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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH,

CENTRAL DIVISION

NAVAJO NATION, a federally recognized
Indian tribe, et al.,

JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs,

V.
Case No. 2:12-CV-00039-RJS-DBP
SAN JUAN COUNTY, a Utah
governmental subdivision, Judge Robert J. Shelby

Defendant. Magistrate Judge Dustin B. Pead

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

1. Plaintiffs have prevailed on their First and Fourth Claims for Relief.! Remedial relief on
these claims has mooted the remainder of Plaintiffs’ claims.?

2. The court has adopted remedial School Board and County Commission Districts and ordered
their use in the 2018 elections.® The court also ordered that elections be held for all seats on
the School Board and County Commission in 2018, and that the County resume staggered
elections in 2020.* The County shall, therefore, immediately implement these remedial
districts as prescribed. These plans shall be the exclusive, lawful redistricting plans for use in

the County until, at the earliest, data from the 2020 census are released.

! See dkt. 312 (finding San Juan County Commission District 3 racially gerrymandered in violation of the
Equal Protection Clause); dkt. 280 (concluding the School Board election districts violated the one-person, one-vote
requirement of the Equal Protection Clause).

2 See dkt. 441 (adopting remedial districts for both the School Board and County Commission election
districts).

%l
*Id. at 36-39.
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3. In 2018, during the regular Primary and General Elections, the County shall adhere to
election deadlines dictated by Utah law for all dates and deadlines associated with the 2018
election cycle unless otherwise directed by the court.

The remaining motions pending in the case are DENIED as moot. The Clerk of Court is directed

to close the case.

SO ORDERED this 11th day of January, 2018.

BY THE COURT:

ROBERT
United Sta#s District Judge

® Plaintiffs request the court retain continuing jurisdiction in this case until 2040 and maintain the action as
active on the court’s docket. See dkt. 430. The court declines to retain jurisdiction except as necessary to enforce its
Orders in this case.



