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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
ROQUE “ROCKY” DE LA FUENTE  : 
        :  Civil Acton #___________ 
 Plaintiff,      : 
        : 
vs.        : 
        : 
BRAD RAFFENSPERGER, in his official  : 
capacity as the Secretary of State of the State :  
of Georgia,       : 
        : 
 Defendant.      : 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE AND DECLARATORY RELIEF 
 

 1. Plaintiff, ROQUE “ROCKY” DE LA FUENTE by and through his 

undersigned legal counsel, file this civil action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for 

prospective equitable and declaratory relief against Defendant, BRAD 

RAFFENSPERGER, made a party to this action in his official capacity as the 

Secretary of State for the State of Georgia and as the chief elections official 

charged with enforcement of Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) 

which Plaintiff alleges violate rights guaranteed to him under the presidential 

Qualifications Clause of Article II and the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the 

United States Constitution. 
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JURISDICTION 
 

 2. Jurisdiction lies in this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1331, providing that 

the district courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of all civil 

actions arising under the Constitution of the United States. 

 3. Moreover, jurisdiction lies under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and 28 U.S.C. § 

1343(a), the jurisdictional counterpart of 42 U.S.C. § 1983 as Plaintiff alleges 

violation of rights guaranteed to him under the United States Constitution. 

VENUE 

 4. Venue is proper in the United States District Court for the Northern 

District of Georgia under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 as Defendant exercises his statutory 

authority as the chief elections official of the State of Georgia within this district, 

maintains official offices within this district and all of the events and/or omissions 

giving rise to the claims advanced in this litigation occurred in this district. 

PARTIES 

 5. Plaintiff Roque “Rocky” De La Fuente, is a registered voter and a 

member of the Republican Party and is a declared candidate for the 2020 

presidential nomination of the Republican National Convention.  Plaintiff 

registered as a presidential candidate seeking thee 2020 Republican Party 

presidential nomination with the Federal Elections Commission (hereinafter 

“FEC”) on May 16, 2019.  Plaintiff De La Fuente’s FEC presidential identification 
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number is P60016342.  As a candidate for the 2020 Republican Party presidential 

nomination, Plaintiff De La Fuente intends to secure ballot access to Georgia’s 

2020 Republican presidential primary election seeking to contest for Georgia’s 76 

delegates and 76 alternate delegates to the 2020 Republican National Convention.  

Plaintiff De La Fuente is a resident of San Diego county in the State of California. 

 6. Plaintiff De La Fuente is over the age of 35, is a natural born citizen 

of the United States of America, having been born in San Diego, California and 

has been a continual resident of the United States for over 35 years. 

 7. Plaintiff De La Fuente satisfies all of the qualifications enumerated 

under the Presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, section 1, clause 5 of the 

United States Constitution. 

 8. Defendant Brad Raffensperger, in the Secretary of State of the State of 

Georgia and is made a party to this action in his official capacity as the official 

charged with enforcement of the Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 

(2010) which imposes an additional qualification beyond the exclusive list 

enumerated in the Presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, section 1, clause 

5 of the United States Constitution preventing Plaintiff De La Fuente from 

securing access to Georgia’s 2020 Republican Party presidential primary election 

ballot. 
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FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

 9. The Presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 

of the United States Constitution provides the exclusive list of qualifications for an 

individual to be eligible to seek the Office of President of the United States. 

 10. Article II, section 1, clause 5 of the United States Constitution 

provides that: 

No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United 
States, at the time of the Adoption of this Constitution, shall be 
eligible to the Office of President; neither shall any person be eligible 
to that Office who shall not have attained to the Age of thirty five 
Years, and been fourteen Years a Resident within the United States. 
 

 11. Further, the United States Constitution provides the exclusive list of 

methods by which a person otherwise eligible for the Office of President may be 

disqualified to hold the Office of President under the following constitutional 

provisions: 

  (a) Article I, section 3, clause 7; 

  (b) Fourteenth Amendment, section 3; 

  (c) Twenty-Second Amendment. 

 12. Plaintiff De La Fuente satisfies the constitutional requirements to hold 

the Office of President of the United States. 

 13. Plaintiff De La Fuente is not otherwise disqualified by any 

constitutional provision from holding the Office of President of the United States. 
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 14. No provision of the United States Constitution provides any authority 

for the State of Georgia to impose additional requirements on eligible citizens to 

hold the Office of President that are not tethered to a State’s legitimate interest to 

maintain an orderly ballot or properly regulate Georgia’s election machinery. 

 15. Plaintiff De La Fuente is one of only two candidates challenging 

President Trump for the 2020 Republican presidential nomination to have qualified 

for every 2020 state presidential primary election ballot where candidates have 

been permitted to secure ballot access without the imposition of additional 

qualifications such as the approval of party executive committees. 

 16. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) provides that 

candidates seeking the 2020 Republican presidential nomination may only appear 

on Georgia’s presidential primary election ballot if:  

“The state executive committee of each party which is to conduct a 
presidential preference primary shall submit to the Secretary of State a 
list of the names of the candidates of such party to appear on the 
presidential preference primary ballot….” 

 17. On October 23, 2019, Plaintiff sent a letter to Defendant and Atorney 

General Christopher M. Carr, attached hereto as Exhibit A, requesting that they 

review the constitutionality of Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) 

under the presidential Qualifications Clause of Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 of the 

United States Constitution and a written guarantee that the challenged provision 

would not be enforced against Plaintiff. 
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 18. To date, neither the Defendant nor the Attorney General responded to 

Plaintiff’s October 23, 2019 letter. 

 19. The Georgia presidential primary election is a taxpayer funded 

election contest. 

 20. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) is not a provision 

which tests whether or not a candidate as a modicum support within the electorate 

to secure access to Georgia’s presidential primary election ballot.  The challenged 

provision simply imposes an additional qualification that a small number of party 

insiders declare who shall be qualified to be placed on Georgia’s presidential 

primary election ballot beyond the exclusive list of qualification enumerated in 

Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 of the United States Constitution. 

 21. There has been a concerted effort to deny any challenger to President 

Trump’s campaign to secure the 2020 RNC nomination  access to state funded 

primary election ballots. 

 22. For instance, the Minnesota Republican Party has admitted a 

coordinated effort with the Trump campaign to block any other candidate for the 

2020 Republican Party nomination from securing access to the 2020 Minnesota 

Republican presidential primary election ballot.  In Minnesota, the Minnesota 

Republican Party refused to submit the name of any other presidential candidate to 
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the Minnesota Secretary of State to be included on Minnesota’s 2020 presidential 

primary election ballot. 

 23. Based on information and belief, Plaintiff De La Fuente contends that 

the Georgia Republican Party intends follow Minnesota’s strategy of blocking any 

other challenger to President Trump’s path to the 2020 Republican Party 

nomination and block Plaintiff access to the 2020 Georgia presidential primary 

election ballot. 

 24. The mechanics of the Party blocking Plaintiff from the Georgia 2020 

Republican presidential primary election ballot is already in full swing. 

 25. Plaintiff De La Fuente has complied with every request of the Georgia 

Republican Party to secure ballot access to Georgia’s 2020 presidential primary 

election ballot, but has not received any confirmation that he will be included on 

the party’s list to be sent to Defendant Raffensperger. 

 26. On October 28, 2019, Plaintiff De La Fuente fully complied with the 

request of the Georgia Republican Party (hereinafter the “Party”) to execute a 

“Letter of Intent” and provide specific information to the Party to assist the Party 

in forwarding Plaintiff’s name to the Defendant to be included on the Georgia 2020 

Republican presidential primary election ballot. 

 27. On or about November 14, 2019, the Party made further demands on 

Plaintiff in order for the Party to consider placing his name on Georgia’s 2020 
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primary ballot, including demanding detailed information on Plaintiff’s Georgia 

campaign supporters and fundraising that failed to provide any confidentiality 

agreement by the Party such that any further information provided y Plaintiff to the 

Party could be used against Plaintiff’s campaign in any way the Party saw fit, 

including turning the information over to the Trump campaign to permit that 

campaign to harass Plaintiff’s campaign supporters in Georgia. 

 28. Accordingly, the challenged provisions of O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 

(2010) subject challengers for the 2020 Republican Party nomination to arbitrary 

and capricious demands by rival and contending factions within the Georgia 

Republican Party in excess of ballot access restriction that Defendant may 

constitutionally enforce and exceeds the limited qualifications for presidential 

candidates established under the presidential Qualifications Clause.  

 29. Plaintiff De La Fuente needs to be able to make concrete plans to 

launch his campaign for Georgia’s 76 delegates and alternate delegates to the 2020 

RNC. 

 30. Plaintiff De La Fuente intends to associate with the Republican voters 

of Georgia to provide them the opportunity to elect delegate and alternate delegates 

to nominate a candidate free from the stain of impeachment proceedings and a 

radically altered political terrain that is likely to take shape of the next several 

months. 
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 31. The requirement of Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 

(2010) that Plaintiff De La Fuente’s access to Georgia’s Republican presidential 

primary election ballot is conditioned of being deemed qualified by the executive 

committee of the Georgia Republican Party violation rights guaranteed to Plaintiff 

under the presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, section 1, clause 5 of the 

United States Constitution. 

 32. The challenged statute is not designed to avoid ballot clutter or 

promote a more manageable ballot. 

 33. The challenged statute is not designed to force, or even permit, a 

candidate to show any threshold of public support to secure access to the 2020 

Georgia Republican presidential primary ballot. 

 34. The challenged statute is not designed to promote an orderly or well-

regulated election process. 

 35. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) applies to no 

other candidate nomination process in Georgia. 

 36. In all other candidate nominations, candidates secure access to the 

Georgia primary election ballot through the collection and timely filing of petitions 

signed by qualified Georgia electors demonstrating that the candidate enjoys a 

modicum of support within the electorate sufficient to warrant ballot access and 

protect the state’s interest in preventing ballot clutter. 
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 37. Georgia has a diminished state interest in regulating the presidential 

primary election ballot because the presidential primary and general elections are 

the only elections conducted within Georgia which are decided outside the borders 

of the State. 

 38. The United States Supreme Court in Anderson v. Celebrezze, 460 U.S. 

780 (1983), established that a state may not impose its most stringent ballot access 

restrictions to prevent ballot access for presidential candidates. 

 39. The challenged statute’s only purpose is to prevent otherwise eligible 

citizens from being able to contest for the Office of President in their party’s 

primary election who are not provided permission by a small number of party 

officials. 

 40. The Presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 

of the United States Constitution was included precisely to prevent an ever-

escalating set of differing state requirements for presidential candidates. 

 41. The challenged statute strikes at the very heart of the constitutional 

framework establishing a unified set of requirements that a citizen must satisfy to 

contest for the Office of President of the United States in America’s only national 

election. 

 42. The challenged statute is not an internal Republican or Democratic 

Party rule. 
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 43. The challenged statute does not prevent “party raising” to protect the 

associational rights of political parties.  

 44. Defendant’s threatened enforcement of the challenged statute is the 

direct and proximate cause of Plaintiff’s constitutional injury. 

 45. Plaintiff’s injuries are the direct and proximate result of Defendant’s 

enforcement of Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) against 

Plaintiff. 

 46. Plaintiff has no other remedy available at law. 

COUNT I 
(As-Applied Challenge – Violation of Presidential Qualification Clause) 

 
 47. Plaintiff reasserts each preceding paragraph as if set forth fully herein. 

 48. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) imposes the 

additional qualification on citizens otherwise qualified to hold the Office of 

President of the United States that they receive the permission of their political 

party to appear on Georgia’s 2020 tax-payer funded presidential primary election 

ballot. 

 49. The Presidential Qualification Clause of Article II, section 1, clause 5 

of the United States Constitution enumerates the exclusive qualification to hold the 

Office of President of the United States. 

 50. Accordingly, Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) 

imposes an additional qualification on Plaintiff, who is otherwise qualified under 
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the presidential Qualifications Clause to secure access to the Georgia’s 2020 

primary election ballot in violation of rights guaranteed to Plaintiff De La Fuente 

under Article II, section 1, clause 5 of the United States Constitution for which 

Plaintiff requests emergency preliminary and permanent declaratory and injunctive 

relief against Defendant’s threatened enforcement of O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010). 

COUNT II 
(As-Applied Challenge – Impairment of Plaintiffs’ Rights Under the First & 

Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution) 
 

 51. Plaintiff reasserts each preceding paragraph as if set forth fully herein. 
 
 52. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193(2010) imposes an 

additional requirement for presidential candidates to secure access to Georgia’s 

Republican presidential primary election ballot that make it impossible for 

presidential candidates to associate with Georgia Republican voters to solicit their 

public support to secure access to Georgia’s 2020 Republican presidential primary 

election ballot. 

 53. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) prevents access 

to Georgia’s Republican presidential primary election ballot to candidates who can 

demonstrate a significant modicum of support necessary to require ballot access. 

 54. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) imposes 

Georgia’s most severe ballot access restrictions on presidential candidates. 
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 55. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) prevents Plaintiff 

from associating with Georgia Republican voters to select delegate and alternate 

delegates to the 2020 Republican National Convention for presidential candidates 

free from the political stain of impeachment proceedings. 

 56. Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) exceeds ballot 

access requirements permitted under the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the 

United States Constitution. 

 57. Accordingly, Georgia Election Code, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010) 

violates rights guaranteed to Plaintiff and the Republican voters of Georgia under 

the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution for which 

Plaintiff requests emergency preliminary and permanent declaratory and injunctive 

relief against Defendant’s continued enforcement of Georgia Election Code, 

O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010). 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court: 

 (A) Enter emergency preliminary injunctive relief against Defendant from 

enforcing Georgia Election Code O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010)  in the 2020 Georgia 

Republican presidential primary election; 

 (B) Require Defendant to print the name of Plaintiff De La Fuente on the 

2020 Georgia Republican presidential primary election ballot; 
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 (C) Enter permanent injunctive relief against Defendant from enforcing 

Georgia Election Code O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010)  in future presidential primary 

elections; 

 (D) Declare Georgia Election Code O.C.G.A. § 21-2-193 (2010)  

unconstitutional; 

 (E) Award Plaintiff the cost of this action together with Plaintiff’s 

reasonable attorney fees and expenses pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988; and, 

 (F) Retain jurisdiction of this action and grant Plaintiff such other relief 

which in the determination of this Honorable Court to be necessary and proper. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

 

Dated:  November 22, 2019  CHANCO SCHIFFER LAW, LLC  

      /s/ Douglas B. Chanco, Esq. 
DOUGLAS B. CHANCO, ESQ. 

      Ga. Bar No. 139711 
      JOSHUA G. SCHIFFER, ESQ. 
      Ga. Bar No. 642727 
        3355 Lenox Rd. NE  Ste. 750 
       Atlanta, Georgia 30326 
       Telephone: 404.842.0909 
         Facsimile:  404.719.4273 
         doug@csfirm.com     
      josh@csfirm.com 
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IMPG ADVOCATES, INC.

316 HILt STREET SUITE 1O2O

MOUNTVILLE, PENNSYLVANTA 17554
717.615.2030

Direct Dial: 712.681.9344
zu!$os$@gomc.Fs!"net

civil Rights ' lnternational Law . Antitrust . Election Law. ()omplex Litigation

Oct<rber 23,2019

IMMEDIA]IE ATTENT]IOI{ REO UI]STED

Secretary Brad Raffensperger
Gerlrgia Secretary of State
214 State Capitol
Atlantao GA 30334
Phone: (844) 753-7525

Attorney General Christopher M. Carr
Georgia Attorney General
40 Capitol Square, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30334
Phone: (404) 656-3300
Fax: (404) 657-8733

VIA F'IRST CLASS MAIL

Dear Secretary Raffensperger & Attomey General Carr:

I write thisr letter as litigation counsel to Roque De La Fuente, who is a candidate for the 2020Republican pilrty nomination for the office of iresident of the lJnited States, in a sincere effort toavoid litigation under 42 u's'c. $ 198i3' Mr. De La Fuente's eiection lawyers have uncovered a iikelyunconstitutional provision in Georgia's Election code which we believe violates the presidential
Qualifications clause of Article II, section 1, clause 5 of the Urrited States constitution (hereinafterthe "Qualifications clause"), which enumerates the exclusive substantive requirements to hold theoffice of president.

Georgia Election code o.c.G .A. 5 2r-2-.rg3 (2}I})provides that candidates seekin gthe 2020Republican presidential nornination may only appear on c.o.giu's primary election ballot if, inrelevant partt'hrat: "Not later than Novr:mUer-t of tne y"u. pr"r.Aing the year in which a presidentialpreference primary is to be held, the state executive committee of each party which is to conduct apresidential preference prim.ary shall subrnit to the Secretary of State a list of the names of thecandidates of such party to appear on the presidential preference primary ballot. . ..,, Accordingly, inaddition to the exclusive list of requirements to hLold the office of president under the eualificationsClause, Georgia imposes the additional substantive qualification tlat an otherwise qualified candidatemay only appear on its ballot to contest for Georgia's delegates to the Republican Nationalconvention, ifl and only if his name is forwardei to th. GZorgia. Secretary of state fbr inclusion onGeorgia's taxpayer financed presidential preference p.imary election ballot.

As you may be awate, fe<lera.l courtr;,have_unanimously declared state statutes imposingqualifications 1;o appear on their ballot.[or federal office in addition to those enumerated in the relevantconstitutional text to be unconstitutional. see, e.g., (J.s. Term Limits, Inc. v. Thornton,5r4rJ.s.77g(1995) (holding term limit statute violated. congressional Qualification clause); schaefer v. Townsend,

1l{}agcr
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215 F'3d 1031 (91. cir' 2000) (hoidi.g that astate residency requirement violated congressional
Quaiifications clause and,thatany su6stantive state imposed barrier to ballot access for federalcandidates not tethered to regulating the mechznics of the conduct of the election or for the candidateto show a modicum of support violated the relevant constitutional qualification clauses ); shub v.simpson'76 A'2d332 (Md" 1950) (holcling a loyalty outh-r.quired for ballot access fbr federal officeviolated relevant qualification clauses).

'rhe most recent example of Qualifi:l,ig5 clause jurisprudence is De La Fuente v padilla,2:19-cv-
01659-MCE-DB (E'D' Ca' october 1,2}|g),where tutr. o. La Fuente successfully challenged theconstitutiona'lity, on a motion for preltiminaiy injunction, of california's attempt to force presidentialcandidates to file 5 years' worth of ferderal income tax returns with the secretary of State as arequirement to appear on California'sipresidential primary election ballot. It should be noted, as willbe highlighted in any future federal litigation, that'President Trump joined in the argument that anystate imposed additional requirement to appear on a presidential primary election ballot amounts to anunconstitutional additional qualification. Lam confident that any attempt to manipulate Georgia,s2020 primaU election ballot through the imposition of additional qualifications to protect president
Trump from a legitimate ptimaty contest will be viewed with increased sk"pticism by a federal judgegiven President Trump's litigation stance in califomia district court challenging an additionalqualification that threatened his access to a presidential primary ballot.

unlike the tax returns at issue in the successlul california challenge, the Georgia statute imposes asubstantive brallot access restriction which imposes an absolute bar fi-om the ballot which candidate DeLa Fuente catrnot overcome by the production of any document in the possession of candidate De LaFuente' De La Fuente's access to Georgia's 2020 pr.rio.rriiai preference primary ballot is whollycontingent on decision-made wholly ouiside his control through the challenged state statute. It isprecisely because the State of Georgia. imposes 1.he requirement of o.c.G.A. s 2r-2-1g3 in a statecontrolled and mandated presidential preference primary fharthe requirement implicates anunconstitutional additional qualificatiirn.

I am requesting an immediate writt,en guarantee that presidential candidate De La Fuente willappear on Georgia's 2020 R'epublican presidential preference primary election ballot upon satisfactionof any other statutory requirements, o., itr th. alternative, ttrat itre requirement of O.C.G.A . S 2l-2-lg3will not be en.lorced-to prevent any candidate fro,m upp*ti"g on their respective party,s presidentialprimary election ballot.

Please advise of your position prior to October 2g^ 2019.

Cieorgia Republican p arty
Roque De La Fuente

2l['' a.y,t:
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The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as
required by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is
required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.  Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of
Court for each civil complaint filed.  The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows:

I.(a) Plaintiffs-Defendants.  Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant.  If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use 
only the full name or standard abbreviations.  If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and 
then the official, giving both name and title.

   (b) County of Residence.  For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the 
time of filing.  In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing.  (NOTE: In land 
condemnation cases, the county of residence of the "defendant" is the location of the tract of land involved.)

   (c) Attorneys.  Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record.  If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting
in this section "(see attachment)".

II.  Jurisdiction.  The basis of jurisdiction is set forth under Rule 8(a), F.R.Cv.P., which requires that jurisdictions be shown in pleadings.  Place an "X" 
in one of the boxes.  If there is more than one basis of jurisdiction, precedence is given in the order shown below.
United States plaintiff.  (1) Jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1345 and 1348.  Suits by agencies and officers of the United States are included here.
United States defendant.  (2) When the plaintiff is suing the United States, its officers or agencies, place an "X" in this box.
Federal question.  (3) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1331, where jurisdiction arises under the Constitution of the United States, an amendment 
to the Constitution, an act of Congress or a treaty of the United States.  In cases where the U.S. is a party, the U.S. plaintiff or defendant code takes 
precedence, and box 1 or 2 should be marked.
Diversity of citizenship.  (4) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1332, where parties are citizens of different states.  When Box 4 is checked, the 
citizenship of the different parties must be checked.  (See Section III below; NOTE: federal question actions take precedence over diversity 
cases.)

III.  Residence (citizenship) of Principal Parties.  This section of the JS 44 is to be completed if diversity of citizenship was indicated above.  Mark this
section for each principal party.

IV. Nature of Suit.  Place an "X" in the appropriate box.  If there are multiple nature of suit codes associated with the case, pick the nature of suit code 
that is most applicable.  Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions.  

V. Origin.  Place an "X" in one of the seven boxes.
Original Proceedings.  (1) Cases which originate in the United States district courts.
Removed from State Court.  (2) Proceedings initiated in state courts may be removed to the district courts under Title 28 U.S.C., Section 1441.  
Remanded from Appellate Court.  (3) Check this box for cases remanded to the district court for further action.  Use the date of remand as the filing 
date.
Reinstated or Reopened.  (4) Check this box for cases reinstated or reopened in the district court.  Use the reopening date as the filing date.
Transferred from Another District.  (5) For cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1404(a).  Do not use this for within district transfers or 
multidistrict litigation transfers.
Multidistrict Litigation – Transfer.  (6) Check this box when a multidistrict case is transferred into the district under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 1407. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Direct File.  (8) Check this box when a multidistrict case is filed in the same district as the Master MDL docket. 
PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS NOT AN ORIGIN CODE 7.  Origin Code 7 was used for historical records and is no longer relevant due to 
changes in statue.

VI. Cause of Action.  Report the civil statute directly related to the cause of action and give a brief description of the cause.  Do not cite jurisdictional 
statutes unless diversity.  Example: U.S. Civil Statute: 47 USC 553  Brief Description: Unauthorized reception of cable service

VII. Requested in Complaint.  Class Action.  Place an "X" in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P.
Demand.  In this space enter the actual dollar amount being demanded or indicate other demand, such as a preliminary injunction.
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded.

VIII. Related Cases.  This section of the JS 44 is used to reference related pending cases, if any.  If there are related pending cases, insert the docket 
numbers and the corresponding judge names for such cases.

Date and Attorney Signature.  Date and sign the civil cover sheet.
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