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September 20, 2024

To:
Hon. Stephen E. Ehlke Charlotte Gibson
Circuit Court Judge Electronic Notice

Electronic Notice
Steven C. Kilpatrick

Jeff Okazaki Electronic Notice

Clerk of Circuit Court

Dane County Courthouse Lynn Kristine Lodahl

Electronic Notice Electronic Notice

Cricket R. Beeson Alexander C. Lemke

Electronic Notice Meissner Tierney Fisher & Nichols S.C.
110 East Kilbourn Ave., 19th Floor

Joseph A. Bugni Milwaukee, W1 53202

Electronic Notice

You are hereby notified that the Court has entered the following order:

No. 2024AP1872 Kennedy v. Wisconsin Elections Comm’n, L.C.# 2024CV2653

The court having considered the motion of petitioner-appellant, Robert F. Kennedy, Jr.,
requesting oral argument in this matter;

IT IS ORDERED that the motion for oral argument is denied; and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, given the compressed time limits in this matter and in
order to afford petitioner-appellant a fuller opportunity to present his arguments, the court, on its
own motion, hereby grants petitioner-appellant, Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., an opportunity to file an
amended reply brief, which shall not exceed 20 pages if a monospaced font is used or 4,400 words
if a proportional serif font is used. The amended reply brief shall be filed no later than 12:00 p.m.
on Saturday, September 21, 2024.
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No. 2024AP1872 Kennedy v. Wisconsin Elections Comm'n, L.C.# 2024CV2653

ANNETTE KINGSLAND ZIEGLER, C.J.,, and REBECCA GRASSL BRADLEY,
J. (dissenting). We would grant the motion and give the parties the opportunity to present oral
argument so that the court could fully consider the merits of their positions. This would be the
best way to proceed in this case, given its potential national significance.

Samuel A. Christensen
Clerk of Supreme Court



