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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MONTANA  

HELENA DIVISION 
 

BOB BROWN, HAILEY SINOFF; 
and DONALD SEIFERT 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
Christi Jacobsen, in her official 
capacity as Montana Secretary of 
State, 
  Defendant. 

Cause No. 
6:21-cv-92-PJW-DWM-BMM 

 
PARTIES’ JOINT MOTION  
TO INCORPORATE PRIOR 
BRIEFING 

 
Plaintiffs Bob Brown, Hailey Sinoff, and Donald Seifert, and 

Defendant Secretary of State Christi Jacobsen (collectively “Parties”) 

jointly stipulate to the following: 
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1. Defendant Jacobsen will file a Motion to Dismiss or 

alternatively to Stay Proceedings concurrent with this Joint Motion.  

(Doc. 13).  

2. The Parties agree that prior briefing on the Motion for a 

Preliminary Injunction generally sets forth the Parties’ positions on the 

Motion to Dismiss or alternatively to Stay Proceedings.  See generally 

Docs. 8, 9.   

3. The Parties agree that substantive arguments on the 

Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss or alternatively to Stay Proceedings may 

be limited to briefing already filed with the Court to conserve the time 

and resources of the Court and Parties and in furtherance of a just, 

speedy, and inexpensive determination of the matter before this Court. 

4. The Parties agree that prior briefing did not set forth the legal 

standards applicable to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss or alternatively 

to Stay Proceedings.  The Parties also agree that prior briefing does not 

include Plaintiffs’ position on the newly raised issue of whether the 

proceeding as a whole (as opposed to candidate certification) should be 

stayed.  Accordingly, Defendant will present limited argument on legal 

standards in her Motion to Dismiss, or alternatively to Stay Proceedings, 
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and Plaintiffs will file a short response brief, on or before January 13, 

2022, which will address only the specific issue of whether to stay the 

proceeding as a whole.  If necessary, Defendant will file a reply on or 

before January 14, 2022.  

Therefore, the Parties jointly move the Court to deem incorporated 

prior arguments made that are applicable to Defendant’s Motion to 

Dismiss or alternatively Stay Proceedings.  

Dated this 12th day of January, 2022. 

       /s/ Brent Mead    
       BRENT MEAD 
 
       Attorney for Defendant 
       

      /s/ Constance Van Kley  
      Upper Seven Law 
 
      Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I certify that on this date, an accurate copy of the foregoing 

document was served electronically through the Court’s CM/ECF 

system on registered counsel. 

Dated: January 12, 2022  /s/ Brent Mead     
BRENT MEAD 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MONTANA  

HELENA DIVISION 
 

BOB BROWN, HAILEY SINOFF; 
and DONALD SEIFERT 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
Christi Jacobsen, in her official 
capacity as Montana Secretary of 
State, 
  Defendant. 

Cause No. 
6:21-cv-92-PJW-DWM-BMM 

 
ORDER 

 
Pursuant to the Parties’ Joint Motion to Incorporate Prior Briefing, 

and good cause appearing, IT IS ORDERED that the Joint Motion is 

granted. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff’s response to De-

fendant’s Motion to Dismiss, or alternatively to Stay Proceedings, will be 

due January 13, 2022.  If necessary, the Defendant’s Reply will be due on 

or before January 14, 2022. 

 Dated this ______ day of January, 2022. 
 
     ____________________________________ 
     Donald W. Molloy, District Judge 
     United States District Court 
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