FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT WAy 1 ¢ 205
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS  yiggsk, u.s. %,CT CcouaT
DiIs

SAN ANTONIO DIVISION -8y T OF TEXAS

‘ DEPUTY CLERK
LULAC OF TEXAS, MEXICAN
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION OF
HOUSTON, TEXAS (MABAH), ANGIE
GARCIA, BERNARDO J. GARCIA,
ELVIRA RIOS, ROGER ROCHA,
ROSARIO VERA, and RAYMUNDO
VELARDE,

Plaintiffs,
VS. CIVIL CAUSE NO. SA-08-CA-389-FB

STATE OF TEXAS and TEXAS
DEMOCRATIC PARTY,

OB OB LON LOR YO LON OB SO O YO O IR U O O LON

Defendants.

ORDER AND ADVISORY

Before the Court are: (1) Plaintiffs’ Original Complaint filed May 9, 2008 (docket #1); (2)
Plaintiffs’ Motion and Memorandum for Temporary' Injunction filed May 14, 2008 (docket #3);
(3) Defendant, Texas Democratic Party’s Motion to Dismiss filed May 15, 2008 (docket #4); (4)
Defendant, Texas Democratic Party’s Brief in Support of Its Motion to Dismiss and In Opposition
to Injunctive Relief filed May 15, 2008 (docket #5), and (5) Defendant State of Texas’ Motion
to Dismiss with Brief in Support filed May 15, 2008 (docket #6).

Plaintiffs’ Motion for Temporary Injunction is currently set for a hearing on Monday, May
19, 2008, at 9:30 a.m. The Court presumes plaintiffs will want to respond in writing to the
defendants’ pleadings filed May 15, 2008. The Court will then need time to review the already

voluminous documents, presently totaling approximately 300 pages, with more likely to come.

! The correct federal nomenclature is Preliminary Injunction. FED.R. Civ.P. 65.




While the Court realizes time is of the essence in this case, the Court wants to perform its

task thoroughly, correctly, and in an orderly fashion. At this time, the Court sees no reason for
a hearing with testimony. Moreover, numerous gallons of $4.00 a gallon gasoline would be
expended for a significant number of persons to appear with the result being an oral presentation
of the already written arguments. |

Accordingly, the hearing currently set for Monday, May 19, 2008, at 9:30 a.m. is
CANCELLED. Based on the written briefs already filed and to be filed, and the Court’s own
independent research, the Court intends to rule on the applicability of 28 U.S.C. § 2284 (three-
judge court) to this case, whether plaintiffs’ are entitled to the injunctive relief sought, and the
merits of the case unless it becomes clear in court testimony is necessary.

It is so ORDERED.

SIGNED this /& day of Ma , 2008.
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/FRED BIERY

/ UNITED STATES DISFRICT JUDGE




