
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA 

Case No. SC19-1341 

ADVISORY OPINION TO GOVER-
NOR RE: IMPLEMENTATION OF 
AMENDMENT 4, THE VOTING 
RESTORATION AMENDMENT 
______________________________/ 

INTERESTED PARTY RICHARDSON’S MOTION TO STRIKE SECRE-
TARY LEE’S SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX AND CERTAIN PORTIONS 

OF HER REPLY BRIEF

Interested party Adam Richardson moves the Court to strike the Supplemental 

Appendix to Reply Brief of Secretary of State Laurel M. Lee and those portions of 

the Reply Brief of Secretary of State Laurel M. Lee that reference it. 

Per this Court’s briefing schedule, interested parties filed their initial briefs on 

September 18, 2019. Secretary Lee did so. She also included an appendix. Reply 

briefs were due on October 3. Secretary Lee filed a reply brief as well as a supple-

mental appendix. A comparison of the original appendix and the supplemental ap-

pendix establishes that each of the eight attachments is new. 

Seven of the attachments are, apparently, the private, internal documents of 

certain organizations. The seven attachments are: 

 “Proposed Campaign Research Program (2016-2018)” (SA38-53): A memo-

randum whose authorship is unclear. The memorandum contains a “DRAFT” 
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watermark on every page, and there are incomplete items which were high-

lighted. SA50-51. At the beginning, the memorandum states that it “summa-

rizes the results of discussions had by the legal committee [of the rights res-

toration coalition] to develop language for an amendment to the Florida Con-

stitution to be placed on the ballot for the 2018 election.” SA38. 

 “Voting Restoration Amendment Telephone Survey, March 2017” (SA54-

90): A PowerPoint presentation with the logos of EMC Research and North 

Star Opinion Research on the first slide. SA54. 

 “Florida Rights Restoration Research Briefing, September 2, 2014” (SA90-

105): A PowerPoint presentation with the logos of Hamilton Campaigns, Faith 

in Florida, and Brennan Center for Justice on the first slide. SA90. 

 “Focus Groups of Voters who are Likely to Vote in the November 2014 Gen-

eral Election in Florida” (SA106-13): A PowerPoint presentation with the 

logos of Hamilton Campaigns, Brennan Center for Justice, and PICO National 

Network on the first slide. SA106. 

 “Recap of Ballot Language, Title & Summary Research Program (2003-

2014)” (SA114-24): A memorandum whose authorship is unclear. The mem-

orandum has a “CONFIDENTIAL DRAFT” watermark on every page. 

 “Potential Constitutional Amendments and Pros and Cons” (Sept. 25, 2013) 

(SA125-27): A memorandum whose authorship is unclear (from “Vishal”) to 
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the “Florida Rights Restoration Coalition Legal Committee.” The memoran-

dum contains a “CONFIDENTIAL” stamp at the top of each page. 

 “Legal Committee Notes 8/29/2013” (SA128-29): A memorandum whose au-

thorship is unclear. 

Secretary Lee references the above materials on pages 7 and 8 of her reply brief. 

Secretary Lee’s filing of completely new materials on the day reply briefs 

were due is fundamentally unfair to the other parties. Neither I nor the other inter-

ested parties had a meaningful opportunity to review and make arguments in re-

sponse to these new materials in our reply briefs. Speaking for myself, they would 

have been met with a vigorous response. See Williams v. Smith, 360 So. 2d 417, 420 

n.5 (Fla. 1978) (“To accord the same weight to evidences of the intent of an amend-

ment’s framer as is given to debates and dialogue surrounding a proposal adopted 

from diverse sources would allow one person’s private documents to shape consti-

tutional policy as persuasively as the public’s perception of the proposal. This we 

cannot permit.”). Indeed, in my reply brief I addressed Secretary Lee’s reliance in 

her initial brief on contemporaneous sources. See Richardson Reply Br. at 3-5. 

WHEREFORE, interested party Adam Richardson respectfully requests that 

the Court strike the Supplemental Appendix to Reply Brief of Secretary of State 

Laurel M. Lee and those portions of the Reply Brief of Secretary of State Laurel M. 

Lee that reference the Supplemental Appendix. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing was furnished to all 

counsel of record via the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on October 8, 2019. 

Adam Richardson, Esq. 
Courthouse Commons/Suite 350 
444 West Railroad Avenue 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401 
(561) 721-0400 

By: s/ Adam Richardson  
  ADAM RICHARDSON 

     Florida Bar No. 94886 
     ajr@FLAppellateLaw.com 
 kbt@FLAppellateLaw.com 


