accurately and clearly apprise the electorate of the 

question to be voted upon (Count III). 

2. Petitioners also filed an Application for a Preliminary Injunction, 

seeking to enjoin the Secretary from submitting the ballot question on the Proposed 

Amendment to Pennsylvania voters in the November 2019 General Election. 

3. By Memorandum Opinion and Order entered October 30, 2019, the 

Commonwealth Court, per Judge Ceisler, granted Petitioners’ request for 

preliminary injunctive relief and preliminarily enjoined the Secretary from 
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tabulating and certifying the electorate’s vote on the Ballot Question on the Proposed 

Amendment.  

4. On October 31, 2019, Appellants timely filed a Notice of Appeal to this 

Court, docketed at No. 83 MDA 2019, and the Secretary timely filed a Notice of 

Appeal to this Court, docketed at No. 84 MDA 2019.   

5. Within minutes of receiving those notices of appeal and noting probable 

jurisdiction, this Court established accelerated briefing schedules in both companion 

appeals, thereby enabling this Court to expeditiously address the issues of immediate 

public importance presented therein.  

6. By per curiam Order entered November 4, 2019, in Nos. 83 MAP 2019 

and 84 MAP 2019, this Court affirmed the October 30, 2019 Order of the 

Commonwealth Court, stating:  “Neither this Order, nor the Order of the 

Commonwealth Court, deprives any voter of the right to cast a ballot on the proposed 

‘Victim’s Rights’ amendment at issue in this litigation at the upcoming November 5, 

2019 General Election.”  Chief Justice Saylor filed a Dissenting Statement in which 

Justices Dougherty and Mundy joined. 

7. On November 5, 2019, the electorate cast votes in the General Election 

on, inter alia, the Ballot Question on the Proposed Amendment, and based on 
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unofficial published reports, the electorate approved the Proposed Amendment by 

an overwhelming supermajority.1 

8. The parties subsequently filed Cross Applications for Summary Relief 

in the Commonwealth Court, and briefing was completed on January 24, 2020. 

9. By per curiam Order Announcing the Judgment of the Court entered 

January 7, 2021, the En Banc Commonwealth Court granted in part and denied in 

part Petitioners’ application for summary relief and entered the Order from which 

Appellants now appeal.  The Order declared that the Proposed Amendment violated 

Article XI, Section 1 of the Pennsylvania Constitution and, therefore, is 

unconstitutional, and further declared that all votes cast on the Proposed Amendment 

in the November 2019 general election were invalid, and accordingly ordered the 

Secretary not to tabulate or certify any votes cast on the Proposed Amendment in the 

November 2019 general election.  See Appendix A hereto. 

10. Memorandum Opinions in Support of Order Announcing the Judgment 

of the Court were filed by Judge Ceisler, joined in by Judge Wojcik, and by Judge 

McCullough, and a Memorandum Opinion in Opposition to Order Announcing the 

                                           
1 E.g., https://ballotpedia.org/Pennsylvania_Marsy's_Law_Crime_Victims_ 
Rights_Amendment_(2019) (last visited December 13, 2019) (reporting that the 
Proposed Amendment garnered 74.01% of votes with 100% of precincts reporting 
(citing Pennsylvania Department of State 2019 Municipal Election Unofficial 
Returns at https://www.electionreturns.pa.gov/)). 
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Judgment of the Court was filed by President Judge Leavitt, joined in by Judge 

Cannon.  See Appendix B hereto. 

11. On January 22, 2021, Appellants timely filed a Notice of Appeal to this 

Court, and the required Jurisdictional Statement. 

12. On February 17, 2021, this Court noted probable jurisdiction.  

13. On February 19, 2021, contemporaneous with the filing of this 

Application for Relief, Appellants have filed a Designation of Contents of 

Reproduced Record, thereby setting the due date for the Appellees to file 

Designation(s) of Contents of Reproduced Record on or before March 1, 2021, 

pursuant to Pa.R.A.P. 2154(a). 

14. Because this appeal involves a matter of critical public importance – 

the enshrinement of a crime victims’ bill of rights in the Pennsylvania Constitution – 

an expedited briefing schedule is warranted so as to enable this Court to 

expeditiously address the issues of immediate public importance presented herein, 

just as this Court did in the earlier appeal to this Court from the Commonwealth 

Court’s Order granting preliminary injunctive relief. 

15. It has already been over 15 months since the voters of Pennsylvania 

overwhelmingly approved the Proposed Amendment that is the subject of this 

appeal.  It is undeniable that the electorate’s right to vote is the bedrock of our free 

political system.  
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16. Additionally, this matter involves the creation of proposed 

constitutional rights, and there is nothing more sacred in this country than one’s 

constitutional rights. See, e.g., Richmond Newspapers, Inc. v. Virginia, 448 U.S. 555, 

595 (1980) (holding that courts “bear responsibility for the vitally important task of 

construing and securing constitutional rights.”).  

17. Accordingly, Appellants respectfully propose the following expedited 

briefing schedule, which truncates the time periods for Appellants to file their Brief 

and Reproduced Record and their Reply Brief, but retains the full 30 day time period 

for the Appellees to prepare their briefs: 

Brief and Reproduced Record of the Appellants due March 2, 2021; 

Appellee Briefs due April 1, 2021; and 

Reply Brief of the Appellants due April 9, 2021. 

18. Appellants also respectfully request that this Honorable Court list this 

appeal of critical public importance for oral argument at this Court’s May 17-21, 

2021 Oral Argument Session. 

19. Under the expedited briefing schedule proposed herein, briefing will be 

completed by April 9, 2021—38 days in advance of the May 17-21, 2021 Oral 

Argument Session, consistent with Pa.R.A.P. 2185(b). 

20. Appellants have been authorized by Counsel to inform this Court that 

Appellees, League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania and Lorraine Haw (Petitioners 
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below), and Appellee-Intervenor, Ronald L. Greenblatt, Esquire, oppose the relief 

requested herein. 

21. On the mornings of February 18 and 19, 2021, Appellants attempted to 

obtain the position of Appellee, the Acting Secretary of the Commonwealth, 

regarding the relief requested in this Application, but have not received a response 

thereto. 

 

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, Appellants, Shameekah Moore, 

Martin Vickless, Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams, hereby respectfully request 

that this Honorable Court GRANT this Application for Relief and further DIRECT 

the Prothonotary of the Supreme Court to list this appeal for this Court’s May 17-

21, 2021 Oral Argument Session, and to set the following expedited briefing 

schedule:  Brief and Reproduced Record of the Appellants due March 2, 2021; 

Appellee Briefs due April 1, 2021; and Reply Brief of the Appellants due April 9, 

2021. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
  
   
 
Date: February 19, 2021 By:   /s/ Scot R. Withers  
 Scot R. Withers 
 Attorney I.D. No. 84309 
 William R. Christman III 
 Attorney I.D. No. 318827 
 LAMB McERLANE PC 
 24 E. Market Street, Box 565 
 West Chester, PA 19381-0565 
 (610) 430-8000 
  
 David H. Pittinsky 
 Attorney I.D. No. 04552 
 BALLARD SPAHR LLP 
 1735 Market Street, 51st Floor 
 Philadelphia, PA 19103-7599 
 (215) 864-8117 
 
 Counsel for Appellants, 
 Shameekah Moore, Martin Vickless, 
 Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams 
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APPENDIX “B”  
 





































































































  

PUBLIC ACCESS POLICY CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

 

It is hereby certified by the undersigned that this filing complies with the 

provisions of the Public Access Policy of the Unified Judicial System of 

Pennsylvania: Case Records of the Appellate and Trial Courts that require filing 

confidential information and documents differently than non-confidential 

information and documents. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
   
   
 
Date: February 19, 2021 By:   /s/ Scot R. Withers  
 Scot R. Withers 
 Attorney I.D. No. 84309 
 William R. Christman III 
 Attorney I.D. No. 318827 
 LAMB McERLANE PC 
 24 E. Market Street, Box 565 
 West Chester, PA 19381-0565 
 (610) 430-8000 
  
 David H. Pittinsky 
 Attorney I.D. No. 04552 
 BALLARD SPAHR LLP 
 1735 Market Street, 51st Floor 
 Philadelphia, PA 19103-7599 
 (215) 864-8117 
 
 Counsel for Appellants, 
 Shameekah Moore, Martin Vickless, 
 Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams 


