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Per counsel’s assurances at the oral argument and the court’s inquiry concerning judicially approved remedies for non-qualifying primary candidates, Plaintiffs bring to this Court’s attention the following. 

First, Arizona election law expressly allows a minor party to nominate a candidate by write-in under circumstances such as these, with a nomination deadline of 40 days prior to the primary, or July 20, 2014. See Arizona Election Code 16-312. 
Second, Arizona election law expressly allows nomination by convention in certain circumstances, such as where a primary election is impracticable in special elections. See Arizona Election Code 16-342. 

Third, various federal courts directly placed candidates on the ballot where ballot access deadlines were invalidated, either by party designation or by party convention nomination. The United States Supreme Court did so. See Williams v. Rhodes, 393 U.S. 23, 35 (1968). Fellow federal district courts have done so. See Socialist Labor Party v. Rhodes, 318 F. Supp. 1262, 1273 (S.D. Ohio 1970); Libertarian Party of Oklahoma v. Oklahoma State Election Bd., 593 F. Supp. 118, 124 (W.D. Okla. 1984); Libertarian Party of Nevada v. Swackhamer, 638 F.Supp. 565 (D. Nev. 1986); Libertarian Party of Ohio v. Brunner, 567 F. Supp. 2d 1006, 1015 (S.D. Ohio 2008); 

In Ohio, the American Independent Party was rejected for turning in their petition too late. The state law required the petition in February so the party could participate in the May primary. The Supreme Court put them on the November ballot, despite the fact that the party did not turn its petition in until July, after the primary was over. See Williams v. Rhodes, 393 U.S. 23, 35 (1968). 
The Socialist Labor Party won their case invalidating the too-high petition signature requirement but was too late to participate in the state mandated primary. The court ordered their nominees on the ballot, and the party nominated by convention. See Socialist Labor Party v. Rhodes, 318 F. Supp. 1262, 1273 (S.D. Ohio 1970). A similar decision was issued in Ohio. See Libertarian Party of Ohio v. Brunner, 567 F. Supp. 2d 1006, 1015 (S.D. Ohio 2008). Similar such ballot access was mandated for the Nevada Libertarian Party. See Libertarian Party of Nevada v. Swackhamer, 638 F.Supp. 565 (D. Nev. 1986).
In Oklahoma, the Libertarian Party of Oklahoma won summary judgment invalidating the state’s too short petitioning period. By the time the case was decided, it was too late for the party to participate in the primary. The court ordered the parties to agree on a new method to put the Libertarians on the ballot, and the party nominated by convention. Libertarian Party of Oklahoma v. Oklahoma State Election Bd., 593 F. Supp. 118, 124 (W.D. Okla. 1984). 
CONCLUSION

Plaintiffs hereby request that the Court consider these cases as supplemental authority in support of their motion for summary judgment, per the court’s request for judicial precedence or statutory means for remedial authority.
Dated at Los Angeles, California, on this the 9th day of May, 2014.
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