JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF
CALIFORNIA
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
OF THE COURTS

Public Information Office

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102-3688
www.courtinfo.ca.gov

415-865-7740

Lynn Holton
Public Information Officer

NEWS RELEASE

Release Number: 04 Release Date: February 16, 2011

Supreme Court to Decide Prop. 8 ‘Standing’
Question from 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals

San Francisco—The California Supreme Court today unanimously voted
to decide a question of state law in the Proposition 8 case pending before
the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit (Perry v.
Schwarzenegger (Hollingsworth) S189476 (9th Cir. No. 10-16696).

In accordance with the Ninth Circuit’s request, made under California
Rules of Court, rule 8.548, the “legal standing” question to be addressed
by the California Supreme Court is:

“Whether under Article 11, Section 8 of the California Constitution, or
otherwise under California law, the official proponents of an initiative
measure possess either a particularized interest in the initiative’s validity
or the authority to assert the State’s interest in the initiative’s validity,
which would enable them to defend the constitutionality of the initiative
upon its adoption or appeal a judgment invalidating the initiative, when
the public officials charged with that duty refuse to do so.”

The California Supreme Court shortened the normal briefing schedule to
expedite consideration and resolution of the issues in the matter and to
accommodate oral argument as early as September 2011.

The briefing schedule set by the court follows:

e The opening brief on the merits is to be served and filed on or before
Monday, March 14, 2011. The answer brief on the merits is to be
served and filed on or before Monday, April 4.

o A rreply brief may be served and filed on or before Monday, April 18.

e Any person or entity wishing to file an amicus curiae brief must file an
application for permission to file such brief, accompanied by the
proposed brief, on or before Monday, May 2, 2011.

e Any party may serve and file an omnibus reply to any or all amicus
curiae briefs on or before Monday, May 9, 2011.

The order states, “The court does not contemplate any extension of the
above deadlines.”



S189476

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

En Banc

KRISTIN M. PERRY et al., Plaintiffs and Respondents,
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, Plaintiff, Intervenor and Respondent;

V.

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, as Governor, etc. et al., Defendants;
DENNIS HOLLINGSWORTH, Defendants, Intervenors and Appellants.

The request, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.548, that this court decide a
question of California law presented in a matter pending in the United States Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Circuit, is granted.

For the purposes of briefing and oral argument, defendant-intervenors Dennis
Hollingsworth, Gail J. Knight, Martin F. Gutierrez, Mark A. Jansson, and ProtectMarriage.com
(collectively “Proponents”) are deemed the petitioners in this court. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule
8.520(a)(6).)

In order to facilitate expedited consideration and resolution of the issues presented, and to
accommodate oral argument in this matter as early as September, 2011, the normal briefing
schedule is shortened, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.68, as follows:

The opening brief on the merits is to be served and filed on or before Monday, March 14,
2011. The answer brief on the merits is to be served and filed on or before Monday, April 4. A
reply brief may be served and filed on or before Monday, April 18.

Any person or entity wishing to file an amicus curiae brief must file an application for
permission to file such brief, accompanied by the proposed brief, on or before Monday, May 2,
2011. Any party may serve and file an omnibus reply to any or all amicus curiae briefs on or
before Monday, May 9, 2011.

The court does not contemplate any extension of the above deadlines.
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