No. 24-621

In the
Supreme Court of the United States

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN SENATORIAL COMMITTEE, ET AL.,

Petitioners,
V.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, ET AL.,

Respondents.

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

JOINT MOTION OF COURT-APPOINTED AMICUS CURIAE AND
INTERVENORS DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE, ET AL.
FOR DIVIDED ARGUMENT

Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 28.4, Court-Appointed Amicus Curiae
(Amicus) and the Democratic National Committee, et al. (Intervenors), respectfully
move for divided argument. Amicus and Intervenors propose that Amicus be
allocated 15 minutes for oral argument, followed by 15 minutes allocated to
Intervenors. This allocation of time will not require any enlargement of argument
time.

This case involves a First Amendment challenge to 52 U.S.C. § 30116(d)’s
limits on the amount of money “[t]he national committee of a political party” may
spend in coordination with a candidate for federal office. On December 4, 2024,
petitioners sought certiorari in this Court. After President Trump took office, federal

respondents abandoned the position they had taken in the Sixth Circuit, agreed with



petitioners that Section 30116(d)’s limits are unconstitutional, and urged the Court
to grant certiorari. On May 30, 2025, the Democratic National Committee,
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, and Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee moved to intervene to defend the judgment. The Court granted
the petition, appointed Amicus to defend the court of appeals’ judgment, and granted
Intervenors’ motion to intervene.

On August 21, 2025, federal respondents moved for divided argument with
petitioners and suggested that “the Court divide the remaining 30 minutes between
the Court-appointed amicus curiae and intervenors in accordance with any motion”
filed. Dividing argument between Amicus and Intervenors would provide the Court
with additional perspectives on the proper resolution of this case and the
constitutionality of Section 30116(d). Among other things, Amicus has raised a
number of distinct jurisdictional arguments that will be addressed at argument. As
such, divided argument would materially assist the Court in its resolution of the

questions presented.
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