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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

CAROL ANN CARTER; MONICA PARRILLA;
REBECCA POYOUROWN; WILLIAM TUNG;
ROSEANNE MILAZZO; BURT SIEGEL; SUSAN
CASSANELLI; LEE CASSANELLI; LYNN WACHMAN;
MICHAEL GUTTMAN; MAYA FONKEU; BRADY
HILL; MARY ELLEN BALCHUNIS; TOM DEWALL;
STEPHANIE MCNULTY; & JANET TEMIN,

Petitioners

V.

LEIGH M. CHAPMAN, in her official capacity as the
Acting Secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania;
JESSICA MATHIS, in her official capacity as Director for
the Pennsylvania Bureau of Election Services and Notaries,
Respondents

CONSOLIDATED WITH

PHILIP T. GRESSMAN; RON Y. DONAGI;
KRISTOPHER R. TAPP; PAMELA GORKIN; DAVID P.
MARSH; JAMES L. ROSENBERGER; AMY MYERS;
EUGENE BOMAN; GARY GORDON; LIZ MCMAHON,
TIMOTHY G. FEEMAN; & GARTH ISAAK,

Petitioners

V.

LEIGH M. CHAPMAN, in her capacity as Acting Secretary
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; & JESSICA
MATHIS, in her capacity as Director for the Pennsylvania
Bureau of Election Services and Notaries,

Respondents

7 MM 2022

Exceptions to Report of Special Master of Amici Khalif Ali, Maryn Formley,
Richard Rafferty, Patrick Beaty, Susan Gobreski, Barbara Hill, Judy Hines,
Jodi Greene, John Thompson, Cynthia Alvarado, and Timothy L. Kauffman



Amici Khalif Ali et al. respectfully submit the following exceptions to the

Report of the Special Master, dated February 7, 2022:

1. Amici take exception to, and this Court should decline to adopt, the Special
Master’s recommendation that HB 2146 be selected as Pennsylvania’s new
congressional plan.

2. Amici take exception to, and this Court should decline to adopt, the Special
Master’s legal conclusion that in an impasse case, courts owe any degree of
deference to a congressional plan passed by the General Assembly but vetoed
by the Governor.

3. Amici take exception to, and this Court should decline to adopt, factual findings
or mixed factual findings and legal conclusions that underlie the Special
Master’s selection of HB 2146 and rejection of the Ali Plan, including:

a. Elimination from consideration of any plans that split the City of
Pittsburgh or the County of Bucks;

b. A failure to take into account whether plans split the Capital Region or
the urban centers of Northeastern Pennsylvania; and

c. Elimination from consideration, and non-prioritization, of the Ali Plan on
the grounds that it is based on residence data treating prisoners as

residents of their homes instead of their cells.



4. Amici take exception to, and this Court should decline to adopt, the Special
Master’s recommendation that the Ali Plan not be selected as Pennsylvania’s

new congressional plan.

Amici’s accompanying brief more fully addresses the above exceptions and

related errors.
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