March 3, 2023
VIA E-MAIL

Laura Theanachor

CREW

1331 F Street NW

Suite 900

Washington, DC 20004
liheanachor(@citizensforethics.org

RE: FOIA Request No. DOC-0IG-2023-001278, Referral from CRM-301664563 (CREW v.
DOJ, No. 22-cv-00254 (D.D.C.))

Dear Ms. Theanachor:

This letter is regarding your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request, CRM-301664563,
received by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) on July 23, 2021, and referred in part to the
Department of Commerce, Office of Inspector General (OIG) on February 21, 2023, for direct
response by our office. The tracking number for the portion of your request that was referred to
the OIG is DOC-0OIG-2023-001278. Please refer to this number in all correspondence with our
office regarding your request. Your request sought the following from DOJ:

1. “All records relating to the U.S. Department of Commerce Office of Inspector
General (“Commerce OIG”) referral to DOJ’s Public Integrity Section concerning its
findings that former Secretary of Commerce Wilbur Ross ‘misrepresented the full
rationale for the reinstatement of the citizenship question’ in the 2020 Decennial
Census ‘during his March 20, 2018, testimony before the House Committee on
Appropriations and again in his March 22, 2018, testimony before the House
Committee on Ways and Means.’

2. All records relating to DOJ’s decision to decline prosecution of Wilbur Ross
following the Commerce OIG’s referral, including but not limited to records
reflecting the final decision not to prosecute Mr. Ross and the rationale for that
decision.”

DOJ’s February 21, 2023 referral contained 521 pages of records for review and processing
under FOIA and direct response to you.

In processing the 521 pages for direct response, we considered the foreseeable harm standard
when reviewing the records and applying FOIA exemptions. After consultation with DOJ’s
Criminal Division, it was determined that the 521 pages may be released to you as follows:

e Five hundred sixteen (516) pages may be released to you in full;
e Two (2) pages must be withheld in part under FOIA exemption (b)(6) and (b)(7)(C).
e Three (3) pages contained redactions in the original.



Although I am aware that your request is the subject of ongoing litigation (CREW v. DOJ, No.
22-cv-00254 (D.D.C.)) and that appeals are often not acted on in such situations, I am required
by statute and regulation to inform you of your right to file an administrative appeal of this
determination. If you wish to file an administrative appeal, it must be received within ninety (90)
calendar days of the date of this response letter.

An appeal may be sent by e-mail to FOIA@oig.doc.gov or by FOIAonline, if you have an
account in FOIAonline, at https://www.foiaonline.gov/foiaonline/action/public/request.

An appeal may also be sent to the following office:

Counsel to the Inspector General

U.S. Department of Commerce

Office of Inspector General, Office of Counsel
14th and Constitution Avenue, N.W.

Room 7898C

Washington, D.C. 20230

The DOC OIG FOIA staff is currently operating at a remote capacity only. Processing of paper
copies of FOIA requests and or appeals sent via mail or other carrier will be subject to delays.

Any appeal should include a copy of the original request and this letter. In addition, it should
include a statement of the reasons why you believe that the determination was in error. The
appeal letter, the envelope, and the e-mail subject line should be clearly marked "Freedom of
Information Act Appeal." The e-mail account and FOIAonline are monitored only on working
days during normal business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Eastern Time, Monday through
Friday). FOIA appeals posted to the e-mail account or FOIAonline after normal business hours
will be deemed received on the next normal business day. If the 90th calendar day falls on a
Saturday, Sunday, or legal public holiday, an appeal received by 5:00 p.m., Eastern Time, the
next business day will be deemed timely. An appeal received after the 90-day limit will not be
considered.

If you have any questions or concerns or would like to discuss any aspect of your request, you
may contact me, the OIG FOIA Public Liaison, or Laura Main, Government Information
Specialist, by phone at (202) 794-8066 or via e-mail at FOIA@oig.doc.gov.

In addition, you may contact the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS) at the
National Archives and Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services
they offer. The contact information for OGIS is as follows:



Office of Government Information Services

National Archives and Records Administration

8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS

College Park, Maryland 20740-6001

E-mail at ogis(@nara.gov

Telephone at (202) 741-5770; toll free at 1 (877) 684-6448; facsimile at (202) 741-5769

Sincerely, o
JENNIFER  Dgibsome®
PIEL e
Jennifer Piel

FOIA Officer

Enclosures
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From: (b) (6), (b) (7)(C) DIGKOIUEI@oig.doc.gov>

To: "Gee, Todd (CRM)" RIRERIER)@crm.usdoj.gov>

Date: Tue, 28 Jan 2020 18:26:27 +0000

Attachments: 19-0728 Timeline IRF Attachs 26 - 43 (minus 27 28 34 37) .zip (10.93 MB)
Mr. Gee,

2" portion of attachments.

Thanks,

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

pecial Agen

Office of the Inspector General
U.S. Department of Commerce
1401 Constitution Ave NW

Washington. DC 20230
office (IS

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message is intended only for the named recipients. It
contains information that may be confidential, privileged, attorney work-product, or otherwise
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you received this message in error, are not a
named recipient, or are not the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to a
named recipient, be advised that any review, disclosure, use, dissemination, distribution, or
reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. Please notify us
immediately that you received this message in error, and delete the message.
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That citizenship question on the 2020 Census? Kobach
says he pitched it to Trump

BYBRYANLOWRY

MARCH 27, 2018 02:01 PM, UPDATED MARCH 27, 2018 08:38 PM

PetCoOff Aisnmaonintmd

VIDEOS
U.S. District Judge Julie Robinson will rule whether fo hold Kris Kobach in contempt of court and, separately, on a case
that will determine whether thousands can cast ballots in November. BY
Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach encouraged President Donald Trump to add a question about
citizenship status to the U.S. Census during the early weeks of Trump’s presidency.
More than a year later, Trump’s administration has moved to enact that exact policy for the 2020 census, Galloway releases video announcin

run for Missouri governor
“I won’t go into exact detail, but I raised the issue with the president shortly after he was inaugurated,”

Kobach said Tuesday.
TOP ARTICLES
KC teen talks about what it’s like to
live in fear as an undocumented
immigrant
VIEW MORE VIDEQ
By continuing to use this site, you give your consent to our use of cookies for analytics, personalization and ads. Read more X
https://www.kansascity.com/news/politics-government/article20700758 1 .html 8/15/2019
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Chiefs fan alters Patrick Mahomes’
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Kobach, a Republican candidate for Kansas governor who is_running on a platform focused on
immigration, also published & column in January on Breitbart calling for Trump to reinstate the question
to the Census.

“It’1l allow our nation to know how many citizens we have. ... Every sovereign nation should know that,” SARAH HYL.. "BLLS
Kobach said, contending that after 1950 the country has had to rely on less accurate estimates about the
number of citizens.

The Commerce Department, which administers the Census, noted Monday that the citizenship question
was included on almost every census from 1820 to 1950. surgical center

Kobach said the question was then moved from the Census' short form to its long form, which is more
detailed but has a lower response rate, until 2010, when it was moved to the annual American
Community Survey.

increasing your
tax knowledge could
ts, Kobach increase your income,

immediately after the announcement of the question's

addition to the next Census.

Love calculations
rsation?
"We're prepared to do what we must to protect California from a deficient census,” Becerra said. f{;::g:;l s il
"Including a citizenship question on the 2020 census is not just a bad idea — it is illegal." may be for you. i

Asked about the California lawsuit, Kobach replied that it “demonstrates you can get elected to attorney | LEARNMORE
general without knowing anything about the law.”

https://www.kansascity.com/news/politics-government/article20700758 1 .html 8/15/2019
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Kobach said that adding the question would give the country more reliable data about the number of
illegal immigrants in the U.S.

He also contended that adding the question would give states more accurate data about the number of
eligible voters who are registered.

“With actual data, we will know here are the number of citizens over the age of 18,” he said. “...We'll
get a better estimate. We just want to know if a state is lagging behind.”

Kobach spent much of this menth in a federal courthouse defending his office against 2 lawsuit from the
American Civil Liberti which challenged a Kansas law that requires voters to provide proof of
citizenship, such as a passport or birth certificate, to register to vote.

K , from getting on the voter rolls, but the ACLU contends
that the law actually blocks many rightful voters from registering. Kobach said the Census data would not
be relevant to the pending case.

“It’s not about me and Kansas. It’s about the nation. It just gives us better numbers,” he said.

Dale Ho, the lead attorney for the ACLU in the pending case, said on Twitter that the “change to the
Census is born from the same toxic mix of xenophobia and voter suppression” as Kansas’ proof of
citizenship law.

But he also voiced skepticism in Kobach’s role in steering the Trump administration to adopt it,
contending that Kobach has a “history of self-aggrandizing puffery.”

White House press secretary Sarah Huckabee Sanders downplayed Trump’s direct role in adopting the
policy during her Tuesday briefing.

“This is something that the Department of Commerce oversees, but it also takes into account suggestions
and recommendations from the Department of Justice and others. The Department of Justice certainly
played a role in this process,” Huckabee Sanders told reporters.

“The White House supports it, but the decision was made at the department level.”

Ho noted in an email that five former Census bureau directors, who served in both Democratic and
Republican administrations, “have spoken out strongly against this last-minute, untested change to the
Census, because it will drive down responses in immigrant communities.”

He said based on the recent trial, which featured numerous fights about voter data, he is not surprised the
Kobach “is so ill-informed about how surveys work and what makes them reliable.”

Kobach appears to belicve that a person’s response to the Census question will be accurate, but that same
logic does not apply to his thinking on voter registration forms for which he demands additional
documents before he accepts a person’s answer to the citizenship question.

His spokeswoman, Samantha Poetter, responded in an email to a follow-up question about the difference
between the two forms.

“Because with voter registration you are secking something and you have to answer one way in order to
get it,” Poetter said. “So there is an incentive to give an answer for the outcome you seek. With a census
form there is no right answer.”

The Star’s Lindsay Wise contributed to this report.

Bryan Lowry: 816-234-4077, @BryanLowry3

_Comments
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Award-winning chocolatier is leaving the Plaza and
headed to L.eawood for expansion

AUGUST 15, 2019

The Plaza shop, at 418 Nichols Road, is scheduled to close on Aug. 29 and then reopen in Park Place, 11555
Ash St., in late September.
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US move halts release of Iranian tanker held in Gibraltar
AUGUST 15, 2019 08:23 AM
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US productivity grew a healthy 2.3% rate in 2nd gquarter

AUGUST 18, 2018 08:06 AM
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STEPHANIE HOFELLER

May 17, 2019
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11
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14
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Videographers
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PROCEEDINGS

THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going on the record
at 9:38 am. Today's date is May the 17th,
2019. This begins the video deposition of
Stephanie Hofeller taken in the matter of
Common Cause, et al., versus David Lewis, in
his Official Capacity As Senior Chairman of
the House Select Committee on Redistrict -
Redistricting, et al. This is filed in the
General Court of Justice, Superior Court
Division, in Wake County, North Carolina,
Case Number 18 CVS 014001.

If counsel will please identify
yourselves for the record and whom you
represent and then our court reporter will
swear in our witness.

MR. JONES: Stanton Jones from Arnold &
Porter for the plaintiffs.

MR. SPEAS: Eddie Speas with Poyner
Spruill for the plaintiffs.

MR. COX: Paul Cox with the North
Carolina Attorney General's Office for the
State Board of Elections.

MR. BRANCH: John Branch with Shanahan
Law Group for the intervenor defendants.

MR. FARR: Tom Farr with Ogletree
Deakins for the def- -- legislative
defendants.
MS. SCULLY: Elizabeth Scully with
BakerHostetler for the legislative
defendants.
MR. SPARKS: Tom Sparks representing
the deponent, Stephanie Hofeller.
* F ok *k
STEPHANIE HOFELLER,
having been first sworn or affirmed by the court
reporter and Notary Public to tell the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, testified
as follows:
EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:
Q. Good morning, Ms. Hofeller.
A. Hello.
Q. TI'm Stanton Jones from Arnold & Porter and I
represent the plaintiffs in this lawsuit.
Would you please state your full name for the
record.
A. Stephanie Louise Hofeller.
Q. Excellent. And am I right that you
previously went by what I believe is a

12
13
14
15
16
17
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married name of Stephanie Hofeller Lizon?

A. It was actually Stephanie Louise Lizon.

Q. Okay. And now you -- you've dropped the
Lizon; you just go by Stephanie Hofeller?

A. That's right.

Q. And that's your maiden name?

A. Correct.

Q. Excellent. Okay. I'll go over some brief
ground rules for the deposition today if
that's okay.

A. Yes.

Q. So you understand that you've taken an oath
to tell the truth today?

A. Ido.

Q. Great. And the court reporter is taking down
everything that we say so let's try not to
talk over one another. If you let me finish
my question, I will let you finish your
answer. Does that make sense?

A. Acknowledged, yes.

Q. Your -- your counsel may object to some of my
questions today and - and that's fine.
Un- -- you understand that unless he
instructs you not to answer a question, you
should let him state his objection for the

record and then you'll go ahead and answer?

A. Yes, I understand that.

Q. Great. Is there any reason that you couldn't
give complete, accurate, and truthful
testimony today?

A. No.

Q. And if you want a break, just let me know.

We'll finish the question and answer that

we're doing and -- and happy to take a break

whenever you'd like, okay?
All right. Thanks,
‘What state do you live in?
Kentucky.
Great. So you don't live in North Carolina?
That's correct.

. Okay. And where you live in Kentucky, how

ar is it from where we are in Raleigh?

A. It's about a ten- or 11-hour drive.

Q. Okay. Do you know, roughly how many miles is
it?

A. Roughly 650, something like that, I think.

Q. Okay. And can you tell me, who - who are
your parents?

A. My father is Thomas Brooks Hofeller and my
mother is Kathleen Hartsough Hofeller.

eroro

8

DISCOVERY COURT REPORTERS

www.discoverydepo.com

2 (Pages 5 to 8)
1-919-424-8242
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Q. Great. So I have some questions about the
subpoena that you received in this case. Is
that okay?

A. Yes.

Q. Great. So earlier this year you received a
subpoena from the plaintiffs in this case; is
that right?

A. That's correct.

Q. Okay.

MR. JONES: Mark this.
(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 1 was marked for
identification.)

BY MR. JONES:

Q. I'mshowing you what's been marked as Exhibit
1. Do you recognize this document as the
subpoena that you received from the
plaintiffs in this case?

A. Yes. Yes, Ido.

Q. Okay. And do you see on the first page under
name and address of person subpoenaed on the
left side toward the top it says, Stephanie
Hofeller Lizon? That - that's you, correct?

A. That is me.

Q. Okay. Great. And it says, care of Tom
Sparks, Esquire. That's -- that's your

attorney, correct?

A. That's my attorney.

Q. Great. Okay. And if you look down in the
handwritten portion where there's a date and
a signature, do you see it's dated February
13th, 2019?

A. Ido.

Q. Okay. And is -- does -- is that around the
time that you recall receiving this subpoena?

A. Yes.

Q. When you received the subpoena, did you take
a look at it?

A. Yeah.

Q. Great.

A. Tgotitin a electronic format initially
from my attorney because I wasn't actually in
the state at that moment, but I was shortly
after that.

Q. Great. And if you flip a couple of pages
ahead to what's -- what's marked as Page 2 at
the bottom of the page, do you see where it
says, list of documents and things to be
produced pursuant to this subpoena?

A. Yes,Ido.

Q. Okay. And when you received this subpoena in

10
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oW N e

o u

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

May 17, 2019

February, did you review this - this list of
documents and things that were -- were asked
to be produced?

A. Yes,Idid.

Q. Okay. And did -- did you understand that the
subpoena was requesting any electronic
storage devices that had any of your father's
work drawing maps for the North Carolina
legislature?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Did you have any materials that were
responsive to these requests in the subpoena?

A. Tdid.

Q. Okay. And -- and were -- am I right that
those were electronic storage devices?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay.

A. External hard drives and ad -- I don't know
what the proper -- or what people prefer to
call them, ad-stick, thumb drive, external
storage devices to be used as backup
principally.

Q. Okay. So --so the materials that you had
that were responsive to the requests in the
subpoena were -- were external hard drives

11

and external what we'll call thumb drives?

A. That's correct.

Q. Okay. Great.

A. Nothing that -- that appeared to have been
pulled out from an already assembled
computer. These were all, you know, backup
devices.

Q. Okay. These were all external devices that
you would need to plug into a computer some
way -

A. Correct.

Q. --tolook at them? Okay. Am Iright that
these storage devices had previously belonged
to your father?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay.

A. And mother.

Q. And -- and you understood that the storage
devices contained your father's work on North
Carolina legislative maps?

MS. SCULLY: Objection to form,
leading. You can answer.

A. Tt was -- at what point you - I would have
to -- to ask you to clarify at what point
it — it was or wasn't clear. Iknew — when

12

DISCOVERY COURT REPORTERS

www.discoverydepo.com

3 (Pages 9 to 12)
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I first saw them I knew that they were all
belonging to my father and mother. I wasn't
really sure which of them, if any, would have
anything involving his work in North Carolina
or elsewhere.

Q. Gotit. Let -- let's focus on the time when

you received the subpoena and you --

A. Oh, at that point, yes, I did know that it

contained -- that all of those devices had at
least - at least one or two -- at least one

or two files that would -- that were labeled
in a -- in a way that it was obvious that
they pertained to my father's work
redistricting in North Carolina.

Q. And did you send the storage devices -- those

storage devices that we've been discussing to
the plaintiffs' lawyers in response to the
subpoena?

A. Yes, Idid.
Q. Okay. Do you recall roughly when you sent

them?

A. Iremember it was about a month after I

Q.

received the subpoena. Originally, I - my
intention was to - to bring them physically
to Raleigh, but I got delayed and it was then

13

decided that it would be best for preserving
the integrity of - of the evidence that it
would be going straight to a third party.
Great. And I'll represent to you that I
received the materials you sent on March
13th. Does that sound about right in terms
of —

A. That does.

Q.

-- the time?

A. That does, actually. Where - where I was in

Kentucky, I couldn't even find a FedEx
office. Ihad to go -- [ had to go down the
highway. I was surprised.
MR. JONES: Can we mark this?
(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 2 was marked for
identification.)

BY MR. JONES:

Q.

A.
Q.

I'm showing you what's been marked as Exhibit
2. On the -- you can take a moment to — to

flip through. That's fine. Go ahead.

That's...

So my first question is, if you look at the

very first page, do you -- do you recognize

the -- the photograph — the photographs

there as images of the package that you sent
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containing the storage devices in --

A. Yes.

Q. - response to the subpoena?

A. Yes, that does appear to be the box that I
sent them in, exactly.

Q. Great. And -- and on the first page, if you
look at that top picture, it's addressed to
R. Stanton Jones at Amold & Porter, LLP, at
an address in Washington, D.C. Is that the
address where you sent the package?

A. Yes.

Q. Great. And if you flap -- flip to the second
page, do you recognize those as additional
photographs of the outside of the package
that you sent with the storage devices in
response to the subpoena?

A. Yes.

Q. Ifyou flip to the third page, if you'll
focus on the bottom image, do you recognize
that as a photograph of the -- the interior
of the box that you sent to the plaintiffs'
lawyers with the storage devices in response
to the subpoena?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. If'you flip to Page 4, do you

15

recognize the image there as being one of the
thumb drives that you put in the — in the
package and sent to the plaintiffs' lawyers

in response to the subpoena?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Do you remember offhand how many
external hard drives there were and how many
thumb drives there were?

A. Iknow there were four external hard drives.

I honestly don't remember exactly how many --
you know, there were -- I - I -- there were

a couple of empty thumb drives in my -- in
my, you know, possession so I -- I was making
sure that I wasn't, you know, sending

anything wrong. These were all the ones

that -- that I got from my father, but I

don't remember exactly -- from his room, but

I don't remember exactly how many there were.
Like eight or nine, maybe, was it, or seven?

Q. SoifI--Tll represent to you that inside
the package that we received that we're
looking at photographs of there were -- there
were four external hard drives, as you said,
and also 18 thumb drives.

A. 18, yeah. Okay.

14 16
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Q. Does that seem right?

A. Yeah.

Q. Great.

A. Yeah

MR. FARR: Excuse me. Idon't mean to
interrupt and I'm new to the game, but what
were the stipulations about objections in
this case? Are all objections reserved
except for privilege and form of the
question?

MR. SPEAS: Yeah. That's the way we've
been operating so far.

MR. FARR: Okay. Thank you.

BY MR. JONES:

Q. TI'mnot going to go through every single
photograph here. There's about 50 pages of
photographs. But would you just take a
moment and flip through them and if you could
just tell me, do you recognize these as
photographs of the storage devices, both the
external hard drives and the thumb drives,
that you sent to the plaintiffs' lawyers in
response to the subpoena? Do you recognize
them that way?

A. So far, yes. It's a rainbow of colors, I

17

remember that, too. Yes, those look --all
of them I -- I remember.

Q. Great. So having flipped through all of the
photographs here, you recognize all of these
images --

A. Yes.

Q. -—asbeing -

A. I--Idon't see anything that I didn't have
my hands on and put in that package.

Q. Okay. Excellent. Would you flip to Page 23.
Do you see the image there of a storage
device with the label, NC Data?

A. Yes,Ido.

Q. Do you recall that as one of the images that

you sent?

Ido.

Or, sorry, as one of the -

One of the --

-- storage devices?

-- storage devices, yes.

Okay. Before sending all of these storage
devices to the plaintiffs' lawyers in

response to the subpoena you received, did

you alter any of the -- the contents of the

storage devices?

Lo PLO»

18
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A. No.

Q. Okay.

A. No.

Q. Did you -- did you delete any files that were
on any of the storage devices?

A. No. Iwas careful not to add or take
anything away.

Q. Did you modify any of the files in any way?

A. No.

Q. Okay. You didn't make any changes at all to
any of the files --

A. None.

Q. - on the storage devices? You have to -

A. I'msorry.

Q. Yeah. You -- you -- I'll just start over
again so we have a clean record.

A. Yes.

Q. So you -- you did not make any changes to any
of the files or data on these storage devices
before sending them to the plaintiffs'
lawyers in response to the subpoena?

A. That's correct. Idid not.

Q. Okay. You can put that to the side. So now
I have some -- some pretty basic questions
about where you got the devices from. Is

19

that okay?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Great. So, first, can you please tell
me just the month and the year when you got
these devices.

A. October 2018.

Q. Okay. And next could you please tell me just
where specifically did you get the devices
from, just the physical location for
starters?

A. The apartment where my recently deceased
father lived with my mother at Springmoor.

Q. Okay. And what is Springmoor?

A. Springmoor is a retirement community.

Q. Okay. And your father and mother had been
living in this apartment in Springmoor before
his - his death; is that right?

A. That's correct.

Q. Okay. And at the time you got these files
from the Springmoor apartment in October
2018, was your mother living there at the
time?

A. Yes, she was.

Q. Okay. Before getting the devices from the
apartment in Springmoor, did you ask your

20
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mother if it was okay to take them?

A. Yes,Idid.

Q. Okay. And did you ask her that in October
2018?

A. Yes, that -- that same day.

Q. Okay. Did your mother object to you taking
the devices?

A. No, she didn't.

Q. Okay. Did -- did -- did she say it was okay
to take the devices?

A. Yes. She encouraged me to.

Q. Okay. Sonow I'm - I'm going to back and --
and ask a few more questions just to fill in
some additional details about when and where
you got the devices, okay?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. When did you first learn that your
father had died?

A. September 30th, 2018.

Q. Okay. And when you — when you learned of
his death -- and -- and I'll say for the
record, I'm -- I'm sorry for your -- for the
loss.

When you learned of your father's death,
did you contact your mother?

21

A. Yes.

Q. Did --did you go to visit her then?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And -- and did you go to visit her in
Raleigh at the Springmoor apartment in
October 2018?

A. Yes,Idid

Q. And at that time when you were there at the
Springmoor apartment in Raleigh in October
2018 visiting your mother, did - did you
go — did you and your mother go through some
of your father's things?

A. There wasn't much to go through. Most of
what there even was in there was what was
left out, really. There were a couple of
desk drawers. I -- there were a couple of
keepsakes of mine that I was looking for, but
one of the main reasons that I was looking
was because when I walked in the door to his
room, immediately I saw a keepsake of mine
from my childhood, a -- a jewelry box that I
had and that I had left in -- in my parents'
care. And inside of it - it was displayed
prominently right under the flag that he was
buried with and -- well, not with but the

22
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flag that draped his coffin and a picture of
my grandparents and inside the box was
everything exactly as T had leftit. SoI

took that to mean that I was supposed to look
for other things and so I started -- I -- I
thought there was a chance that there might
have been something specifically for me as in
a note or a message of some sort that I would
find.

Q. Okay. And -- and was that when you found the
storage devices that we've been discussing?

A. Itwas in that same incident, yes, that -
that same evening.

Q. Okay. And where in the apartment were the
storage devices?

A. They were on a shelf in my father's room.

Q. Okay. Were they just sitting out open on the
shelf?

A. Yes, they were. There was a bag - a clear
plastic bag with the thumb drives and
ad-sticks and then there was just a stack
of — it wasn't the only thing on the shelf.

He had also some of those pullout boxes that
kind of are like drawers that had some of his
papers in there, and the — the hard drives

23

just were there in the corner of - it was

a - one of those kind of box-style book
shelves. It wasn't just a straight shelf.

Some of them had those removable drawers in
them and others were just open.

Q. Okay. But all of the four external hard
drives and the 18 thumb drives that you sent
to the plaintiffs' lawyers in response to the
subpoena were on this bookshelf in your
father’s room in the apartment at Springmoor?

A. That's right.

Q. Okay. And -- and they weren't in any sort of
safe or lockbox; they were — they were just
out?

A. That's right.

Q. Okay. Had you seen any of these storage
devices before?

A. Inasmuch as I could say later having looked
at them and when they were done, then I was
able to confirm that, yes, there were a
couple of those that I recognized from when I
was either staying with on short trips or
living with my parents in their house in
Alexandria, Virginia.

Q. Okay. And - and could you just tell me

24
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briefly how -- how did you recognize -- what
was the connection that you made to these
storage devices?

A. The -- one of them had that blue rubber
lining around it that I recognized
immediately, and I know that there could be
more than one and I also know it's a
removable cover, so -- but then it just -- it
appeared to be really what I -- what I was
looking for, really.

Q. And after getting the storage devices, when
did you ask your mother if it was okay to
take them?

A. When I noticed them, it was in a survey and
I'd first come in and -- and I was a little
overwhelmed with emotion when I first walked
into my father's room. Excuse me. So, you
know, I was sort of looking around. There
was heirloom furniture all around the
apartment and other -- other things that
belonged to my extended family, my, you know,
great-grandparents and such, so I - I sort
of took the whole thing in, had another sort
of, you know, casual, brief conversation with
my mother about how things had unfolded, and

25

it was later when I was back in there and I
also said, this is -- I think he wanted me to
have this jewelry box. And so I said, I'm
going to take that. Ts that okay? And she
said, of course. And I said, I'm going to
take these, too. I think that I'll find the
pictures and some of the things that I'm
looking for on -- on these. Can I take
these? And she said, absolutely. She -- she
said, T don't even know how to use them.

Q. Okay. Do you know if anyone else other than
you had been to your parents' apartment at
Springmoor to —- to look through or - or
potentially take any of your father’s things
before you had gotten there?

A. That was my understanding because before I
took any of those things, I specifically
asked my mother -- I said, he had a work
laptop still, yes? She said, yes. And she
said, and a work computer. And I said, okay,
did Dale come and take that stuff? She said,
yes, Dale took the laptop, Dale took the work
computer, and Dale took everything that he
wanted.

Q. And -- and who is Dale?
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A. Dalton Lamar Oldham. That was my father's
business partner, attorney. Together he and
my father were Geographic Strategies.

Q. Okay. And -- and you understood your mother
to be telling you that Mr. Oldham had come to
the apartment in Springmoor after your
father's death and taken -- is -- was it a
laptop and a desktop computer?

A. Yes. And, again, it was a -- it wasn't clear
exactly how much had - he had taken as my
father was dying that he had -- that my
father had said to him, take this. Idon't
think my mother really remembers exactly what
was there before and -- shortly before and
then shortly after his -- his death.

Q. Okay. Great. Thank you. Okay. Sonow I
have some questions just about what you did
after getting the devices, okay?

A. Ubh-huh.

Q. Great. So after getting the devices from
your parents' apartment in Springmoor, did
you consistently hold on to them until you
sent them to the plaintiffs' lawyers in
response to the subpoena?

A. Yes.

27

Q. Okay. You didn't give them to anyone else
for any period of time in there?

A. No.

Q. Okay.

A. Pmsorry Ilaugh. It's just I was so
thrilled to have some of this precious data
of mine that I would not let anyone else near
them.

Q. Great. And did - did you stay in Raleigh
then or did - did you eventually go back to
Kentucky?

A. Istayed in Raleigh for a few days that time
and then I went back to Kentucky.

Q. Okay. And - and did you take the storage
devices with you when you went back to
Kentucky?

A. Yes, Idid.

Q. Okay. And were you then able to look at any
of the -- the actual contents of the devices?

A. Ilooked at the content of some of them that
first night in my hotel room in Raleigh.

Q. Oh, okay. And did -- am I -- did you - you
connected them to a computer to be able to
look at them?

A. Yes. Yes. Thada--Thad -Thada

26 28
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laptop with me that I use. I had found a —

an appropriate cable in one - one of my
father's drawers I found a whole box of
cables and one of them was the proper adapter
for that -- for those external hard drives.

Q. Okay. And -- and when you -- when you did
connect some of the — the storage devices to
the computer to be able to look at the
contents, did -- did you see any personal
information in there like photographs or
other personal information?

A. Yes. I found specifically really what I was
looking for, which were files of mine that I
had - essentially I backed them up onto my
parents' computer when [ was visiting them
last and, actually, many times before that as
I felt that it was a really good way to
assure that they would be preserved because I
knew that my father was not —- you know, I
knew he had a tendency to - to be, you know,
careful about those things -- those kinds of
things. And, yes, I found a great many
photographs that I was looking for of my
children and other documents that were
related to my life, matters that concerned me

29

and my children, and it was -- it was - [

felt, well, I buried this treasure and that |
was getting to dig it up. I was really very
excited to see those pictures again,

pictures - also some pictures of my — of my
great-grandparents and things like that that

T had hoped that T would find copies of as
well.

Q. Gotit. So -- so some of these photographs
and other personal materials were things that
you yourself had stored on your parents'
computer years earlier when your father was
still alive; is that correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. Okay. And -- and you -- you saw some of
those materials on these storage devices?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Other than personal files like
photographs, letters, et cetera, did you see
data or files on the storage devices re- --
that related to your father's work creating
maps?

A. Yes, Idid.

Q. Okay. And I think I asked this before, but
T'll just ask it again. Before sending the

30

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
13
20
21
22
23
24
25

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

May 17, 2019

ase 8:18-cv-01570-GJH Document 139-28 Filed 06/14/19 Page 90f83

storage devices to the plaintiffs' lawyers in
this case in response to the subpoena, did
you change or manipulate any of the files on
the storage devices that related to your
father's work?

A. No, I did not.

Q. Okay. Am Iright that at some point after
getting the storage devices, you contacted
someone at the organization Common Cause; is
that right?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And do — do you remember the specific
person who you first contacted at Common
Cause?

A. [ first reached out to Bob Phillips, the
director, and it was in hopes that he might
be able — he and Common Cause might be able
to give me a referral to find an attorney for
my mother.

Q. Okay. And in the course of those discussions
with Mr. Phillips, did you -- did you discuss
these storage devices?

A. Not in that conversation, no.

Q. Okay. Did Mr. Phillips connect you to
someone else at Common Cause?

31

Yes.

Okay. And who was that?

Jane Pinsky.

Did you then have discussions with

A. Yes, I did.

Q. Okay. And in the course of those discussions
with Ms, Pinsky did you mention the storage
devices that we've been discussing?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. Okay. And did -- did you offer to -- to
provide the devices to Ms. Pinsky and Common
Cause?

A. You know, when I first brought it up it was

really just kind of an anecdotal reference to

a interview with David Daley that I had

recently read. At the end of this interview

his last statement, and it was really the —

the gist of it was about the fact that the

rejected districts had been sent for redraw

back to my father and now he was deceased and

the comment that David Daley made was, I

wonder -- I -- I think that somewhere out

there on a hard drive there's a gift for the

state legislators.

o Pror
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1 Cause and then in your initial discussions 1 A. Yes.
2 with Jane Pinsky, you were not contacting 2 Q. Okay. Then in February of -- of 2019 did you
3 them principally about these storage devices? 3 receive the subpoena from plaintiffs and
4 A. No, I was not. 4 that's when you sent the storage devices?
5 Q. Okay. Okay. Did you say you were -- you 5 A. Yes.
6 were contacting them in hopes that Common 6 Q. Okay. Did you tell anyone that you object to
7 Cause would be able to help refer you to a 7 the subpoena or that you object to providing
8 lawyer in connection with your -- with your 8 a response to the subpoena?
9 mother's situation? 5 A. No.
10 . Yes. 10 Q. Okay. Did you, in fact, have any objection
11 MR. SPARKS: Objection. 11 or problem with the subpoena or with
12 MS. SCULLY: Objection to form, 12 providing a response to the subpoena?
13 mischaracterizes the witness's testimony. 13 A. No, Ididn't.
s A. I--Tknow enough about litigation and 14 Q. Okay. Did anyone else tell you that they
135 attorneys because I'm a Hofeller. I knew 15 object to the subpoena?
16 that bias would come into play whether or not 16 A. No.
17 it was admitted. My father was often 17 Q. Did anyone else tell you that they had any
18 concerned that he would be discriminated 18 objection or problem with you providing a
19 against for his political position and took 19 response to the subpoena?
. care to know the allegiance of someone he 20 A. No.
21 chose to represent him. I was not familiar 21 Q. Did you -- did you ever speak to your mother
22 with this town. I did not know -- I knew 22 about the subpoena?
23 that -- many of the parties that were 23 A. Yes, 1did.
24 involved in the litigation surrounding my 24 Q. Okay. And did you tell her that you were
25 mother. Iknew they had significant 25 going to respond to the subpoena?
37 39
. allegiances here and I felt that the only L A. Yes. And because there were files that
2 party in Raleigh that would both believe me 2 belonged to her, I asked for her permission
3 that politics was an element and would know 3 also. Isaid - she said that she had no
4 who might be actually independent counsel for 4 problem with that. She also felt, as I did,
5 my mother -- 5 that the process would most likely be
¢ Q. Okay. Andam I right that the -- the lawyer 6 centered around provably pertinent files
7 you were seeking for your mother was in 7 anyway, but that — I -- I reassured her --
8 connection with the incompetency proceeding? 8 assured her, I should say, that she should be
9 A. Correct. 3 aware that once you -- and, again, this is
10 Q. Okay. Let's go -- go back. After you 10 something my father taught me. Once you let
1 discussed the storage devices with Ms. Pinsky u go of it, you don't have control of it
12 at Common Cause, am I right that Ms. Pinsky 12 anymore so you can't be guaranteed what will
13 then connected you directly with the 13 and won't be disclosed, so it's something you
14 plaintiffs' lawyers in this case? 14 should be prepared for when you are involved
15 A. That's correct. 15 with discovery.
16 Q. Okay. Andis that Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie? 16 Q. Okay. And in the course of that discussion
17 A. Yes. 17 with your mother, did you understand that
18 Q. Okay. Great. And did you -- did you have 18 your mother was giving you permission or her
19 conversations with them then? 18 okay to --
20 A. Yes. 20 A. Yes.
21 Q. Okay. And in the course of those 2L Q. - to-letme - let me finish the
22 conversations did you -- did you express that 22 question.
23 you wanted to provide the storage devices # A. T'msorry.
24 that you had gotten from the apartment in 24 Q. That's okay. I'll just -- I'm just going to
25 Springmoor to them? 25 ask it again, okay?
38 40
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Q. No. Do you know whose handwriting that is?

A. No.

Q. Did you personally prepare the box, label it,
put the contents in the box and send it to
Armold & Porter?

A. 1put the contents in the box, I sealed the
box, and at the FedEx office the label was
printed out and put on it in front of me.

Q. Okay. Did you send the materials directly to
Arnold & Porter or to a vendor before you
sent them to Arnold & Porter?

A. Isent them directly to Amold Porter.

Q. Did you ever send the materials toa -- a
vendor?

A. No.

Q. Turning to the -- it's marked Number 4 in
Exhibit Number 2.

A. Okay.

Q. You have that in front of you?

A. Ido.

Q. And it appears on Page Number 4 of Exhibit
Number 2 is a picture of a thumb drive. Do
you see that?

A. Ido.

Q. And on that thumb drive there are some

45

drawing — a handwritten drawing on that
thumb drive. Do you recall what material was
contained in this thumb drive?

A. Are -- are you — please clarify the - the
handwriting being the A as opposed to the
label on the drive, which is etched into the
metal, I believe.

Q. Well, let me — let me back up and ask you
this: Do you know -- on this document on the
fourth page there appears to be two
photographs. Both appear to reflect a thumb
drive. Do you know if these are two
different thumb drives or one thumb drive?

A. Tbelieve that is the two opposite sides of
the same thumb drive.

Q. Do you know that for a fact or is that
just -- you're making an assumption?

A. Tammaking an assumption.

Q. Do you know if you in -- if you ever reviewed
the information that was on this thumb drive
that appears on Page 4 of Exhibit Number 2
that you sent to Amold & Porter?

A. Tknow that I reviewed all of the drives that
I sent to - to Arnold Porter. Ido not
recall what was on which storage device.

46
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. Did you review all of the drives that you

sent to Arnold & Porter during the same day?
Yes. Yes. Maybe perhaps I had to take a

break overnight, but it was - I -- I made

sure that I was not including anything that

was mine that wasn't, you know, related to

this at all, that T hadn't mistakenly mixed

anything in, that these were all just the

files and things that had come from my

father's apartment. So that -- that's about

the extent of it.

. So if I understand you, if you found

materials on the -- in any of these thumb
drives or drives that you thought were yours
or your personal information, you removed
that information before you sent it to
Armold & Porter?
No.

MR. JONES: Objection. That
mischar- --

THE WITNESS: Oh, I'm sorry.

MR. JONES: -- mischaracterizes the
testimony.

MS. SCULLY: I --1believe --

MR. FARR: He asked -- she asked the

47

question so she can answer it.

MR. SPEAS: Tom, how many people are
representing your side in this deposition?

MR. FARR: Three.

BY MS. SCULLY:
Q. Ibelieve you testified earlier that when you

looked through the materials you took from
your father's room that you did find
information on those electronic files that
were personal to you, correct?

A. Thatis correct.
Q. Did you produce that personal information

when you sent the electronic materials to
Arnold & Porter?

A. Yes, Idid.
Q. A moment ago when you said you looked through

the electronic files before you produced them
to Arnold & Porter to make sure that nothing
that related only to you or that wasn't
relevant -- you wanted to make sure that
wasn't being produced, what did you mean by
that?

A. That wasn't what I said. What I said is |

checked them to make sure that they were my
father’s, that I hadn't mistakenly grabbed
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something from my own room, a storage device
that T would keep, use with my phone, with my
laptop, completely unrelated to this, never
having been touched by my father. That's
what I meant.

Q. Okay. Thank you for that clarification. How
many hours did it take you to go through and
review the entire contents of the materials
that you provided to Amold & Porter?

A, And please -- 1 would like to clarify that I
did not open every file. I merely observed
that this was the media that I thought it was
when I arrived at my home. So it was, oh,
two, three hours, [ think, making sure. Some
of them, you know, I -- they didn't light up
at first. T had to put them in the other USB
drive, reseat the connectors. Some -- some
of them took -- some of them were slower than
others to open, but I would say that I had
made sure that — done that last check before
putting it in the mail that I knew what I was
sending and that it was all what I was
asserting it was, and I think that process
took, yeah, maybe about two or three hours.

Q. Do you know how many files you opened during
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those two to three hours?

A. During those two to three hours I didn't open
any of the files. I merely looked in the
basic root folders on each to confirm what it
was and that it had belonged to my father
really was the point. The files on all of
these that were mine specifically as in
photographs I took, letters I wrote, those I
had looked at early on. My interest in these
drives initially was only for those. I
ignored everything else for a period of time.

Q. When you took these files from your father's
room and spoke to your mother about it,
you - in that conversation with your mother
you told her you were taking the files
because you wanted to look through the files
to find personal things related to you,
photographs that may be on the files,
correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. And with that understanding your mother gave
you permission to take the files, correct?

A. 1did not feel that my mother's permission
for me to have these was conditional on
anything. When she gave me permission to
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take them, it was -- maybe [ mentioned that I
was excited about the possibility that there
would be pictures of my children, but she
said, they're yours. Take them. I don't

have any use for them.

Q. And when you had that initial conversation
with your mother, you had no discussions with
her and expressed no interest in looking
through to find any of your father's business
records or materials he may have created in
connection with his work as -- as an expert
in other litigations, correct?

A. Correct. As a matter of fact, I went to the
point of making sure that I asked my mother
that all of his specifically work-related
material had already been collected. I
didn't wish to assert myself in - in —
in -- into the business intentionally.

Q. At some point you say when you were — well,
when you first took the -- the files, did
you -- you didn't know what was on these
files when you first took them, correct?

A. Some of them I didn't. The backups that I
recognized from my parents' home PC back in
Alexandria -- I was at least vaguely familiar
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with what had been on my parents' home PC
when I was there, so those were pretty much
as I expected them. And then I -- my thought
was that I would at least look at everything
and see what it was.

Q. Now, you said you went to your mother's home.
It was sometime in October 2018. Do you know
specifically when you were -- went to your
mother’s home and took these files?

A. October 11th.

Q. And how do you know it was October 11th?

A. Thave had to recount the details of my
arrival at my mother’s house several times
over the past few months, so it's become
pretty -- pretty normal.

Q. Do you have any documents that reflect when
you were in North Carolina?

A. Documents. I don't think so, no.

Q. Did you go to any restaurants, make any
credit card charges, purchase gasoline near
your mother's apartment, any type of document
that would indicate the time period when you
were visiting with your mother?

A. I believe that receipts would reflect that I
was in Raleigh during certain days.
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Q. How long did you stay — did you stay with
your mother at that time?

A. Not at that time. At that time I stayed in a
hotel and I stayed for, I believe, around
four days. I think -- I don't honestly
recall off the top of my head if it was three
nights or four nights.

Q. Was the hotel located in Raleigh?

A. Yes.

Q. What was the name of the hotel where you
stayed?

A. Istayed one night in a hotel, the name of
which I don't recall because I didn't like
it. So then I moved to the La Quinta, I
believe, yes --

Q. Andhow --

A. - near Crabtree.

Q. And how did you pay for your stay at the
La Quinta?

A. Ipaid -- I think the first night I paid cash
and the next night I paid with my debit card.

Q. And you get monthly statements of your debit
card?

A. Ithink I've gone paperless.

Q. Do you receive e-mails of —- notification of
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your debit card statement —

Yes.

-- when it's available?

Yes.

And your debit card is held with what bank?

PNC.

After you took the materials from -- from
your father's room, when did you first begin
to look through the materials?

A. That same evening.

Q. When you stayed at the hotel that you don't
recall the name of?

A. Yes.

Q. And how many - well, did you review one
device? How many devices did you review that
night?

A. That first night I stuck with the one because
that's where I found hundreds of pictures of
me with my infant children.

Q. And was the one a thumb drive or was ita
hard drive, if you remember?

A. An external hard drive.

Q. When looking through this one external hard
drive on that first night, did you also find
materials that appeared to be related to your

RPFrRoPFLRoP»
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father's business work with his partner, Dale
Oldham?

A. Inoticed, as was standard on my father's

home PC, there would -- there was usually at
least a folder related to his work. I was
accustomed to not really paying much
attention to the specifics. I talked to him
about things. I didn't need to poke.

Q. And when you noticed that there were folders

on this hard drive that you reviewed related

to your father's work and knowing that Dale
Oldham had taken efforts to try to reclaim
business records, did you go back and tell

your mom, you know, we still have information
related to Dad's work?

A. My father always had information related to

his work on the personal hard drive. It
wasn't noteworthy.

Q. Does that mean you did not go back and tell

your mom that there was information related
to his work on the hard drive that you had?

A. Atsome point when I discussed the fact that

they might be of interest to the case, I -
again, with my mother there are some things
because she's my mother that don't need to be
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explicitly stated. She assumed that there
would be at least some work-related material
on the hard drive. I discussed with her the
nature of this litigation and, again, such
similar litigation was a regular fixture in

my entire life living with my father. So the
idea that there would be some litigation
going on around things that he had drawn was
just par for the course. So, yes, I don't
know that I would have explicitly said,
Mother, there are these kinds of files on

this. It was more like, Common Cause may
have an interest in these work files. And
even I - with her I even discussed my belief
that this would not -- these all being
backups, that this would not be any
information that was not already known and
had already been disclosed. There were files
that were titled, Discovery, so I assumed
that those had gone previously into
discoveries that had already happened.

Q. From your answer I'm still not clear whether

you actually had a conversation with your
mother about your father's business records
that you discovered on the external hard
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drives.

Did you have a specific conversation
with your mother to tell her that you
identified business records of your father's
on these external hard drives that you had
taken possession of?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.

A. All of those points were at some point
mentioned. My mother was aware of the fact
that the interest -- the subpoena for these
hard drives was, in fact, for work-related
files only. So not only was it clear to her
that there were work-related files, but it
was clear to her that the lawyers that would
be looking at it on either side would not be
looking at anything other than my father's
work-related files.

Q. When did you first begin discussing with your
mother the fact that Common Cause may have an
interest in your father's work files?

A. My-- wow. She and I were discussing the
matter of this pressing issue of hers. Most
of our discussions about Common Cause in
those first two months were just about how
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nice it was that they had given us some
referrals.

Q. When you say your discussions in those first
two months, you mean -- what -- what time
period do you mean?

A. That would have been October and November.

Q. 0f2018?

A. Correct. I'm sorry. Yes.

Q. So October/November 2018 your discussions
with your mother are focusing on the
referral -- attorney referral you received
for her and on the --

A. And her case, really.

Q. And her case?

A. All of it as it may be related to the
unfortunate politicizing of our family life.

Q. And when you say her case, I believe you
testified earlier that the case you're
referring to was a petition to have your
mother found incompetent, correct?

A. Yes.

Q. You are aware that there was an interim order
entered and your mother had a guardian over
her estate and over her person appointed,
correct?
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A. T'maware.

Q. Do you know the time period in which that
occurred?

A. November. Early November.

Q. October/November your conversations with your
mom with respect to Common Cause are focused
on how they'd helped her identify an
attorney. Who was that attorney that they
helped her identify?

A. Twas referred to Allan From, who explained
that he didn't handle specifically those
matters and referred us to Douglas Noreen.

Q. At what point in time did you discuss with
your mother the possibility of turning over
your father's business records to Common
Cause or to Amold & Porter?

A. The subpoena. That - that would be when we
specifically discussed that.

Q. Did you --

A. Tthink I might have quipped about that David
Daley article way back in October when I was
looking at those hard drives recalling that
comment, somewhere out there on a hard drive.

Q. Did you --

A. Imade ajoke about that. I wasn't really,
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you know, saying, look at those hard drives.
Well --

Q. Did you have --

A. Dale got all the good stuff. Sorry.

Q. Did you have a conversation with your mother
about the possibility of turning over your
father's business records to Common Cause or
Arnold & Porter before you received the
subpoena?

A. Tthink that I did -- the -- did -- she was
also curious about the case and I had said
that I was -- I think I shared with her on
that moment when I -- when I realized --
maybe around that same day when I realized
that this wasn't strictly appeal, that --
that there had been a new -- a new matter
opened. And she never really was all that
familiar with the details and, to be honest,
I'm no expert on redistricting either. I
really only felt that I was uniquely informed
about my father as a person and perhaps his
process, his -- his creative process, his -~
his political philosophy. Those kinds of
things I felt that I was perhaps -- that I
possessed some unique understanding of the
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1 man, but my mother was not -- my mother has a 1 A. That is absolutely correct.
2 career of her own so her interest was really 2 Q. You have no legal training, correct?
3 more incidental, just as much as anyone in -- 3 A. No formal training.
4 in -- in the public -- the general public 4 Q. You've never worked —
5 might be interested in the political process. § A. Juston the street. I'm sorry.
¢ Q. You testified earlier that you understood 6 Q. You've never been employed or worked in a law
7 your father had a business and a business T firm, correct?
8 partner, Dale Oldham, correct? 8 A. Tbelieve that I've done temp work as a
9 A. Correct. 9 receptionist for law firms but nothing --
10 Q. And you understood that your - your father 10 nothing noteworthy in that it would pad my
1 and Mr. Oldham in their business were u CV.
12 retained and engaged as experts in 2 Q. You have never made any determinations or
13 litigations over the years, correct? 13 been asked by anyone to make any
14 A. That's correct. 14 determinations about whether something is a
15 Q. You testified you're familiar with civil 15 privileged document or not, correct?
16 litigation earlier, correct? 16 A. No. That's correct. I mean, I have not been
7 A. Yeah, and specifically with litigation on the 17 ever asked by anyone to do that, no.
18 matters of the concern of the people. . Q. Other than seeing a document marked as
19 Q. You understand that in connection with your 19 privileged, you have — you've testified you
20 father's work as an expert consultant that 20 don't know and haven't -- you don't have the
21 there are materials that he prepares as an 21 skills to determine whether a document is a
22 expert that are privileged materials -- 22 privileged document or not if it doesn't
23 MR. JONES: Ob- -- 23 reflect privileged on the document itself?
. BY MS. SCULLY: 24 A. Well, you know, if it was civil litigation
25 Q. -- materials that he prepares on behalf of 25 concerning personal matters, then I think I
61 63
i the clients he's been retained to be an L would assume privilege, but considering that
2 expert for, correct? 2 this is a public matter and it's -- this is
3 MR. JONES: Objection, calls for a 3 a - this is a — my understanding of -- of
4 legal conclusion. The witness is not a 4 political philosophy and the founding of this
5 lawyer. o republic is that this is -- this concerns the
6 A. None of the materials were labeled 6 people and, therefore, I would probably err
7 privileged. 7 in the direction of it not being privileged
8 Q. Do you have -- do you believe that you have 8 if it weren't marked so, if that clarifies.
s the appropriate training or skills to 2 Q. Prior to making the production of the
10 determine whether the materials on your 10 electronic files that you made to Amold &
1 father's hard drives contained privileged u Porter in response to the subpoena marked as
12 information? 12 Exhibit 1, did you engage in any sort of
13 A. All of the attorneys I've ever worked with if 13 review to determine whether the files that
14 they were concerned about protecting 14 you were turning over contained privileged
15 privilege have pretty bold letters that said, 15 information?
16 the following contains privileged 16 MR. JONES: I'll - I'll object. It's
17 attorney-client communication and the 17 ambiguous, the term privilege. There are
18 proceeding contains privileged . lots of privileges.
19 attorney-client communications. In that I 19 A. Also, I really was -- it had already been
20 can read when something says that it's 20 kind of clarified that the best way to
21 privileged, I'm qualified. But, no, beyond 21 preserve the integrity of this -- of this
e that, I think if -- if -- if I just stumbled . data would be not to pick and choose. There
23 into a client's file, I would not be able to 23 were personal files of mine on these hard
24 say which was and wasn't privileged, no. 24 drives and I left everything exactly as it
25 Q. You do not have a law degree, correct? 25 was. Idid not make decisions about what did
62 64
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and didn't go specifically for the purpose of
a historical documentation of the complete
media as it was when I found it.

Q. You testified that it was clarified to you
that the best way to preserve this data was
not to go through and make any selection or
remove anything from it, just to turn all of
the materials over to Arnold & Porter,
correct?

MR. JONES: Objection. I think that
mischaracterizes the testimony.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. You can answer the question.

A. Could you ask it again?

Q. You testified that it was clarified to you
that the best way for you to preserve the
integrity of this data was to just turn over
the data in its entirety to Amold & Porter
and not to go through and pick and choose or
remove anything from the data, correct?

MR. JONES: I'll -- I'll object.
It's --
A. These are theoretical --
MR. SPARKS: Hold on.
MR. JONES: Hold on. Hold on. Let
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me —

THE WITNESS: Sorry.

MR. JONES: Ihave to state my
objection. So I'll object because it
mischaracterizes the testimony and the use of
the passive voice makes it ambiguous.

MR. SPARKS: Now you can answer.

A. Idon't think there are any -- [ don't think
there are any solid lines in this. I think
that there was a -- a collective attempt to
maintain accuracy, maintain transparency.

Q. Who clarified that for you? When you said,
it was clarified —

A. Tt wasn't clar- —

Q. --forme -

A. Okay.

Q. -- who was that?

MR. SPARKS: Hold on a second. Please
let her finish.

THE WITNESS: I'm sorry.

MR. JONES: Yeah. I'll -

MR. SPARKS: Thank you.

MR. JONES: Go ahead and -- is the
question done?

MS. SCULLY: (Nods head).
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MR. JONES: Okay. I'll object because
it misclar- - -characterizes the testimony.
She has not testified that anyone clarified
anything for her.

A. Yeah. That's -

Q. You may answer the question.

A. That's -- I- yes, I was going to say
exactly that. I don't recall that -- that it
was -- certainly if I said clarify -- in the
discussion that I had with the attorneys
Caroline Mackie and Eddie Speas, there was
discussion on how it would be best recognized
in court as -- as — as a -- a good chain of
custody, transparency. There would be no
accusation of picking and choosing, of
keeping some things secret and some things
not if the media were turned over to a third
party in its exact state.

Q. Prior to turning over the hard drives and the
thumb drives to Arnold & Porter did you ask
your counsel to conduct -- well, let me ask
this: Did you -- did you have representation
at that point in time?

A. Ididnot ordid —

THE WITNESS: Were we -- were you
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retained yet?

A. Idon't - certainly not in this matter. No,
I did -- I did not have counsel at that time
I don't think.

THE WITNESS: Or did I?

A. Idon'tknow. Iwasn't consulting with an
attorney on this matter.

Q. Itake it from--

MR. SPARKS: Do you want me to
interject anything here?
MS. SCULLY: No, that's all right.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Itake it from your answer that you did not
seck counsel from any attorney about whether
there were concerns with respect to any
privileged information that may be turned
over to Amold & Porter in response to the
subpoena?

MR. JONES: Tl - I'll object. I
think the question is asking about
communications she may or may not have had
between herself and one of her lawyers, which
would be privileged.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. You testified a moment ago you didn't have
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counsel at that point in time. I'm just
clarifying that you never sought any guidance
from any attorney as to whether there was a
concern about turning over privileged
information from your father's business
records to Arnold & Porter?

MR. SPARKS: And I will object to that
because if she did it --

THE WITNESS: It would be privileged.

MR. SPARKS: -- it would be
attorney-client privileged.

MR. JONES: Just answer it --
instruct -- instruct her not — you should
instruct her not to answer.

MR. SPARKS: And don't answer, please.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. I'l ask a more general question. Did you
seek any counsel prior to producing the
materials in response to Arnold & Porter's
subpoena?

MR. SPARKS: Same objection and please
don't answer that.

MR. FARR: Whether -- whether she
talked to an attorney is privileged? Are you
saying that?
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THE WITNESS: I think so.

MR. SPARKS: I'msorry. Ask the
question again.

MR. FARR: Whether she -- whether she
talked to an attorney is privileged, just the
fact that she talked to an attorney?

MS. SCULLY: Just the general thing,
not what -- specifically what was discussed.
Did she speak with an attorney.

MR. SPARKS: I'm -- I'm going to lodge
the same objection, yes, and give the same
instruction.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. You testified earlier that you understood
that your father's business partner,
Mr. Oldham, had taken steps to retrieve
records related to their business, correct,
retrieve one of your father's computers, yes?

A. Two --

Q. Two?

A. -- of his computers.

Q. When you realized that there was information
related to your father's business contained
on these hard drives and thumb drives, did
you reach out to Mr. Oldham to let him know
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that you had possession of business records
of theirs?

A. There have been work files on my father's
home PC since we had a home PC so, no, in
that I asked -~ there are other matters
concerning contact. Dale isn't exactly easy
to get ahold of, but I specifically - I felt
that [ had pretty much covered that when I
asked everyone involved that knew anything
about my father and/or Dale if Dale had
gotten everything he wanted and the answer
was yes given the fact that some of those
backups are from 2009, '10, '11, and that I
was in many of those times living at home
using that computer as my own and those files
were there.

Q. You said you asked everyone involved if Dale
got everything he wanted and the answer was
yes. Who is the everyone involved that you
asked?

A. The other person that I asked -- there are
two other people that [ asked other than my
mother. Iasked my uncle — oh, and
through -- I asked my cousin and I -- I sort
of tried to establish that he had come and
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gone. That was when my mother explained that
also when Dale left with the things that were
related to Geographic Strategies before my
father died, that my father had given him his
half of the business, which amounted to

around $300,000.

Q. Who was your uncle that you asked? What's
his name?

A. Chris Hartsough.

Q. What was his relationship with Dale?

A. There — he did not have a relationship with
Dale; rather, he had been present during my
parents' move from their house in Raleigh to
the retirement community in Raleigh. I was
interested in this move because many of my
personal possessions went missing at this
time. That's my -- was my principle interest
in finding out what had happened.

Q. And who's your cousin that you spoke with?

A. Trudy Harris.

Q. Did she have a relationship with Dale?

A. No. None of these people had a relationship
with Dale. It's just that he had apparently
been there during this longer period of time
when my family was helping my parents move.
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That's all.

Q. If you wanted to know if Dale Oldham had
gotten everything that he wanted, why not ask
Mr. Oldham directly himself?

A. Because he was a part of the litigation that
was ongoing with my mother. He was a — he
was an opposing party in that litigation and
noncommunicative before that point as well.
Idid at — at one point attempt to reach out
to him to discuss my mother, but he did not
return my calls and resisted all of my
attempts to - to talk to him,

Q. When did you attempt to reach out to
Mr. Oldham to discuss your mother?

A. Twice, once during the first trip to Raleigh
and again in the second trip to Raleigh. Oh,
and then we sent him notice of - of certain
documents -- family documents that bore his
name as those documents had been changed. He
got notice of that as well.

Q. The first trip to Raleigh, was that the trip
in October around -- on or about October
11th, 2018?

A. Yes.

Q. And when was the second trip?
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A. That would have been shortly after. Let's
see. The first trip was October -- okay. So
1 -- 1 believe that I was then three or four
days back in Kentucky, but the situation
was -- was serious enough that I felt I had
to -- to change my plans to continue my work
in Kentucky and actually drop everything in
Kentucky and come back to Raleigh to help my
mother. That would be -- I think I was back
by the 18th.

Q. Prior to turning over the hard drives and the
thumb drives to Arnold & Porter, is it
correct that you never communicated with Dale
Oldham to let him know that materials related
to his business with your father were being
turned over?

A. Those were my father's files. Idid not
assume that any of them or all of them --
many of them were there on that hard drive
before Geographic Strategies existed. There
were files related to my father’s work that
were there from a time when I'm not even sure
that Dale knew my father. I did not really
think of this in terms of Dale Oldham, no. 1
thought of this in terms of my dead father
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and his work in -- in public service, not so
much about -- about Dale, honestly.

Q. Is that, no, you did not communicate with
Dale Oldham before you turned over these
files to Amold & Porter to let him know that
there were --

A. 1didnot make -

Q. --records related to -

THE WITNESS: Yeah, I'm sorry.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. -- that there were records related to his
business with your father that were being
turned over in response to a subpoena?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.
MR. SPARKS: Go ahead and answer.

A. 1didn't attempt yet again to contact
Mr. Oldham in advance of responding to that
subpoena. No, I did not.

Q. Did you ever attempt to contact Mr. Oldham
and leave any substantive message for him
that you had possession of

A. Ofmy father's stuff.

Q. - business records —

A. T'msorry.

75

Q. - of records related to your father and
Mr. Oldham's business and that you intended
to turn those records over to Arnold & Porter
and Common Cause?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.

A. Ididn't.

Q. Turning back to Exhibit Number 2. I believe
you testified that you -- sitting here today,
you do not know what specific information is
contained on the thumb drive that is pictured
on Page 4 of Exhibit 2, correct?

A. That's correct.

Q. IfIcould turn your attention to Page 7.
And is -- do you know what this device is
that appears on Page 77

A. Ttappears to be an external drive.

Q. Do you know what the contents were of the --
this external drive that appears on Page 7?

A. Tknow that that's my father's handwriting on
that label. Beyond that, I don't know
offhand.

Q. Do you have any specific recollection of
reviewing the files that are contained on the
hard drive that appears on Page 7 of Exhibit
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father, documents that I might have otherwise
possession of if it weren't for first a house
fire that destroyed everything I owned in
2013 and also a divorce in which everything
else that ] had pretty much was, you know,
left in the hands of -- of someone I didn't
really feel like communicating with.

Q. You didn't consider the records relating to
your father’s work - redistricting work to
be your data, correct?

A. The hard drives were given to me by my -- by
my mother, so I would say that I considered
everything on those hard drives that my
father had left in his room that my mother
gave to me unconditionally -- I considered
all of it mine at that point when it was
given to me by my deceased father's wife.

Q. Even if the material related to your father's
business with another business partner, you
considered it your material, your -

A. Iconsidered the stor- --

MR. JONES: Ob- -- objection. It's
been asked and answered.
MR. SPARKS: Go ahead and answer.

A. TIconsidered everything that my mother gave
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me that had previously belonged to my father
who was now dead mine, yes.

Q. Did your father have a will?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you know if in the will there was any
provision with respect to his personal
property and who the personal property would
be left to?

A. My understanding, not being an estate
attorney, is my mother was the beneficiary.

Q. Have you seen a copy of the will?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you — did your father make any direct
gifts to you in the will?

A. Idon't believe he did, no.

Q. Did your father in the will address anything
related to his -- his business records,
business files?

A. Tdon'trecall.

Q. Prior to turning over the electronic files to
Amold & Porter you said you spent two to
three hours immediately before turning them
over to Arnold & Porter. 1 would like to
understand how much time in total you spent
reviewing the materials at any point in time
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before you gave them to Amold & Porter.

A. That would be difficult. Do you mean -- you

know, I -- for example, I printed out copies
of pictures of me and my children. Do you
consider me putting those on my wall time
reviewing the materials?

Q. No. Time spent looking through the

electronic files on a computer.

A. That would be very difficult to determine. I

mean, I don't know. How much time do you
spend looking at pictures of your children?

Q. Putting aside the amount -- well -
A. Ididn't spend a lot of time looking at my

father's work files if that's what you're
driving at. No, I didn't.

Q. So let's focus on that point. Putting aside

the time you spent looking through files that
related to you or photographs related to you
or issues that were personal to you, putting
all of those personal materials aside, how
much time would you estimate you spent
reviewing files that related to your father,
his redistricting work, his business records,
any expert documents he may have created,
those materials?

83

A. Well, it's also hard because there were

certain situations in some of those backups
where there were folders that contained a
multitude of mixed documents. In certain
cases I would open something thinking that it
was one thing and find that it was something
different. So there were -- there were both
situations where -- for example, news
articles that he had in a folder of — I

believe there were a lot of - of news

articles that I actually read through that he
had saved, maybe articles even that mentioned
him specifically and, of course, I was
interested in preserving that. Of course, I
wanted, you know, a scrapbook of my father
and so - also, there were - just looking at
the file extensions and having a basic
familiarity with my father's work, I knew a
lot of them would be file extensions that I
wouldn't even be able to open considering
that I didn't have the right proprietary
software. So -- wow. Ireally -- it would

be very difficult for me to give an estimate.

I don't really understand. Maybe -- [ mean,
not -- not to be snide, but what - what —-
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1 what -- what exactly are we driving at? How 1 A. The specifically work-related stuff, the
2 many hours I spent looking specifically at 2 stuff that would be -- you know, the stuff
3 just the files in folders that contained 3 that he wanted, the stuff that he felt was
4 things like, again, letters to me, old trust 4 pertinent.
5 documents, letters that my grandfather sent 5 Q. And you said he took two computers from your
6 to my father, and interesting stories and § father's office; is that correct?
7 maybe a few photographs, some of them of my 7 A. That's what I'm told.
8 father and my relatives, some of them my 8 Q. You've also testified today that these hard
9 father and my children, some of them me and 9 drives and the thumb drives, you understood
10 my children? It would be -- it would be very 10 them to be backups, correct?
11 difficult to give you an estimate of how many 11 A. That's correct.
12 of those minutes were spent looking at files 12 Q. Was it your understanding that your father's
13 that were specifically related to his work, 13 work-related files that they had on the
14 much less specifically related to which — I 14 computer that Dale Oldham had taken or
15 mean, ] wouldn't be able to distinguish the 15 computers that he'd taken were also backed up
16 legislative maps from the congressional 16 on any of these hard drives or thumb drives
17 district maps. 17 that you received?
18 Q. Isit fair to say that the majority of the 18 MR. JONES: Ob- — objection, calls for
19 time you spent reviewing the files was spent 19 speculation.
20 reviewing materials related personal to you 20 A. Honestly, if T speculated 1 would speculate
= and that, in comparison, you spent very 21 that any backups that had been done
22 little time reviewing files related - 22 specifically of the work computers would be
23 A. Very little - 23 already taken by him. I did not -- I did
24 Q. - to your father's -- 24 not -- actually, the opposite. I assumed
25 A. -iskind ofa-- 25 that these were personal backups because they
85 87
1 MR. SPARKS: Hold, please. 1 were there with -- with those things. And,
2 BY MS. SCULLY: 2 again, it's -- it's always been a little
3 Q. —-work? Yeah. It'sa - 3 bit -- those lines have always been a bit
1 A. I'msorry. 4 blurry in the household.
5 Q. It's - my question, is it fair to say that? 5 MR. BRANCH: All right. I'm --
¢ MR. JONES: Objection, asked and 6 BY MS. SCULLY:
? answered. 7 Q. Do you--
8 MR. SPARKS: Please answer. 8 MR. BRANCH: -- going to remind
9 A. Yes. 9 everybody here that under the North Carolina
10 MR. JONES: We've been going about 10 rules, counsel's only supposed to object to
e an -- about an hour. 1 the form of the question. There are no
12 MS. SCULLY: We can take a break. 12 speaking objections allowed in North
13 MR. JONES: Can we take a break? 13 Carolina. This is multiple times now that
u THE WITNESS: This time I am going to 14 the witness has changed her answer in
13 smoke a cigarette, 5 response to a speaking objection by
16 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the 16 Mr. Jones. Now, unless I'm mistaken,
1 record. The timeis 11:39 am. 17 M. Jones, you do not represent the witness.
18 (Whereupon, there was a recess in the 18 Under the rules you can object to the form of
19 proceedings from 11:39 a.m. to 11:59 a.m.) 19 the question and that's it. You can't
20 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going back on the 20 instruct her not to answer and she should not
21 record. The time is 11:59 a.m. 2 be changing her testimony in response to
22 BY MR. SPARKS: 22 something that you articulate for her.
23 Q. Ms. Hofeller, you testified earlier today 23 BYMS. SCULLY:
24 that Dale got all the good stuff. What did 24 Q. Ms. Hofeller, do you, in fact, know one way
25 you mean by that? 25 or another if the information that was
86 88
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contained on the hard drives and the thumb
drives that you provided to Amold & Porter
were in part duplicative of the information
that was contained on the computers that Dale
Olkdham took possession of?

A. Treally don't know. Ireally honestly don't
know.

Q. Turning back to your communications with
Common Cause, you testified earlier that your
first outreach to Common Cause was a
communication that you had with someone named
Bob Phillips, correct?

A. Correct.

Q. When did that communication occur?

A. That would have been in very - very early
November, the first week of November.

Q. How many times did you speak with
Mr. Phillips?

A. Once.

Q. Was your communication with Mr. Phillips in
person, telephonic? How did you communicate
with him?

A. Telephonic.

Q. What did you know about Common Cause when you
reached out to Mr. Phillips?
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A. Tknew that they were representing the
interest of voters that felt that this
redistricting represented a violation of
their constitutional rights.

Q. And the redistricting that you're referring
to, does that include the maps that were
prepared by your father, Mr. Hofeller, in
North Carolina?

A. Yes.

Q. So you understood that Common Cause was
seeking to have the redistricting maps that
your father had prepared thrown out, correct?

A. Yes.

Q. You knew that Common Cause was antagonistic
to the work of your father, Mr. Hofeller,
correct?

A. Tdidn't know that they were -- initially, I
did not know that they were antagonistic to
the new maps.

Q. When you say the new maps, what do you mean
by that?

A. Well, he's drawn more than one set, so
interesting to know I didn't actually know
that there was a new case when I first spoke
to Common Cause. I thought that this was all
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concerning maps that had already been
redrawn.

Q. You knew historically that Common Cause had
been antagonistic to the work that your
father had done in North Carolina, correct?

A, If—if —if that's the way to characterize
it, then, yes.

Q. [believe you testified you reached out to
Mr. Phillips to seek a referral for your
mother. Did you communicate any specific
details to Mr. Phillips about why you were
looking for an attomey for your mother?

A. Yes, so that I could get the right kind of
attorney.

Q. What -- can you share with me specifically to
the best of your recollection what you said
to Mr. Phillips when you communicated with
him on the phone?

A. That my mother was facing a challenge to her
competence.

Q. Did you share with Mr. Phillips who had
brought the incompetency petition against
her?

A. No.

Q. Did you share with Mr. Phillips any
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information about who was involved in the
incompetency proceedings?

A. Not specifically, no.

Q. IfIrecall correctly, you testified that

Mr. Phillips then put you in touch with Jane

Pinsky?

That's correct.

Jane Pinsky also works for Common Cause?

Yes.

Is Ms. Pinsky a lawyer, if you know?

I don't think she is.

How many times did you speak with Ms. Pinsky?
In total I believe that we had three -- three

or four conversations, all on the phone.

Q. Do you know what Ms. Pinsky's title is with
Common Cause?

A. Not offhand, no.

Q. I'want to go through the three or four
communications that you had with Ms. Pinsky.
Do you recall the first communication you had
with her -

A. Yes.

Q. -- the time period?

A. That would have been also very early
November. Sometime during the first --

>0 PO P>LOoX
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sometime during the first eight or nine days
of November.

Q. Was anyone else on the phone during that
first communication that you had with
Ms. Pinsky?

A. Not that [ know of.

Q. Approximately how long did that first
communication with Ms. Pinsky last?

A. T'mnot - it wasn't a particularly long
conversation. Ten minutes, maybe -— maybe,
if that.

Q. Tell me what you recall about that
conversation, what you said and what she
said.

A. She had -- she - we confirmed that this was
about the matter of referral and that Bob had
said that she would be the one that would -
was more familiar with the names of — of
local attorneys. And she had some names for
me and so I took down those names, and she
wished me luck and expressed condolences for
the loss of my father and I think that was
about it in that first conversation, I think.

Q. When you first communicated with Ms, Pinsky,
did she give you the impression that she was
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expecting your call? Did you make the call
to her?

A. Ire- --Ithink we -- I don't actually know
who initiated the call that was the one where
we actually spoke. We exchanged a few
messages. | got an e-mail from Bob saying
that he had told Jane to reach out to me and
then exactly what combination of who left who
what message, I'm not honestly sure.

Q. You had an e-mail communication with Bob.

How many e-mail communications did you have

with Mr. Phillips?

A. One. I mean, one conversation. It was, |
think, maybe two, maybe three messages, his
saying that and me saying thank you. So I
think was -- two, I think, was all.

Q. Ijust want to make sure I understand your
testimony. You had one telephone
conversation with Mr. Phillips and then you
had one e-mail with Mr. Phillips, but the
e-mail may have had a couple of threads
within it?

A. Recalling to my best ability, it was -- the
e-mail would have contained his noted that I
would be hearing from Jane and my thanks --
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Q. Reply.

A. --for the -- for that.

Q. Did you have any e-mail communications with
Jane Pinsky?

A. I think that I did, yes, because I wanted --
we -- we were confirming names and numbers
and things, Like I didn't know how do you
spell that and I said, can you just e-mail me
that? And -- and then I think it was more --
1 think maybe one more time in e-mail --
she -- she really prefers the phone. We --
we both kind of felt that way, I think. So
any further e-mail was more to the -- to
the -- to the -- like, are you going to be at
the office? Can I reach you today? Are you
busy? That sort of thing. Like the —-
that -- that predicated the -- a follow-up
phone call about those attomeys. It was
still pretty much exclusively on that and
just sort of incidentals on the topic of --
of what this proceeding against my mother
really actually was, you know, very -- I
didn't know much about what -- what -- what
was actually being asserted. It's hard to
explain, It wasn't really very detailed. It
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was just kind of clarifying what kind of
attorney I would need, I think, really,
whether this is - is this an estate

attorney? Is this a litigation attorney? Is
this - and a lot of my questions she would
then say, you know, I would have to — I
would have to ask an attorney what kind of
attorney you need for your mother, that sort
of thing.

Q. Did you share with Ms. Pinsky any of the
documents from the incompetency proceedings,
any of the legal documents --

A. No.

Q. -- court documents?

A. No,Idon't - no, I don't think I did,
actually. It didn't seem necessary or
appropriate since she wasn't the attorney.

Q. Approximately how many e-mail communications
did you have with Ms. Pinsky?

A. 1think maybe a grand total of two, if two.
I would have to look. It may even be just
one thread. 1hon- -- I didn't really study
it.

Q. Your first conversation that you had with
Ms. Pinsky in early November, first eight or

94 96
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nine days, said lasted approximately ten
minutes. Can you tell me what you recall
specifically about what was discussed during
that conversation, what you said to her and
what she said to you?

A. Idon't recall specifics, no. I -- it was --

T was just trying to get an attorney for my
mother, so I don't remember exactly what I
said on the —

Q. In that first communication did she give you
names of attorneys that you could reach out
to?

A. Yes.

Q. In the first conversation that you had with
Ms. Pinsky did you talk substantively about
who was involved in the incompetency
proceedings?

A. No.

Q. Did you at any point in time discuss with
Ms. Pinsky who was involved in the
incompetency proceedings?

A. Not that I recall, no. I really said very
little other than I felt that the fact that
my father had so many friends and coworkers

and colleagues and -- and supporters and
97

really, frankly, people who really, really,
really idolized him and - and - and had
kind of a -- a nonhuman vision of him, and
that was why I was contacting Common Cause.
1 didn't have any -- I wasn't expecting there
to be a discussion about specific names. It
seemed to me from the point of view where I
was at the time that the specific names were
going to have to be people in Raleigh that
didn't worship my father. There was no need
to -- no need to -- to -- to detail. And

also I wasn't really trying to discuss the
merits of my mother's matter with -- with —
with Common Cause. [ was only trying to
really seriously just hope that I might find

an attorney in Raleigh that was independent
of — of my father and -- and the people he
worked for.

Q. When you say independent from your father,
what do you mean by that?

A. Imean that in matters that concern a man as
a person, often when you're dealing with
people that only know him in a professional
context and have a great deal of their
personal and professional life mingled with
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that image, when you begin to speak about
that person as if they were a human being
with multitudes of emotions, contradictions,
all of those things, often people get

hostile. If you are -- if you are bringing a
human image to a hero's image, they — they
sometimes feel that maybe they -- they get
angry.

Q. How did your father's work in redistricting
relate, if at all, to the incompetency
proceedings that were ongoing with respect to
your mother?

A. Many people who only knew my father
incidentally or knew him only in one context
were resisting the assertion that I had that
perhaps my mother and I would know better
what it was that my father wanted that was
not specifically spelled out. There was a
lot of speculation about what your father
wanted coming from a variety of sources, some
people that really didn't know him very well
outside of the context of work, and it was,
frankly, a little bit offensive.

Q. You did not have any conversations with your
father regarding what he wanted to have

99

happen with his work related to redistricting
upon his death, did you?

A. Idon't believe I -- I don't believe I ever
had a conversation with my father about what
he wanted to have happen after his death
pertaining specifically to his work. I think
he felt that once he was dead, that his work
to him at least would be no longer relevant.

Q. What led you to that belief?

A. He often would say that that was -- you know,
if you're going to divide people into -- into
camps of how they view death, my father
would, whether he was sincere or not, he
would often say, you know, sometimes
jokingly -- I don't know how well you knew
him, but he -- he had a -- he had a penchant
for irony and he would often say, well, it
won't matter once I'm dead, right? So --he
also said things like, I know that people on
their deathbed very rarely look up and say, I
wish I'd spent more time at work.

Q. At what point in time did you discuss with
Ms. Pinsky that you had some of your father's
hard drives that you thought might be of
interest to Common Cause?
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A. That would have been sometime in December.
That was later. She -- she called me to ask
how things were going with my mother because
I also -- one of the things that I - that
comes -- that was coming pretty clear to
anyone who talked to me in that time is there
was a lot of — there was a lot of emotion
regarding the then still very recent death of
my father and that it was -- it was sad that,
you know, the principle concern about him,
his life, and everything having to do with
him was this -- this matter rather than the
matter of his family.

Q. How many conversations did you have with
Ms. Pinsky about your father's hard drives
and electronic materials that you had?

A. I'm sure - pretty -- pretty sure it was only
one because she said that she really would
not be certain - I mean, really, that was
it. Isaid -- we -- we had that
conversation. She said, I'll ask the
lawyers. And I think then any further
conversation at all about those -- that media
was had with the attorneys.

Q. When you say Ms. Pinsky said, I'll ask the
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lawyers, was that in response to a question
you asked her? What do you mean by that?

A. That was not a response to a specific
question, That was a response to the
conversation that had begun with me
mentioning the David Daley interview and
saying, [ have hard drives. And in the
context of that article he had - David Daley
had implied that those hard drives would have
maps that the state legislators would like.

1, once again, didn't really think that it
was anything, you know -- I don't know how to
describe it. I--

Q. Do you -- do you have an understanding of
which lawyer she was referring to when
Ms. Pinsky said, I'll ask the lawyers?

A. The -- the lawyers who were involved in this
matter since we were discussing whether or
not there would be any use -- any
admissibility. Again, I thought -- T wasn't
even sure that -- I didn't even understand --
at that moment when I spoke to her the first
time about it and mentioned that article, |
was under the impression that everything in
this matter was on appeal so [ wasn't
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thinking of it in terms of — of evidence for
any case. [ was thinking of it more just as
a - an archival -- an academic interest.

Q. When did you come to the understanding that
this action in which you received the
subpoena is still at the trial level and not
on appeal?

A. Actually, what's funny is that I was -- I was
a little bit confused and, again, other
matters were really, really pressing
throughout, so I wasn't spending a lot of
time studying what was going on with this. I
had somehow gotten the impression that this
already was in appeal, but for some reason
this was - because it was going to the lower
court that it wasn't. I--1just--you
know, I'm used to lawyers saying things.
Okay, all right, whatever. I didn't even
know - I just thought it was a certain type
of appeal that I wasn't even familiar with.

I didn't actually understand completely that
this was a new matter until it was said so
like about a week ago. I--1just—allI
knew - all I knew for certain was that
unlike the congressional districts that are
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at the U.S. Supreme Court, this matter
would - that new evidence would be allowed.
That was what was clear.

Q. How did you come to that understanding?

A. Because the - because that first
conversation that -- on the matter -- I think
Jane mentioned that there might be. I think
might be. And, again, she was always saying,
you know, I'm not -- you know, I would have
to confirm that with the attorneys as a, you
know, good public servant.

Q. What was Jane having to confirm with the
attorneys?

A. That there would be - that -- that the --
that the hard drives would be potential -
potentially usable as evidence in that the
matter was open in that regard. I just,
again, initially felt that Common Cause,
being not directly affiliated with my father,
would be a good - literally like a
repository for the information that I felt
had historical value beyond any partisan
interest but, rather -- I even used the words
insight into the process -- the literal
process because I —- I — again, I'm not an
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expert on redistricting, but I have worked in
political demographics and I have alongside
my father -- you know, he studied political
philosophy in general. So the -- the

academic interest in this was -- was
paramount to me even above any other
potential, Idid -- 'mnot a North Carolina
resident. I'm not a North Carolina voter. I
have no personal concern about what happens
in this case beyond the fact that this

would -- this -- this man was my father and
my mother was being — being -- havinga — a
very unpleasant procedure in a town that was
not our home where the only people we even -~
that she even knew were people that had been
working with my father.

Q. Ibelieve you testified that Jane mentioned
there might be some use for your father's
materials as evidence, correct?

A. She did not put it in terms of use as
evidence. She simply stated that the matter
in the lower house was not a closed matter as
far as evidence was concerned. I think
that -- I don't remember her exact words, but
there was no implication in that that there
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would be a literal use, just that there's
even a possibility that new evidence could be
heard on this matter at all.

Q. So you did understand based on your
communications with Ms. Pinsky that there was
a possibility that this information might be
useful in the matter, correct?

A. Yes.

Q. And--

MR. SPARKS: Ineed to clarify one
thing. I'm sorry. You said lower house.
Did you mean lower court?

THE WITNESS: Lower court, yes. I'm
sorry.

MR. SPARKS: Go ahead.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. And the party you were producing the
information that might be useful to was on
the opposite side from the work your father
had done, correct?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.
MR. SPEAS: That's not a --

A. Tunderstood that Common Cause was

representing the voters.
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Q. Did Ms. Pinsky put you eventually in
communication with any of the attorneys in
this litigation?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you initiate the communications with any
of the attorneys in this litigation?

A. No.

Q. Who did you first speak with as an attorney
in this litigation?

A. Igota text from Eddie Speas.

Q. Do you still have a copy of the text message
you received from him?

A. Tdon'.

Q. When did you receive the text from him, if
you recall?

A. Shortly after that conversation with Jane. I
believe that was December. I'm honestly — I
really -- I didn't -- the phone that [ was
using was running out of storage so it was --
it was kind of -- you know, the phones will
tend to dump those text messages. There was
really no way for me to -- to track it back
to exactly when.

Q. So you believe it was sometime in December
2018 you received a text message from Eddie
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Speas, Jr. — 2018, thank you, correct?
A. Yes.
Q. What do you recall the text message saying?
A. Intro- - he introduced himself and — and
basically said that -- I don't remember exact
words. More like, Jane said you might be
willing to - to speak to us, something along
those lines, and basically asking permission
for contact and doing what is now polite in
business and - if you have a cell phone, you
introduce yourself over text so that if he
were to call again, I would know what that
number was,

Did you respond to the text message?

Yes.

How did you respond?

Yes. Idon't know if T said more than just
yes. Maybe something polite just to -- to
make it not so terse, but --

Q. You responded via text; is that correct?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. Approximately how many text communications
have you had with Mr. Speas?

A. Not very many. There -- it was really more
just an effort to schedule phone calls.
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get a chance to discuss the details of all of
his personal effects because when I last
spoke to him he wasn't dying.

Q. The information you turned over to Arnold &
Porter in response to the subpoena was not
limited to the - your personal data that you
discussed with your father that he would
preserve for you, correct?

A. Correct.

Q. You did not have any conversations with your
father in which he told you he wanted you to
have possession of his hard drives or thumb
drives which you've turned over to Amold &
Porter, correct?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.

A. No.

Q. In your initial conversation with Mr. Speas
did you share with him your understanding
that the external hard drives and thumb
drives that you had contained your --
contained information regarding your father's
redistricting work inchuding his expert
consulting work?

A. Could -- could you ask the question again?
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I'm sorry.

Q. Did you share with Mr. Speas any detailed
information about what you believed these
hard drives and thumb drives -- what the
materials were on those hard drives and thumb
drives?

A. 1did not get very specific, no. That is how
T'm accustomed to doing things with attorneys
is that attomeys decide what's relevant and
what isn't and that if there's a chance that
it might be relevant to a matter that that
attorney is working on, that I would say,
this might be relevant to the matter that
you're working on. So that was pretty much
what I said. I don't recall talking about
specific files. I don't think that there
was - already we - there was a feeling that
it would be most proper to say, this might be
relevant, and then to not speculate further.

Q. Did anyone from Arnold & Porter specifically
tell you that would be the better way to
proceed, to give --

A. 1did not have any discussion with anyone
from Arnold Porter.

Q. Okay. Did anyone from -- I apologize --
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Poyner Spruill tell you that the best way to
proceed would be to give them the entirety of
the contents?

A. Well, I didn't necessarily know who was and
wasn't with Pointer Spruill [sic]. Tonly
knew that these were attorneys that were
working on the matter.

Q. Did Mr. Speas or Ms. Mackie ever tell you
that it would be best for you to turn over
the entirety —

A. They didn't say that it would be best. I'm
sorry. They said that it would be a - a --
a better preservation of the integrity, that
the chain of custody would be transparent and
in that transparency, the integrity of the --
of the potential evidence would be preserved.

Q. Who told you that, Mr. Speas, Mr. Mackie, or
both?

MR. FARR: It's Ms. Mackie.

A. Ms. Mackie.

Q. Ms. Mackie. Sorry.

A. I-1don't recall which one of them said
that. T'm sorry. Ireally don't.

Q. This was a discussion you had with Mr. Speas
or Ms, Mackie prior to your receiving the
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subpoena, correct?

A. I--Idon'tknow. Now that you ask, I don't
know which -- because at some point,
honestly, I, once again, had assumed that
this had all been seen before and I was
really honestly talking about the fact that
there was personal information of mine and
explaining that, once again, it's that
classic, okay, you know, just because you
don't have anything to hide doesn't mean that
you aren't entitled to privacy. So [
actually did have a -- you know, with my dad
echoing in my ear that you ask about that. I
was getting ready to potentially turn over
data that was personal to me as well so [
really wanted to find out what the intentions
were. And it was explained to me that --
that this was quite clear — it was quite
clear that - that anyone, either the -- the
legislative defendants or the plaintiffs,
were only properly entitled to even look at
the content of files that were explicitly and
obviously related to this case.

Q. And that was something that either Mr. Speas
or Ms. Mackie told you, that the only
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1 information anyone would be entitled to look b incompetency matter with Eddie Speas or
2 at is information related to the 2 Caroline Mackie beyond the fact that it
3 redistricting and that no one would be 3 existed.
4 entitled to look at any of your personal -- 4 Q. You do recall the — having the discussion of
5 A. Well -- 5 the existence of the fact with them in the
6 Q. - information? 6 context —
7 A, —-1o--Tmsorry. No ong in this - in 7 A. Youknow —
8 this -- in this matter, yes. 8 Q. - of'the referral?
9 Q. Is it your understanding that your personal 9 A. --T1--Tmsorry. I didn't mean to cut you
10 information to the extent it existed on the 10 off. Thonestly don't know if - if we
11 hard drives and the thumb drives has been 1 discussed it even to that point. The only
12 maintained by Poyner Spruill and has not been 12 way in which there would have even been any
13 produced in this litigation? 13 awareness -- I don't even know if I got as
14 A. You know, I haven't really been keeping up to 14 specific as to say that it was incompetency.
15 date on -- I know that it's a matter of 15 I think, honestly, I probably used some sort
16 contention. Iknow that I was a little 16 of colloquialism, & la Hofellerism, like,
17 bit -- kind of raised my eyebrows when I 17 yeah, I got to beat the vultures off the
18 found out that the legislative defendants 18 widow. So really I think I put it more in
. felt that they needed to see everything, 19 terms like that. It was never my intention
20 but -- I knew that that was probably going to 20 to discuss the matter or the merits of the
24 be the end result because I know how 21 case or anything specific with these
22 litigation goes and I myself have been the 22 attorneys. [t was unrelated.
23 subject of, you know, quite a few 23 Q. And who are the — the vultures you were
A speculations about whether or not a person is 24 referring to?
25 entitled to privacy or confidentiality. 25 A. Various friends and family.
117 119
1 Usually the answer ends up somehow being no 1 Q. Who specifically?
2 so with that expectation, I still yet spoke 2 A. Trudy Harris, my cousin; a half-uncle who may
3 my intention and that was that my personal 3 or may not have been - you know, there --
4 data be protected, that my mother's personal 4 it's —- it's been very unclear how many
5 data be protected, and that my father's 5 friends and family were expressing some sense
6 personal data be protected, and that the only 6 of entitlement to things like my
7 things that were on these drives that would 7 grandmother's jewelry, you know, things like
8 be - would be looked at on paper was files 8 that.
9 that were explicitly and clearly related to 9 Q. Were either Ms. Harris or your uncle involved
10 this matter. So when the legislative 10 at all in the incompetency proceedings?
1 defendants moved to see it all, I — I went, 1 A. Involved, no. And, again, it's still yet
12 huh, well, what do you know. Wonder why they 12 unclear exactly. There's been very little
13 want that. That was about the extent of it, 13 transparency. So names of interested
14 but it seemed pretty - pretty predictable. 14 parties. That doesn't mean they were
15 My father used to often exasperate about, 15 involved. It just means that someone, i.e.,
16 well, they - they're not entitled to that, 16 the petitioner, may have looked on documents
17 it's personal, so... 17 including trusts and wills and such and seen
18 Q. Did you have any conversations with Mr. Speas 18 names of beneficiaries and simply written
19 or with Ms, Mackie about the incompetency 19 them down. Iwas all very unclear who was
20 proceedings that you were dealing with with 20 and wasn't literally involved. I mean, this
2 your mother? 21 is an estate. There's usually a mess when
22 A. No. No. Imean, maybe I might have 22 there's an estate that has any -- any
23 mentioned that that's how we got into 23 interest to anyone at all.
24 conversation, because I was getting a 24 Q. During your first telephone call with
25 referral, but, no, [ did not discuss the 25 Mr., Speas sometime in December 2018 did
118 120
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upon us and so there was a lot of - there

that I can really firmly say it happened
instead of just leaving messages would have,
I think, been after the holidays, sometime --
I think sometime in January, I think.

Q. That next conversation when you actually
spoke with Mr. Speas, not just exchanging
voicemail messages, sometime in January, did
you make that call or did Mr. Speas call you?

A. Idon'trecall.

Q. Regardless of who initiated the call, who was
on the call?

A. Ithink that -- I think that it was just -
you know, it -- it -- it had come to the
point where it was clear to me at least
that -- that Eddie and Caroline were the
attorneys that -- that were -- at Common
Cause that were working on this matter. So,
honestly, which — which step was — which -
which bit of information was given to me by
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which one of them, Eddie or Caroline, it's
kind of hard for me to recall off the top of
my head, honestly. I'm not trying to be
evasive. Ijust don't know who — who said
what. I was -- I was already thinking of
them as interchangeable, you know, so -

Q. Tunderstand.

A. --itdidn't seem relevant to me so I
didn't -- I didn't make the point to remember
who said what.

Q. Did you have any telephone conversations in
which both Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie were both
on the line at the same time?

A. Yes. Yes, we did have at least one, and [
think that was -- yeah, I think that would
have been in January.

Q. What do you recall about that conversation
with both Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie on the

to - to get a - an accurate survey of what
information, what format, anything else that
might be includable -- T know that's not a
word but, you know, might be best included
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with the — the media we'd already

2 was a lot of phone tag. There was a lot of 2 established was relevant to the - to the

3 someone's going to be out of town and then 3 case. Like is there any — is -- is there

4 another person's going to be on vacation and 4 anything else that you have that appears to
5 things like that. So I think -- I mean, the 5 be related to this directly that you would
6 next -- the next conversation, I believe, 6 like to — to mention? And I think --

think that there was only - there were
things that were related to my father's work
in that everything was related to his work,
like, you know, certain -- certain statements
where the -- the business is mentioned like
as a -- like taxes, things like that, but
nothing -- you know, nothing specific. I
don't - I don't recall.

Q. Do you recall having conversations with
Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie about the fact that
information about your father's taxes were
included in these materials that you were
discussing producing to them?

A. We did not discuss specifically taxes. I
had -- we were -- it -- it was established
already that this media contained really a --
a masala of — of — of data that was my
personal data, my father’s personal data, my
father's work data, and, frankly, even my

127

work data. There was stuff relevant to my
work as well as my personal life on all of
them and that it was very -- it was --

think when I said personal that that pretty
much covered everything nonre- --
specifically North Carolina redistricting
related. What I'm saying is I don't remember
saying specifically, his tax returns are on
this. I'm pretty sure I never said that.

I -- we just -- when -- when we discussed the
fact that it was all mingled, personal and
work, that I -- I think that was implied that
was covered.

Q. IfTunderstand your testimony, you discussed
with Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie that within the
materials you were providing to them was both
data related to your father's work as well as
personal data with regards to your father and

19 phone in January? 19 personal data for your mother and personal
20 A. Iremember that the -- I believe -- I could 20 data for yourself, correct?
21 say that the point of the conversation was “x A. Correct.

Q. Do you recall what, if anything, Mr. Speas or
Ms. Mackie said in response to you sharing
with them that this data was commingled and
contained --
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A. They addressed it without -- I don't think I
even had to really specify what, I think,
seemed obvious and that is that obvious -- I
wouldn't expect to see a lot of personal data
suddenly appearing in this matter because
their understanding of the directive to them
was that only files that were explicitly,
obviously North Carolina redistricting during
this period of time related would even be
looked at, much less entered into evidence.
That was their understanding at that time.

Q. And when you say that was their
understanding --

A. That's what they told me their understanding
was.

Q. Did you have any conversations with
Ms. Mackie without Mr. Speas on the line?

A Yes.

Q. How many conversations have you had with
Ms. Mackie?

A. Idon't know. Three, maybe four. It was
very -- again, many of these conversations
weren't much more than just touch base,
here's what we're doing, we're doing the
research on this, we will get back to you,

129

just, you know, polite -- if it had been a
while or if I called and left a message,
like, you know, have you found out whether or
not X, X, X, then it was - a lot of this was
voice mail. Idon't honestly -- I can't tell
you exactly how many conversations and many
of them were very brief, like just an attempt
to schedule a phone call or something,

Q. Did you have any e-mail communications with
Ms. Mackie?

A. Idid and I -- the -- the -- what pops into
my mind instantly is she e-mailed me the
address to which I -- when it was established
that T was not going to be able to get to
Raleigh to actually produce the -- the
evidence as per the subpoena -- because that
was my original intention because I was back
and forth, you know, helping my mother
between my work in Kentucky and — and -- and
visiting and helping her with - with her
matters. But it -- it -- it became
increasingly clear, one, that I wasn't going
to make it to Raleigh soon enough to -- to -
to -- to - to get this produced and, two, I
think they -- that they had already said that
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it was going to a third party anyway and that
it would be basically not even handled by
them. It would go directly to a third party
anyway, so it would probably be just as well
that I mail it directly to that third party

for the -- the forensic IT expert really is
what my understanding was. Idon't remember
the exact words they used, but the idea that
this would be someone that could say, this is
how it was when we received it and could
confirm things like that none of the files

had been altered.

Q. Ithought you testified earlier that you did

not mail the materials directly to a
third-party vendor; is that correct?

A. Imailed them to -- I mean, I thought that

Poyner Spruill -- no, not Poyner Spruill. I
mean --

Q. Is it your understanding that you thought —
A. Yes.
Q. -- Amold & Porter was a third-party vendor

when you sent them the material?

A. Vendor? No. Just another -- a different

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

attorney. I said an attorney in D.C. who is
a forensic expert on IT essentially.
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Okay.

[ don't remember the exact words, but that
was the understanding that I took away from
it, that they felt that it would be a - a —

a better -- I don't know how to put it. I
don't —- I don't have, as my father would
call it, the legalese to -- to repeat exactly
what was said. I did not ever get the
impression this was a vendor. My
understanding this was still a lawyer but
that this was somebody who specialized in
this sort of thing.

Okay. Approximately how many e-mail
communications did you have with Ms. Mackie?

Not very many. I remember that she gave me
the address and then she had said that if I
was having trouble - at a certain point
because [ was having trouble findinga - a
FedEx office close to my house, and also, for
a brief period of time, you know, the --
it -- it was about a hundred dollars to ship
and we had a brief discussion about how I
would be reimbursed and 1 said, well, I'll
have to wait till Friday because, you know,
my paycheck was clearing and I didn't want to
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spend that money in advance. So, you know,
stuff like that. It was very much just how

was I going to actually achieve getting it in

a box and getting it to that party. So I

don't know exactly how many exchanges we had
over that.

Q. Iknow we talked about your text messages
with Mr. Speas. Did you have any e-mail
communications with Mr. Speas?

A. Tdon't know that I had a specific e-mail
communication with Mr. Speas. I --I think
he was maybe CC'd on a couple of the things
or if not all the things that - anything —
like I said, I was -- I was very quickly
aware of the fact that Caroline and Eddie
were the attorneys, so, again, 'm accustomed
to working with teams of lawyers where
everybody is CC'd on everything relevant. So
I don't know how many of them were. I just
remember seeing who was on the CC list and --
like, for example, when I saw the motion, I
noticed Mark Braden. Iwas like, oh, hey,
hi, Mark.

Q. In your -- you've testified in the
conversations that you've had with Ms. Mackie
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and as well as with Mr. Speas that they've
mentioned doing research. Did they say
specifically what type of research they were
doing?

A. Asto the relevance and admissibility of
this - potential relevance and admissibility
of this evidence. Also, they — they were --
you know, they were very polite and -- and
really wanted to make sure that I didn't feel
that they were pulling this out of me or that
I was on the spot. They were sensitive about
the fact that my father had very recently
passed and they were just, I mean, like
attorneys are, you know, careful, you know,
just polite. They didn't -- they didn't want
to make me feel like I was under any pressure
or - I don't know how to put it best. I
think -- is my -- am I getting my point
across? 1don't know.

Q. When you - at what point in time did you
make the decision that you were going to turn
over to Arnold & Porter these hard drives and
thumb drives? Iknow you said you originally
had a plan that you were going to hand
deliver them in Raleigh and couldn't do that.
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A. At what point did I make the decision to -
did we make the decision to mail them —

Q. No.

A, —or-—-

Q. Earlier in the process. At what point did
you say, yeah, I'm going to give you -- I'm
comfortable giving you all of this stuff, you
can have it?

A. Well, honestly, I wouldn't have brought it up
if T wasn't comfortable with the idea that I
would eventually give it to somebody.

Q. Sois it fair to say when you had your
initial communication with Mr. Speas, at that
point in time you already intended and
planned to provide them if they wanted it the
hard drives and the thumb drives?

A. Yes.

Q. Have you had conversations with anyone else
at Poyner Spruill besides Edwin Speas and
Ms. Mackie?

A. No.

Q. Is there anything you discussed with
Ms. Speas [sic] or Ms. Mackie in your
communications with them that we haven't

already covered?
135

A. Treally don't think so, no. Maybe -- maybe
somebody said something about the weather but
nothing -- certainly nothing relevant.

Q. Other than exchanging of general pleasantries
on the communications that you've had with
Ms. Speas and Ms. Mackie, have we discussed
the substance of the communications that
you've had with them?

A. Yes.

Q. Have you had any communications with Stanton
Jones with Arnold & Porter before today?

A. Phone call.

THE WITNESS: Were you -- yes, that
was —

A. Tmsorry, 1don't remember all of the
names.

THE WITNESS: When you called and --
and said, I have a room full of attorneys --
it's, you know, a colloquialism -- that
was — what day was that?

A. Last week before the weekend. The Thursday,
1 think it was, there was a conference call
where we -- where it was -- it was dropped
that there would very likely be a deposition
to authenticate.

136

DISCOVERY COURT REPORTERS

www.discoverydepo.com

34 (Pages 133 to 136)
1-919-424-8242

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000060




STEPHANIE HOFELLER

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

Q. Last Thursday you had a conference call with
Mr. Jones. Was Mr. Sparks on the --
A. Yes.
Q. - callas well? Who else was on the call,
if anyone?
A. I-- Caroline definitely and --
THE WITNESS: Eddie, were you part of
that, too?
A. No. Okay.
Q. It's only if you recall.
A. Idon't. I--I--Iremember asking for the
list, but I was in the car and --
MR. JONES: Tl -- I'll just say we're
looking blankly at you because --
MS. SCULLY: Yes.
MR. JONES: -- you have to answer based
on your recollection.
THE WITNESS: I know.
MR. JONES: You're not allowed —-
THE WITNESS: Iknow. It's -
MR. JONES: -- to ask us questions.
THE WITNESS: It's --it's - [ -
MR. JONES: SoIdon't -
THE WITNESS: I--
MR. JONES: And we're not trying to be

137

rude.

BY MS. SCULLY:

It's an un- --

Sometimes I forget that it's not --

And it's an unnatural -

-- a casual conversation.

MR. JONES: Yes.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Right.

A. This is -- T honestly don't recall the names
of -- of everyone that was involved. Ido
remember because I said, hi, Caroline --
because I had spoken to her before. And I
think that the other names were names that I
did not offhand know so...

Q. So to the best of your recollection, on the
call was Stanton Jones, Caroline Mackie, and
Mr. Sparks. There may have been a few
additional individuals whose names you can't
recall and you didn't recognize at the time?

A. Yes.

Q. You were in a car when you received the call
you said, yes?

A. Yes.

Q. Approximately how long did the telephone call
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last?

A. It -- it -- it's hard to say because my -- my
Bluetooth connection with my car kept
dropping calls so there were -- there were a
number of -- of drops. There was -- at one
point I even continued -- I must have gone on
for at least a minute or two before I
realized that there was no one on the other
end. Basically, it was just about how I
came -- the same set of questions that you
asked today, basically, how did I come by it,
making -- you know, was I -- was it given to
me? Yes. All ofthat. That —- and I -- you
know, I spoke a lot about -- actually, in
that phone call I ex- -- I spoke a lot about
the importance of -- of my father's work and
how it was a very -- it seemed to me a very
pertinent matter. And I explained at that
time that I had throughout my young life
been as an only child very involved in --
involved in that when my father had a
PowerPoint presentation that he had just
designed for the state legislators, he would
say (indicates). He -1 --atage 111
think he felt that I was about at that level.
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If you can understand this, then I've done --
I've done my job. And -- and any -- any
attempts that he made to - to - to make the
matter understandable to someone who wasn't
in, you know, cartography and demographics,
he would often test that on me to see because
I knew more probably than your average
11-year-old but still wasn't, you know, like
one of the programmers. So he thought that
if -- if it was clear to me, that that would

be a good measure of if he, you know,
summarized it accurately. So, you know, I
did a little bit of — of -- of, I don't

know, sort of anecdotal tales about what it
was like growing up in - in a -- inside the
beltway as it were.

Q. Would you say the call lasted more than an
hour?

A. Tdon't think it was more than an hour, no.
It was about -- as - as far as the amount of
time that I actually spent on the phone,
closer to 45 minutes. I mean, I - as best I
can recall. Thonestly was kind of trying to
find a place to park where people weren't all
close by. I'had - you know, wasn't really
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familiar with the area. Ijust wanted to get
somewhere so I wasn't going to be talking and
driving at the same time.

Q. Did you have any in-person meeting with
Mr. Jones or Mr. Speas in advance of today's
deposition?

A. Nope. This is the first time I've seen
either of them.

Q. Prior to today's deposition had you ever seen
the photographs that were marked as Exhibit
2?

A. No.

Q. Have you had any other communications with
Mr. Jones besides this telephone conversation
we were talking about that occurred last
Thursday?

A. No. No. Messages about everything have been
coming to me through my attorney.

Q. In your communications with Mr. Speas and
Ms. Mackie, at what point in time did either
Ms. Speas or Ms. Mackie address the actual
issuance of a subpoena?

A. Tdon't think -- I honestly don't think
that -- I'm not sure that I even spoke to
them directly in advance of -- well, I think

141

that - that -- that it was Jane who
mentioned that they wanted to give me the
heads-up that there would be -- that that
would be out and -- because I had mentioned
that the Geographic Strategies computers had
been taken already by my father's business
partner, I think they mentioned to me that
there was a subpoena issued to Dale, to
Dalton Oldham, but then at that point it

was -- [ asked questions like, will I
theoretically get this back?

Q. Uh-huh.

A. And they said yes. And I was just trying to
get an idea of - of what their journey was
going to be, you know, considering that it
was my property. And it was mostly at that
point discussion about just, you know,
literally where they should be sent and --
and all of that.

Q. Who mentioned to you that a subpoena was
issued to Dale Oldham?

A. Tdon't remember whether that was Eddie or
Caroline.

Q. Were you surprised that a subpoena was issued
to Dale Oldham?
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A. No. No.

Q. In what context did they bring up thata
subpoena was issued to Dale Oldham?

A. Ithink it was when I, again, had said
something about -- I don't know. I felt like
I didn't want to promise that any of this
was -- was relevant or new because -- and I
kept -- I really did genuinely believe that
because of the fact that Dale had had this
repeated conversation, this repeated
interaction with my father and his -- you
know, his possessions that everything that
could possibly be at all pertinent had
already been collected.

Q. Did either Mr. Speas or Ms. Mackie tell you
that Dale Oldham had produced materials in
response to a subpoena?

A. No. I--1did ask.

Q. And what did they say?

A. AndI think it was Caroline that said, he's
refusing this -- to accept service. And I
said, that's the Dale I know.

Q. Soitdidn't surprise you that Mr. Oldham was
not responding to the subpoena?

A. That's correct. It's -

143

MR. SPARKS: Objection -

THE WITNESS: Oh, yeah.

MR. SPARKS: -- mischaracterization.
THE WITNESS: Yeah.

MR. SPARKS: Go ahead.

A. I--1would say nothing -- nothing surprises
me with attorneys. I-- again, you know, my
father did not -- no offense to any -- any
esquire here, but he did not have a very
reverential attitude towards the whole
process. He said something about that --
along with like a -- a little quip like with
legislation -- you know, legislation is like
sausage, you - you shouldn't watch it being
made. You know, I think he felt the same
about litigation so -- he --

Q. Youun---

A. - often used to say that Dale was a very -
very -- a good strategist.

Q. You understood at the time you were speaking
with Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie that they had
been unable to obtain from Mr. Oldham records
relating to your father's work --

A. Only--

Q. --correct?
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A. --becausel -

THE WITNESS: I'm sorry.

MR. SPARKS: Objection,
mischaracterization. And just to be specific
and not to have a talking -- she said that
her -- what she was told is he never accepted
service so — and I'm not trying to shape
testimony. That's just what she said.

A. Yes. Iasked becanse I was curious because
I -- again, the same reason I was curious
when I saw all of these files and had a
minute to look at them, really my -- my
interest in them was a bit more on the
academic end than anything else.

Q. You understood based on your conversations
with Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie that they had
not received any of your father's business
records from Mr. Oldham in the litigation,
correct?

MR. JONES: Objection. It's been asked
and answered.

A. Itwas -
MS. SCULLY: It hasn't been answered.
A. —-my-—-

Q. You may answer.
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A. --understanding based on a response to my
direct question that Dalton Oldham was
refusing to accept service on the subpoena.

Q. And as a result of his refusing to accept
service, you understood he had not turned
over any documents, correct?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you retain copies of any of the hard
drives and thumb drives that you produced to
Arnold & Porter in response to the subpoena?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you make copies of all of the hard drives
and thumb drives?

A. Twas not actually able to copy everything
because I did not at that moment have
adequate storage.

Q. What - which files did you copy and
maintain?

A. Iwas really principally concerned with --
well, first of all, T -- I did -- there was
one hard drive I know that had many, many,
many, many backups of the same hard drive, so
1 copied, you know, the first one and the
last one only knowing that that was going to
be redundant and I was not -- [ was not, I
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didn't feel, charged with maintaining the
forensic integrity so I was just -- [ wanted
to make sure that T had -- that T had
everything in that it was mine, in that it
was -- [ don't have a lot of -- of memento
from my father. I was kind of hoping that I
would be able to preserve this for posterity
if nothing else. And knowing how these
things work, even though it was clear that
the — that the intention was that these
things would be returned to me, that's
another thing my father taught me. You don't
count on it.

Q. The copies that you made of the -- some of
the materials that you provided to Arnold &
Porter, where are those copies maintained?

A. Thave those at home in my home in Kentucky
and I have it on a couple of my own thumb
drives.

Q. And where are the thumb drives kept?

A. In the same drawer where I keep pens,
pencils, stuff like that.

Q. Is the drawer in your home in Kentucky? I'm
trying to understand --

A. Yes.
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- physically

Yes.

-- where it is.

Yes. I'm sorry. Ididn't meanto--1--1

wasn't sure what you were asking. Yes,

they're — they're in Kentucky.

Q. So all of the copies that you've made are
maintained at someplace in your home in
Kentucky, correct?

A. All of the copies that I made, yes, and -

Q. Correct?

A. Except, of course - now, I have some copies
of the photographs of me and my children, for
example, on - on - on like my laptop that
is - it's like -- I -- I don't put pictures
as background for desktop, but sometimes I
have little decorative things. 1 was, again,
s0 happy to have these pictures again that I
have some of those, but other than that, no,
I--Itried really to keep it separate. I'm
not, you know -- have more pressing matters.

Q. Have you provided anyone else with any copies
of the materials that you turned over to
Armold & Porter?

A. Yes. My files, things that were literally

>Ro PR
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1 really pretty much it, so that - that I L I just checked around to see if I saw
2 would -- that my mother wouldn't be caught 2 anything untoward I -- looking for, you
3 off guard and -- and be frightened and that I 3 know —-
1 would have a chance to - 1o, once again, 4 Q. So you shared - if T understand your
5 clarify with her what was going on and that 5 testimony correctly, you had shared with
6 that wasn't going to be a -- a problem for 6 Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie that between Dale
7 her. 7 Oldham having the two computers of your
8 Q. And when you say it wasn't going tobe a 8 father and you having the hard drives and the
9 problem for her, what do you mean by that? 5 thumb drives that your mother no longer had
10 A, As opposed to the proceedings that are 10 possession of any of your father's electronic
i1 directly -- that were directly challenging 11 work files, correct?
12 her competence, which was very much a problem 12 A. Thad said that if there was -- I remember
13 for her. 13 that I was, again, like a - like a lawyer,
14 Q. Did you have conversations with either . you know, I can't say for sure, but it looked
15 Mr. Speas or Ms. Mackie about the fact that 15 to me that the only thing that could possibly
16 your mom had these memory problems? 16 even exist in her possession would be most
17 A. No, not specifically the memory problems. I 17 certainly a duplicate of one or two files, a
18 think it was more casual like, you know, 18 duplicate of something that was already in
19 she's — she's — her emotions are very raw 19 the matter, i.e., that -- that there might be
20 right now. She's on edge from everything 20 one or two of the last things that he —- he
. that's been happening. And I think really it 21 mentioned to himself on that PC but that --
2z was more, again, in casual conversation 22 that — at first glance -- because also, |
23 the -- neither Eddie nor Caroline was 23 was looking for things relevant to me,
24 expressing any type of interrogatory interest 24 photographs of the family, things that I
25 in — in the other matter. We really — our 25 might have missed, but it appeared as though
153 155
L conversation really was very much centered on L there really wasn't anything much new at all
2 this whole -- this, this matter, those @ on -- on -- on my mother's hard drive. So
3 materials, and my father in his - in the 3 I-- 1 did not say for sure that I knew
4 context of his work as a political 4 because I -- I didn't feel confident. I
5 demographer, 5 wasn't even in Raleigh at that time. I just
¢ Q. Did you have any conversations with Mr. Speas 6 said, as far as I know, there is nothing on
7 or Ms. Mackie about whether your mom would -- 7 her personal computer and I don't believe
8 had possession of any materials that would be 8 there's anything else much there. And I said
9 responsive to a subpoena? 3 that I would -- that I would probably be
10 A. Yes, in that I -- basically, I -- I had said 10 better able to confirm it when I was next in
— that I -- that between Dale having taken the 1L Raleigh.
12 work stuff and I taken the rest of what I 12 And in answer to your next question, no,
13 saw, then that all -- all that remained in 13 I haven't really been — my mother and I have
14 her home was - was a personal PC that was 1a not really been - that hasn't been our
15 really relatively new. Idon't think that -- 15 focus. I only recently found out that there
16 that my parents even had that PC for more 16 was even going to be a deposition or that
17 than a few weeks before my father died, and 1 so I haven't actually gone through to —
18 it did not -- it did not appear to me — and 18 to -- to confirm it, but that's my
19 the reason that T was familiar at all with 19 understanding and that's her understanding,
20 the content of my mother's -- now my mother's 20 my mothet’s understanding, as far as I know,
21 personal computer is because she'd had some 2 too.
22 issue with a virus shortly before I had come, . Q. I'want to make sure I understand your
23 50 1 had - along with the - with the - the z testimony. So you -
24 gentleman that she had -- had come in to help 24 MR. SPEAS: Ms. Scully, your questions
25 her make sure that her — her PC was secure, 25 about my conversations with this witness have
154 156
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1 now exceeded the length of those L really have to be worried about this. This

2 conversations. I really think it's time you 2 is — this is - this is about stuff that you

3 moved on to something else. 3 gave me, but just - she's used to the idea

4 BY MS. SCULLY: ¢ that lawyers like to cross their T's and dot

5 Q. In your communications with Mr. Speas, did 5 their I's, and that's the way I put it to her

6 you share with him that you would take it 6 and she understood it that way, and that was

7 upon yourself to look to determine if your 7 the end of the matter as far as she was

8 mom in her files had information related to 8 concerned. I really didn't want to — |

9 your father's work? 5 mean, she — she's bored with this. She
10 A. TIreally - it was not -- I don't know -- I 10 spent 52 years being married to my father.

1 mean,  wasn't giving testimony. It was just . MR. JONES: We've —
12 a casual conversation where I said, as far as 12 BY MS. SCULLY:
13 I know, there's really nothing there. I 13 Q. It was your ex- -
s can't say for sure because I'm not there, but 14 MR. JONES: We've been going --
15 I'll ask my mother and I'll look just like to 15 BY MS. SCULLY:
16 see if there's a new computer sitting on the 16 Q. It was your expectation that your mother
17 table when I get there. I mean, really, 17 didn't have any materials to produce and so
18 there was very nonspecific tone, but I 18 you told her, you don't have to worry about
19 expressed what I'll go ahead and express 19 it because you have no materials to produce
. again and that is that I really think that I 20 in response to the subpoena, correct?
24 had gotten the -- the survey of everything 21 MR. SPARKS: Objection,
22 that could possibly be relevant and it was 22 mischaracterization. Go ahead and answer the
23 already in the hands of Poyner Spruill, I 23 question.
24 guess. No. Which one? I'm -- I'm getting 24 A. TI'mreally not trying to be evasive. I don't
25 all of you confused. Yes. Okay. Amold 25 understand what part of your question I
157 159

1 Porter. 1 haven't answered yet. Maybe you could

2 Q. Did you at any point in time actually go 2 clarify what you would like to know so that I

3 through your mother's files to determine if 3 can answer --

4 she had any information that may be 4 Q. Did you -

5 responsive to the subpoena that was served on 5 A. -- your question.

6 her? 6 Q. --tell your mother that there -- there were

7 MR. SPARKS: Objection. That has been 7 no materials that she needed to produce in

8 asked and answered. 8 response to the subpoena?

9 A. Yes,ithas. It-- 9 A. You know what, no, I didn't put it that way
10 Q. Didyou? 10 because -- I just told her not to worry about
11 A. -really has. I--1said that I went 1 it because my mother's really had enough of
12 through her files before -- not her files -- 12 all of this and I didn't -- really, it was --

13 again, the personal PC principally to look 13 it was pointless to -- to trouble her at that
14 for any other pictures -- honestly, pictures 14 moment because we were actually discussing
15 of family members was specifically what I was 15 the funding of her trust, whether or not she
16 looking for. As I did that survey, I didn't 16 was going to be able to access funds to come
17 notice anything else work related -- my 1 and visit me in Lexington. That was really
18 father's work related. So did I go through 18 the meat of our conversation and I -- as she
19 it with the idea that I was looking for stuff 19 was accustomed to sort of letting things go
20 for them? No. Did T go through it? Yes. 20 by with my father's work as married couples
21 Q. Did you have a conversation with your mother z often don't pay a lot of attention to each
22 about the subpoena that was issued by Poyner . other's work, it was in that tone. Sol
23 Spruill on her? 23 don't -- I'm really just trying to be
24 A Yes. A conversation is a little bit an 2 accurate.
25 exaggeration. I basically said, you don't # Q. How about --

158 160
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L A. 1don't know how important it is... B Q. Are you a member of Common Cause?
2 MR. SPARKS: Do you have any more? 2 A. No.
3 THE WITNESS: No. 3 Q. Have you ever worked for Common Cause?
4 MR. SPARKS: Okay. We need to take a 4 A. No.
5 break. She's -- she's tired. Thank you. 5 Q. Have you ever told anyone that you were
¢ THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the 6 working for Common Cause?
7 record. The time is 1:50 p.m. 7 A. No.
8 {Whereupon, there was a recess in the 8 Q. Have you ever received any money from Common
9 proceedings from 1:50 p.m. to 1:57 p.m.) 4 Cause?
10 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going back on the 10 A. No. Oh, you know, actually, I think there
. record. The time is 1:57 p.m. i was reimbursement for the FedEx --
. BY MS. SCULLY: 12 Q. And the reim- -
13 Q. Ms. Hofeller, have you had any communications 13 A. - in the form of a check.
14 with a David Gersch? 14 Q. The reimbursement for the FedEx -- and you're
15 A. Not that I can recall, no. 15 referring to the FedEx for shipping the
16 Q. Have you had any communications with someone 16 documents to Arnold & Porter, correct?
17 named Elizabeth Theodore? 7 A. Yes. Iprovided them with a receipt and they
18 A. No. 18 provided me with a reimbursement for that
19 Q. Any conversations or communications with 19 amount.
20 Daniel Jacobson? 20 Q. Other than the reimbursement for the shipment
21 A. No. 2 for the box that you sent via FedEx to
22 Q. Any conversations that you can recall with 22 Amold & Porter, have you received any other
23 anyone that works for Arnold & Porter besides 23 monies from Common Cause?
24 Mr. Stanton Jones, the conversation we've 24 A. No compensations, no considerations, no
25 already discussed? % money.
161 163
1 A. No. 1 Q. Have you at any point in time received any
2 Q. Any conversations with anyone working for 2 monies from anyone at Poyner Spruill?
3 Poyner Spruill besides the conversations that 3 A. No.
4 you've had with Mr. Speas and Ms. Mackie? 4 Q. Have you received any monies at any point in
5 A. No. o time from anyone at Arnold & Porter?
¢ Q. Have you had any conversations or 6 A. No.
7 communications with Mark Elias? 7 Q. Have you received monies at any time from
8 A. No. 8 anyone working for Perkins Coie?
9 Q. Have you had any conversations or other 3 A. No.
10 communications with someone named Aria C. 10 Q. You've talked about the review of the
1 Branch? u materials that you have conducted of the hard
2. A. No. 12 drives and the thumb drives. At any point in
13 Q. Have you had any communications or other 13 time did anyone else have access to and
14 written communications with Abha Khanna? 14 review those materials before you produced
15 A. No. 15 them to Amold & Porter?
16 Q. Have you had any communications with anyone ¢ A No.
17 wo[king for Perkins Coie? 17 Q. Did - you testified that the materials that
18 A. No. 18 you took possession of from the residence
19 Q. Have you had any communications with anyone 19 where your father and mother resided -- you
20 at Common Cause besides the communications 20 took those materials -- those electronic
21 with Ms. Pinsky and the communication with - 2 materials to your home in Kentucky —
22 MR. JONES: Mr. Phillips. 22 A. That's correct.
23 BYMS. SCULLY: 23 Q. - before -
24 Q. — Bob Phillips? 24 A. TI'msorry. I-
25 A. No. 25 Q. - before you produced them to Arnold &
162 164
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Porter approximately March 13th, 2019,
correct?

A. Correct.

Q. Has anyone else resided in your home in
Kentucky during that period of time between
October 2018 and March 13th, 2019?

A. No. Ilive alone. Ditched the husband.
First time in my life, actually, I have my
own place. It's wonderful. Ilove it.

Q. Prior to sending the hard drives and thumb
drives to Arnold & Porter, did you provide
copies of any of those materials to anyone
else?

MR. JONES: Ob- -- objection. That's
been -

A. Talready answered that.

MR. JONES: -- asked and answered.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Was -

A. Talready answered that.

Q. Ijust wanted to clarify if it was prior to
your -- I know you -- you've testified
already that you provided some personal
information to a coworker. Was that prior to
your sending the information to Arnold &

165

Porter or after?

A. That was prior and after because there was
something else relevant. So, again, my
material, exclusively mine, as in may - |
sent a copy of one of those pictures to
another one of my colleagues, picture of my
son.

Q. Ijust wanted to clarify —

A. Yeah.

Q. --sothere wasn't a confusion about whether
the copies were distributed prior to or after
the — the release of the information to
Amold & Porter.

A. Yeah. I'mean, I don't know. I mean, you
know...

Q. You testified earlier that before you made
the production of the materials to Armold &
Porter that you did have some conversations
with your mother about the fact that you were
going to produce those materials to Arnold &
Porter, correct?

A. Yes.

Q. Was anyone else present when you had those
communications with your mother?

A. No. Idon't think so. I mean, these were
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done over the phone. 1 didn't get the
impression that there was anyone else there
so as far as [ know there wasn't, no.

MS. SCULLY: Can I have these marked 3
and 4? 3 is on top, 4 is on bottom.

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 3 was marked for
identification.)

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 4 was marked for
identification.)

MR. BRANCH: Thank you.

MS. SCULLY: We're short one.

MR. BRANCH: If you need to -

MS. SCULLY: She has it. It's marked.

MR. JONES: Why don't we give Tom your
copy because --

MR. SPEAS: Yeah

MR. JONES: -- he doesn't have one and
we can share. So, Tom -- Tom --

A. Okay. Isee.

MR. JONES: --takea --

BY MS. SCULLY:
Q. Oh.

MR. JONES: -- take a copy for each.
MR. SPARKS: Thank you.

A. I see that these are two different —

167

MR. JONES: We'll share.

MS. SCULLY: Thank you. I thought I'd
made enough copies but apparently not.

MR. SPARKS: It's good. We're good.
Thanks,

BY MS. SCULLY:
Q. Ms. Hofeller, what's just been put in front

of you marked as Exhibit 3 and 4, focusing
first on Exhibit 3, do you recognize Exhibit
3 as a copy of the subpoena that was issued
to your mother, Kathleen Hofeller, on or
about January 15th, 2019?

A. Iseethat it is, but I don't recognize it.
Q. Had you ever seen — I know you testified

carlier that you were aware that a subpoena
was issued to your mother in this case. Had
you ever seen a copy of the subpoena before
today?

A. Actually, no.
Q. Exhibit 4 appears to be a copy -- I'll

represent to you is a copy of a subpoena that
was issued to the Estate of Thomas Hofeller.
T know you testified earlier that you were
aware that a subpoena was issued to your
father's estate. Had you ever seen a copy of
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A. That is a very vague question. Maybe you
could be more specific. 1was not in

communication with him. In what way would I
follow his work?

Q. Have -- did you read articles about any work
your father was doing in redistricting
between July 2014 and August 16th, 20187

A. 1 quite certainly may have read any number of
the many, many newspaper articles about my
father who was rather well-known including
the one I just mentioned, the New York Times
article that was his obituary. Iread that.

Q. Did you read any articles or any statements
made by Common Cause about your father's
work?

A. Ido not recall having made note of the name
Common Cause until such point as my father
was already deceased. I really wasn't that
involved.

Q. Ms. Hofeller, have you ever been charged with
a crime?

MR. SPARKS: Objection. Ob- -- this is
totally inadmissible. I mean, this is
absolutely inadmissible. Don't answer that.
Go ahead.

173

MS. SCULLY: You're going to instruct
her not to answer?

MR. SPARKS: I am instructing her not
to answer that question.

MS. SCULLY: Okay.

MR. BRANCH: Okay.

MS. SCULLY: Oh, did I give you one
that's got any markings on it? I don't think
so.

MR. SPARKS: Here, you can --

MS. SCULLY: That's all right. No,
that's all right. I'll give you one in one
second. Sorry. Ijust...

THE WITNESS: Oh, more -- you would
have --

MR. SPARKS: Please.

THE WITNESS: Yeah. Okay.

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 5 was marked for
identification.)

MS. SCULLY: I seem to have lost mine.
I'm going to have this one marked also at the
same time.

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 6 was marked for
identification.)

MR. BRANCH: Thank you.
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MR. JONES: These are 5 and 67
MS. SCULLY: Yes.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Ms. Hofeller, have you had an opportunity to
review the documents that's been put in front
of you marked Exhibit 5 and Exhibit 6?

A. Let me look quickly at 6. Yes.

Q. Yes.

A. Yeah

Q. Have you seen the documents marked as Exhibit
5 and Exhibit 6 before?

A. Thave never seen this page right here
(indicates).

Q. When you're pointing to this page right here,
which one are -

A. This one on top, the first page --

Q. - you referring to?

A. --of Exhibit 5, I have never seen this
before. 1have seen the - the - this page
is familiar to me.

Q. And when you're saying this page, [ just want
to reflect for the record on the document
marked as Exhibit 5, you're referring to the
second page which has the caption, Notice of
Hearing on Incompetence Motion in the Cause
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and Order Appointing Guardian Ad Litem?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And have you seen the third page of
the document?

A. No.

Q. In the document marked Exhibit 5, the second
page that you've seen, did you see that on or
about October 29th, 2018, that there was
going to be a hearing for your mother
regarding her in- -- whether she was
incompetent or not?

A. On or about.

MR. SPARKS: Ask the question again,
please.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Do you recall when you first saw the second

page of the document marked Exhibit 5?

Yes.

‘When?

I think it was a few — few days later.

A few days later from --

After it was filed.

-- when?

A few days after it was filed. I mean, I
guess that it was filed on the 29th

RO PO
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Q. And--

A. Tdid not see it on the 29th.

Q. Your recollection is that you recall seeing
the second page of the document marked as
Exhibit 5 a few days after October 29th,
2018, correct?

A. Correct.

Q. The document marked as Exhibit 6 which
states, Petition for Adjudication of
Incompetence and Application for Appointment
of Guardian or Limited Guardian, have you
seen that document before?

A. Yes.

Q. When did you first see that document?

A. A few days after it was filed.

Q. You understood that one of the grounds that

was asserted by the petitioner for seeking to

have your mother found incompetent, if you
refer to the --

Yes, I understand --

-- second page --

-- what's written here.

You had knowledge of that?

I have know- -- T had knowledge of what was

RO P
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written here when I saw the document.

Q. And when you're referring to what was written
here, you are referring to -- on the second
page under Paragraph 5 there are four grounds
listed as the grounds for seeking to have
your mother found incompetent. You
understood those, correct?

MR. SPARKS: Objection as to
characterization. They're allegations. I
understand that I'm parsing -- I'm being a
lawyer here, but they are allegations and
that -- to the extent that you're saying
they're grounds, they're -- they're verified
or they're -- they're true...

Do you understand they're allegations?

THE WITNESS: Tunderstand that they
are allegations.

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. TI'll reask the question, Ms. Hofeller. Did
you - you understood -- when you're saying,
I understood what is written here, I'm just
trying to make sure we have agreement on the
record that the here you're referring to are
the four allegations that are set forth on
the second page of Exhibit 6 as the alleged
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basis for seeking your -- to find your mother
incompetent, you understood that those were
the grounds that were being alleged, correct?

A. Tunderstood that these were the facts set
forth that the petitioner alleges are
grounds, yes.

Q. One of the facts that were set forth that the
petitioner alleged that were grounds was that
the respondent is believed to be under the
influence of a previously estranged child.
Since appearance of child financial assistant
hired for respondent quit her employment upon
concerns of personal safety based on actions
of -- actions of previously estranged child.
Respondent removed appointed attorney-in-fact
over security of funds.

Did you disagree with those assertions?
MR. JONES: I'll -- I'm going to
object.

A. The --

MR. JONES: I think that you're just --

A. The - you know what —

THE REPORTER: One -- one at a time.
MR. JONES: Hold on. Hold on. I'm
going to object. I --1 think at this point
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you're just harassing the -- the witness.

MR. SPARKS: Yeah.

MR. JONES: She's not my witness so I'm
not going to -- but it seems —

A. This is not for me to say.

MR. SPARKS: I believe the same thing.
I-- I'believe the same thing, If - if you
want to ask about the factual basis of this,
I don't understand how it has anything to do
with something so we're going to take a
break -- or can you answer - there's a
question on the table. Can you answer the
question?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. SPARKS: Okay. Let's you and I
talk, please, if we can take a break.
Thanks.

Not you -- not you and 1.

THE WITNESS: Oh, good. Excellent.

THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Going off the
record. Time is 2:23 p.m.

(Whereupon, there was a recess in the
proceedings from 2:23 p.m. to 2:36 p.m.)

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 7 was marked for
identification.)
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you'd seen the document or not, you -- you
were aware that the court had appointed an
interim guardian for your mother?

A. At what point?

Q. On or about November 6th, 2018.

A. I'was aware that the hearing -- the result of
the hearing was a interim guardian appointed,
I believe, yes.

Q. You were aware that there was an interim
guardian appointed over both your mother's
person and over her estate, correct?

A. Youknow, again, I am reading these
documents. I am not an attorney in these
matters. In that that is the proper
interpretation of these documents, I was
aware of what these documents said. My
mother's attorney handled the matter from
that point forward, so my awareness would
extend to reading this as a layperson. So
if - if it says -- if you're asking me was I
aware that -- that this was done, I -- yes,

I -- 1 guess. I'mnot --

Q. Contemporaneous with the proceedings that
were ongoing, the incompetency proceedings,
were you communicating with your mother's
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attorney about the proceedings?

A. Well, this is a -- this has -- this had been
going on -~ this was on -- going on for quite
awhile. At -- at some point I did have
communication with my mother's attorney on
this matter, yes.

Q. And your mother's attorney on this matter I
believe you said was Douglas Noreen?

A. That's right.

Q. Did Mr. Noreen share with you or discuss with
you the fact that an interim guardian over
your mother’s estate and over her person was
going to be appointed by the court?

A. Going to be? No.

Q. Did he share with you that it was, in -- that
it did, in fact, occur?

A. Idon't think that --

MR. SPARKS: Objection. You're
assuming facts not in -- in evidence and I --
you might want to find out when Doug Noreen
became her mother's attorney. Just a hint.
Go ahead and answer the question to the
best - if you can, please.

A. T think that the actual -- the - the moment
when I finally saw the result of that was --
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was after Doug Noreen was retained that I saw
the paperwork; otherwise, I would not be -
not really -

Q. Do--

A. --don't tend to be in communication with the
Wake County court as a -- as a matter of
course.

Q. Did someone represent your mother prior to
Doug Noreen entering his appearance and
representing her in the incompetency
proceeding?

A. No.

Q. When did Mr. Noreen first begin to represent
your mother?

A. 1think that his first conversation with her
was one or two days after the preliminary.

Q. What preliminary?

A. The one at which apparently the interim
guardian — the one requested in these
documents that I explained that I had seen.

Q. One or two days after the document that's
marked Exhibit 6, the petition for
incompetence?

A. Yes. Isn't there a -- yeah. I think that —
if I — let's see. November 8th rings a bell
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for the day that my mother retained Doug
Noreen.
November 8th --
Uh-huh.
--2018?
Yeah.
MS. SCULLY: Can you provide the

witness Exhibit 9.

(HOFELLER EXHIBIT 9 was marked for
identification.)

BY MS. SCULLY:

Q. Ms. Hofeller, actually, before I review
Exhibit 9, I had one follow-up question on
Exhibit 8. If I could turn your attention
back to Exhibit 8.

‘Were you aware that the interim guardian
of the estate that was appointed in these
proceedings was Everett Bolton?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you have any communications with

M. Bolton at any point in time?

No.

No?

No.

Thank you, Were you aware that the Wake
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1 County Human Services was appointed as the L Q. At this point
2 interim guardian over your mom's person? 2 A. - all these dates.
3 A. Was that the name? I thought it was 3 Q. - in time, February 6, 2019, was Mr. Sparks
4 LifeLinks? Oh, that was the one they 4 representing you in any other matters other
s suggested, maybe. I-- I was aware that it 5 than your mom's incompetency proceedings?
¢ was a - a - a body of some sort rather than § A. 1--not -- not -- what else was going on
7 a - an individual 7 then?
8 Q. Did you at any point in time have any 8 Q. You were having communications with Mr. Speas
9 communications with anyone at Wake County 9 and --
10 Human Services? 10 A. Oh. Only in that --
11 A No. 11 Q. —Ms. Meese [sic].
12 Q. Tuming your attention to Exhibit 9, I 12 A. Only in that -- I'm sorry. Only in that
13 believe you had an opportunity to review that 13 he -- he was kind enough to allow me to use
14 a few moments ago, correct? 14 his office address as a service address where
15 A. Yeah 15 I could receive service.
16 Q. Have you seen the document marked as Exhibit 16 Q. Did you have any communications with your
17 9 before today? 17 mother's counsel, Mr. Noreen, about the
18 A. Tdon't-- okay. Report of the — of the 18 subpoena that was issued to her in - in this
19 guardian ad litem. I think I reviewed it 19 litigation?
20 briefly. 20 A. No, Idid not.
2 Q. Itappears on Exhibit 9, last page, there's a 21 Q. Itake it you didn't have any communications
22 certificate of service and it reflects 22 with the interim guardian over her estate
23 that - do you see the last page there? 23 about the subpoena that was directed to her
24 A. Oh. Oh, okay. I--Iwas going to say, this 24 in this litigation, correct?
25 isn't... 25 A. Yes.
189 191
1 Q. On that page it reflects that — Tom Sparks 1 Q. And you didn't have any communications with
2 is listed as your attorney? 2 the interim guardian over her person
3 A. Yes. 3 regarding the subpoena that was issued upon
4 Q. Yes. At this point in time, No- - February 4 her in this litigation, correct?
5 6, 2019, was Tom Sparks acting as your 5 A. That is correct.
¢ attorney in these proceedings? ¢ MS. SCULLY: Can you show the witness
7 MR. SPARKS: What — what is this 7 Exhibit 10.
8 proceeding? I want to make sure you 8 (HOFELLER EXHIBIT 10 was marked for
9 understand. 9 identification.)
10 MS. SCULLY: Sorry. 10 BY MS. SCULLY:
. BY MS. SCULLY: 1 Q. Ms. Hofeller, have you had -- had an
12 Q. The incompetency proceedings for your mother. 12 opportunity to review the document marked
13 A. Yes. 13 Exhibit 10?
14 Q. When did you first retain Mr. Sparks in 14 A. Yes.
15 connection with your mother's incompetency 15 Q. Have you seen the document marked as Exhibit
16 proceedings? 16 10 before?
17 A. Was it December or January? Idon't -- it -- 17 A. Yes.
18 it's all a blur. I think it was early 18 Q. When did you first see the document marked as
19 January. It was after the hol- —-no. It 19 Exhibit 10?
20 was -- e A. Sometime after. Ireally don't know exactly
2 THE WITNESS: 1 think you -- you got 21 when. My attorney received --
22 back to me during the holiday — what I felt 22 MR. SPARKS: Some - sometime after
23 was the holiday time. There you go. Thank 23 when? Please tell her.
24 you. 24 A. The 7th day of February, 2019.
25 A. TI'msorry. Ican't keep track of - 25 Q. Were you aware prior to February -- the date
190 192
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know that part of your personal history and
I'm not —

A. Uh-huh.

Q. - trying to antagonize you by asking you
your home address. However, there's a
process that the parties have agreed to with
regard to having documents held confidential
and highly confidential in the context of
this litigation. And so what I would suggest
is that if you're asking that the -- your
address that you -- that would be -- that the
parties would agree that it is confidential
or highly confidential, I'm certain that we
would not have an objection to it so long as
we -

MR. SPARKS: She can be served at my
office. She's not going to agree to reveal
that. If you want to go to the court and —-
and compel that, you can go to the court and
compel that, but —

MR. BRANCH: Okay.

MR. SPARKS: -- she can be served at my
office.

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. And just -- just so we're clear, for purposes

197

of any later subpoenas that's served in --
that are served in the context of this
lawsuit, trial subpoenas or any other
documents, you're willing to be served
through counsel here as opposed to at your
house?

MR. JONES: Hold on.

MR. SPARKS: At this time are you
willing to have that done?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. Allright. And in the event that you are —
you withdraw that authorization for your
lawyer, would you then be willing to provide
us with your home address so that we can
serve you with process?

MR. JONES: TI'll object. She's
outside - she lives outside the range of the
subpoena range of the court. She already
testified —

MR. BRANCH: Imean, doesn't mean we
can't subpoena her and we have a right to --
in the event that we believe that her
testimony is necessary at trial to subpoena
her to testify and --
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MR. JONES: Agree to disagree. If
she's outside the range of the - the
subpoena range of the court I think you can't
subpoena her.

MR. SPARKS: So that we can move on,
we've been here for a long time, may [
interject with a question or two, please --

MR. BRANCH: Uh-huh.

MR. SPARKS: -- if -- if that's okay
with you because it's out of order?

At this time, Ms. Hofeller, are you
willing to have — allow me to accept service
of documents on your behalf?

THE WITNESS: Iam, yes.

MR. SPARKS: If that changes, will you
provide to me an address at which you can be
served, wherever that address is, and give me
permission to let all these fine people know
and everybody that's -- every attorney
involved in this case know where that address
might be?

THE WITNESS: Yes. Yes, as longasiit
doesn't appear on any of these documents.

MR. SPARKS: No. No. No. Ididn't
ask you for your home address. Isaid an

199

address -

THE WITNESS: Oh, yes.

MR. SPARKS: -- at which you can be
served.

THE WITNESS: Yes. Absolutely.

MR. SPARKS: Okay. Is that -- is that
sufficient, sir?

MR. BRANCH: Yeah, I think that's fine.

MS. SCULLY: Yeah.

MR. SPARKS: Thank you. I'm sorry to
interrupt.

MR. BRANCH: No. No. Well, that was
very helpful so thank you for interrupting.

THE WITNESS: Thanks.

BY MR. BRANCH:
Q. Why did you pick Common Cause to reach out to

you -- or to reach out to with regard to
finding an attorney to represent your mother
in the competency dispute?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered earlier.

A. 1answered that question I thought pretty

thoroughly.

Q. And maybe I missed it, but I'd just like to

go back over it just for a little bit. [
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mean, why — again, why Common Cause?

MR. JONES: Objection, asked and
answered.

MR. BRANCH: And, again, she can answer
the question.

A. They are local. They're local and I needed
to, you know, ascertain who was local as far
as local attorneys, and their knowledge of
the politicization of my family affairs as it
pertains to anyone who is involved on this
level with politics, it seemed that they
would comprehend that.

Q. And why -- why did it seem like Common Cause
would have a comprehension of the
politicization of your family's affairs?

A. Because all of the attorneys involved in all
of these matters would have an understanding
of it.

Q. So that's because Common Cause had attorneys
that had been involved in legal matters with
knowledge of the politicization of your
family's affairs?

A. How shall I put this? Your average American
doesn't understand what redistricting even
is, so attorneys that are involved in matters
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that pertain to it are much more likely to
understand the importance of my father's
position on these matters.

Q. Okay. And prior to reaching out to Common
Cause about the -- about the topics on which
you reached out to them, you were aware that
they - that Common Cause was involved in
litigation regarding redistricting?

A. Yes.

Q. And were you -- and you were aware that they
had taken positions adverse to those of your
father or your father's businesses?

A. You know, my father -

MR. JONES: Oh, object. Object.

MR. SPARKS: She --

MR. JONES: Ans and ans --

MR. SPARKS: She --

MR. JONES: Asked and answered.

MR. SPARKS: She actually said that --

THE WITNESS: Yeah.

MR. JONES: You just changed the word
antagonistic to adverse. It's been asked and
answered multiple times.

MR. BRANCH: Well, then it's a --

A. And this wasn't my father's --
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MR. BRANCH: -- different question.

A. --position. This was just what he did.

MR. SPARKS: Please.
THE WITNESS: I'm sorry.

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. Was your father retained by parties in
litigation with Common Cause?

MR. JONES: Objection. There's no
establishment of any foundation.

MR. BRANCH: I'm asking if she has
knowledge of that.

A. Idon'tknow the details of how my father was
actually involved in all of this. Idon't
know the details. I--he - he was all over
the country all the time my whole entire
childhood. Idon't know when he signed on
with who in what capacity, whether he was
working for the RNC, whether he was a
consultant. I don't know those details. It
would be very —- I don't know. It seems
almost like it -- it -- we're trying to
establish that I would misstate. 1 would
rather just go ahead and say that I don't
know these details. If you continue to press
me to tell you yes or no, eventually there is
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an idea that I will say that I know something
that I wasn't aware of.

Q. And]--tobeclear, I don't knowis a
perfectly valid answer. If you don't know,
you don't know. That's fine. I'm not trying
to press you for a certain answer. I'm
trying to understand what it is you do
actually know.

A. And, again, I've really tried to --

MR. JONES: There's no --
THE WITNESS: Okay.

A. Ttried to address it before.

Q. And so are you aware that the redistricting
maps at issue in this case are ones that were
passed by the North Carolina General Assembly
in 20177

A. Passed by? You mean -- no. No, I wasn't
aware.

Q. Okay. Well, are you aware that redistricting
maps are enacted laws by the North Carolina
General Assembly in North Carolina?

A. No.

Q. And you weren't -- I believe you just
testified that you weren't aware that the
maps that are being challenged by the
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plaintiffs in this lawsuit are ones that were
enacted in 20177

A. No. Ididn't know --

Q. Okay.

A. -- any of those state- -- specifics.

Q. If-- on the assumption that I'm correct that
the General Assembly passed the maps that are
at issue in this litigation in 2017, would it
be correct to say that you had no
communications with your father about those
maps that were passed?

A. Idon't know when he started drawing those
maps. My fa- — I 'was an only child. My
father and I spoke about a lot of matters
right up until the point when I didn't speak
to him anymore. So I have no idea whether or
not the maps that he was drawing the last
time I spoke to him were those maps. I would
have no way of knowing that.

Q. So you have no way of knowing one way or
another?

A. That's right.

Q. Okay. Did you -- what's - I'm not trying to
raise the same concems you have about your
address, but I do have some questions about
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the use of your phone. So --

A. The use of my what?

Q. Your--

MS. SCULLY: Phone.

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. Your cell phone. And so I'm going to ask you
what your cell phone number is so...

MR. JONES: Tl --

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. Are you willing -- are you willing to share
that for the -

A. No.

Q. Okay. Let me ask the question a different
way. Have you used the same -- do you have a
smartphone that you use -- that is associated
with the regular phone number that you use
and give out to people?

A. Forgive me for being a little bit concerned
about where -- I mean, I -- what can I say?
I mean, I -- the -- what -- what period of
time are we talking about here? Imean...

Q. Current -- let's say today do you have an
iPhone?

A. Dolhave -

Q. Do you have -~

206

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

May 17, 2019

- a smartphone?

. —an Android? Yes. That —

. Yes, I have a smartphone.

Okay. And what kind of a phone is it? Is it
an iPhone, Android?
MR. JONES: Ob- -- object. This is -
this is ri- - ridiculously irrelevant.
MR. BRANCH: It is not.

BY MR. BRANCH:

Q. You can answer.

A. It's - it's either an iPhone or an Android.

Q. Allright. And it's one specific device. Is
that the same device that you have used since
September 30th of 2018?

A. No.

Q. Okay. How many different devices have you
used since September 30th of 2018 associated
with your primary telephone number?

A. Two.

Q. Two?

A. Two, I think, yeah.

Q. Okay. Do you --

A. Idon'tknow. These were not associated with

the same phone number. I-- I'm a popular

person. Idon't tend to just give my phone

o PO
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number out and I also tend to - to find that
it's better when you're on Google to - to
not be quite as consistent as most of -- most
people are.

MR. SPARKS: Do you need to take a
break?

THE WITNESS: No. No, I don't.

A. So, no, it hasn't been the same phone number.

Q. Okay. And --all right. So the question I
had was actually as to the device that you
use, the physical hardware. And what I was
asking, and it was based on an assumption
that I think turned out not to be correct,
was how many different devices have you used
since September 30th of 2018 to present day?

A. Tthink it's two. Two.

Q. Okay. Okay. Do you -- did you change phone
numbers when you changed devices at some
point during that period of time?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Can you tell me approximately when
that was?

A. Late last year, I think.

Q. Towards the -- do you think possibly
December? I'm not looking for a specific
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made by me to the question therein recorded, with
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the correction sheet attached hereto, if any.

Signed this, the  day of
2019.

STEPHANIE HOFELLER

State of:
County of:
Subscribed and sworn to before me this
day of ,2019.

Notary Public

My commission expires:
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Case Name: COMMON CAUSE, ET AL. VS. DAVID R.
LEWIS, ET AL.
Witness Name: STEPHANIE HOFELLER
Deposition Date: FRIDAY, MAY 17,2019
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA )
JCERTIFICATE
COUNTY OF WAKE )

I, LISA A. WHEELER, RPR, CRR, Court
Reporter and Notary Public, the officer before whom
the foregoing proceeding was conducted, do hereby
certify that the witness whose testimony appears in
the foregoing proceeding was duly sworn by me; that
the testimony of said witness was taken by me to
the best of my ability and thereafter transcribed
by me; and that the foregoing pages, inclusive,
constitute a true and accurate transcription of the
testimony of the witness.

I do further certify that I am neither
counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the
parties to this action and, further, that I am not
a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel
employed by the parties thereof, nor financially or
otherwise interested in the outcome of said action.

This the 20th day of May, 2019.

Lisa A. Wheeler, RPR, CRR
Notary Public #19981350007
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DECLARATION OF JON GREGORY MATTHEWS

1. My name is Jon Gregory Matthews.

2. I am currently employed by Stroz Friedberg (“*Stroz Friedberg”), a digital forensics and
technical investigation firm, in its Washington D.C. office. My title is Vice President,
Digital Forensics and Incident Response. I am responsible for conducting digital forensic
acquisitions and analysis; performing comprehensive immediate response functions for
network and data breach incidents; conducting electronic discovery and data production
operations involving preservation, processing, and production of electronic data from a
variety of digital sources; conducting technical security reviews; and providing expert
testimony regarding the methods, results, and accuracy of forensic findings.

3. Stroz Friedberg was retained by Arnold & Porter Kaye Scholer LLP in the matter of
Common Cause v. Lew, 18-cv-14001 (Superior Court, NC) to provide consulting and
technical services regarding the forensic imaging and analysis of digital media.

4. On March 13, 2019, Stroz Friedberg’s Washington DC office received an unopened
package from R. Stanton Jones of Arnold & Porter Kaye Scholer LLP. The information
on the package included the following:

FedEx Shipping Label
Stephanie Hofeller
[KENTUCKY ADDRESS OMITTED]

To R. Stanton Jones, Arnold &Porter LLP
601 Massachusetts Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20001

Wed — 13 Mar 3:00P
STANDARD OVERNIGHT

The package also had an additional label with the following information on it:

Received
Mar 13, 2019
11:20

5. Upon receipt of this package, Stroz Friedberg opened the package and logged receipt of
the contents of the package via our chain of custody process. This process includes
photographing each device, noting identifying information such as serial number,

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000110









Case 8:18-cv-01041-GJH Document 167-1 Filed 06/14/19 Page 5 of 5

Executed on: June 14, 2019

¢ Fas

e £ 7
"/ 7

Jon Gregory Matthews
/

.

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000113






























Case 1:18-cv-02921-JMF Document 587-1 Filed 05/30/19 Page 64 of 126

American Community Survey (ACS)

TABLE 1

Sample Sizes by Year and Type

Housing Units Group Quarters People
Year A c:::t::sles Final Sl:r:l:lle Actual Synthetic
Interviews Interviews Interviews
Selected Selected -
2013 3,551,227 | 2,208,513 | 207,410 163,663 135,758
2012 3,539,552 | 2,375,715 | 208,551 154,182 137,086
2011 3,272,520 | 2,128,104 | 204,553 148,486 150,052
2010 2,899,676 | 1,917,799 | 197,045 144,948 N/A
2009 2,897,256 | 1,917,748 | 198,808 146,716 N/A
2008 2,894,711 | 1,931,955 | 186,862 145,974 N/A

Table 1-Page1of1
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TABLE 2
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey
- Sorted by District Number

A B T D E F G H I J K L M N 0 3
= PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAF/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
ArcaofState | Party | Total | VAP | CVAP | , | gcvap | HvaP | %BCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
T | Northeast TX 165,823 125927] 122.470] 75.1 31| 58 27 535 "1814 08| 14,488 13.42 14.50
2 | Northeast TX 173,869] 130,806| 124,825 851 55| 100 Py 552 6232 372 16883 15.60 1188
3| Houston Suburbs 164,955 119,595| 109,760 754 97| 200 103 485 2682 160 1,778 165 3.25)
4 | DFW Suburbs 168429 123,603] 117,715] 815 63| 117 54 536 792 047 9.733 9.01 854
5 | Northeast TX 160.253| 120,169 112.555| 78.8 52| 132 779 398 7384 440 4573 223 8.64
6 | Northoast TX 160,008| 119,154] 109.970| 70.1 65| 149 33 %0 7629 455 1,988 1.84 6.39
7 | Northeast TX 161,039 120,296 112,255 74.7 39| 112 73 349 6598 394 4.273)| 3.96 7.89
8 | Contral Toxas 161,098] 123,550] 114,450] 72.1 88| 154 66 57.0 ~6539] 390 6,468 5.99 9.89
9 | Northoast TX 166,719 125,947) 121,420] 75.8 25| 69 Y 358 18 055 13438 12.44 12.99
10 | DEW Suburbs 163,063 116978) 111,680] 75.6 Ba| 187 55 704 4574 273 3,698 3.42 6.15
11 | Northeast TX 168,699 128,086 118,640] 722 57 139 33 2056 1062 063 10,658 9.87 9.24)
12 | Contral Toxas 160,573| 119,556 111,500] 644 8 195 77 0.6 7064, @21 3,608 334 7.56|
13 | Central Texas 170,617] 131,129] 123,515] 752 95| 159 64 597 2980) 178 15,533 14.38 12.61)
14 | Central Texas 163,187] 131,479 114,485| 68.6 a1 210 %9 572 4450 265 6,503 6.02 8.68|
15 | Houston Suburbs 167,349 120,450 116,690] 81.8 74| 135 61 55.0 288 2017 3,708 8.06 8.24)
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647| 122,271] 108,180] 80.7 93| 211 118 w2 ~990) 0,59 198] 0.18 0.7
17 | Central Texas 163480 121295 112,125 61.1 270|334 64 80.9 157 248 4,143 3.84 632
18 | Southoast TX 169,888 132,877] 126,560| 713 81 142 6.1 57.0 2251 134 18578 17.20 15.86
19 | Southoast TX 171,969 131,682 128,705 82.5 37| 63 26 583 Py 258 20,723 19.19 16.61
20 | Contral Texas 159,816] 121,754 115,395 82.8 103] 166 62 624 7821 267 7413 6.87 11.53)]
21 | Southeast TX 172,180 130,308] 121,365 82.0 52| 93 a1 557 543 271 13,383 12.39 9.68]
22 | Southeast TX 161,930 122,897) 115,525] 37.0 77| 157 30 9.0 5707 340 7,543 6.99 1039
25| Houston Suburbs 163,720| 123,736| 111,060] 59.8 66| 227 61 732 3917 234 3,978 3.68 6.02
24| Houston Suburbs 162,685| 118,491 118,260] 74.8 113 156 %3 723 4952 295 10278 9.52 12.47
25 | Houston Suburbs 174,168| 129,041] 121,050] 624  208| 274 66 759 6531 390] 13,268 12.29 839
26 | Houston Suburbs 160,091 117,247] 97.320] 52.2 16| 149 33 778 7546 450 10,662 .87 537
27 | Houston Suburbs 160,084| 113,596 104,205| 26.2 48| 197 %8 754 7553 451 3,687 341 1.09
28| Houston Suburbs 160,373| 107.968] 100,995 533 156 206 50 7538 7264 433 6,987 647 214
29 | Houston Suburbs 175700] 124,171] 116,165] 57.5 74| 232 538 749 8063 481 3,183 7.58 277
30 | Contal Texas 166,022] 124,729 121,220] 9.0  318| 352 34 904 1615 096 13238 12.26 1322
31| S Tex RG Valley 171,858] 121,699 104,285 23.1 739|777 X 95.1 4221 252 3,697 342 5.94)
32 | S Tex RG Valley 167,074] 126,072] 124,080] 46.8| 42| 459 16 %.5 563 034 16,098 14.91 15.24]
35 | DFW Suburbs 172,135| 119,518] 115,655] 77.9 85 135 9 3.5 2498 268 7,673 7.11 4.42
34 | STexRG Valley | 173,149 125,896] 117,465] 28.0] _ 646] 677 3.1 954 5512] 329 9,483 8.78 5.49

Table 2 - Page 1 0of 4
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B C D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 3
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
AreaofState | Party | Total | VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
—_— — — — —

S Tex RG Valley 168,627) 109,154] 77585] 18.6 789]  85.1 6.2 927, 990 059 30,397 -28.15 -28.74]
36 | S Tex RG Valley 168,963 110,963 76,060 119 86.0] 908 4.3 94.7 1326 079 31,922 -29.56 -30.35,
37 | S Tex RG Valley 169,088 113454| 78,885 15.5 815 87.1 5.6 93.6 1451 087 29,097 -26.95 2781
38 | S Tex RG Valley 168,214] 110,865 92,195 13.5 80.2] 867 6.4 92.6 577 034] 15,787 -14.62 -14.96]
39 | S Tex RG Valley 168,659 110,751 85,015 14.6 78] 88.0) 9.1 89.7 1022 061 22,967 -21.27 -21.88]
40| S Tex RG Valley 168,662] 108,086] 79,875 8.2, 884 921 338 959 1025, 061 28,107 -26.03 -26.64]
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776] 115,033 88,365] 17.9 75.7] 804 4.6 942 1139 068 -19.617 -18.17 -18.85]
42| S Tox RG Valley 167,668] 111,699 84,125 5.4 912[ 95,0 39 959 31 002] 23857 22.09 22.11
43| S Tex RG Valley 169,564 124,492] 120,575] 35.8 577 598 2.1 9.5 1927 115 12,593 11.66 10.51
44 | Central Texas 174,451 126,713] 125,720]  60.9 297 327 3.0 90.9 6814 4.06 17,738 16.43 12.36
45 | Austin Area 167,604] 126,549| 124,330]  66.7 255 300 4.6 84.8 33 -0.02 16,348 15.14 15.16
46 | Austin Area 166,410 118,539 94335] 416 246 416 -16.9 593 -1227 073 13,647 -12.64 -11.91
47 | Austin Area 175314] 127,689 125,095 80.3 123|126 03 977, 7677 458 17,113 15.85 11.27
48 | Austin Area 173,008] 135,585 127,810 74.4 167] 204 37 819 5371 320 19,828 18.36 15.16
49 | AustinArea 167,309] 144,371] 130,085] 73.1 143 216 73 66.2 328 -0.20) 22,103 20.47 20.66,
50 | AustinArea 166,516] 124,252] 110,735 57.5 177 253 7.6 69.9 -1121 -0.67) 2,753 2.55 3.22)
51 Austin Arca 175,709 128,793 98,320[ 41.5 4.0 562 -122 783 8072 482, 29,662 -8.95 -13.76]
52 | AustinArca 165994] 114,146] 111,445 62.8 19.6] 267 7.1 735 -1643 098 3,463 321 4.19
53 West Texas 162,897 127,381] 123,515 72.2, 23.1] 268 37 863 ~4740) 283 15,533 14.38 17.21
54 | Central Texas 167,736] 117,164] 112,385 516 158 176 -1.9 89.5 99 0.06 4,403 4.08 4.02)
55 | Contral Toxas 162,176] 119,755] 116,635| 644 149 194 4.5 768 -5461 326 8,653 8.01 11.27
56 | Contral Texas 163,869 123411 117,985 72.6, 124 178 5.4 69.7 3768 225 10,003 9.26 11.51
57 | Southeast TX 164,418 124,630] 118,140 72.8 72 130 538 555 3219 192 10,158 9.41 11.33)
58 | Central Texas 169,146] 123,826 118,105] 84.2 87| 149 6.1 58.8 1500 0.90 10,123 9.37 8.47
50 | Central Texas 163,609] 122,193] 118,030] 759 114|156 42 731 4028 2.40) 10,048 9.31 11.71
60 West Texas 171,429 131,870] 127,825] 86.9) 92 118 2.6 780 3792 2.26) 19,843 18.38 16.11
61 | DFW Suburbs 176,054 130,782] 128,065 88.5 60 106 4.6 56.9 8417 5.02 20,083 18.60 13.58)
62 | Northeast TX 160,023 122,203] 117,530 85.0 42| 86 4.4 49,0 7614 4,54 9,548 3.84 13.38]
63 | DFW Suburbs 167337 _115,634] 113,605 80.8 80 131 5.1 612 300 -0.18 5,623 5.21 5.39
64 | DFW Suburbs 167,588 129,175] 116,875] 75.0 101] 166 6.5 603 49 -003 8,893 8.24) 8.26
65 | DFW Suburbs 165,742 124,977] 109,350] _62.3 98] 186 838 52.5] -1895 113 1,368 127 2.40
66 | DFW Suburbs 172,129 130,796 113,390] _ 69.7, 60 91 3.1 658 4492 2.68 5,408 5.01 2.33)
67 | DFW Suburbs 172,141 126,368] 111,250] _70.1 75| 139 6.4 540 4504 2.69) 3,268 3.03 034
68 Wost Texas 160,508 121,547] 112,760] _80.9, 128 185 51 69.1 7129 425 4,778 442 8.68|
69 West Texas 160,087 123,063] 117,450] 77.2, 97 129 32 753 -7550) 450 9,468 8.77 13.27
70 | DFW Suburbs 172,135] 117,432] 110,995] 753 100 159 59 62.9 4498 268 3,013] 2.79 0.11
71 West Texas 166,924] 127,097 123,650 71.2 179 201 2.1 89.4) 713 043 15,668| 14.51 14,94
72 West Texas 170,479] 130,771] 123,075] 64.6 276] 323 438 853 2842 1.70) 15,093] 13.98 12.28)
73 Bexar 166,719] 127,882] 126,130 79.7 166] 198 33 83.6 918 055 18,148 16.81 17.35]
74| S Tex RG Valley | 162,357] 115,236] 91,345]  24.6 694]  76.6| 713 90.5 -5280] 315 -16637] 1541 -12.26]

Table 2 - Page 2 of 4

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000125



Case 1:18-cv-02921-JMF Document 587-1 Filed 05/30/19 Page 67 of 126

B C D E ¥ G H 1 3 K L ™M N 0 P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | %CVAP | % CVAP Dev-

ArcaofState |Party| Total | VAP | CVAP | snjio | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev

El Paso 159,691 103,209] 77,455 89  89.0] 918 -2.8 97.0 -1946 474 30527 2827 -23.53)

El Paso 159,752] 116389 94705 112] 835 87.3 3. 95.7 7885 470 13277] 1230 -1.59)

El Paso 160385| 115,924] 90,830 229[ 696 760 6.4 91.6 7252 433 715  -15.88 -11.56]

El Paso 160,161 111,913] 98,925] 31.6[  583[ 647 6.4 90.0 7476 446 9,057 839 -3.93)

El Paso 160,658] 112,399 98.435] 17.0[ 767 799 32 96.0 6979 416 9547 -8.84 -4.68)

80 | 'S Tex RG Valley 161,949 106,402 86,650] 15.5] __ 78.7| _ 86. 74 914 -5688 339 2133 1976 -16.36]
81 | West Texas 169,684] 120,535] 108,980] 51.8] __ 39.0 469 19 832 2047 122 998 0.92 -0.30
82 | West Texas 163234] 118,623 113,415] 59.3] _ 286] 352 -6 812 4403 263 5433 5.03 7.6
83 | West Texas 173,918] 127,906 123,330] _67.1 249 281 32 8838 6281 375 15348 1421 1047
84 | West Texas 167,970] 128,898 124,075] 58.7] 280|302 22 9238 333 020 16093 14.90 14.70
85| Houston Suburbs 160,182 113,433 102,620] 483 275 351 76 785 7455 445 5362 497 20.52)
86 | West Texas 165,183 121,555 115,915] 764  165] 223 53 739 2454 -1.46) 7,933 735 8.81
87 | West Texas 174343 125360 109,320 65.0]  218] 297 19 733 6706 4,00 1,338 124 -2.76
88 | West Texas 160,896] 115,622] 103,670 609 294] 389 95 751 6741 402 a3 3.99 0.03
89 | DFW Suburbs 172,138 118,380[ 116,895| 724 89 13.0 42 68.0 4501 2,68 8913 825 557
90 | Tarrent Crty 159,684] 105,664 71,770 279 490 707 217 69.3 1953 474 36212 3354 -28.79
91 | TarmentCty 162,838] 119,048 108,845 759 109 182 12 60.2 4799 -2.86 863 0.80 3.66]
92 | Tarrent Coty 162,326] 126,290 116,980 _ 70.3 96 145 49 66.1 5311 -3.17) 8,998 833 11.50]
93 | Tarrent Caty 162,161 113,584 103,455 _64.1 148 2238 8.0 65.0 -5476 321 4527 419 -0.93)
94 | Tarent Cnty 167,374] 125,516 114,195 _ 69.8 102 153 52 663 -263 -0.16 6213 575 |
95 | Tarent Cnty 161,634] 115752 96,150] 329 129] 243 114 53.0 -6003 358 -118%2  -1096 -7.38)
96 | _Tarent Cnty 164,930] 113,924 109,035] _65.5 101 152 51 66.5 2707 -161 1,053 0.98 2.59)
97 | Tarent Caty 168,869] 131,311 122,870] 70.5 98] 157 5.9 623 1232 073 14888 13.79 13.03)
98 | Tarent Cnty 164,081 114953| 114,875 _83.7 67 98 31 688 3556 212 6,893 638 850
99 | Tament Cnty 170473 125,722 116,830 74.7] 147|201 54 731 2836 169 8,848 8.19 6.50
100 | Dallas Caty 161,143 117479 97.410] 29.8 183 331 1438 552 -6494] 387 10572 -9.79 -5.92
101 | Tarrent Caty 164,664 110,209 92,990] 355 197 325 12 60.6 2973 77 1499  -1388 -12.11
102 | Dallas Cnty 161,136] 122,520] 96,850 65.0 113|241 128 46.8 -6501 388 1,132 1031 -6.43)
103 | Dallas Cnty 170948] 121,837 71,970] 39.0] 427 643 217 66.3 311 198 36012] 3335 -35.33)
104 | Dallas Caty 172,784] 115,035 78,780 253 517|692 175 74.1 5147 307 -20200] -27.04 -30.11
105 | Dallas Caty 175,728]_127,590] 95,900] _51.1 241 392 151 614 8091 483 12082  -1119 -16.02)
106 | DFW Suburbs 161,947] 110,568 107,290 _76.1 88 147 5.9 60.1 -5690) -3.39 -692 -0.64 2.75)
107 | Dallas Caty 171,872] 123,986 108,045 579 156 289 134 538 4235 253 63 0.06 -2.47)
108 | Dallas Caty 163,233 133,667 122,505 _74.3 136 195 -6.0) 69.4 -4404) 263 14523 1345 16.08|
109 | Dallas Caty 174223 122,347) 112,780 234[  114] 200 8.6 57.0 6586 3.93 4,798 444 051
110 [ Dallas Caty 167,508 111,827 83,885 14.6] 249 455 -20.6 547 -129 008 24007 223 -22.24)
111 | Dallas Coty 166963 118393 103,410] 242] 151 255 103 59.4 674 040 457 423 -3.83)
112 | DallasCoty 167,051 120,192] 07,965] 549 _ 148] 263 15 564 586 03510017 -9.28 -8.93)
113 | Dallas Caty 171418] 120,834 106,040] _53.5 153 260 108 586 3781 226] 1942 -1.80) .05
114 | Dallas Caty 172,330]_ 130817 105,540] _68.2 110 242 132 456 4693 280 2442 226 -5.06]
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C D E F G H I J K L M N o P
Party | Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCV AP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
115 Dallas Cnty | 171,802| 127,352| 100,760 58.5 16.7 24.4 -7.8] 68.2 4165 248 -7,222 -6.69 -9.17
116 Bexar B 38 171,463| 132,823| 115470 32.3 57.1 59.9 -2.8] 95.3 3826 228 7,488 6.93 4.65
117 Bexar 168,692 117,126| 111,045 32.3 60.9 58.8 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 2.21
118 Bexar 164,436| 116,859| 106,575 28.1 67.1 68.7 -1.6) 97.6 -3201 -1.91 -1,407 -1.30 0.61
119 Bexar 159,981 114,477| 106,465 28.5 58.3 62.7 -4.4 93.0 -7656 -4.57 -1,517 -1.40 3.16}
120 Bexar 175,132 124,829| 114,810 30.6 34.1 42.2 -8.1 80.9 7495 4.47 6,828 6.32 l.85|
121 Bexar 174,867 133,224| 128,905 61.0 26.7 314 -4.6) 85.2 7230 4.31 20,923] 19.38 15.06'
122 Bexar 175,184 128,725| 124,270 64.8 234 27.8 -4.3 84.4 7547 4.50 16,288[ 15.08 10.58)
123 Bexar 175,674 135,763 119,930 30.6 62.3 66.5 -4.2/ 93.7 8037 4.79 1 1,948[ 11.06 6.27)
124 Bexar 174,795 120,503| 115,090 24.8 62.4 66.0 -3.6) 94.6 7158 4.27 7,108[ 6.58 2.31
125 Bexar 174,549 125,158| 115,800 26.3 64.3 69.1 -4.8 93.1 6912 4.12 7,318' 7.24 3.12)
126 Houston 169,256 123,014 99,335 51.8 17.0 26.8 -9.9 63.2 1619 0.97 -8,647| -8.01 -8.97
127 Houston 163,983| 115,865| 114,290 67.1 124 18.1 -5.7 68.6 -3654 -2.18 6,308| 5.84 8.02]
128 Houston 172,221 124,645 116,020 66.4 17.1 25.0 -1.9 68.5 4584 2.73 8,038| 7.44, 4.71
129 Houston 174,127| 130,457| 121,280 62.9 13.6 20.4 -6.8| 66.5 6490| 3.87 I3,298| 12.32 8.44)
130 Houston 175,532 122,108| 119,770| 71.6 11.6 17.7 -6.2, 65.3 7895 4.71 11,788| 10.92 6.21
131 Houston 175,227| 121,368 93,535 13.2 24.0 41.2 -17.2 58.3 7590 4.53 -14,447| -13.38 -17.91
132 Houston 172,973 117,666 109,150| 52.4 20.6 33.0 -12.4 62.5 5336 3.18 1,168' 1.08 -2.10
133 Houston 171,401 135,423| 114,530 70.2 9.5 14.7 -5.2) 64.6 3764 2.25 6,548' 6.06 3.82)
134 Houston 174,421 143,575| 130,040| 74.7 11.0 13.3 -2.3 82.6 6784 4.05 22,058] 20.43 16.38'
135 Houston 172,422 121,136| 99,750| 50.0 18.2 28.5 -10.3 64.0 4785 2.85 —8,232| -7.62 -10.48'
136 Austin Area 164,376 116,361| 113,740 72.8 12.9 16.3 -3.4 79.1 -3261 -1.95 5,758 5.33 7.28'
137 Houston 171,079 127,834 64,375 32.5 22.0 51.5 -29.6 42.6 3442 2.05 -43,607 -40.38 -42.44'
138 Houston 173,059 124,435 98,420 50.3 223 41.3 -19.0} 54.0 5422 3.23 -9,562 -8.86 -12.09'
139 Houston 175,733| 123,875| 100,540 21.6 19.0 35.8 -16.7 53.2 8096 4.83 -7,442 -6.89 -11.72)
140 Houston 170,732 112,332 69,415| 17.2 58.5) 75.8 -17.2 713 3095 1.85 -38,567 -35.72 -37.56
141 Houston 166,498 113,951 92390| 13.5 18.2 37.6 -19.4 484 -1139 -0.68 -15,592 -14.44 -13.76
142 Houston 159,541| 113,288| 91,845 20.3 21.3 35.0 -13.7 60.8 -8096 -4.83 -16,137 -14.94 -10.11
143 Houston 167,215 113,877| 84,625| 23.7 53.0 69.4 -16.4 76.4 -422| -0.25 -23,357 -21.63 -21.38)
144 Houston 161,859 108,509 75,785| 34.9 50.3 69.8 -19.5 72.1 -5778 -3.45 -32,197 -29.82 -26.37
145 Houston 164,574| 116,918 83,645| 284 55.6 69.8 -14.2 79.7 -3063| -1.83 -24,337 -22.54 -20.71
146 Houston 174,485 130,444 97,195| 24.7 11.2 273 -16.1 41.0 6848 4.09 -10,787 -9.99 -14.07
147 Houston 175,873 136,034 114,905| 28.9 18.4 31.2 -12.8 59.0 8236 4.91 6,923 6.41 1.50
148 Houston 170,811 125,873 91,615 40.1 43.5 61.1 -17.6 71.2 3174 1.89 -16,367 -15.16 -17.05)
149 Houston 170,702 121,535 89,230 27.0 19.1 33.8 -14.7 56.6 3065 1.83 -18,752 -17.37 -19.19
150 Houston 168,735 120,462| 109,725 66.0 12.3 21.0| -8.7 58.7 1098 0.65 1,743 1.61 0.96

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982. The ideal TPOP Deviation is 167,637.
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp://ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009
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TABLE 3
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey
Sorted by Percent CVAP Deviation

A B C D E F G H 1 J K
o - L)

vis | arenotsute [racty| mom | var [cvar [ FCTT RCT T PCT TmVAP- T RCVAN

49 Austin Area 167,309 144,371] 130,085] 73.1 143 21| 1.3 66.2,

134 Houston 174,421 143,575] 130,040 747 1.0 133 23 82.6) 6784] 4.05 22,058 20.43 16.38)
121 Bexar 174,867 133,224| 128,905| 61.0 267 314 -4.6) 85.2] 7230 431 20,923 1938 15.06
19 | Southeast TX 171,969 131,682| 128,705] 82.5 3.7 6.3 -2.6) 58.3 4332 2.58 20,723 19.19 16.61
61 | DFW Suburbs 176,054 130,782 128,065| 88.5 6.0  10.6] -4.6) 56.9 8417 5.02 20,083 18.60 13.58)
60 West Texas 171,429| 131,870 127,825 86.9 92 118 -2.6) 78.0 3792 2.26 19,843 18.38 16.11)
48 Austin Area 173,008 135,585| 127,810] 74.4 16.7] 204 -3.7 81.9) 5371 3.20 19,828 18.36 15.16)
18 Southeast TX 169,888| 132,877] 126,560] 71.3 8.1 142 -6.1 57.0 2251 1.34 18,578 17.20 15.86|
73 Bexar 166,719 127,882| 126,130]  79.7 166 198 -3.3 83.6 918 -0.55 18,148 16.81 17.35)
44 | Central Texas 174,451 126,713] 125,720  60.9 297 327 -3.0 90.9 6814 4.06 17,738 16.43 12.36
47 Austin Area 175,314 127,689] 125,095 80.3 123 126 0.3 97.7) 7677 4.58 17,113 15.85 11.27
2 Northeast TX 173,869 130,806] 124,825] 85.1 55 10.0 4.5 55.2] 6232 3.72] 16,843 15.60 11.88)
45 Austin Area 167,604 126,549] 124,330]  66.7 25.5] 300 -4.6) 84.8) -33 -0.02] 16,348 15.14 15.16]
122 Bexar 175,184 128,725| 124,270] 64.8 234 278 43 84.4) 7547 4.50 16,288| 15.08 10.58]
32 | S Tex RG Valley 167,074] 126,072 124,080] 46.8 442] 459 -1.6 96.5 -563 034 16,098 14.91 15.24)
84 West Texas 167,970 128,898| 124,075| 58.7 280 302 2.2 92.8) 333 0.20 16,093 14.90 14.70]
71 West Texas 166,924 127,097| 123,650 71.2 17.9]  20.1 2.1 894 -713 -0.43 15,668 14.51 14.94]
13 | Central Texas 170,617 131,129 123,515 75.2 9.5 159 6.4 59.7 2980 1.78 15,533 14.38 12.61
53 West Texas 162,897 127,381 123,515] 72.2 23.1] 268 -3.7 86.3 -4740) -2.83 15,533 14.38 17.21
83 West Texas 173,918] 127,906] 123,330] 67.1 249 281 -3.2 88.8] 6281 3.75 15,348 14.21 10.47
72 West Texas 170,479 130,771] 123,075]  64.6 27.6] 323 4.8 853 2842 1.70 15,093 13.98 12.28)
97 Tarrent Cnty 168,869 131,311] 122,870  70.5 9.8 157 -5.9 62.3] 1232 0.73 14,888 13.79 13.05|
108 Dallas Cnty 163,233 133,667 122,505 743 136 195 -6.0) 69.4) -4404 -2.63 14,523 13.45 16.08]
1 Northeast TX 165,823 125927 122,470] 75.1 3.1 5.8 2.7 53.5 -1814] -1.08 14,488 13.42 14.50
9 Northeast TX 166,719 125947 121,420 75.8 2.5 6.9) -4.4) 35.8) -918 -0.55 13,438 12.44 12.99
21 Southeast TX 172,180 130,308] 121,365] 82.0 5.2 9.3 4.1 55.7) 4543 271 13,383 12.39 9.68|
129 Houston 174,127] 130,457 121,280] 62.9 13.6] 204 -6.8 66.5 6490} 3.87 13,298 12.32 8.44]
25 | Houston Suburbs 174,168] 129,041 121,250 624 208 274 -6.6) 75.9 6531 3.90 13,268 12.29 8.39]
30 | Central Texas 166,022 124,729 121,220[ 59.0 318 352 -3.4) 90.4) -1615, -0.96) 13,238 12.26 13.22
43 | S Tex RG Valley 169,564 124,492 120,575 35.8 577  59.8 -2.1 96.5 1927 1.15 12,593 11.66 10.51
123 Bexar | D | 175,674] 135,763] 119,930] 30.6 623  66.5 4.2 93.7 8037 4.79) 11,948 11.06 6.27
130 Houston 175,532 122,108] 119,770] 71.6 16| 177 -6.2 65.3 7895 4.71 11,788 10.92 6.21
11 Northeast TX 168,699 128,086 118,640 722 57 139 8.3 40.6) 1062 0.63 10,658 9.87 9.24
24 | Houston Suburbs 162,685 118,491| 118,260 74.8 113[ 156 4.3 72.3] -4952 295 10,278 9.52 12.47|
57 | Southeast TX 164,418 124,630 118,140 72.8 72[  13.0] -5.8 55.5 -3219 -1.92 10,158 9.41 11.33]
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A B C D E F G H 1 J K L M P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ [ TPOP %TPOP % CVAP Dev -
Dist |~ Areaof State | Party | Total VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation % TPOP Dev
—_—— — — E—

58 Central Texas R | 169,146 123,826 118,105 84.2 87 149 -6.1 58.8 1509 0.90 10,123 9.37 8.47
59 Central Texas | 163,609] 122,193 118,030 75.9 114 156 -4.2 73.1 -4028 -2.40 10,048 9.31 11.71
56 Central Texas 163,869 123,411] 117,985 72.6 124  17.8 -5.4) 69.7) -3768 225 10,003 9.26 11.51
4 DFW Suburbs 168,429 123,603| 117,715 81.5 63 117 -5.4) 53.6) 792 0.47 9,733 9.01 8.54]
62 Northeast TX 160,023 122,203| 117,530 85.0 4.2 8.6 -4.4) 49.0 -7614| -4.54 9,548 8.84 13.38)
34 | STexRGValley | D | 173,149] 125896] 117,465 28.0 64.6| 677 3.1 95.4 5512 3.29 9,483| 8.78 5.49
69 West Texas 160,087| 123,063 117,450 77.2 9.7 129 -3.2 75.3 -7550) -4.50 9,468| 8.77 13.27
92 Tarrent Cnty 162,326] 126,290| 116,980] 70.3 9.6 145 -4.9 66.1 -5311 -3.17 8,998 8.33 11.50
89 DFW Suburbs 172,138 118,380| 116,895| 724 89 130 -4.2 68.0) 4501 2.68 8,913 8.25 5.57)
64 DFW Suburbs 167,588 129,175| 116,875] 75.0 10.1]  16.6 -6.5 60.8] -49 -0.03 8,893 8.24 8.26)
99 Tarrent Cnty 170473| 125,722 116,830| 74.7 147 201 5.4 73.1 2836 1.69 8,848 8.19 6.50)
15 | Houston Suburbs 167,349 120,450 116,690 81.8 74 135 -6.1 55.0) -288 -0.17 8,708 8.06 8.24]
55 Central Texas 162,176] 119,755] 116,635| 64.4 149 194 45 76.8) 5461 326 8,653 8.01 11.27
29 | Houston Suburbs | 175,700] 124,171] 116,165] 57.5 174] 232 5.8 74.9) 8063 481 8,183 7.58 2.77)
128 Houston | 172221] 124,645] 116,020] 664 17.1]  25.0 -7.9] 68.5 4584 2.73 8,038 7.44 4.71
86 West Texas 165,183 121,555| 115,915 764 165 223 -5.8| 73.9) -2454) -1.46 7,933 7.35 8.81
125 Bexar | 174,549 125,158 115,800 26.3 643  69.1 4.8 93.1 6912 4.12 7,818 7.24 3.12)
33 DFW Suburbs 172,135] 119,518 115,655 77.9 8.5 135 -4.9 63.5 4498 2.68 7,673 7.11 4.42)
22 Southeast TX 161,930] 122,897| 115,525 37.0 77| 157 -8.0) 49.0 -5707 -3.40 7,543 6.99 10.39)
116 Bexar 171,463 132,823] 115470] 32.3 57.1] 599 2.8 95.3 3826 2.28 7,488| 6.93 4.65|
20 Central Texas 159,816] 121,754| 115,395] 82.8 103]  16.6 -6.2 62.4 -7821 -4.67 7,413| 6.87 11.53]
124 Bexar 174,795] 120,503| 115,090 24.8 624  66.0 -3.6] 94.6| 7158 427 7,108 6.58 2.31
147 Houston 175,873| 136,034 114,905 28.9 184 312 -12.8 59.0 8236 491 6,923 6.41 1.50
98 Tarrent Cnty 164,081 114,953 114,875 83.7 6.7 9.8 3.1 68.8) -3556, 212 6,893 6.38 8.50)
120 Bexar 175,132] 124,829 114,810 30.6 341 422 -8.1 80.9) 7495 4.47 6,828 6.32 1.85)
133 Houston 171,401 135423| 114,530 70.2 95| 147 5.2, 64.6) 3764 225 6,548| 6.06 3.82]
14 Central Texas 163,187| 131,479 114,485 68.6 141 210 -6.9 67.2] -4450| -2.65 6,503 6.02 8.68
8 Central Texas 161,098| 123,550 114,450 72.1 8.8 154 -6.6) 57.0) -6539 -3.90 6,468| 5.99 9.89]
127 Houston 163,983 115,865| 114,290 67.1 124 181 -5.7 68.6) -3654| 218 6,308| 5.84 8.02]
9 Tarrent Cnty 167,374] 125,516] 114,195] 69.8 102] 153 -5.2 66.3 -263 -0.16 6.213| 5.75 5.91|
136 Austin Area 164,376] 116,361| 113,740 72.8 129 163 -3.4 79.1 -3261 -1.95 5,758 5.33 7.28)|
63 DFW Suburbs 167,337] 115,634| 113,605] 80.8 8.0 13.1 -5.1 61.2] -300) -0.18 5,623 5.21 5.39]
82 West Texas 163,234] 118,623 113,415] 59.3 28.6] 352 -6.6) 81.2] 4403/ -2.63 5,433 5.03 7.66)
66 DFW Suburbs 172,129| 130,796| 113,390] 69.7 6.0 9.1 3.1 65.8) 4492 2.68 5,408 5.01 2.33)
109 Dallas Cnty 174223 122,347| 112,780 23.4 114 200 -8.6) 57.0 6586 3.93 4,798 4.44 0.51)
68 West Texas 160,508| 121,547 112,760 80.9 128 185 5.7 69.1 7129 425 4,778 4.42 8.68|
5 Northeast TX 160,253 120,169 112,555 78.8 52 132 1.9 39.8] 7384 -4.40 4,573 423 8.64]
54 Central Texas 167,736| 117,164] 112,385 51.6 158 176 1.9 89.5 99 0.06 4,403 4.08 4.02]
7 Northeast TX 161,039 120,296 112,255 74.7 39 112 13 34.9) 6598 -3.94 4273 3.96 7.89)
17 Central Texas 163,480 121,295 112,125 61.1 27.0] 334 -6.4) 80.9) -4157 248 4,143 3.84 6.32]
23 | Houston Suburbs 163,720| 123,736 111,960 59.8 16.6]  22.7 -6.1 73.2) -3917 234 3,978 3.68 6.02]
10 DFW Suburbs 163,063] 116,978 111,680 75.6 13.1 187 -5.5 70.4 -4574) 273 3,698 3.42 6.15|
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A B C D E F G H I J K L M P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- [ %HCVAP/ [ TPOP | %TPOP % CVAP Dev -
Dist | AreaofState |Party| Total | VAP | CVAP | sn5io | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation % TPOP Dev
—_——— — — —

12 | Central Texas R | 160,573 119,556] 111,590] 64.4 11.8] 195 1.7 60.6) -7064 -4.21 3,608 334 7.56
52 Austin Area | 165994] 114,146] 111,445 62.8 19.6] 267 7.1 73.5 -1643 -0.98 3,463 321 4.19)
67 | DFW Suburbs 172,141] 126,368| 111,250] 70.1 750 139 -6.4) 54.0) 4504 2.69) 3,268 3.03 0.34]
117 Bexar 168,692 117,126 111,045 32.3 60.9] 588 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 221
70 | DFW Suburbs 172,135) 117,432 110,995( 753 100] 159 -5.9 62.9 4498 2.68 3,013 2.79 0.11
50 AustinArea | D | 166,516] 124,252[ 110,735| 57.5 177 253 -7.6) 69.9) -1121 -0.67 2,753 2.55 3.22)
6 Northeast TX 160,008] 119,154] 109,970] 70.1 65| 149 -8.3 44.0 -7629 -4.55 1,988 1.84 6.39)
3| Houston Suburbs 164,955| 119,595 109,760] 75.4 9.7] 200 -10.3 48.5 2682 -1.60 1,778 1.65 3.25)
150 Houston 168,735 120,462 109,725]  66.0 123 210 -8.7 58.7) 1098 0.65 1,743 1.61 0.96
65 | DFW Suburbs 165,742] 124,977) 109,350] 623 98] 186 -8.8 52.5 -1895 -1.13 1,368 1.27 2.40
87 West Texas 174,343 125,360[ 109,320]  65.0 218 29.7 -1.9 73.3 6706 400 1,338 1.24 .76
132 Houston 172,973 117,666] 109,150] 52.4 206]  33.0 -12.4) 62.5 5336 3.18 1,168 1.08 2.10
9% Tarrent Cnty 164,930 113,924 109,035] 65.5 10.1] 152 5.1 66.5 2707 -1.61 1,053 0.98 2.59|
81 West Texas | 169.684] 120,535] 108,980] 51.8 39.0[ 469 1.9 83.2] 2047, 1.22 998| 0.92 -0.30
91 Tarrent Cnty | 162,838] 119,048 108,845 75.9 109 182 1.2 60.2] -4799) -2.86 863 0.80! 3.66
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647) 122,271| 108,180] 80.7 93[ 211 -11.8 44.2] -990} -0.59 198 0.18 0.77
107 Dallas Cnty 171,872 123,986| 108,045| 57.9 15.6) 289 -134) 53.8 4235, 2.53 63 0.06 -2.47
106 | DFW Suburbs | 161,947] 110,568] 107,290] 76.1 88 147 -5.9 60.1 -5690) -3.39 -692 -0.64 2.75)
118 Bexar | D | 164436] 116,859 106,575 28.1 67.1]  68.7 -1.6] 97.6) -3201 -1.91 -1,407 -1.30 0.61)
119 Bexar 159,981| 114,477] 106,465] 285 583 627 4.4 93.0 -7656, -4.57 -1,517 -1.40 3.16)
113 Dallas Cnty 171,418 120,834] 106,040 535 153 26.0) -10.8 58.6, 3781 226 -1,942 -1.80, -4.05|
114 Dallas Cnty 172,330] 130,817] 105,540] 682 110 242 -13.2] 45.6 4693 2.80 2,442 -2.26 -5.06
27 | Houston Suburbs 160,084 113,596| 104,295| 26.2 148 197 -4.8| 75.4 -7553] -4.51 -3,687 341 1.09
31 [ STexRG Valley | 171,858] 121,699] 104,285 23.1 739 117 -3.8[ 95.1 4221 2.52, 3,697 -3.42 -5.94]
88 West Texas 160,896 115,622] 103,670 60.9 294] 389 -9.5] 75.7) -6741 -4.02 4,312 -3.99 0.03|
93 Tarrent Cnty 162,161] 113,584] 103,455] 64.1 148 228 -8.0) 65.0) -5476, 327 -4,527 -4.19 093]
111 Dallas Cnty 166,963 118,393 103,410 242 151 255 -10.3 59.4 -674 -0.40 4,572 -4.23 -3.83]
85 | Houston Suburbs 160,182 113,433] 102,620] 48.3 27.5|  35.1 -7.6) 78.5 -7455, -4.45 5,362 497 -0.52|
28 | Houston Suburbs 160,373| 107,968 100,995( 533 15.6]  20.6] -5.0 75.8 -7264 -4.33 6,987 -6.47 -2.14]
115 Dallas Cnty 171,802] 127,352 100,760] 58.5 16.7] 244 -7.8 68.2] 4165, 248 7,222 -6.69 9.17)
139 Houston 175,733| 123,875] 100,540] 21.6 190/ 358 -16.7 53.2] 8096 4.83 7442 -6.89 -11.72)
135 Houston 172,422] 121,136 99,750]  50.0 182 285 -10.3 64.0) 4785, 2.85 8,232 -7.62 -10.48]
126 Houston 169,256] 123,014] 99,335] 51.8 17.0] 2638 9.9 63.2] 1619 0.97, -8,647 -8.01 -8.97|
78 El Paso 160,161] 111,913 98,925] 31.6 583 64.7 6.4 90.0) -7476, -4.46 9,057 -8.39 -3.93]
79 El Paso 160,658 112,399 98,435 17.0 767 79.9 -3.2 96.0) -6979) -4.16 9,547 -8.84 -4.68]
138 Houston 173,059| 124,435| 98,420[ 50.3 223 413 -19.0) 54.0) 5422 3.23 9,562 -8.86 -12.09)
51 AustinArea | D | 175709] 128,793 98,320 41.5 440 562 -12.2) 78.3 8072 4.82] 9,662 -8.95 -13.76
112 Dallas Cnty 167,051] 120,192]  97,965] 549 148 263 -11.5 56.4) -586, 035 -10,017 -9.28 -8.93|
100 DallasCnty | D | 161,143] 117,479] 97,410 29.8 183 33.1 -14.8 55.2 -6494] -3.87] -10,572 -9.79 -5.92
26 | Houston Suburbs 160,091] 117,247 97,320[ 522 11.6] 149 -3.3 77.8 -7546, 450 -10,662 -9.87 -5.37
146 Houston 174,485 130,444 97,195 24.7 112 273 -16.1 41.0| 6848 409 -10,787 -9.99 -14.07
102 Dallas Cnty 161,136] 122,520 96,850  65.0 1.3 241 -12.3 46.3| -6501] 388 -11,132 -10.31 -6.43|
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Y B T ) E F G H T ] K L ™M N 3
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %IPOP | CVAP % CVAP Dov -
Dist | AreaofState | Party| Total | VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation % TPOP Dev
_ — — E—
95 | Tarrent Caty 161,634] 115.752] 96,150 329 129] 243 114 53.0 ~6003 358 11,832 -10.96 -7.38)
105 | Dallas Cnty 175,728| 127,590 95.900] 51.1 241|392 151 614 8091 a8 12,08 119 1602
76 ElPaso 159,752| 116,389] 94,705| 112| 835 873 37 95.7 7885 270 1327 1230 7,59
46 | AustinArca 166,410] 118,539 94,335] 41.6]  246] 416 169 593 1227 073 13,647 12.64 1191
131 Houston 175227] 121,368] 93,535 13.2]  240| 41 172 583 7590) 453 14447 13.38 17.91
101 | Tarent Coty 164,664 110209 92,990] 355 197 325 128 606 2973 077 14992 113.88 1211
141 Houston 166498 113,951] 92,390 13.5 182 376 194 484 1139 2068|1559 1444 “13.76|
38 | S Tex RG Valley 168214 110,865 92,195| 135 802 867 64 926 577 034 -15,787 1462 _14.96
142 Houston 159,541 113,288) 91,845| 203 213|350 137 508 8096 283 16,137 J14.94 1011
148 Houston 170811 125,873] 91,615 40.1 35| 61 176 712 3174 189 -16367 1516 17.05)
74 | S Tex RG Valley 162,357| 115,236| 91,345 24.6 69.4]  76.6) 213 90.5 -5280) 315 -16,637 -15.41 -12.26
77 FlPaso 160,385 115924] 90,830] 229|  696] 760 %4 916 7252 233 17152 “15.88 1156
149 Houston 170,702 121,535 89,230] 27.0 191 338 147 566 3065 183 18,752 1737 “19.19)
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776| 115,033 88365| 179| 75| 804 76 942 1139 068] 19617 1817 118.85
80 | S Tex RG Valley 161,099 106,402] 86,650 155 787 861 74 914 5688 339 21332 -19.76 1636
39 | S Tex RG Valley 168,659] 110,751] 85015 14.6] _ 789 88.0) 91 89.7 1022 061 22,967 2127 21.88)
143 Houston 167215| 113,877] 84,625| 23.7] 530|694 164 764 a2 025 23357 2163 21.38)
42 | S Tex RG Valley 167,668] 111,699 84,125| 54|  912| 950 39 959 31 002 23857 22.09 22.11)
110 | Dallas Caty 167,508] 111,827] 83,885| 14.6] 249 455 206 547 129 008] 24,097 2232 22.24)
145 Houston 164,574 116918] 83,645| 284  556] 698 142 797 3063 183 24337 22.54 2071)
40 | S Tex RG Valley 168,662 108,086 79.875| 82| 884 921 338 95.9 1025 061] 28,107 2603 26.64]
37 | STexRG Valley | 169,088 113,454] 78.885| 15.5 85| 871 56 936 1251 087 29,097 2695 27.81
104 | Dallas Caty 172,784] 115,035 78,780| 253 517 692 175 747 5147 307 20202 27.04 30,11
35 | STexRG Valley | 168,627 109,154] 77,585 18.6] 789 851 %2 927 990 059 30,397 2815 2874
7 EiPaso | D | 159,601 103209 77,455| 89| 890 918 238 970 7946 274 30527 2827 23.53)
36 | STexRG Valley | 168,963 110,063 76,060] 11.9] _ 860 908| 738 947 1326 07| 31,022 29.56 230.35)
144 Houston 161,859 108,509 75.785| 349|  503| 698 195 721 5778 345 32,197 2082 26.37)
103 | Dallas Caty 170,948 121,837] 71,970] 39.0] 427 643 217 663 B3I 198 36012 3335 35.33)
90 | Tarrent Caty 159,684| 105,664 71,770] 27.9] 490|707 217 9.3 7953 474 36212 33.54 2879
140 Houston 170,732] 112,332] 69,415 17.2] 585 758 172 773 3095 185 38,567 3572 37.56
137 Houston 171,079 127,834] 64,375| 32.5 220 53| 296 2.6 3442 205| 43,607 4038 oy |

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982. The ideal TPOP Deviation is 167,637.
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp:/ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009
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TABLE 4
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey
Sorted by Percentage Citizen Adult Latino

A B T D E T J K L M N 0 P
%HVAP - | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | ArcaofState | Party | Total | VAP | CVAP %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
42 | S Tex RG Valley 167,668| 111,699 84,125 39 95.9 31 002 23857 22.09 22.11
75 El Paso 159,691 103,209 77,455 ! 238 97.0 7946 474 30527 2827 -23.53]
40 | S Tex RG Valley 168,662| 108,086| 79,875 8.2 884  92.1 -3.8 95.9 1025 0.61 -28,107 -26.03 -26.64]
36 | S Tex RG Valley 168,963 110,963| 76,060 11.9 36.0] 908 43 94.7 1326 079 31922 -29.56 -30.35]
76 Fl Paso 159,752 116,389 94,705| 112, 835 873 EX] 957 7885 70| 13277 21230 7.59)
37 | S Tex RG Valley 169,088 113,454 78,885 15.5 815 871 5.6 9.6 1451 087 29,097 26,95 27.81
38 | S Tex RG Valley 168,214 110,365| 92,195 13.5 802 867 64 92.6 577 034  -15787 _14.62 -14.96
39 | S Tex RG Valley 168,659 110,751 85,015 14.6 789]  88.0) 9.1 9.7 1022 061 22,967 2127 -21.88)
35 | S Tex RG Valley 168,627 109,154] 77,585 18.6 789]  85.1 62 92.7 990 059  -30.397 28.15 -28.74)
80 | S Tex RG Valley 161,949 106,402 86,650 15.5 787 861 774 914 5638 339 21332 -19.76 -16.36]
79 El Paso 160,658| 112,399 98.435| 17.0 767 799 32 96.0 6979 216 9,547 -8.84 ~4.68]
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776| 115,033 88,365| 17.9 757 804 Y 942 1139 068 -19,617 118.17 -18.85|
31 | S Tex RG Valley 171,858| 121,699] 104,285 23.1 739 777 338 95.1 221 2.5 3,697 342 _5.94)
77 El Paso 160,385 115,924 90,830] 22.9 69.6] 760 6.4 91.6 7252 433 17,152 -15.88 1156
74 | S Tex RG Valley 162,357| 115236| 91,345| 24.6 694 766 73 90.5 5280 315|  -16,637 _15.41 _12.26
118 Bexar 164,436| 116,859] 106,575| 28.1 67.1 687 16 976 3201 191 1,407 -1.30 0.61
34 | S Tex RG Valley 173,149 125,896| 117,465 28.0 64.6] 677 31 954 5512 329 9,483 8.78 5.49|
125 Bexar 174,549 125,158] 115,800] 26.3 643 69.1 48 93.1 6912 412 7,818 7.24 312
124 Bexar 174,795 120,503| 115,090] 24.8 624 660 3.6 94.6 7158 427 7,108 6.58 2.31
123 Boxar 175,674] 135,763] 119,930] 30.6, 623 665 42 93.7 8037 479 11,948 11.06 6.27
117 Bexar 168,692 117,126] 111,045 32.3 609 5858 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 2.21
140 Houston 170,732 112,332 69,415 17.2 585 7538 172 713 3005, 185 38567 35.72 -37.56|
78 ElPaso 160,161 111,913 98025 316 583 647 6.4 90.0 7476 2.6 9,057 -8.39 3.93]
119 Bexar 150,981| 114,477 106,465 28.5 583 627 24 93.0 77656 257 1,517 -1.40 316
43 | S TexRG Valley 169,564] 124,492] 120,575 35.8 577 598 21 96.5 1927 115 12,593 11.66 10.51
116 Bexar 171,463| 132,823| 115470] 323 571 59.9] 238 953 3826 2.28 7,488 6.93 4.65)
145 Houston 164,574] 116918] 83,645| 28.4 55.6] 698 142 797 3063 183 24337 2254 2071
143 Houston 167,215| 113877| 84,625 23.7 530|694 -164 764 422 025 23357 21.63 21.38|
104 | Dallas Caty 172,784 115035 78,780| 253 517 692 175 747 5147 307 29202 27.04 30.11
144 Houston 161,859 108,509| 75,785| 34.9 503 698 -195 72.1 5778 345 32,197 29.82 26,37
90 | Tarment Cnty 159,684| 105,664] 71,770| 27.9 490 707 217 69.3 7953 74| 36212 33.54 28.79
32 | S Tex RG Valley 167,074 126,072] 124,080] 46.8 442 459 16 9.5 563 034 16,098 1491 15.24)
51 “Austin Arca 175,709 128,793 98320| 415 440[ 562 122 783 8072 482, 29,662 -8.95 -13.76]
148 Houston 170811 125873 91,615 40.1 35 611 17.6 712 3174 189 16367 -15.16 -17.05)
103 | Dallas Caty 170948 121,837] 71,970 39.0 27| 643 217 66.3 3311 198 -36012 3335 -35.33)
459.53
Average Deviation (35 Districts) -13.13
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A B C D E F I J K L M N (Y] P
PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ [ TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP [ %CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | AreacfState |Party] Total | VAP | CVAP HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
81 ] West Texas 169,684] 120,535 108,080] SL8| 390  469] 70| 32 3047] 722 998| 0.92 -0.30]
120 Bexar 175,132 124,829 114,810 30.6 340 422 8.1 80.9 7495 4.47 6,828 6.32 1.85]
30 | Central Texas 166,022 124,729] 121,220[  59.0 318 352 3.4 90.4 -1615 -0.96 13,238 12.26 13.22)
44 | Central Texas 174,451] 126,713] 125,720  60.9 297 327 -3.0 90.9 6814 4.06 17,738 1643 12.36)
88 West Texas 160,896] 115,622 103,670 60.9 294] 389 9.5 75.7 6741 -4.02] 4312 -3.99 0.03|
82 West Texas 163,234] 118,623 113,415 593 286] 352 6.6 81.2 -4403 -2.63 5433 5.03 7.66)
84 West Texas 167,970] 128,398 124,075] 587 280 302 2.2 92.3 333 020 16,093 14.90 14.70|
72 West Texas 170479] 130,771] 123,075]  64.6 27.6] 323 -4.8 85.3 2842 1.70 15,093 13.98 12.28)
85 | Houston Suburbs 160,182] 113,433] 102,620] 483 27.5] 351 -1.6 78.5 7455 -4.45 -5,362 497 -0.52|
17 | Central Texas 163,480 121,295 112,125] 61.1 27.0] 334 6.4 80.9 -4157 248 4,143 3.84 6.32
121 Bexar 174,867 133,224] 128,905|  61.0 267 314 -4.6 85.2 7230 431 20,923 19.38 15.06,
45 Austin Area 167,604 126,549 124,330  66.7 255 300 -4.6 84.8 -33 -0.02 16,348 15.14 15.16
83 West Texas 173,918 127,906 123,330] 67.1 249 281 3.2 88.8 6281 375 15,348 14.21 1047
110 | Dallas Caty 167,508 111,827] 83,885] 14.6 249 455 -20.6 54.7 -129 0.08] 24,097 -22.32 -22.24]
46 Austin Area 166,410 118,539 94335] 41.6 246 416 -16.9 59.3 -1227 073 13,647 -12.64 -11.91)
105 | Dallas Caty 175,728] 127,590]  95.900] 51.1 24.1] 392 -15.1 61.4 8091 483 12,082 -11.19 -16.02]
131 Houston 175,227 121,368] 93,535| 132 4.0 412 -17.2 58.3 7590} 453 -14447 -13.38 -17.91)
122 Bexar 175,184 128,725 124,270[ 648 234 218 4.3 84.4 7547 4.50 16,288 15.08 10.58)
53 West Texas 162,897] 127,381] 123,515] 722 23.1] 268 -3.7 86.3 -4740) -2.83 15,533 14.38 17.21)
138 Houston 173,059] 124,435] 98,420 503 223[ 413 -19.0) 54.0 5422 323 -9,562 -8.86 -12.09]
137 Houston 171,079] 127,834] 64,375] 325 220 515 -29.6] 42.6 3442 205 43,607 -40.38 42.44)
87 West Texas 174,343 125,360 109,320] 65.0 21.8[ 297 1.9 733 6706 4.00 1,338 1.24 276
142 Houston 159,541| 113,288] 91,845 20.3 213 350 -13.7 60.8 -8096, -4.83 -16,137 -14.94 -10.11
25 | Houston Suburbs 174,168] 129,041] 121,250] 62.4 208 274 -6.6 75.9 6531 3.90 13,268 12.29 8.39
132 Houston 172,973 117,666 109,150[  52.4 20.6] 330 -12.4 62.5 5336 3.18 1,168 1.08 2.10
101 | Tarrent Cnty 164,664 110,209) 92,990[ 35.5 197] 325 -12.8 60.6 2973 177 14,992 -13.88 -12.11
52 Austin Area 165,994] 114,146] 111,445]  62.8 19.6] 267 7.1 73.5 -1643 -0.98 3,463 321 4.19
149 Houston 170,702] 121,535] 89,230] 27.0 19.1] 338 -14.7 56.6 3065 183 -18,752 -17.37 -19.19)
139 Houston 175,733| 123,875] 100,540 21.6 19.0] 3538 -16.7 53.2 8096 4.83 7,442 -6.89 -11.72)
147 Houston 175,873] 136,034| 114,905| 28.9 184 312 -12.8 59.0 8236 491 6923 641 1.50]
100 | Dallas Caty 161,143 117,479] 97,410 29.8 183 33.1 -14.8 55.2 -6494] 387 -10.572 -9.79 -5.92|
135 Houston 172,422] 121,136 99,750]  50.0 182] 285 -10.3 64.0 4785 2.85 -8,232 -7.62 -10.48)
141 Houston 166,498] 113,951] 92,390[ 135 182]  37.6 -19.4) 48.4 -1139 -0.68]  -15592 -14.44 -13.76]
71 West Texas 166,924| 127,097| 123,650] 712 179 201 2.1 89.4 -713 -043 15,668 14.51 14.94|
50 Austin Area 166,516 124,252] 110,735  57.5 17.7] 253 -1.6 69.9 -1121 -0.67, 2,753 2.55 322
29 | Houston Suburbs 175,700 124,171] 116,165] 57.5 174 232 5.8 74.9 8063 4381 8,183 7.58 2.71
128 Houston 172,221] 124,645 116,020] 664 17.1] 250 1.9 68.5 4584) 273 8,038 744 4.71
126 Houston 169,256 123,014] 99,335]  51.8 170 2638 9.9 63.2 1619 097 -8,647) -8.01 -8.97
48 AustinArea | D | 173,008] 135,585 127,810] 744 16.7] 204 -3.7 81.9 5371 3.20 19,828 1836 15.16
115 | Dallas Caty 171,802] 127,352] 100,760] 58.5 167 244 1.8 68.2 4165 2.48 7,222 -6.69 9.17
23| Houston Suburbs 163,720] 123,736 111,960] 59.8 16.6] 227 6.1 73.2 3917 234 3,978 3.68 6.02|
73 Bexar 166,719 127,882 126,130 79.7 16.6 19.8 -3.3 83.6 -918| -0.55 ]8,148| 16.81 17.35'
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A B T o £ ¥ 3 K L M N 0 3
%HVAP - | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %IPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-

Dist | AreacfState |Party) Total | VAP | CVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev

86 | West Texas 165,183 121,555 115,915 58 39| 2454 146 7933 7.35 8.81
54_|_Central Texas 167,736]_117,164] 112,385 19 895 % 0065] 4403 4.08 4.02
28_| Houston Suburbs 160,373 _107,968] 100,995 _53. . 59 7587264 a3 6987 647 214
107 | Dallas Cay 171,872] 123,986 108,045] 57.9] 156 289 134 538 4235 253 63 0.06 -2.47)
113 | Dallas Cay 171418 120,834] 106,040] 535 153 260 108 586 3781 226) 1942 1.80 .03
111 | Dallas Caty 166963 118393 103,410] 242] 151 255 103 594 674 040 4572 423 -3.83)
55| Contral Texas 162,176]_119,755] 116,635 _64.4] 149 194 45 768 5461 326] 865 801 11.27]
27_| Houston Suburbs | 160,084 113,596 104,295 26.2] 148 197 8 754 7553 451 3687 341 1.09)
112 | Dallas Caty 167,051 120,192 97,065 549] 148 263 ETK| 564 586 03510017 928 -8.93|
93 | Tarment Cuty 162,161 113,584] 103,455 64.1 148 228 £ 650 5476 321 a7 419 ~0.93)
99 | Tarrent Cuty 170473 125,722] 116,830] _74.7] __ 147] 201 54 731 2836 169 8848 819 6.50
3 | Austin Area 167,309 144,371 130,085 _73.1] 143 216 73 662 328 020 2103 2047 2066
14| Central Texas 163,187 131479 114,485 686] 141 210 69 672 445 265 6503 602 8.68
108 | Dallas Caty 163,233 133,667 122,505 743] 136|195 69 694 404 26314523 1345 16.08|
129 | Houston 174,127 _130457) 121,280 629 136 204 638 665 6490 387 13,298 1232 8.44
10_| DFW Suburbs 163,063 116,978] 111,680 756]  13.1] 187 55 704 4574 273 3,698] 3.4 615
95 | Tament Cay 161634 115,752 06,150 329] 129 243 114 530 6003 358 132] 109 -7.38)
136 | _Austin Arca 164,376]_116,361] 113,740 _72.8 129 163 34 790 3261 195 5.758] 5.33 7.28]
68 | West Toxas 160,508]_121,547] 112,760 _80.9] 128 185 57 61 7129 423 a778| 442 .68
127 | Houston 163983 115,865] 114,290 67.1 124 181 5 686 3654 218 6,308 5.84 8.0
56| Contral Toxas 163,869 123,411 117,985 72,6 124 178 54 697 3768 225 10,003 9.26 1151
150 | Houston 168,735 120,462] 109,725| 660 123 210 87 587 1098 065 1,743 161 096
47 | Austin Area 175314 127,689 125,095 803 123|126 03 977 7677 458 17113 15385 1127
12 | Central Texas 160,573 119,556 111,590 644|118 195 a7 606 7064 221 3,608 334 7.56
26_| Fousion Suburbs 160,091 117,247 97,320 522 116 149 33 718 7546 250 -l0g62] 087 537
130 | FHouston 175,532]_122,108] 119,770 _71.6] __116] 177 62 653 7895 471 1i,738]  1o% 621
109 | Dallas Caty 17223 122,347] 112,780 _234] 114|200 EX 57.0 6586 393 4,79 244 051
59 | Central Texas 163,609 122,193 118,030] 759]  114] 156 42 730 4028 240 10,048] 931 1171
24_| Houston Suburbs 162,685 118491 118,260] 748  113] 156 23 7234952 295 10278 9.52 1247
102 | Dallas Cay 161,136] 122,520 96,850 650 113 241 128 I 388 Lz 1031 -6.43)
146 | Houston 174485 _130.444] 97,195| 247] 112|213 161 41.0 6848 405 10,787 .99 -14.07|
114 | Dallas Cay 172330 _130817] 105,540 _68.2] 110 242 132 456 4693 280 2442 226 -5.06|
134 | Houston 17421 _143,575] 130,040 747] 110|133 23 826 6784 405|  22058] 2043 16.38]
91 | Tarment Cuty 162,838 119,048 108,845 759] 109 182 a2 602 4199 286 863 0.80 3.66
20 | _Contral Toxas 159,816 121,754] 115,395] 82.8 103|166 62 624 s 261 7413 687 1153
94 | Tarrent Crty 167,374 125,516 114,195 69.8] 102 153 52 663 263 016 6213 575 591
64_|_DFW Suburbs 167,588 129,175 116,875 750 __ 10| 166 5 608 49 003 8393 824 826
96 | Tamrent Cuty 164930] 113,004] 109,035 655 101 152 K 663 2107 161 1,053 098 2.59
70_|_DFW Suburbs 172,135 _117,432] 110,995 753| ___10.0] 159 59 629 4498 268 3013 279 0.1
97 | Tarment Caty 168,869 131,311 122,870] 705 o8| 157 59 623 1232 073 14888 1379 13.05
65_|_DFW Suburbs 165,742] 124,977 109,350 623 98 186 88 25| 1895 113 1,368] 127 2.40
69 | West Texas 160,087 123,063 117,450 _77.2 o1 129 32 753|755 450 0.468] 8.77 1327
3| Houston Suburbs 164955 119,595 109,760] _75.4 97200 103 4832682 160 L7 1.65 32|
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A B C D E ¥ K L M N 0 P
%HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | %CVAP | % CVAP Dev-

Dist | AreaofState | Party | Total | VAP | CVAP | , ;| gey %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
92 Tarrent Cnty R | 162326] 126,290 116,980] 70.3 9.6] 145 4.9 66.1 -5311 -3.17 8,998 833 11.50
133 Houston | 171,401] 135,423 114,530 702 95 147 5.2 64.6) 3764 225 6,548 6.06 3.82)
13 | Central Texas 170,617] 131,129] 123,515 75.2 95 159 -6.4) 59.7) 2980) 1.78 15,533 14.38 12.61
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647 122,271] 108,180] 80.7 93] 211 11,8 44.2] 990} -0.59 198 0.18 0.77
60 West Texas 171,429 131,870 127,825] 86.9 92 118 -2.6 78.0 3792 2.26) 19,843 18.38 16.11
89 | DFW Suburbs R | 172,138 118,380 116,895 724 89 13.0 4.2 68.0 4501 2.68 8,913 8.25 5.57
106 | DFW Suburbs 161,947] 110,568 107,290] 76.1 88 147 5.9 60.1 -5690) -3.39 692, -0.64) 2.75)
8 Central Texas 161,098 123,550] 114,450 72.1 88 154 -6.6) 57.0 -6539) -3.90 6,468 5.99 9.89)
58 | Central Texas 169,146| 123,826| 118,105 842 87 149 6.1 58.8 1509 0.90) 10,123 9.37 8.47|
33 | DFW Suburbs 172,135]  119,518] 115,655] 77.9 85| 135 4.9 63.5 4498 2.68 7,673 7.11 4.42)
18 | Southeast TX 169,888| 132,877 126,560| 713 8.1 142 6.1 57.0 2251 134 18,578 17.20 15.86
63 | DFW Suburbs 167,337] 115,634] 113,605| 80.8 80 131 51 612, -300) 018 5,623 521 5.39
22 | Southeast TX 161,930 122,897] 115,525 37.0 77 157 -8.0) 490 5707 -3.40) 7,543 6.99 10.39]
67 | DFW Suburbs | 172,141 126368 111,250 70.1 750 139 6.4 54.0 4504 2.69) 3,268 3.03 0.34]
15 | Houston Suburbs | 167,349] 120,450 116,690 81.8 74 135 -6.1 55.0 -288 0.17] 8,708| 8.06 8.24]
57 | Southeast TX 164,418 124,630[ 118,140 72.8 72| 130 5.8 55.5 23219 1.92 10,158] 9.41 11.33)
98 Tarrent Cnty 164,081] 114,953] 114,875 83.7 6.7 9.8 3.1 68.8 -3556 2,12 6,893 6.38 8.50
6 Northeast TX | 160,008 119,154] 109,970 70.1 6.5 14.9 8.3 44.0 7629 4,55 1,988 1.84 6.39

DFW Suburbs | 168429] 123,603] 117,715 815 63 117 -5.4) 53.6, 792) 047, 9,733 9.01 8.54]
61 | DFW Suburbs 176,054] 130,782] 128,065] 885 6.0 10.6 4.6 56.9 8417 5.02] 20,083 18.60 13.58)
66 | DFW Suburbs 172,129 130,796| 113,390 69.7 6.0 9.1 3.1 65.8 4492 2,68 5,408 5.01 2.33)
11 Northeast TX | 168,699] 128,086 118,640 722 57 139 8.3 40.6 1062 0.63 10,658 9.87 9.24]
2 Northeast TX | 173,869 130,806] 124,825] 85.1 55| 100 45 55.2] 6232 372 16,843 15.60 11.88)
5 Northeast TX 160,253[ 120,169[ 112,555 78.8 52 132 7.9 39.8 7384 -4.40 4,573 4.23 8.64]
21 Southeast TX 172,180] 130,308 121,365| 82.0 52 93 41 55.7 4543 271 13,383 12.39 9.68]
62 | Northeast TX | 160,023 122,203] 117,530] 85.0 42 8.6 4.4 490 7614 4,54 9,548 3.84 13.38]
7 Northeast TX | 161,039 120,296 112,255 747 39 112 73 349 6598 394 4273 3.96 7.89)
19 | Southeast TX 171,969 131,682 128,705] 82.5 3.7 6.3 -2.6) 583 4332 2.58 20,723 19.19 16.61
1 Northeast TX 165,823 125,927 122,470 75.1 3.1 5.8 2.7 53.5 -1814] -1.08 14,488 13.42 14.50
9 Northeast TX R | 166,719 125947] 121,420 75.8 2.5 6.9| 4.4 35.8 918 -0.55 13,438 12.44 12.99

459.56
Average Deviation (115 Districts) 4.00

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982, The ideal TPOP Deviation is 167,637.
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp:/ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009
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TABLE 5
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey

Sorted and Summed by Region
D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dey -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP Y%HVAP Deviati Deviati Deviati Deviati % TPOP Dev
167,604 126,549| 124,330 66.7 25.5 30.0 -4.6) 84.8 -33 -0.02 16,348 15.14 15.16
166,410] 118,539 94335 41.6 24.6 41.6) -16.9 59.3 -1227 -0.73 -13,647 -12.64 -11.91
175,314 127,689 125,095 80.3 12.3 12.6 -0.3 97.7 7677 4.58 17,113 15.85 11.27
173,008 135,585| 127,810 74.4 16.7 20.4 -3.7 81.9 5371 3.20 19,828 18.36 15.16
167,309| 144,371| 130,085 73.1 14.3 21.6 -7.3 66.2 -328, -0.20] 22,103 20.47 20.66
166,516| 124,252| 110,735 57.5 17.7 253 =7.6) 69.9 -1121 -0.67] 2,753 2.55 3.22
175,709 128,793| 98,320 41.5 44.0 56.2 -12.2 78.3 8072/ 4.82 -9,662. -8.95 -13.76
165,994 114,146| 111,445 62.8 19.6 26.7 -7.1 73.5 -1643 -0.98 3,463 321 4.19
164,376| 116,361| 113,740 72.8 129 16.3 -3.4 79.1 -3261 -1.95 5,758 5.33 7.28)
59.32
Average Deviation (9 Districts) 6.59
D E F G H 1 J K L M N (o) P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
166,719 127,882| 126,130[ 79.7 16.6 19.8 -3.3 83.6 -918; -0.55 18,148 16.81 17.35
171,463 132,823 115,470 323 57.1 59.9[ -2.8] 95.3 3826 228 7,488 6.93 4.65]
168,692 117,126| 111,045 32.3 60.9 58.8 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 2.21
164,436 116,859| 106,575| 28.1 67.1 68.7 -1.6 97.6 -3201 -1.91 -1,407 -1.30 0.61
159,981 114,477| 106,465 28.5 58.3 62.7 -4.4 93.0 -7656 -4.57, -1,517 -1.40 3.16)
175,132 124,829| 114,810 30.6 34.1 422 -8.1 80.9 7495/ 4.47 6,828 6.32 1.85)
174,867 133,224| 128,905 61.0 26.7 31.4 -4.6 85.2 7230 431 20,923| 19.38 15.06]
175,184 128,725| 124,270 64.8 23.4 27.8 -4.3 84.4 7547 4.50 16,288[ 15.08 10.58)
175,674 135,763| 119,930 30.6 62.3 66.5 -4.2, 93.7 8037 4.79 11,948[ 11.06 6.27
174,795 120,503| 115,090 24.8 624 66.0 -3.6) 94.6 7158 4.27 7,108 6.58 2.31
174,549| 125,158| 115,800 26.3 643 69.1 -4.8 93.1 6912[ 4.12 7,818[ 7.24 3.12
89.54
Average Deviation (11 Districts) 814
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D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
Central Texas 161,098| 123,550| 114,450 72.1 8.8 15.4 -6.6) 57.0 -6539 -3.90 6,468 5.99 9.89]
12 Central Texas 160,573 119,556 111,590 64.4 11.8 19.5 -1.7] 60.6] -7064 -4.21 3,608 3.34 7.56'
13 Central Texas 170,617 131,129 123,515 75.2) 9.5 15.9 -6.4 59.7 2980 1.78 15,533 14.38 12.6 lI
14 Central Texas 163,187| 131,479 114,485 68.6 14.1] 210 -6.9 67.2 -4450) -2.65 6,503 6.02 8.68)
17 Central Texas 163,480 121,295| 112,125 61.1 27.0 33.4 -6.4 80.9 -4157, -2.48 4,143 3.84 6.32]
20 Central Texas 159,816 121,754| 115,395 82.8 10.3 16.6 -6.2] 62.4] -7821 -4.67 7,413 6.87 11.53)
30 Central Texas 166,022 124,729| 121,220 59.0 31.8 352 -3.4 90.4 -1615] -0.96 13,238 12.26 13.22)
44 Central Texas 174,451 126,713| 125,720 60.9, 29.7 32.7 -3.0) 90.9 6814 4.06 17,738 16.43 12.36]
54 Central Texas 167,736 117,164| 112,385 51.6 15.8 17.6! -1.9) 89.5 99 0.06] 4,403 4,08 4.02)
55 Central Texas 162,176 119,755| 116,635 64.4 149 194 -4.5 76.8 -5461 -3.26, 8,653 8.01 11.27
56 Central Texas 163,869 123,411| 117,985 72.6 124 17.8 -5.4 69.7 -3768 -2.25 10,003 9.26 11.51
58 Central Texas 169,146 123,826/ 118,105 84.2 8.7 14.9 -6.1 58.8] 1509[ 0.90 10,123 9.37 8.47
59 Central Texas 163,609 122,193 118,030 75.9] 114 15.6/ -4.2] 73.1 -4028[ -2.40] 10,048 9.31 11.71
109.16
Average Deviation (13 Districts) S 840
C D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 3
Party | Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
Dallas Cnty ] 161,143| 117,479 97,410 29.8 18.3 331 -14.8| 552 -6494 -3.87 -10,572 -9.79 -5.92)
102 Dallas Cnty 161,136 122,520 96,850 65.0 11.3 24.1 -12.8 46.8 -6501 -3.88 -11,132 -10.31 —6.43|
103 Dallas Cnty 170,948| 121,837 71,970 39.0 427 64.3 -21.7 66.3 3311 1.98 -36,012 -33.35 -35.33|
104 Dallas Cnty 172,784[ 115,035 78,780 25.3 51.7 69.2 -17.5 74.7 5147 3.07 -29,202 -27.04 -30.11
105 Dallas Cnty 175,728 127,590 95,900 51.1 24.1 39.2 -15.1 61.4 8091 4.83 -12,082 -11.19 -16.02
107 Dallas Cnty 171,872 123,986 108,045 57.9 15.6 28.9 -13.4] 53.8] 4235 253 63 0.06 -2.47,
108 Dallas Cnty 163,233| 133,667| 122,505 743 13.6 19.5 -6.0) 69.4 -4404 -2.63 14,523 13.45 16.08}
109 Dallas Cnty 174,223 122,347 112,780 23.4 114 20.0] -8.6) 57.0 6586 393 4,798 4.44. 0.5 lI
110 Dallas Cnty 167,508 111,827) 83,885 14.6 249 45.5 -20.6} 54.7 -129 -0.08 -24,097 -22.32 -22.24'
111 Dallas Cnty 166,963| 118,393| 103,410 24.2 15.1 255 -10.3 59.4 -674 -0.40] -4,572 -4.23 -3.83|
112 Dallas Cnty 167,051 120,192| 97,965 549 14.8 26.3 -11.5 56.4 -586 -0.35 -10,017 -9.28 -8.93|
113 Dallas Cnty 171,418 120,834| 106,040 53.5 15.3 26.0] -10.8 58.6 3781 2.26] -1,942 -1.80 -4.05]
114 Dallas Cnty 172,330| 130,817| 105,540 68.2 11.0 242 -13.2| 45.6] 4693 2.80] -2,442 -2.26 -5.06]
115 Dallas Cnty 171,802 127,352 100,760| 58.5 16.7| 244 -7.8| 68.2] 4165 248 -7222 -6.69 -9.17
-120.31
Average Deviation (14 Districts) -8.59
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D E F G H I J K L M N o P
Total | vap | cvap | BCT | PCT [ PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP [ %TPOP | CVAP [ %CVAP | % CVAPDev-
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
DFW Suburbs 168,429| 123,603| 117,715] 815 63 117 5.4 53.6 792 047 9,733 9.01 8.54
10 | DFW Suburbs 163,063| 116,978 111,680] 75.6 13.1] 187 -5.5 70.4 -4574) 273 3,698 342 6.15
33 | DFW Suburbs 172,135 119,518] 115,655| 77.9 85| 135 4.9 63.5 4498 2.68 7,673 7.11 442
61 | DFW Suburbs 176,054] 130,782 128,065] 88.5 60| 106 4.6 56.9 8417 5.02 20,083 18.60 13.58]
63 | DFW Suburbs 167,337] 115,634| 113,605] 80.8 80| 131 -5.1 61.2 -300 -0.18 5,623 521 5.39
64 | DFW Suburbs 167,588 129,175 116,875] 75.0 10.1] 166 -6.5 60.8 -49 -0.03 8,893 8.24 8.26
65 | DFW Suburbs 165,742| 124,977 109,350] 623 98] 186 -8.8 52.5 -1895 -1.13 1,368 1.27 2.40
66 | DFW Suburbs 172,129] 130,796 113,390| 69.7 60 o1 -3.1 65.8 4492 2.68 5,408 5.01 2.33]
67 | DFW Suburbs 172,141] 126,368 111,250] 70.1 75| 139 6.4 54.0 4504 2.69 3,268 3.03 0.34
70 | DFW Suburbs 172,135] 117,432 110,995( 753 100 159 -5.9 62.9 4498 2.68 3,013 2.79 0.11
89 | DFW Suburbs 172,138] 118,380 116,895] 72.4 89 130 -4.2 68.0 4501 2.68 8913 825 5.57
106 | DFW Suburbs 161,947) 110,568] 107,290] 76.1 8.8 147 -5.9 60.1 -5690) -3.39 -692 -0.64 2.75,
71.29
Average Deviation (12 Districts) 5.94
A B C D E ¥ G H I J K L M N 0 P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ [ TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist : Party | Total | VAP | CVAP | ynglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviat % TPOP Dey
75 El Paso | 159,691] 103,209 770455 89 89.0] 918 2.8 97.0 -7946 474 30,527 -28.27 -23.53|
76 El Paso 159,752] 116,389] 94,705] 112 835 873 -3.7 95.7 -7885 470 13277 -12.30 -7.59
77 El Paso 160,385] 115,924] 90,830] 229 69.6]  76.0 6.4 91.6 -7252 433 17,152 -15.88 -11.56
78 El Paso 160,161] 111,913 98,925] 31.6 583 647 6.4 90.0 -7476 -4.46, -9,057 -8.39 -3.93
79 El Paso 160,658| 112,399| 98,435| 17.0 767 79.9 -3.2 96.0 -6979 -4.16, -9,547 -8.84 -4.68|
- 1368
Average Deviation (5 Districts) -14.74
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D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
126 Harris Cnty 169,256 123,014 99,335 51.8 17.0 26.8 -9.9 63.2] 1619 0.97 -8,647 -8.01 -8.97
127 Harris Cnty 163,983 115,865 114,290 67.1 124 18.1 =5.7) 68.6] -3654 -2.18 6,308 5.84 8.02]
128 Harris Cnty 172,221 124,645| 116,020] 66.4 171 25.0 7.9 68.5 4584] 2.73 8,038] 7.44 4.71
129 Harris Cnty 174,127 130,457| 121,280 62.9 13.6 20.4] -6.8] 66.5 6490 3.87] 13,298I 12.32 8.44{
130 Harris Cnty 175,532 122,108| 119,770| 71.6 11.6 17.7, -6.2] 65.3 7895 471 11,788I 10.92 6.21
131 Harris Cnty 175,227 121,368 93,535 13.2 24.0 41.2 -17.2 58.3 7590 4.53 -]4,447l -13.38 -17.91
132 Harris Cnty 172,973 117,666/ 109,150 524 20.6 33.0 -12.4] 62.5 5336 3.18 1,1681 1.08 -2.10]
133 Harris Cnty 171,401 135,423| 114,530 70.2 9.5 14.7 -5.2] 64.6 3764 225 6,548[ 6.06 3.82)
134 Harris Cnty 174,421 143,575| 130,040| 74.7 11.0 133 -2.3 82.6 6784 4.05 22,058 20.43 16.38'
135 Harris Cnty 172,422 121,136 99,750 50.0 182 285 -10.3 64.0 4785 285 -8,232 -7.62 -10.48'
137 Harris Cnty 171,079 127,834 64,375 325 220 51.5 -29.6| 42.6] 3442 2.05 -43,607 -40.38 -42.44'
138 Harris Cnty 173,059| 124,435 98,420 503 223 413 -19.0 54.0 5422 3.23 9,562 -8.86 -12.09)
139 Harris Cnty 175,733| 123,875| 100,540| 21.6 19.0 35.8 -16.7 53.2) 8096 4.83 -7,442 -6.89 -11.72
140 Harris Cnty 170,732 112,332| 69,415 17.2 58.5 75.8 -17.2 71.3 3095 1.85 -38,567 -35.72 -37.56
141 Harris Cnty 166,498 113,951| 92,390 13.5 18.2 37.6/ -19.4] 48.4 -1139 -0.68 -15,592 -14.44 -13.76)
142 Harris Cnty 159,541 113,288 91,845 20.3 21.3 35.0 -13.7 60.8 -8096 -4.83 -16,137 -14.94 -10.1 lI
143 Harris Cnty 167,215 113,877 84,625 23.7 53.0 69.4/ -16.4| 76.4 -422, -0.25 -23,357 -21.63 -21.38)
144 Harris Cnty 161,859 108,509 75,785 349 50.3) 69.8 -19.5 72.1 -5778 -3.45 -32,197 -29.82 -26.37
145 Harris Cnty 164,574| 116,918| 83,645 28.4 55.6 69.8 -14.2 79.7 430631 -1.83 -24,337 -22.54 -20.71
146 Harris Cnty 174,485 130,444 97,195 24.7 11.2 273 -16.1 41.0 6848 4.09] -10,787 -9.99 -14.07
147 Harris Cnty 175,873 136,034| 114,905 289 184 31.2 -12.8 59.0 8236 491 6,923 6.41 1.50
148 Harris Cnty 170,811 125,873 91,615 40.1 43.5 61.1 -17.6} 71.2 3174 1.89 -16,367 -15.16 -17.05)
149 Harris Cnty 170,702 121,535 89,230| 27.0 19.1 338 -14.7 56.6 3065 1.83 -18,752 -17.37 -19. 19I
150 Harris Cnty 168,735 120,462| 109,725 66.0 123 21.0| -8.7 58.7 1098 0.65 1,743 1.61 0.96'
-194.62
Average Deviation (24 Districts) -8.11
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D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | _%HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
Houston Suburbs 164,955 119,595 109,760 75.4 9.7 20.0 -10.3 48.5 -2682, -1.60] 1,778 1.65 3.25]
15 Houston Suburbs 167,349 120,450| 116,690 81.8 74 13.5 -6.1 55.0 -288 -0.17] 8,708[ 8.06 8.24
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647 122,271 108,180 80.7 9.3 21.1 -11.8 442 -990 -0.59] l98| 0.18 0.77
23 Houston Suburbs 163,720 123,736| 111,960 59.8 16.6 22.7 -6.1 73.2] -3917 -2.34 3,978] 3.68 6.02]
24 | Houston Suburbs 162,685 118,491| 118,260 74.8| 11.3 15.6/ -4.3 72.3 -4952, -2.95 10,278I 9.52 12.47|
25 Houston Suburbs 174,168 129,041| 121,250 62.4 20.8 27.4] -6.6) 75.9 6531 3.90 13,268' 12.29 8.39)
26 | Houston Suburbs 160,091 117,247 97,320 52.2) 11.6 14.9 -3.3 71.8 -7546 -4.50] -10,662 -9.87 -5.37,
27 Houston Suburbs 160,084 113,596| 104,295 262 14.8 19.7 -4.8] 754 -7553] -4.51 -3,687 -3.41 1.09
28 Houston Suburbs 160,373| 107,968| 100,995 53.3 15.6 20.6] -5.0] 75.8 -7264 -4.33 -6,987 -6.47 -2.14]
29 | Houston Suburbs 175,700 124,171| 116,165 57.5 174 232 -5.8] 749 8063 481 8,183 7.58 2.77)
85 Houston Suburbs 160,182 113,433| 102,620 483 275 35.1 -7.6] 78.5 -7455] -4.45 -5,362 -4.97 -0.52
18.24
Average Deviation (11 Districts) 1.66
C D E F G H I J K L M N 0 3
PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
3 & Party | Total VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP i Deviati Deviati Devi: % TPOP Dev
1 Northeast TX 165,823 125,927| 122,470 75.1 3.1 58 =27 53.5 -1814 -1.08 14,488 13.42 14.50
2 Northeast TX 173,869 130,806| 124,825 85.1 5.5 10.0 -4.5 552 6232 3.72] 16,843 15.60 11.88)
5 Northeast TX 160,253 120,169| 112,555 78.8 5.2 132 -7.9) 39.8 -7384; -4.40] 4,573 423 8.64/
6 Northeast TX 160,008 119,154| 109,970 70.1 6.5 14.9 -8.3 440 -7629 -4.55 1,988/ 1.84 6.39
7 Northeast TX 161,039| 120,296| 112,255 74.7 39 11.2 =13 349 -6598 -3.94] 4,273[ 3.96 7.89
9 Northeast TX 166,719 125,947| 121,420 75.8 2.5 6.9 -4.4 358 -918 -0.55 13,438[ 12.44 12.99}
11 Northeast TX 168,699 128,086 118,640 72.2 5.7 13.9 -8.3 40.6 1062; 0.63 10,658[ 9.87 9.24|
62 Northeast TX 160,023 122,203 117,530 85.0 4.2 8.6 -4.4 49.0] -7614 -4.54 9.548[ 8.84 13.38'
7021
Average Deviation (8 Districts) SRR
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D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0 P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
S Tex RG Valley 171,858 121,699 104,285 23.1 73.9 71.7] -3.8] 95.1 4221 2.52 -3,697 -3.42 -5.94
32 S Tex RG Valley 167,074 126,072 124,080 46.8 44.2) 45.9] -1.6) 96.5 -563 -0.34 16,098 14.91 15.24
34 S Tex RG Valley 173,149 125,896 117,465 28.0 64.6 67.7 -3.1 95.4 5512 3.29] 9,483 8.78 5.49)
35 | STexRG Valley 168,627| 109,154 77,585| 18.6 78.9 85.1 -6.2 92.7 990} 0.59 -30,397 -28.15 -28.74
36 | S Tex RG Valley 168,963| 110,963| 76,060] 11.9 86.0 90.8 -4.8 94.7 1326 0.79 -31,922 -29.56 -30.35
37 | S TexRG Valley 169,088 113,454 78.885| 15.5 81.5 87.1 -5.6 93.6 1451 0.87 -29,097 -26.95 -27.81
38 | STexRG Valley | 168,214 110,865 92,195 13.5 80.2 86.7 -6.4 92.6 577 0.34 -15,787 -14.62 -14.96)
39 | S TexRG Valley 168,659 110,751 85,015 14.6 78.9 88.0 -9.1 89.7 1022 0.61 22,967 -21.27 -21.88)
40 | STexRG Valley | I 168,662| 108,086| 79,875 8.2 88.4 92.1 -3.8 95.9 1025 0.61 28,107 -26.03 -26.64
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776| 115,033| 88,365 17.9 75.7 80.4 -4.6 942 1139 0.68 -19,617 -18.17 -18.85
42 | STexRG Valley | 167,668] 111,699 84,125 5.4 91.2 95.0 -3.9 95.9 31 0.02 23,857 -22.09 -22.11
43 | S Tex RG Valley 169,564 124,492| 120,575| 35.8 51.7 59.8 -2.1 96.5 1927 1.15 12,593 11.66 10.51
74 S Tex RG Valley } 162,357 115,236 91,345 24.6 69.4 76.6] -1.3 90.5 -5280 -3.15 -16,637 -15.41 -12.26
80 S Tex RG Valley | 161,949| 106,402| 86,650 15.5 78.7 86.1 -7.4] 91.4 -5688 -3.39) -21,332 -19.76 -16.36
- -190.07
Average Deviation (14 Districts) i e
D E F G H 1 J K L M N (1] P
Total VAP CVAP PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dey -
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
169,888 132,877 1 26,560 713 8.1 14.2 -6.1 57.0 2251 1.34] 18,578 17.20 15.86
171,969| 131,682 128,705| 82.5 37 6.3 -2.6 58.3 4332 2.58 20,723 19.19 16.61
172,180 130,308| 121,365| 82.0 5.2, 9.3 -4.1 55.7 4543 2.71 13,383 12.39 9.68)
161,930 122,897| 115,525 37.0 7.7 15.7 -8.0) 49.0 -5707 -3.40 7,543 6.99 10.39'
164,418| 124,630| 118,140 72.8 7.2 13.0, -5.8| 55.5 -3219, -1.92 10,158 9.41 11.33|
65.18
Average Deviation (5 Districts) - 13.04
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D E F G H I J K L M N 0o P
Total | vap | cvap | BCT | PCT [ PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP [ %TPOP | CVAP [ %CVAP | % CVAPDev-
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
Tarrent Cnty 159,684| 105,664 71,770 27.9 9.0 70.7 217 69.3 -7953 -4.74 -36,212 -33.54 -28.79|
91 Tarrent Cnty 162,838 119,048 108,845 75.9 109 182 7.2 60.2 -4799 -2.86) 863 0.80! 3.66]
Tarrent Cnty 162,326] 126,290| 116,980 70.3 9.6 145 -4.9 66.1 -5311 -3.17] 8,998 833 11.50]
3 Tarrent Cnty 162,161| 113,584| 103,455 64.1 14.8] 228 -8.0) 65.0) -5476 -3.27) 4,527 -4.19 093]
94 Tarrent Cnty 167,374 125,516 114,195 69.8 102] 153 5.2 663 -263 -0.16] 6,213 5.75 5.91)
95 Tarrent Cnty 161,634 115,752] 96,150 32.9 129 243 -11.4 53.0 -6003 -3.58 -11,832 -10.96 -1.38)
9% Tarrent Cnty 164,930 113,924 109,035| 65.5 10.1] 152 -5.1 66.5 -2707 -1.61 1,053 0.98 2.59]
97 Tarrent Cnty 168,869 131,311] 122,870 70.5 9.8 157 -5.9 62.3 1232 0.73 14,888 13.79 13.05]
92 Tarrent Cnty 164,081 114,953] 114,875 83.7 6.7 9.8 -3.1 63.8) -3556, -2.12] 6,893 6.38 8.50
9 Tarrent Cnty 170,473 125,722] 116,830 74.7 147] 201 -5.4 73.1 2836, 1.69 8,848| 8.19 6.50
101 | Tarrent Cnty 164,664| 110,209 92,990 35.5 19.7] 325 -12.8 60.6 2973 -1.77 -14,992| -13.88 -12.11
-18.34
Average Deviation (11 Districts) -1.67
D E F G H 1 J K L ™M N 0 3
Totat | vap | cvap | PCT | PCT | PCT [ %HVAP- [ %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP [ % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP i Deviati Deviati Devi % TPOP Dev
West Texas 162,897 127,381] 123,515 72.2 231 268 -3.7 86.3 -4740) -2.83 15,533 14.38 17.21
60 West Texas 171,429 131,870 127,825 86.9 9.2 118 -2.6) 78.0 3792 2.26 19,843 18.38 16.11
63 West Texas 160,508] 121,547 112,760  80.9 128 185 -5.7 69.1 7129 -4.25 4,778 442 8.68]
69 West Texas 160,087| 123,063 117,450] 77.2 97 129 3.2 753 -7550) -4.50 9,468| 8.77 13.27)
71 West Texas 166,924 127,097 123,650 71.2 179] 201 2.1 89.4 -713 -0.43 15,668 14.51 14.94)
72 West Texas 170,479] 130,771| 123,075 64.6 27.6] 323 -4.8 853 2842 1.70 15,003 13.98 12.28]
81 West Texas 169,684 120,535 108,980] 51.8 39.0 469 -7.9 83.2 2047, 1.22 998 0.92 -0.30
82 West Texas 163,234| 118,623| 113,415 59.3 286 352 -6.6) 81.2 -4403 -2.63 5,433 5.03 7.66
83 West Texas 173,918 127,906 123,330] 67.1 249 281 -3.2 88.8 6281 3.75 15,348 14.21 10.47
84 West Texas 167,970 128,898| 124,075 58.7 280 302 2.2 92.8) 333 0.20 16,093 14.90 14.70
86 West Texas 165,183 121,555 115,915] 76.4 165 223 -5.8 73.9 2454 -1.46 7,933 7.35 8.81
87 West Texas 174,343 125,360 109,320]  65.0 218 297 -1.9 73.3) 6706 4.00 1,338 1.24 -2.76)
88 West Texas 160,896| 115,622 103,670 60.9 294 389 -9.5 75.7 -6741 -4.02) 4,312 -3.99 0.03]
. 1411
Average Deviation (13 Districts) 8.78

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982. The ideal TPOP Deviation is 167,637.
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp://ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009

Table 5-Page 7 of 7

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000142



Case 1:18-cv-02921-JMF Document 587-1 Filed 05/30/19 Page 84 of 126

TABLE 6
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey

Sorted and Summed by Party

A B D E F G H T J K L ™M N 0 P

PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | = Area of State Total | VAP | CVAP | \ i | aovap | BvAP | %BCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviati % TPOP Dev
1 Northeast TX 165,823| 125927] 122,470] 75.1 31| 58 27| 535 “1814) “1.08 14,488] 13.42 14.50
2 | Northeast TX 173,869 130,806] 124,825] 85.1 55| 10.0 45 552 6232 372 16,843 15.60 11.88]
3| Houston Sububs 164,955] 119,595 109,760 754 9.7 200 -103 485 2682 -1.60) 1,778 1.65 3.25|
4 | DFW Suburbs 168429] 123,603] 117,715] 815 63 117 54 53.6 792 047 9,733 9.01 8.54
5 | Northeast TX 160,253 120,169] 112,555] 78.8 52 132 7.9 39.8 -7384] 4.40) 4,573 423 8.64]
6 | Northeast TX 160,008 119,154] 109,970] 70.1 65| 149 83 44,0 7629 455 1,988 1.84 6.39
7 | Northeast TX 161,039 120,296] 112,255] 74.7 39 112 73 34.9 -6598 394 4,273 3.96 7.89
8 | Contral Toxas 161,098] 123,550] 114,450] 72.1 88| 154 6.6 57.0 -6539)] -3.90) 6,468] 5.99 9.89
9 | Northeast TX 166,719 125,947 121,420] 75.8 25 69 4.4 358 918 -0.55 13,438 12.44 12.99
10 | DFW Suburbs 163,063| 116,978] 111,680] 75.6 131] 187 55 704 4574 273 3,698| 3.42 6.15|
11 | Northeast TX 168,699 128,086] 118,640] 72.2, 57| 139 83 406 1062 063 10,658| 9.87 9.24)
12 | Central Texas 160,573 119,556] 111,590] 64.4, 1.8 195 7 60.6 7064 421 3,608 3.34 7.56
13 | Central Texas 170,617] 13L,129] 123,515] 752 95| 159 64 59.7 2930) 178 15,533 14.38 12.61
14 | Central Texas 163,187] 13L479] 114,485] 68.6 141 210 6.9 672 ~4450) 265 6,503 6.02 8.68]
15| Houston Suburbs 167,349 120450] 116,690] 818 74 135 6.1 55.0 288 0,17, 8,708 8.06 8.24]
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647 122,271] 108,180] 80.7 93] 211 -11.8 44.2) 990 -0.59) 198 0.18 0.77
17 | Central Texas 163,480 121,295] 112,125 61.1 270 334 64 809 4157 248 4,143 3.84 6.32
18 | Southeast TX 169,888] 132,877] 126,560] 71.3 81 142 6.1 57.0) 2251 134 18,578 17.20 15.86
19 | Southeast TX 171,969| 131,682] 128,705| 82.5 37 63 2.6 58.3 4332 258 20723 19.19 16.61
20 | Central Texas 159,816] 121,754] 115,395| 82.8 103 166 6.2 62.4 7821 467 7413 6.87 11.53|
21 | Southeast TX 172,180 130,308] 121,365] _ 82.0, 52 93 4.1 557 4543 271 13,383 12.39 9.68|
23| Houston Suburbs 163,720 123,736] 111,960] 59.8 66| 227 6.1 732 3917 234 3978 3.68 6.02|
24 | Houston Suburbs 162,685 118,491 118,260] 74.8 113 156 43 723 4952 2.95 10,278 9.52 12.47
25 | Houston Suburbs 174,168 129,041 121,250] 62.4, 208] 274 6.6 759 6531 3.90 13,268| 12.29 8.39
26 | Houston Suburbs 160,001 117,247] 97320] 522, 11.6] 149 33 7138 7546 450 10,662 9.87 537
28| Houston Suburbs 160,373 107,968] 100,995] 53.3 156] 206 5.0 7538 7264 433 6,987 647 2.14)
20 | Houston Suburbs 175,700] 124,171] 116,165| 57.5 174 232 538 749 8063 4381 8,183 7.58 2.77
30 | Central Texas 166,022 124,729] 121,220] 59.0, 318 352 34 904 -1615 -0.96 13,238 12.26 13.22
32| S Tex RG Valley 167,074] 126,072] 124,080] 4638 42 459 -1.6 96.5 563 -034) 16,098 1491 15.24]
33 | DFW Suburbs 172,135 119,518] 115,655] 77.9 85| 135 4.9 63.5 4498 2.68 7,673 7.11 4.42|
43| S Tex RG Valley 169,564| 124,492] 120,575 35.8 577 598 2.1 96.5 1927 115 12,593 11.66 10.51
44 | Central Texas 174,451] 126,713] 125,720] 609 297 327 3.0 909 6814 4.06 17,738 1643 12.36
45 | AustinArca 167,604] 126,549| 124,330] 66.7 255 300 4.6, 84.8 33 002 16,348 15.14 15.16]
47 | Austin Arca 175,314] 127,689] 125,095 80.3 123 126 03 977 7677 458 17,113 15.85 11.27
52 | AustinArca 165,994 114,146 111,445] 62.8 196] 26| EX 735 -1643 098 3,463 3.21 4.19
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A B D E F G H 1 J K L M N [ P

PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP | %TPOP | CVAP | %CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | Area of State Total | VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev

—_—— — E— E— —

53 West Texas 162,897 127,381 123,515] 72.2 231 268 -3.7 86.3 -4740) -2.83 15,533 14.38 1721
54 | Central Texas 167,736] 117,164] 112,385] 51.6 158 17.6) -1.9 89.5 99 0,06) 4,403 4.08 4.02
55 | Central Texas 162,176] 119,755 116,635 64.4 149 194 4.5 76.8) -5461 -3.26 8,653 8.01 11.27
56 | Central Texas 163,869] 123,411] 117,985] 72.6 124 178 5.4 69.7) -3768 2.25 10,003 9.26 11.51
57 | Southeast TX 164,418] 124,630 118,140 72.8 72 130 5.8 55.5 -3219) -1.92 10,158 9.41 11.33]
58 | Central Texas 169,146] 123,826] 118,105] 842 87 149 6.1 58.8) 1509 0.90) 10,123 9.37 8.47,
59 | Central Texas 163,609 122,193] 118,030] 759 114 156 4.2 73.1 -4028 2,40 10,048 931 11.71
60 West Texas 171,429 131,870 127,825 869 92 118 -2.6) 78.0) 3792 2.26] 19,843 18.38 16.11
61 | DFW Suburbs 176,054] 130,782| 128,065] 885 60 106 -4.6| 56.9) 8417 5,02, 20,083 18.60 13.58)
62 | Northeast TX 160,023] 122,203 117,530 85.0 42 8.6, 4.4 49.0 -7614] -4.54 9,548 8.84 13.38)
63 DFW Suburbs 167,337| 115,634| 113,605 80.8 8.0 13.1 -5.1 61.2 -300 -0.18 5,623 5.21 5.39
64 | DFW Suburbs 167,588 129,175] 116,875] 75.0 101 166 6.5 60.8) -49 -0.03 8,893 8.24) 8.26
65 | DFW Suburbs 165,742 124,977] 109,350] 62.3 98] 186 8.8 52.5 ~1895, -1.13 1,368 127 2.40
66 | DFW Suburbs 172,129 130,796] 113,390] 69.7 6.0 9.1 -3.1 65.8) 4492 2.68 5,408 5.01 2.33)
67 | DFW Suburbs 172,141]  126,368] 111,250] 70.1 7.5 139 -6.4) 54,0 4504] 2,69 3,268 3.03 0.34]
68 West Texas 160,508 121,547 112,760  80.9 128 185 5.7 69.1 7129 -4.25 4,778 4.42 8.68|
69 West Texas 160,087] 123,063 117,450 77.2 9.7 129 32 75.3 -7550) -4.50 9,468 8.77 13.27)
70 | DFW Suburbs 172,135] 117,432] 110,995] 753 100 159 5.9 62.9) 4498 2.68 3,013 2.79 0.11
71 West Texas 166,924] 127,097 123,650] 71.2 179 201 2.1 89.4) 713 -0.43 15,668 14.51 14.94)
72 West Texas 170479 130,771] 123,075] 64.6 27.6] 323 4.8 85.3 2842 1.70 15,093 13.98 12.28)
73 Bexar 166,719 127,882] 126,130 79.7 166 198 33 83.6] 918 -0.55 18,148| 16.81 17.35)
81 West Texas 169,684 120,535 108,980 51.8 39.0] 469 7.9 83.2] 2047, 122 99| 0.92 -0.30
82 West Texas 163,234 118,623| 113,415 59.3 28.6 35.2 -6.6) 81.2 -4403| -2.63 5,433[ 5.03 7.66
83 West Texas 173,918 127,906 123,330] 67.1 249 281 32 88.8) 6281 3.75 15,348 1421 10.47
84 West Texas 167,970] 128,898| 124,075| 58.7 280 302 22 92,8 333] 0.20) 16,093 14.90 14.70
85 | Houston Suburbs 160,182 113,433] 102,620/ 483 275 351 -7.6) 78.5 7455, 445 5,362 -4.97 -0.52)
86 West Texas 165,183| 121,555 115,915] 764 165 223 5.8 73.9) 2454 -1.46) 7,933 7.35 8.81
87 West Texas 174,343 125,360] 109,320] 65.0 218 297 7.9 73.3 6706 4.00 1,338 1.24 -2.76
88 West Texas 160,896| 115,622 103,670|  60.9 294 389 -9.5 75.7, -6741 -4.02 4,312 -3.99 0.03]
89 | DFW Suburbs 172,138]  118,380] 116,895 724 89|  13.0 4.2 63.0) 4501 2,68 8913 8.25 5.57|
91 Tarrent Cnty 162,838 119,048] 108,845 759 109 182 7.2 60.2] 4799 -2.86 863 0.80! 3.66)
2 Tarrent Cnty 162,326] 126,290] 116,980 70.3 96| 145 4.9 66.1 -5311 -3.17 8,998 8.33 11.50}
93 Tarrent Cnty 162,161] 113,584| 103,455 64.1 148 228 -8.0) 65.0) -5476 -3.27 4,527 4.19 -0.93]
9% Tarrent Cnty 167,374 125,516] 114,195 69.8 102] 153 5.2 66.3 263 0.16 6213 5.75 5.91
96 Tarrent Cnty 164,930 113,924 109,035 65.5 101 152 5.1 66.5 2707 -1.61 1,053 0.98 2.59
97 Tarrent Cnty 168,869 131,311] 122,870| 70.5 98] 157 5.9 62.3 1232 0.73 14,388 13.79 13.05]
98 Tarrent Cnty 164,081 114,953] 114,875| 83.7 6.7 9.8 31 63.8] -3556, 2.12] 6,893 6.38 8.50)
99 Tarrent Cnty 170,473 125,722| 116,830 74.7 147|201 5.4 731 2836 1.69 8,348 8.19 6.50,
102 Dallas Cnty 161,136] 122,520] 96,850] 65.0 113 241 12,8 46.8) ~6501 388 11,132 -10.31 -6.43|
105 Dallas Cnty 175,728] 127,590 95,900] 51.1 241 392 _15.1 61.4 8091 4.83 -12,082 -11.19 -16.02)
106 | DFW Suburbs 161,947 110,568] 107,290 76.1 88 147 5.9 60.1 -5690) -3.39 692 -0.64 2.75)
107 Dallas Caty 171,872 123,986] 108,045] 57.9 15.6] 289 -13.4) 53.8 4235 2.53 63 0.06 -2.47|
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A B D E F G H 1 J K L M N [ P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP %TPOP CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | Area of State Total | VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
—_—— — E— E— —
108 Dallas Cnty 163,233 133,667] 122,505 74.3 13.6] 19.5 -6.0 69.4 -4404] -2.63 14,523 13.45 16.08]
112 Dallas Caty 167,051 120,192[ 97,965 54.9 148 263 -11.5 56.4 -586 035 -10,017 -9.28 -8.93|
113 Dallas Caty 171,418) 120,834| 106,040 53.5 153 260 -10.8] 58.6 3781 2.26) -1,942, -1.80) -4.05]
114 Dallas Cnty 172,330] 130,817| 105,540] 68.2 1.0 242 -13.2] 45.6 4693 2.80) 2,442 -2.26 -5.06)
115 Dallas Caty 171,802 127,352| 100,760] 58.5 16.7] 244 -7.8 68.2 4165 248 7,222 -6.69 9.17
117 Bexar 168,692| 117,126] 111,045] 32.3 60.9]  58.8 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 221
121 Bexar 174,867| 133,224| 128,905] 61.0 267 314 -4.6| 85.2] 7230 431 20,923 19.38 15.06}
122 Bexar 175,184 128,725| 124,270] 64.8 234 278 -43 84.4 7547 4.50) 16,288 15.08 10.58)
126 Houston 169,256| 123,014] 99335] 51.8 17.0] 268 9.9 63.2 1619 0.97] -8,647| -8.01 -8.97|
127 Houston 163,983 115,865| 114,290 67.1 124 181 5.7 68.6 -3654 218 6,308 5.84 8.02|
128 Houston 172,221 124,645| 116,020] 66.4 171 25.0 1.9 68.5 4584 2.73 8,038| 7.44 4.71)
129 Houston 174,127 130,457 121,280] 62.9 13.6] 204 -6.8 66.5 6490 3.87 13,298 12.32 8.44|
130 Houston 175,532 122,108 119,770 71.6 1.6 177 -6.2 65.3 7895 471 11,788 10.92 6.21
132 Houston 172,973| 117,666 109,150 52.4 20.6]  33.0 124 62.5 5336 3.18 1,168 1.08 -2.10
133 Houston 171,401 135,423 114,530 70.2 95| 147 -5.2 64.6) 3764 225 6,548| 6.06 3.82)
134 Houston 174,421 143,575| 130,040 74.7 1.0 133 2.3 82.6 6784] 4.05 22,058| 20.43 16.38)
135 Houston 172,422| 121,136]  99,750] 50.0 182] 285 -10.3 64.0 4785 2.85 -8,232| -7.62 -10.48)
136 Austin Area 164,376] 116,361| 113,740 72.8 129 163 -3.4 79.1 -3261 -1.95 5,758 5.33 7.28)
138 Houston 173,059] 124,435] 98.420] 50.3 223 413 -19.0 54.0) 5422) 3.23 9,562, -8.86 -12.09)
150 Houston 168,735| 120,462] 109,725] 66.0 123] 210 -8.7 58.7) 1098 0.65 1,743 1.61 0.96
618.05
Average Deviation (97 Districts) 6.37
[ 22 | Southeast IX | 161,930] 122,897] 115,525] 37.0 77 15.7] -8.0] 5.0 ~5707] 3.40 7,543 6.99 10.39
27 | Houston Suburbs 160,084 113,596| 104,295 26.2 148 197 -4.8| 75.4 7553 -4.51 3,687 341 1.09)
31 | S Tex RG Valley 171,858] 121,699 104,285 23.1 739 777 3.8 95.1 4221 2.52 -3,697 -3.42 -5.94)
34 | S Tex RG Valley 173,149 125,896| 117,465| 28.0 64.6] 617 EX 95.4 5512 3.29) 9,483 8.78 5.49|
35 | STex RG Valley 168,627 109,154 77,585 18.6 789  85.1 -6.2 92.7 990} 0.59) -30,397 -28.15 -28.74)
36 | S TexRG Valley 168,963| 110,963| 76,060 11.9 86.0] 908 4.8 94.7 1326 0.79) 31,922 -29.56 -30.35)
37 | S TexRG Valley 169,088 113,454] 78885 155 815 871 -5.6] 93.6] 1451 0.87 29,097 -26.95 27.81
38 | S TexRG Valley 168214] 110,865 92,195 13.5 80.2] 867 -6.4 92.6 577 0.34] -15,787 -14,62 -14.96]
39 | S Tex RG Valley 168,659| 110,751] 85015 14.6 789  88.0 9.1 89.7 1022 0.61 22,967 -21.27 -21.88)
40 | S Tex RG Valley 168,662] 108,086 79,875 8.2 884 92.1 3.8 95.9) 1025 0.61 28,107 -26.03 -26.64)
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776] 115,033| 88365 17.9 75.7] 804 -4.6| 94.2 1139 0.68 -19,617 -18.17 -18.85)
42 | S Tex RG Valley 167,668| 111,699 84,125 5.4 91.2|  95.0 -3.9 95.9 31 0.02] 23,857 -22.09 -22.11
46 Austin Area 166,410 118,539 94,335] 41.6 24.6]  41.6 -16.9 59.3 -1227 -0.73 -13,647 -12.64 -11.91
48 Austin Area 173,008| 135,585 127,810 74.4 167 204 3.7 81.9) 5371 3.20) 19,828 18.36 15.16)
49 Austin Area 167,309] 144,371| 130,085] 73.1 143 216 13 66.2) -328 -0.20 22,103 20.47 20.66|
50 Austin Area 166,516 124,252 110,735 57.5 177 253 1.6 69.9) -1121 067 2,753 2,55 3.22)
51 Austin Area 175,709 128,793 98320 41.5 440 56.2 -12.2 78.3 8072 4.82 9,662 -8.95 -13.76
74 | STexRG Valley | 162,357] 115236] 91,345 24.6 69.4]  76.6 7.3 90.5 -5280) 3.15 -16,637 -15.41 -12.26]

Table 6 - Page 3 of 4

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000145



Case 1:18-cv-02921-JMF Document 587-1 Filed 05/30/19 Page 87 of 126

A B D E F G H 1 J K L M N 0o P
PCT PCT PCT | %HVAP - | %HCVAP/ TPOP %TPOP CVAP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Dist Area of State Total VAP CVAP Anglo | HCVAP [ HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
—_—— — — E— —
75 El Paso 159,691 103,209| 77,455 89 89.0 91.8 -2.8 97.0 -7946 -4.74 -30,527 -28.27 -23.53)
76 El Paso 159,752 116,389| 94,705 11.2 83.5 87.3 -3.7 95.7 -7885 -4.70 -13,277 -12.30] -7.59)
77 El Paso 160,385 115,924 90,830 22.9 69.6 76.0 -6.4 91.6 -7252 -4.33 -17,152 -15.88 -11.56]
78 El Paso 160,161| 111,913| 98,925 31.6 58.3 64.7 -6.4 90.0 -7476 -4.46) -9,057 -8.39 -3.93|
79 El Paso 160,658 112,399 98,435| 17.0 76.7 79.9 -3.2 96.0 -6979, -4.16) -9,547 -8.84 -4.68)
80 | S Tex RG Valley 161,949| 106,402 86,650 15.5 78.7 86.1 -1.4 91.4 -5688 -3.39) -21,332 -19.76 -16.36]
90 Tarrent Cnty 159,684| 105,664| 71,770 27.9 49.0 70.7 -21.7 69.3 -7953 -4.74 -36,212 -33.54 -28.79'
95 Tarrent Cnty 161,634| 115,752| 96,150 32.9 12.9 24.3 -11.4] 53.0 -6003 -3.58 -11,832 -10.96 -7.38'
100 Dallas Cnty 161,143| 117,479 97,410 29.8 18.3, 33.1 -14.8 55.2 -6494] -3.87 -10,572 -9.79 -5.92'
101 Tarrent Cnty 164,664| 110,209] 92,990 355 19.7 32.5 -12.8 60.6 -2973 -1.77 -14,992 -13.88 -12. lll
103 Dallas Caty 170,948 121,837 71,970 39.0 427 643 217 66.3 3311 1.98 36,012 -33.35 -35.33|
104 Dallas Cnty 172,784| 115,035| 78,780 253 51.7 69.2 -17.5 74.7 5147 3.07 -29,202 -27.04 -30.11
109 Dallas Cnty 174,223 122,347| 112,780 23.4 114 20.0 -8.6 57.0 6586 3.93 4,798 4.44 0.51
110 Dallas Cnty 167,508 111,827 83,885 14.6 24.9 45.5 -20.6| 54.7 -129 -0.08 -24,097 -22.32 -22.24)
111 Dallas Cnty 166,963 118,393| 103,410 24.2 15.1 25.5 -10.3 59.4 -674 -0.40, -4,572 -4.23 -3.83)
116 Bexar 171,463 132,823| 115,470 323 57.1 59.9 -2.8 95.3 3826 2.28 7,488 6.93 4.65
118 Bexar 164,436 116,859| 106,575 28.1 67.1 68.7 -1.6 97.6 -3201 -1.91 -1,407 -1.30 0.61
119 Bexar 159,981 114,477| 106,465 28.5 58.3 62.7 -4.4 93.0 -7656 -4.57, -1,517 -1.40 3.16|
120 Bexar 175,132| 124,829| 114,810 30.6 34.1 42.2 -8.1 80.9 7495 4.47 6,828 6.32 1.85)
123 Bexar 175,674| 135,763| 119,930 30.6 62.3 66.5 -4.2 93.7 8037 4.79 11,948] 11.06 6.27)
124 Bexar 174,795| 120,503| 115,090 24.8 62.4 66.0 -3.6 94.6 7158 4.27 7,108[ 6.58 231
125 Bexar 174,549 125,158| 115,800 26.3 64.3 69.1 -4.8 93.1 6912 4.12 7,818 7.24 3.12)
131 Houston 175,227 121,368 93,535 13.2 24.0 41.2] -17.2 583 7590 4,53 -14,447 -13.38 -17.91'
137 Houston 171,079 127,834| 64,375| 32.5 22.0 51.5 -29.6) 42.6 3442 2.05 -43 607 -40.38 -42.44'
139 Houston 175,733 123,875| 100,540 21.6 19.0 35.8 -16.7 53.2 8096/ 483 7,442 -6.89 -11.72)
140 Houston 170,732| 112,332 69415 17.2 58.5 75.8 -17.2 713 3095 1.85 -38,567 -35.72 -37.56
141 Houston 166,498| 113,951| 92390 135 18.2 37.6 -19.4] 484 -1139 -0.68 -15,592 -14.44 -13.76)
142 Houston 159,541| 113,288| 91,845 20.3 21.3 35.0 -13.7 60.8 -8096 -4.83 -16,137 -14.94 -10.11
143 Houston 167,215 113,877 84,625 23.7 53.0 69.4 -16.4 76.4 -422! -0.25 -23,357 -21.63 -21.38)
144 Houston 161,859| 108,509| 75,785 34.9 50.3 69.8 -19.5 72.1 -5778 -3.45 -32,197 -29.82 -26.37
145 Houston 164,574| 116,918 83,645 284 55.6 69.8 -14.2 79.7 -3063] -1.83 -24,337 -22.54 -20.71
146 Houston 174,485| 130,444 97,195 247 11.2 27.3 -16.1 41.0 6848 4.09 -10,787 -9.99 -14.07
147 Houston 175,873| 136,034| 114,905 28.9 18.4 31.2 -12.8 59.0 8236/ 491 6,923 6.41 1.50
148 Houston 170,811 125873 91,615 40.1 43.5 61.1 -17.6] 71.2 3174 1.89) -16,367 -15.16 -17.05)
149 Houston 170,702| 121,535 89,230 27.0 19.1 338 -14.7 56.6 3065 1.83 -18,752 -17.37 -19,]9'
-618.03
Average Deviation (53 Districts) - -1166

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982. The ideal TPOP Deviation is 167,637,
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp://ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009
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TABLE 7
STATE OF TEXAS
STATE HOUSE OF REPRESENTITIVES
83rd Legislature - 1st Called Session - S.B. 3 (June 2013)
Citizen Voting Age Population Analysis Using American Community Survey
Sorted by Percent TPOP Deviation

A B C D E F G H 1 J K N [ P

PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ CVAP | % CVAP | % CVAP Dev-
Dist | AreaofState | Party | Total | VAP | CVAP | , | gevap | mvap | wBcvar | wmvap Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
61 | DFW Suburbs | I 176,054] 130,782] 128,065 88.5 60| 106 46 569 8417 5.02 20,083 18.60 13.58)
147 Houston 175,873 136,034] 114,905] 289 184 312 -12.8 59.0) 8236 491 6,923 6.41 1.50
139 Houston 175,733 123,875| 100,540] 21.6 190 358 -16.7 53.2] 8096, 4.83 7,442 -6.89 -11.72
105 Dallas Caty 175,728| 127,590 95,900[ 51.1 24.1] 392 -15.1 61.4) 8091 4.83 -12,082 -11.19 -16.02
51 Austin Area 175,709 128,793| 98,320 41.5 40| 562 -12.2 783 8072 4.82 9,662 -8.95 -13.76
29 | Houston Suburbs 175,700] 124,171| 116,165 57.5 174 23.2] -5.8 74.9 8063 4.81 8,183 7.58 2.77
123 Bexar | D | 175674 135,763] 119,930 30.6 62.3]  66.5 -4.2 93.7 8037 4.79) 11,948 11.06 6.27
130 Houston 175,532 122,108] 119,770] 71.6 1.6 177 -6.2 65.3 7895 471 11,788 10.92 6.21
47 Austin Arca 175,314 127,689] 125,095 80.3 123 12.6 0.3 97.7, 7677 4.58] 17,113 15.85 11.27
131 Houston 175227 121,368 93,535 13.2 240 412 -17.2, 583 7590) 4.53 -14,447 -13.38 -17.91
122 Bexar 175,184 128,725] 124,270 64.8 234 278 4.3 84.4) 7547 450 16,288 15.08 10.58)
120 Bexar 175,132 124,829] 114,810 30.6 341 422 -8.1 80.9) 7495, 447 6,828 6.32 1.85
121 Bexar 174,867] 133,224] 128,905 61.0 26.7] 314 -4.6) 85.2] 7230) 431 20,923 19.38 15.06
124 Bexar 174,795 120,503] 115,090] 24.8 624 66.0 -3.6) 94.6] 7158 427 7,108] 6.58 231
125 Bexar 174,549] 125,158 115,800 26.3 643 69.1 4.8 93.1 6912 4.12 7,818] 7.24 3.12
146 Houston 174,485 130,444| 97,195] 24.7 112 273 -16.1] 41.0 6848 4.09) -10,787) -9.99 -14.07
44 | Central Texas 174,451 126,713| 125,720] 609 29.7| 327 -3.0) 90.9 6814] 4.06) 17,738] 16.43 12.36
134 Houston 174,421| 143,575 130,040| 74.7 110 133 -2.3 82.6 6784 4.05 22,058 2043 16.38|
87 West Texas 174,343 125,360| 109,320]  65.0 218 29.7 -1.9 73.3 6706 400 1,338 1.24 -2.76)
109 Dallas Cnty 174,223 122,347| 112,780] 23.4 114[ 200 -8.6) 57.0 6586 3.93 4,798| 4.44 0.51
25 | Houston Suburbs 174,168 129,041] 121,250] 62.4 208 274 -6.6) 75.9) 6531 3.90) 13,268 12.29 8.39)
129 Houston 174,127 130,457 121,280]  62.9 13.6] 204 -6.8 66.5 6490 3.87 13,298 12.32 8.44
83 West Texas 173,918 127,906] 123,330] 67.1 249 281 3.2 88.8 6281 3.75 15,348 1421 10.47
2 Northeast TX 173,869 130,806] 124,825] 85.1 55 100 4.5 55.2] 6232 3.72] 16,843 15.60 11.88)
34 | STexRG Valley 173,149 125,896] 117,465 28.0 64.6] 677 3.1 95.4) 5512 3.29) 9,483 8.78 5.49)
138 Houston 173,059 124,435 98,420 503 223 413 -19.0) 54.0) 5422 323 9,562 -8.86 -12.09
48 AustinArea | D | 173,008 135585] 127,810 74.4 167) 204 -3.7 81.9 5371 3.20 19,328 1836 15.16
132 Houston 172,973 117,666 109,150 52.4 206  33.0 -12.4) 62.5 5336 3.18 1,168 1.08 -2.10
104 DallasCnty | D [ 172,784 115,035] 78,780] 25.3 517 692 -17.5 74.7) 5147 3.07 29,202 -27.04 -30.11
135 Houston 172,422 121,136] 99,750[  50.0 182 285 -10.3 64.0 4785 2.85 -8,232 -7.62 -10.48|
114 Dallas Cnty 172,330 130,817| 105,540] 68.2 11.0[ 242 -13.2, 45.6) 4693, 2.80) 2,442 -2.26 -5.06
128 Houston 172,221| 124,645| 116,020] 66.4 17.1[  25.0 -1.9 68.5 4584 2.73 8,038 7.44 4.71
21 Southeast TX 172,180 130,308| 121,365 82.0 5.2, 9.3 -4.1 55.7) 4543 271 13,383 12.39 9.68|
67 | DFW Suburbs 172,141 126,368[ 111,250]  70.1 750 139 -6.4) 54.0 4504 2.69) 3,268 3.03 0.34
89 | DFW Suburbs 172,138 118,380[ 116,895 724 89  13.0 -4.2 68.0) 4501 2.68 8,913| 8.25 5.57
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A B C D E F G H 1 J K L [ P
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ [ TPOP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Dist | AreaofState |Party| Total | VAP | CVAP | snjio | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
—_— — I At
33 | DFW Suburbs R | 172,135] 119,518] 115,655] 77.9 85 135 4.9 63.5 4498 2.68 7,673 7.11 4.4
70 | DFW Suburbs | 172,135 117,432] 110,995] 75.3 100 159 -5.9 62.9 4498 2,68 3,013 2.79 0.11
66 | DFW Suburbs 172,129| 130,796| 113,390 69.7 6.0 9.1 -3.1 65.8 4492 2.68 5,408 5.01 2.33)
19 Southeast TX 171,969 131,682 128,705| 82.5 3.7 63 -2.6 583 4332 2.58 20,723 19.19 16.61
107 Dallas Cnty 171,872 123,986| 108,045 57.9 15.6] 289 -13.4) 53.8 4235 2.53 63 0.06 -2.47
31 | STexRGVvalley | D | 171,858 121,699 104,285 23.1 739 777 -3.8 95.1 4221 2.52 -3,697 -3.42 -5.94|
115 Dallas Cnty 171,802 127,352 100,760 58.5 16.7] 244 -7.8| 68.2 4165 248 7,222 -6.69 9.17)
116 Bexar | D | 171463 132,823| 115470 323 57.1] 599 2.8 95.3 3826 228 7,488 6.93 4.65)
60 West Texas 171,429 131,870 127,825 86.9 92 118 -2.6| 78.0 3792 226 19,843 18.38 16.11)
113 Dallas Cnty 171,418] 120,834 106,040 53.5 153 26.0 -10.8| 58.6 3781 2.26 -1,942 -1.80 -4.05|
133 Houston 171,401| 135423| 114,530 70.2 9.5 147 5. 64.6 3764] 225 6,548 6.06 3.82)
137 Houston 171,079] 127,834] 64,375 32.5 220 515 -29.6) 426 3442 2.05 -43,607 -40.38 -42.44)
103 Dallas Cnty 170,948] 121,837] 71,970] 39.0 27 643 217 66.3 3311 1.98 -36,012 -33.35 -35.33|
148 Houston 170,811 125873] 91,615 40.1 435 611 -17.6) 71.2 3174] 1.89) -16,367 -15.16 -17.05]
140 Houston 170,732 112,332] 69,415 17.2 585 758 -17.2 713 3095 1.85 -38,567 -35.72 -37.56
149 Houston 170,702 121,535] 89,230 27.0 19.1] 338 -14.7 56.6 3065 1.83 -18,752 -17.37 -19.19)
13 Central Texas 170,617 131,129 123,515 75.2 9.5 159 -6.4) 59.7 2980f 1.78 15,533 14.38 12.61
72 West Texas 170,479] 130,771] 123,075] 64.6 27.6] 323 -4.8 85.3 2842 1.70 15,093 13.98 12.28)
99 Tarrent Cnty 170,473 125,722] 116,830 74.7 147 201 -5.4) 73.1 2836 1.69 8,848 8.19 6.50]
18 Southeast TX 169,888] 132,877 126,560 71.3 8.1 142 -6.1 57.0 2251 1.34 18,578 17.20! 15.86)
81 West Texas 169,684| 120,535] 108,980 51.8 39.0 469 -7.9 83.2 2047 1.22 998 0.92 -0.30
43 | S Tex RG Valley 169,564 124,492 120,575 35.8 577 59.8 2.1 96.5 1927 1.15 12,593 11.66 10.51
126 Houston 169,256 123,014] 99,335 51.8 17.0]  26.8 9.9 63.2 1619 0.97 -8,647 -8.01 -8.97
58 Central Texas 169,146| 123,826 118,105 84.2 87 149 -6.1 58.8 1509 0.90) 10,123 9.37 8.47
37 | S Tex RG Valley 169,088] 113,454] 78,885 15.5 815 871 -5.6] 93.6 1451 0.87 -29,097 -26.95 -27.81
36 | S Tex RG Valley 168,963] 110,963 76,060 11.9 86.0[ 90.8 4.8 94.7 1326 0.79 -31,922 -29.56 -30.35)
97 Tarrent Cnty 168,869] 131,311 122,870 70.5 9.8 157 5.9 62.3 1232 0.73 14,888 13.79 13.05
41 | S Tex RG Valley 168,776] 115,033| 88,365 17.9 75.7]  80.4 -4.6) 94.2 1139 0.68 -19,617 -18.17 -18.85
150 Houston 168,735 120,462 109,725 66.0 123] 210 -8.7 58.7 1098 0.65 1,743 1.61 0.96
11 Northeast TX 168,699 128,086] 118,640 72.2 57 139 -8.3 40.6 1062 0.63 10,658 9.87 9.24]
117 Bexar 168,692] 117,126] 111,045 32.3 60.9]  58.8 2.1 103.6 1055 0.63 3,063 2.84 221
40 | S Tex RG Valley 168,662] 108,086 79,875 8.2 884 921 -3.8 95.9 1025 0.61 -28,107 -26.03 -26.64)
39 | S Tex RG Valley 168,659 110,751] 85,015 14.6 789  88.0 9.1 89.7 1022 0.61 22,967 -21.27 -21.88]
35 | S TexRG Valley 168,627 109,154] 77,585 18.6 789  85.1 -6.2 92.7 990} 0.59 -30,397 -28.15 -28.74]
4 DFW Suburbs 168,429 123,603 117,715 81.5 63 117 5.4 53.6 792 0.47 9,733 9.01 8.54]
38 | S Tex RG Valley 168,214 110,865| 92,195 13.5 80.2[  86.7 -6.4 92.6 577 0.34 -15,787 -14.62 -14.96
84 West Texas 167,970] 128,898] 124,075] 58.7 28.0[ 302 -2.2) 92.8 333 0.20 16,093 14.90 14.70
54 | Central Texas 167,736] 117,164 112,385 51.6 158 176 -1.9 89.5 99 0.06 4,403 4.08 4.02|
42 | STexRGValley | D | 167,668] 111,699 84,125 54 912 950 -3.9 95.9 31 0.02 23,857 -22.09 22.11
45 Austin Area 167,604] 126,549] 124,330] 66.7 255 300 -4.6 84.8 -33 -0.02 16,348 15.14 15.16
64 | DFW Suburbs 167,588] 129,175| 116,875] 75.0 10.1{  16.6 -6.5 60.8 -49 -0.03 8,893 8.24 8.26
110 Dallas Cnty 167,508] 111,827] 83,885 14.6 249 455 -20.6) 54.7| -129 -0.08 24,097 -22.32 -22.24|
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A B C D E F G H ) | J K L o P

PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Dist | AreaofState | Party| Total | VAP | CVAP Anglo | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP_| Deviation | . Deviation | % TPOP Dev

—————————————— — I At

94 Tarrent Cnty 167,374| 125,516] 114,195 69.8 102 153 5.2 663 -263 -0.16) 6,213 575 5.91
15 | Houston Suburbs 167,349] 120,450 116,690 81.8 74| 135 -6.1 55.0 288 0,17 8,708 8.06 8.24]
63 | DFW Suburbs 167,337 115,634 113,605| 80.8 80 131 5.1 61.2 -300] 0.18 5,623 521 5.39]
49 Austin Area 167,309] 144,371] 130,085] 73.1 143 216 73 66.2 -328 -0.20) 22,103 20.47 20.66
143 Houston 167,215 113,877 84,625 23.7 530 69.4 -16.4 76.4 422 025 23,357 -21.63 -21.38)
32 | S Tex RG Valley 167,074 126,072| 124,080] 46.8 442 459 -1.6 96.5 -563 -0.34) 16,098 14.91 15.24)
112 Dallas Cnty 167,051] 120,192] 97,965 549 148 263 -11.5 56.4 -586 035 -10,017 -9.28 -8.93]
111 Dallas Cnty 166,963 118,393[ 103,410] 242 151 255 -10.3 59.4 674 -0.40) 4,572 -4.23 -3.83]
71 West Texas 166,924 127,097 123,650] 71.2 179 20.1 2.1 89.4 713 -0.43 15,668 14.51 14.94
73 Bexar 166,719 127,882| 126,130 79.7 166 198 33 83.6 918 -0.55 18,148| 16.81 17.35]
9 Northeast TX 166,719 125947 121,420 75.8 2.5 6.9 44 35.8 918 -0.55 13,438 12.44 12.99
16 | Houston Suburbs 166,647| 122,271| 108,180] 80.7 93] 211 118 442)] -990) -0.59 198 0.18 0.77
50 ‘Austin Area 166,516] 124,252] 110,735| 57.5 177 253 7.6 69.9 1121 067 2,753 255 3.22
141 Houston 166,498 113951 92390 13.5 182 376 -19.4) 48 4] -1139) -0.68 15,592 -14.44 -13.76
46 Austin Area 166,410 118,539] 94335 41.6 246] 416 -16.9 59.3 1227 0,73 -13,647 -12.64 -11.91
30 | Central Texas 166,022 124,729 121,220 59.0 318 352 -3.4) 90.4 -1615) -0.96) 13,238 12.26 13.22)
52 Austin Area 165,994 114,146] 111,445 62.8 19.6] 267 7.1 73.5 -1643 -0.98 3,463 321 4.19
1 Northeast TX 165,823 125927] 122,470 75.1 3.1 5.8 2.7 53.5 -1814] -1.08 14,488 13.42 14.50
65 | DFW Suburbs 165,742 124,977 109,350] 62.3 98]  18.6 8.8 52.5 -1895 -1.13 1,368 1.27 2.40
86 West Texas 165,183 121,555 115,915 76.4 165 223 -5.8 73.9 2454 -1.46 7,933 7.35 8.81
3 | Houston Suburbs 164,955 119,595| 109,760 75.4 97| 20.0 -10.3 48.5 2682 -1.60) 1,778 1.65 3.25)
9% Tarrent Cnty 164,930 113,924] 109,035] 655 101 152 5.1 66.5 2707 -1.61 1,053 0.98 2.59
101 Tarrent Cnty 164,664] 110,209 92,990 35.5 197 325 -12.8 60.6 2973 -1.77 14,992 -13.88 -12.11
145 Houston 164,574 116,918 83,645 284 55.6 69.8 -14.2 79.7 -3063| -1.83 -24,337 -22.54 -20.71
118 Bexar 164,436] 116,859 106,575 28.1 67.1] 687 -1.6 97.6 -3201 191 -1,407 -1.30 0.61
57 Southeast TX 164,418] 124,630 118,140 72.8 72| 130 5.8 55.5 -3219 192 10,158 9.41 11.33]
136 Austin Area 164,376] 116,361 113,740 72.8 129 163 34 79.1 -3261 195 5,758 5.33 7.28)
98 Tarrent Cnty 164,081] 114,953 114,875 83.7 6.7 9.8 3.1 68.8 -3556 2,12 6,893 6.38 8.50]
127 Houston 163,983 115,865] 114,290 67.1 124 18] 5.7 68.6 -3654 2,18 6,308| 5.84 8.02]
56 | Central Texas 163,869 123,411] 117,985] 72.6 124 178 5.4 69.7 -3768 225 10,003 9.26 11.51)
23 | Houston Suburbs 163,720] 123,736 111,960] 59.8 16.6] 227 -6.1 732 -3917| 2,34 3,978 3.68 6.02]
59 | Central Texas 163,609 122,193] 118,030] 75.9 114 156 4.2 73.1 4028 -2.40) 10,048 9.31 11.71
17 | Central Texas 163,480 121,295] 112,125] 61.1 270 334 6.4 80.9 4157 248 4,143 3.84 6.32
82 West Texas 163234] 118,623 113,415 59.3 28.6] 352 6.6 81.2 -4403) 2.63 5433 5.03 7.66
108 Dallas Cnty 163,233 133,667 122,505 74.3 136 195 -6.0) 69.4 -4404 2.63 14,523 13.45 16.08)
14 Central Texas 163,187 131,479 114,485] 68.6 14.1] 210 -6.9 67.2 -4450) 265 6,503 6.02 8.68)
10 | DFW Suburbs 163,063| 116,978] 111,680] 75.6 131 187 55 70.4 4574 273 3,698 342 6.15|
53 West Texas 162,897] 127381| 123,515 722 231 268 37 863 4740 2.83 15,533 14.38 17.21
91 Tarrent Cnty 162,838 119,048| 108,845 759 109 182 12 60.2 4799 -2.86) 863 0.80 3.66
24 | Houston Suburbs 162,685] 118,491| 118260] 74.8 11.3[ 156 43 723 4952 295 10,278 9.52 12.47
74 | S Tex RG Valley 162,357] 115,236 91,345 24.6 69.4] 76.6 EE 90.5 -5280) 3,15 -16,637 -15.41 -12.26]
92 Tarrent Cnty 162,326] 126,290] 116,980] 70.3 96| 145 4.9 66.1 -5311 -3.17) 8,998| 8.33 11.50

Table 7-Page 3 of 4
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x B T D 3 F G H T 3 K T ) 3
PCT | PCT | PCT | %HVAP- | %HCVAP/ | TPOP % CVAP | % CVAP Dev -
Dist | AreaofState |Party| Total | VAP | CVAP | snjio | HCVAP | HVAP | %HCVAP | %HVAP | Deviation | Deviation | % TPOP Dev
_— — e

55 | Contral Texas || R | 162,176] 119,755 116,635 644 149 194 45 76.8 5461 2326 8,653 801 1127
93 | Tament Cuty | Te2161] 113,584 103,455 64.1 48| 228 30 650 5476 321 4527 .19 ~0.93)
80 | S Tex RG Valley | 161,949 106,402| 86,650] 15.5 78.7]  86.1 -7.4 91.4 -5688 -3.39 21,332 -19.76 -16.36)
106 | DFW Suburbs 161,947] 110,568] 107,290 76.1 88| 147 59 60.1 5690 339 692 0.64 275
22 | Southeast TX [ 161,930 122,897] 115,525] 37.0 7a| 157 30 9.0 5707 3.40 7543 6.99 1039
144 Houston 161,859] 108,509 75.785| 349]  503] 698 195 721 5778 345 32,197 2982 26,37
95 | Tareat Caty 161,634] 115,752] 96,150] 32.9 129 243 114 53.0 6003 358 11,832 21096 7.38)
100 | Dallas Caty 161,143| 117,479] 97410] 29.8 183 331 148 552 6494 387 10572 9.79 5.92)
102 | Dallas Caty 161,136] 122,520] 96,850|  65.0 113 241 128 468 6501 388 1,132 1031 “6.43|

Central Texas 161,098] 123,550 114,450] 72.1 38| 154 %4 57.0 76539 390 6,468 599 9.89
7| Northeast TX 161,039 120,296| 112,255| 74.7 39 112 3 349 76598 394 4273 3.96 7.89
88 | West Texas 160,896 115,622] 103,670] 60.9] 294 389 X 751 6741 02| a2 3.99 0.03|
79 El Paso 160,658 112,399 98.435| 17.0] 767 799 32 96.0 6979 16| 9,547 884 .68
12 | Central Texas 160,573] 119,556] 111,590 644 18 195 77 0.6 7064, a1 3,608 334 756
68 | West Texas 160,508 121,547] 112,760 80.9 28] 185 57 9.1 129 425 4,778 4.42 8.68|
7 ElPaso 160,385| 115924] 90,830] 229]  69.6] 760 64 916 7252 23| 17152 15.88 1156
28| Houston Suburbs 160,373 107,968] 100,995] 533 156 206 X 7538 7264 433 6,987 647 2.14)
5 | Northeast TX 160,253] 120,169 112,555| 788 52| 132 79 398 7384 440 4573 423 8.64|
85 | Houston Suburbs 160,182] 113,433 102,620] 483 275 351 776 785 7455 445 5,362 4.97 0.52)
78 ElPaso 160,161 111913] 98,925| 31.6|  583] 647 64 90.0 7476 346 9057 839 3.93)
26| Houston Suburbs 160,091 117,247] 97.320] 522 116 149 33 778 7546 450 10662 9.87 537
69 | Wost Texas 160,087] 123,063| 117.450] 77.2 o7l 129 32 753 7550 450 9,468 877 13.27
27| Houston Suburbs 160,084] 113,596 104,205| 26.2 28] 197 8 754 7553 451 3,687 341 1.09
62 | Northeast TX 160,003 122,203 117,530 85.0 12| 86 Y 9.0 7614 454 9,548 884 13.38]
6 | Northeasi TX 160,008] 119,154 109,970 70.1 65| 149 33 0 7629 455 1,988 184 6.39
119 Boxar 159,981 114,477] 106,465| 28.5 583|627 Y 93.0 7656 357 1517 -1.40 3.16
20 | Contral Texas 159,816] 121,754 115305| 828 103|166 %2 624 7821 67 7413 6.87 11.53)|
76 ElPaso 159,752] 116,389 94,705| 112|  83.5| 87.3 37 957 7885 a0 13277 12.30 7.59)
75 ElPaso 159,691 103,209] 77,455 89|  89.0] 918 28 97.0 7946 474 30,527 2827 23.53)
90 | Tarrent Coty 159,684] 105,664] 71,770] 27.9] _ 49.0] 707 217 9.3 7953 474 36212 33.54 28.79
142 Houston 159,541 113,288] 91,845] 203] 213|350 137 0.8 78096 483 16,137 _14.94 J10.11

Note: The Indeal CVAP Population is 107,982. The ideal TPOP Deviation is 16,7637.
Source is Texas Legislative Council at ftp:/ftpgisl.tlc.state.tx.us/PlanH358/Reports/Excel/
Note: CVAP data is from 2010 ACS (2005 through 2009

Table 7 - Page 4 of 4
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TABLE 8

Texas Regions Using Whole State House Districts
Showing Gain or Loss of Districts Using CVAP as Population Base

Region of State Present Districts Gain or Loss ::;Zig::c:r
€ Districts | Under CVAP | Under CVAP avon p
District
Austin and Suburbs 9 9.6 0.6 6.59
San Antonio and Suburbs 11 11.9 0.9 8.14
Central Texas 13 14.1 1.1 8.4
Dallas Suburbs 07 | 594
Houston Suburbs 11 11.2 0.2 1.66
Northeast Texas 8 8.7 0.7 8.78

.....................................................

Southeast Texas 5 57 | 07 13.04

West Texas 13 14.1 1.1 8.78
State Total 150 150.1 0.1

Note: There are small rounding errors.

Table 8 - Page 1 of 1
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APPENDIX 2
Column Descriptions for Table 8
Column |Column Header Explanation
Column A |Dist Texas State House District #
Column B |Area of State Region of the State
Column C |Party Political Party of the Incument
Column D |Total Total 2010 Population (TPOP)
Column E |VAP Total 2010 Adult Population (VAP)
Column F |CVAP Total Citizen Voting Age Population
Column G |PCT Anglo Percent CVAP Anglo
Column H |PCT HCVAP Percent Hispanic CVAP
Column | |PCT HVAP Percent Adult Hispanic VAP
Column J |%HVAP - %HCVAP Column | minus Column H
Column K |%HCVAP/%HVAP Column H divided by Column |
Column L |TPOP Deviation Deviation using TPOP
Column M |% TPOP Deviatin Percent Deviation using TPOP
Column N |CVAP Deviation Deviation using CVAP
Column O |% CVAP Deviation Percent Deviation using CVAP
Column P |% CVAP Dev - % TPOP Dev  |Column O - Column M
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Strickland, Shemaiah

From: christa jones <xtahonez@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 6, 2010 9:28 AM
To: Tom Hofeller

Subject: RE: Did you see Hannity?

We estimate every percentage point in the response rate is worth about $80-90 million--that's a soft number though,
we're trying to recalculate. That's about one million or so households.

Christa D Jones Washington, DC

From: celticheal@aol.com

To: xtahonez@hotmail.com
Subject: RE: Did you see Hannity?
Date: Fri, 5 Feb 2010 20:01:38 -0500

So how many extra questionnaires would have to be answered to make this ad worthwhile?

From: christa jones [mailto:xtahonez@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2010 6:42 PM

To: Tom Hofeller; Tom Hofeller

Subject: Did you see Hannity?

http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,584929,00.html|

They could really hurt the census. What do you think?

Your E-mail and More On-the-Go. Get Windows Live Hotmail Free. Sign up now.
<http://clk.atdmt.com/GBL/go/201469229/direct/01/>

CREW_v_DOJ_22 cv_00254-0000000166
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Strickland, Shemaiah

From: Michael Smith <smithmichl@majorityamerica.net>

Sent: Thursday, January 7, 2010 8:28 PM

To: ‘Tom Hofeller - Redistricting’; celticheal@aol.com

Cc: ncs-va@msn.com; chapin.fay@mail.house.gov; charlie.black@bksh.com;

chip.Lake@mail.house.gov; chip_lake@bellsouth.net; xtahonez@hotmail.com;
davella@gopac.org; dwinston@winstongroup.net
Subject: RE: Redistricting Article

| can live with it.

Y

From: Tom Hofeller - Redistricting [mailto:thofeller@rnchq.org]

Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2010 11:49 AM

To: celticheal@aol.com

Cc: ncs-va@msn.com; chapin.fay@mail.house.gov; charlie.black@bksh.com; chip.Lake@mail.house.gov;
chip_lake@bellsouth.net; xtahonez@hotmail.com; davella@gopac.org; dwinston@winstongroup.net
Subject: Redistricting Article

FYI. A little slanted, but it touches many of the bases.

Thomas B Hofeller
Redistricting Consultant
Office {202) 863-8816
Cell (703) 623-0764

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000169
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Strickland, Shemaiah

From: christa.d jones@census.gov

Sent: Friday, March 19, 2010 11:.07 AM

To: amarkneu@aol.com; celticheal@aol.com
Subject: Fw: 2010 Census -- Myths and Misconceptions
FYl..

----- Forwarded by Christa D Jones/DMD/HQ/BOC on 03/19/2010 11:05 AM -----

From: Burton H Reist/DIR/HQ/BOC

To: "Stephen Buckner" <stephen.l.buckner@census.gov>, Angela M Manso/CAO/HQ/BOC@BOC, Michele H
Lowe/PIO/HQ/BOC@BOC, "Stuart Durst" <stuart.p.durst.jr@census.gov>, James L Dinwiddie/DMD/HQ/BOC@BOC,
"Christa Jones" <christa.d.jones@census.gov>

Date: 03/19/2010 10:48 AM

Subject: 2010 Census — Myths and Misconceptions

Please forward to stakeholders as appropriate. . .

The 2010 Census is now in full gear. As with any operation this large, there is bound to be misleading information
circulated about nature and goals of the endeavor. Your office or your constituents may be receiving emails or inquiries
about misconceptions on the Census.

The independent website Factcheck.org, has today posted a point by point rebuttal of this video. | draw your attention
to it as it represents an independent defense of the Census Bureau and a comprehensive explanation of the 2010
Census, and its relationship with the other surveys conducted by the Census Bureau. This post is helpful in debunking
many of the myths about the Census currently making the rounds, and | urge you to share it with your stakeholders and
constituents.

http://factcheck.org/2010/03/census-nonsense/ <http://factcheck.org/2010/03/census-nonsense/>

You may also find the blog of Census Director Robert Groves on our website useful to answer other questions. You can
find it on our homepage at www.2010census.gov.

Additionally, you may be hearing questions about the constitutional origins of the census or where in law the census
questionaire is authorized. For more information on these questions, we have created a page on our website here:

http://2010.census.gov/2010census/why/constitutional.php
<http://2010.census.gov/2010census/why/constitutional.php>
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A-21
“Fwd FR Notice.msg”
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Strickland, Shemaiah

From: Christa Jones <xtadjones@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 7, 2015 9:04 AM
To: Tom Hofeller

Subject: Fwd: FR Notice

This can also be an opportunity to mention citizenship as well.
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

> From: Christa D Jones <xtadjones@hotmail.com>

> Date: January 6, 2015 at 2:47:15 PM EST

> To: Tom Hofeller - Hofeller <celticheal@aol.com>

> Subject: FR Notice

>

> The notice ends on 2/27. Public comments highly useful in this context.
>

> https://federalregister.gov/a/2014-28247

>
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the Commission’s Web site,
www.usccr.gov, or to contact the
Western Regional Office at the above
email or street address.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the rules
and regulations of the Commission and
FACA.

Dated in November 25, 2014.
David Mussatt,
Chief, Regional Programs Coordination Unit.
[FR Doc. 2014-28276 Filed 12—1-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6335-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Census Bureau

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; 2015 National
Content Test

AGENCY: U.S. Census Bureau,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).

DATES: To ensure consideration, written
comments must be submitted on or
before February 2, 2015.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at jjessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument(s) and instructions should
be directed to Erin Love, Census Bureau,
HQ-3H154E, Washington, DC 20233;
(301) 763—2034 (or via email at
erin.s.Jove@census.gov).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

The 2015 National Content Test (NCT)
is part of the research and development
cycle leading up to the re-engineered
2020 Census. The 2015 NCT will help
the Census Bureau achieve one of its
Strategic Goals—developing a census
that is cost-effective, improves coverage,
and reduces operational risk.

The first objective of this test is to
evaluate and compare different census
content, including race and Hispanic
origin, relationship, and within-
household coverage. This will be the
primary mid-decade opportunity to
compare different content strategies
prior to making final decisions about the
content in the 2020 Census. The test
will include a reinterview to further
assess the accuracy and reliability of the
question alternatives for race, origin,
and within-household coverage.

The second objective is to test
different contact strategies for
optimizing self-response. This includes
nine different approaches to
encouraging households to respond and,
specifically, to respond using the less
costly and more efficient Internet
response option. These approaches
include altering the timing of the first
reminder, use of email as a reminder,
altering the timing for sending the mail
questionnaire, use of a third reminder,
and sending a letter in place of a paper
questionnaire to non-respondents.

The third objective is to test different
options for offering non-English
materials. The goal is to provide
language support for respondents with
limited English proficiency. Options
being explored include online Spanish
questionnaires, dual-language English
and Spanish paper questionnaires and
letters, and additional questionnaire
options and support in non-English
languages.

Regarding the first objective, the
classification of racial and ethnic
responses to the decennial census by the
Census Bureau adheres to the U.S.
Office of Management and Budget’s
{OMB) October 30, 1997 “Revisions to
the Standards for the Classification of
Federal Data on Race and Ethnicity”
(see www.whitehouse.gov/omb/fedreg_
1997standards). There are five
minimum categories for data on race:
“White,” “Black or African American,”
“American Indian or Alaska Native,”
“Asian,” and “Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander.” There are two
minimum categories for data on
ethnicity: “Hispanic or Latino” and
“Not Hispanic or Latino.” The OMB
standards advise that respondents shall
be offered the option of selecting one or
more racial designations. The OMB
standards also advise that race and
ethnicity are two distinct concepts;
therefore, Hispanics or Latinos may be
any race.

The minimum categories for data on
race and ethnicity for Federal statistics,
program administrative reporting, and
civil rights compliance reporting are
defined by OMB as follows:

e American Indian or Alaska Native—
A person having origins in any of the
original peoples of North and South
America (including Central America),
and who maintains tribal affiliation or
community attachment.

e Asian—A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of the Far
East, Southeast Asia, or the Indian
subcontinent including, for example,
Cambodia, China, India, Japan, Korea,
Malaysia, Pakistan, the Philippine
Islands, Thailand, and Vietnam.

e Black or African American—A
person having origins in any of the
black racial groups of Africa. Terms
such as ‘“Haitian” or “Negro” can be
used in addition to “Black or African
American.”

e Hispanic or Latino—A person of
Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, South or
Central American, or other Spanish
culture or origin, regardless of race. The
term, “Spanish origin,” can be used in
addition to “Hispanic or Latino.”

o Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander—A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of Hawaii,
Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Islands.

e White—A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of Europe,
the Middle East, or North Africa.

The 1997 OMB standards state the
minimum categories that must be used
to collect and present federal data on
race and ethnicity. Additionally, the
1997 OMB standards permit the
collection of more detailed information
on population groups, provided that any
additional groups can be aggregated into
the minimum standard set of categories.
Currently, the Census Bureau collects
additional detailed information on
Hispanic or Latino groups, American
Indian and Alaska Native tribes, Asian
groups, and Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander groups.

For example, responses to the race
question such as “Navajo Nation,”
“Doyon,” and “Mayan’’ are collected
and tabulated in Census Bureau
censuses and surveys, and can be
aggregated into the total American
Indian or Alaska Native population.
Detailed responses to the race question
such as “Chinese,” ““Asian Indian,” and
“Vietnamese” are collected and
tabulated, and can be aggregated into
the total Asian population. Responses to
the ethnicity question such as
“Mexican,” “Puerto Rican,” and
“Cuban” are collected and tabulated in
Census Bureau censuses and surveys,
and can be aggregated into the total
Hispanic or Latino population.
Responses to the race question such as
“Native Hawaiian,” “Chamorro,” or
“Fijian” are collected and tabulated,
and can be aggregated into the total
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Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander population.

The 2015 NCT will test ways to
collect and tabulate detailed
information for all groups, including
data for White groups, such as German,
Irish, and Lebanese, and data for Black
groups, such as African American,
Jamaican, and Nigerian, which have not
been tabulated previously from the
question on race. Responses to the race
question such as “African American,”
“Jamaican,” or “Nigerian” will be
collected and tabulated, and can be
aggregated to the total Black or African
American population. Responses to the
race question such as “German,”
“Irish,” or “Lebanese’”” will be collected
and tabulated, and can be aggregated
into the total White population.

The 2015 NCT wiﬁ aﬁ’so test a separate
“Middle Eastern or North African”
category and the collection of detailed
groups such as “Lebanese,” “Egyptian,”
and “Iranian.” Following the current
OMB standards, Middle Eastern and
North African responses are classified as
“White.”

The results of the 2015 NCT will

ide future collection and tabulation of
detailed information for all race and
ethnicity groups.

Plans for the 2020 Census call for the
use of less costly and more efficient
web-based response options to collect
information, as opposed to a previous
predominant reliance on paper-based
questionnaires. One benefit of the
online response mode is that it allows
for more functionality and greater
flexibility in designing questions
compared to paper, which is
constrained by space availability. With
the advantage of new technology, the
2015 National Content Test will utilize
web-based technology, such as internet,
smart phone, tablet, and telephone to
improve question designs and optimize
reporting of detailed racial and ethnic
groups (e.g., Samoan, Iranian, Blackfeet
Tribe, Filipino, Jamaican, Puerto Rican,
Irish, etc.).

The web-based designs provide much
more utility and flexibility for using
detailed checkboxes and write-in spaces
to elicit and collect data for detailed
groups than traditional paper
questionnaires, and will help collect
data for both the broader OMB
categories, as well as detailed responses
across all groups.

Components of the Test

A. Race and Origin Content

The Census Bureau conducted an
extensive research undertaking as part
of the 2010 Census—the 2010 Census
Race and Hispanic Origin Alternative

Questionnaire Experiment (AQE) (for
details, see www.census.gov/
2010census/news/press-kits/aqe/
age.htmli). The 2010 AQE examined
alternative strategies for improving the
collection of data on a race and
Hispanic origin, with four goals in
mind:

1. Increasing reporting in the standard
race and ethnic categories as defined by
the U.S. Office of Management and
Budget;

2. Decreasing item non-response for
these questions;

3. Increasing the accuracy and
reliability of the results for this
question; and

4. Eliciting detailed responses for all
racial and ethnic communities (e.g.,
Chinese, Mexican, Jamaican, etc.).

The results of the AQE supported all
of these objectives. Additionally, many
individuals across communities liked
the combined question approach. They
believed it presented equity to the
different categories. Some of the
findings from this research include:

¢ Combining race and ethnicity into
one question did not change the
proportion of people who reported as
Hispanics, Blacks, Asians, American
Indians and Alaska Natives, or Native
Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders.

e The combined question yielded
higher response rates.

e The combined question increased
reporting of detailed responses for most
groups, but decreased reporting for
others.

e The combined question better
reflected self-identity.

The successful strategies from the
AQE research have been employed in
the design of the Census Bureau’s mid-
decade research. Four key dimensions
of the questions on race and Hispanic
origin are being tested in the 2015 NCT.
These include question format, response
categories, wording of the instructions,
and question terminology.

Question Format

The 2015 NCT will evaluate the use
of two alternative question format
approaches for collecting data on race
and ethnicity. One ?;Eproach uses two
separate questions: the first about
Hispanic origin and the second about
race (‘‘separate questions’’). The other
approach combines the two items into
one question about race and origin
(“combined question”). The 2015 mid-
decade research will test the approaches
with new data collection methods,
including internet, telephone, and in-
person response.

1. Separate race and origin questions:
This is a modified version of the race
and Hispanic origin format used in the

2010 Census. Updates since the 2010
Census include added write-in spaces
and examples for the “White” and
“Black or African Am.” response
categories, removal of the term ‘“Negro,”
and an instruction to select one or more
boxes in the Hispanic origin question.

2. Combined question with
checkboxes and write-ins on same
screen: This is a modified version of the
combined question approaches found to
be successful in the 2010 AQE.
Checkboxes are provided for the U.S.
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) standard categories (per the 1997
Standards for the Classification of
Federal Data on Race and Ethnicity)
with a corresponding write-in space for
each checkbox category. In this version,
all write-in spaces are visible at all
times. Each response category contains
six example origins, which represent the
diversity of the geographic definitions of
the OMB category. For instance, the
“Asian” category examples of Chinese,
Filipino, Asian Indian, Vietnamese,
Korean, and Japanese represent the six
largest detailed Asian groups in the
United States, reflecting OMB’s
definition of Asian (“A person having
origins in any of the original peoples of
the Far East, Southeast Asia, and the
Indian subcontinent.”). Respondents do
not have to select an OMB checkbox,
but may enter a detailed response in the
write-in space without checking a
category.

a. Combined question with
checkboxes and write-ins on separate
screens (Internet-only): In this version,
the detailed origin groups are solicited
on subsequent screens after the OMB
response categories have been selected.
On the first screen, the OMB checkbox
categories are shown along with their
six representative example groups. Once
the OMB categories have been selected,
one at a time, subsequent screens solicit
further detail for each category that was
chosen (e.g., Asian), using a write-in
space to collect the detailed groups (e.g.,
Korean and Japanese). The intent is to
separate mouse click tasks (checkbox
categories) and typing tasks (write-ins)
in an attempt to elicit responses that are
more detailed. The same version was
used as one of three race and origin
Internet panels in the 2014 Census Test.

3. Combined question branching with
detailed checkbox screens (Internet-
only): This version is an alternative
method of soliciting detailed origin
groups using separate screens, detailed
checkboxes, and write-in spaces. On the
first screen, the OMB checkbox
categories are shown along with their
six representative example groups. Once
the OMB categories have been selected,
one at a time, subsequent screens solicit
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further detail for each category, this
time using a series of additional
checkboxes for the six largest detailed
groups (e.g., Chinese, Filipino, Asian,
Indian, Vietnamese, Korean, and
Japanese) with a write-in space also
provided to collect additional groups.

Race Response Categories

The 2015 National Content Test will
evaluate the use of the Middle Eastern
or North African (MENA) category in
the race question. There will be two
treatments for testing this dimension:

1. Use of MENA category: This
treatment tests the addition of a MENA
checkbox category to the race question.
The MENA category is placed within
the current category lineup, based on
estimates of population size, between
the categories for Native Hawaiians and
Other Pacific Islanders and “Some other
race.” With the addition of this new
category, the “White” example groups
are revised. The Middle Eastern and
North African examples of ‘‘Lebanese”
and “Egyptian” are replaced with the
European examples of “Polish” and of
“French.” The MENA checkbox
category will have the examples of
“Lebanese, Iranian, Egyptian, Syrian,
Moroccan, Algerian, etc.” All other
checkbox categories and write-in spaces
remain the same.

2. No separate MENA category: This
treatment tests approaches without a
separate MENA checkbox category, and
represents the current OMB definition
of White (“A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of Europe,
the Middle East, or North Africa.”). Here
we will provide examples of Middle
Eastern and North African origins
(“Lebanese” and “Egyptian”’) with
European origin groups as part of the
“White” racial category.

Wording of the Instructions

1. “Mark [X] one or more boxes”: The
current paper version of the instructions
on paper states, “Mark [X] one or more
boxes AND print your specific
origin(s).”

2. “Mark all that apply/You may mark
multiple groups”: In this version, the
instruction is modified to “Mark all
boxes that apply AND print the specific
[origin(s)/ethnicities] in the spaces
below. Note, you may report more than
one group.” Recent qualitative focus
groups and cognitive research (e.g., 2010
AQE research; 2013 Census Test
research) found that respondents
frequently overlook the instruction to
“Mark’’ [X] one or more boxes. The
research found that some respondents
may have stopped reading the
instruction after noticing the visual cue
[X] and proceeded directly to do just

that—mark a box—overlooking the
remainder of the instruction. The new
instruction (“Mark all boxes that
apply”) is an attempt to improve the
clarity of the question and make it more
apparent that more than one group may
be selected.

Question Terms

1. “Origin” term: The current version
of the race and Hispanic origin
questions use the terms “race” and/or
“origin” to describe the concepts and
groups in the question stem,
instructions, and examples. For
instance, in the combined race and
Hispanic origin approach, the question
stem is “What is your race or origin?”
In addition, prior to each write-in field,
respondents are instructed to “Print
specific origin(s), for example . . .”

2-3. Alternative terms: Recent
qualitative focus groups and qualitative
research (e.g., 2010 AQE research; 2013
Census Test research; cognitive pre-
testing for 2016 American Community
Survey Content Test) found that the
term “origin” is confusing or misleading
to many respondents, who may think it
is asking about where they immigrated
from or where they were born. Two
alternative options are being explored in
cognitive testing and usability research.
One approach tests the use of the term
“ethnicities” along with “race” (e.g.,
“Print the specific races(s) and/or
ethnicities . . .”). The other approach
tests the removal of the terms altogether
from the question stem, instructions,
and examples. Instead, a general
approach asks, “Which categories
describe this person?” The exact
terminology to be used for the
alternative version is pending cognitive
testing and usability results later this
year, which will inform the wording to
be used in the 2015 NCT.

B. Relationship Content

Two versions of the relationship
question will be tested. Both versions
are the same as those used in a split-
sample in the 2014 Census Test, with no
changes. The new relationship
categories have also been tested in other
Census Bureau surveys including the
American Housing Survey, American
Community Survey, and the Survey of
Income and Program Participation
(currently used in production).
Although research to date has been
informative, leading to the development
of the revised relationship question,
additional quantitative testing is
needed. Since the incidence of some
household relationships—such as same-
sex couples—is relatively low in the
general population, the revised question
needs to be tested with large,

representative samples prior to
routinely including them in the 2020
Census questionnaire.

The first version uses the 2010 Census
relationship question response options,
but in a new order, starting with
“husband or wife” and then the
“unmarried partner’” category. This
version also re-introduces the foster
child category, which was removed
from the 2010 Census form due to space
issues.

The second version includes the same
basic response options as the 2010
Census version, but modifies/expands
the “husband or wife”” and ‘“‘unmarried
partner” categories to distinguish
between same-sex and opposite-sex
relationships.

C. Coverage Content (Internet Only)

The 2012 National Census Test
experimented with several methods to
improve accurate within-household
coverage for Internet respondents. One
benefit of the online response mode is
that it allows for more functionality and
greater flexibility in designing questions
compared to paper, which is
constrained by space availability. The
2012 test included a coverage follow-up
reinterview to evaluate the different
Internet design options, but some results
were inconclusive. In the 2015 NCT,
two designs will be tested to compare
different approaches for helping
respondents provide a more accurate
roster of household residents.

The first approach is the ‘“Rules-
Based” approach, and will allow us to
see whether the presence of a question
asking the number of people in the
household along with the residence rule
instructions helps respondents create an
accurate roster. This is similar to the
approach used across all modes in
Census 2000 and the 2010 Census,
where the respondent was expected to
understand our residence rules and
apply them to their household. This is
followed by a household-level question
that probes to determine if any
additional people not listed originally
should be included for consideration as
residents of the household (several
types of people and living situations are
shown in a bulleted list).

The “Question-Based” approach
allows us to ask guided questions to
help improve resident information.
Respondents are not shown the
residence rule instructions and are only
asked to create an initial roster of people
they consider to be living or staying at
their address on Census Day. This is
followed by several short household-
level questions about types of people
and living situations that might apply to
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someone in the household that was not
listed originally.
D. Optimizing Self Response

The nine proposed contact strategies
for optimizing self response (OSR) are
summarized as follows:

Internet Push (Control): This is the
standard Internet Push strategy used in
the most recent series of self response
tests, including the 2014 Census Test.
This panel will serve as a control panel
against which to compare the
experimental strategies. There will be
nine treatments as part of the OSR test.

Internet Push With Early Postcard:
The motivation for this panel is to study
the timing of reminders. The hypothesis
is that sending the first reminder sooner
(closer to the initial Internet push)
would provide for a better connection
between the two mailings, and could
increase response. A side benefit is that
this could also reduce the volume of
later targeted mailings since responses
may be quicker overall.

The motivation for the following
sequence of three panels is based on
recent American Community Survey
(ACS) research, which has found
depressed self response rates among
certain respondents/areas with lower
Internet usage. Testing the delivery of
the paper questionnaires at various
points in the response process will
allow us to have complete response
measures under several scenarios for the
cost/benefit analysis needed to inform
2020 Census planning. Although these
strategies may not make sense for
everyone in 2020, using a responsive
design and tailoring the contact strategy
for certain geographic areas or
populations may be beneficial.

e Internet Push With Early
Questionnaire: questionnaire sent at
third mailing, one week sooner

o Internet Push With Even Earlier
Questionnaire: questionnaire sent at
second mailing, two weeks sooner

e Internet Choice: questionnaire sent
at first mailing, providing a choice of
Internet or paper from the beginni

Internet Push With Postcard as Third
Reminder: The motivation for this panel
is to further encourage self response,
after the questionnaire mailing, prior to
nonresponse follow-up. Numerous
survey research studies have concluded
that, while there is a point of
diminishing returns, further reminders
will inevitably increase self response
rates.

Internet Push Postcard: The
motivation for this panel is to study the
impact of sending a postcard at the first
mailing instead of a letter. There are two
potential benefits. First is the possible
cost savings of printing and mailing a

postcard compared to the envelope
package (with letter and instruction
card). Second is the potential for
increased self response because reading
a postcard requires less effort by a
respondent. In this panel, we send a
letter at the third contact (sent to non-
respondents only), in place of a
postcard, to vary the types of contacts
received.

Internet Push With Early Postcard and
Second Letter Instead of Mail
Questionnaire: The motivation for
testing an approach in which we do not
send a mail questionnaire is to address
the high-level goal of greatly reducing
paper responses in the 2020 Census. By
testing an approach in which we send
an Internet push letter in place of a
paper questionnaire at the fourth
mailing, we will have a more robust set
of response measures for informing cost/
benefit analyses.

Internet Push With Postcard and
Email as 1st Reminder (same time): The
motivation for this panel is to determine
if we can take advantage of the email
addresses in the supplemental contact
frame maintained by the Center for
Administrative Records Research and
Applications. The hypothesis is that by
sending a postcard and email at the
same time, we may be able to elicit
increased response.

E. Language

In the two mailings that contain a
letter for each Optimizing Self response
strategy, three different methods will be
used to encourage response. In
particular, by altering the language
support provided in the letter, the goal
is to increase response for respondents
with limited English proficiency.

The control panel is similar to the
2014 Census Test design, in which the
mailing materials are in English with a
single Spanish sentence directing
respondents to the Web site or the
telephone assistance line.

One of the goals of language research
is to maximize the number of non-
English speakers that receive the same
message as English speakers prior to
going online to respond. Two panels
provide equality between the English
and Spanish content in the letter and
test whether one method is better at
eliciting Spanish responses. The swim-
lane design has been used in the past,
such as with the bilingual questionnaire
in the 2010 Census. The dual-sided
letter provides English content on one
side and Spanish content on the other
side. In addition, because research has
shown that Spanish-speaking
respondents do not always open the
mailings because they may not know
that language resource information is

provided inside, the outgoing envelope
for both panels will include the census
test Web site URL and a brief message
in both languages.

This test will also explore additional
options for non-English speakers to
complete the questionnaires.

F. Content Reinterview

A sub-sample of respondents from the
2015 NCT will be selected for a content
reinterview, focused on race and origin
and within-household coverage, with a
goal of assessing accuracy and reliability
of the different designs. Reinterviews
are conducted with a sub-sample of
respondents, by asking more detailed
questions on question topics, in order to
assess the accuracy of the responses.

II. Method of Collection

The initial mail-out is planned for late
August 2015. This contact will explain
why we are conducting the mandatory
2015 NCT, assure respondents that their
answers are confidential, and inform
them of the measures we take to keep
their personal information secure. The
second mail-out is considered a
reminder and is sent to all housing
units. All contacts after the second
mailing are sent to non-respondents
only.

Respondents are encouraged to
respond to the 2015 NCT by Internet but
may also be able to provide information
by phone. Many will also receive a
paper questionnaire at some point in the
mail-out strategy. The test will be
conducted nationally in all 50 U.S.
states, the District of Columbia, and
Puerto Rico.

III. Data

OMB Control Number: None.

Form Number: TBD.

Type of Review: Regular submission.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
1.3 million households. (1.2 million
initial response + 100,000 reinterview).

Estimated Time per Response: 10
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 216,667.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: There is
no cost to respondents except for their
time to respond.

Respondent’s Obligation: Mandatory.

Legal Authority: Title 13 U.S.C. 141
and 193.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
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practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency'’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: November 25, 2014.
Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2014-28247 Filed 12-1-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[B-85-2014]

Foreign-Trade Zone 116—Port Arthur,
Texas; Expansion of Subzone 116B;
Total Petrochemicals & Refining USA,
Inc.; Port Arthur and Jefferson County,
Texas

An application has been submitted to
the Foreign-Trade Zones (FTZ) Board by
the Foreign-Trade Zone of Southeast
Texas, Inc., grantee of FTZ 116,
requesting an expansion of Subzone
116B on behalf of Total Petrochemicals
& Refining USA, Inc. The application
was submitted pursuant to the
provisions of the Foreign-Trade Zones
Act, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u),
and the regulations of the FTZ Board (15
CFR part 400). It was formally docketed
on November 25, 2014.

Subzone 116B was approved on
September 18, 1995 (Board Order 772,
60 FR 49564, 9/26/95). The subzone
(1,457 acres) currently consists of four
sites located in Port Arthur and
Jefferson County: Site 1 (1,244 acres)—
main refinery complex located along the
Neches River at State Farm to Market
Highway 366 and 32nd St., Port Arthur;
Site 2 (19 acres)—West Port Arthur
Tank Farm located at Roosevelt and
53rd Streets, Port Arthur; Site 3 (194
acres)—refinery expansion site, located
adjacent to the refinery at State Farm to
Market Hwy 366, Port Arthur; and, Site
4—Sun Marine Terminal-Nederland
tank storage facility (leased storage)
located along the Neches River in
Nederland.

The current request would add a
pipeline that originates from the
subzone’s leased storage facility at Site
4 to the main refinery located at Site 1,
as described in the application. No
additional authorization for production
activity has been requested at this time.

In accordance with the FTZ Board’s
regulations, Camille Evans of the FTZ
Staff is designated examiner to review
the application and make
recommendations to the FTZ Board.

Public comment is invited from
interested parties. Submissions shall be
addressed to the FTZ Board’s Executive
Secretary at the address below. The
closing period for their receipt is
January 12, 2015. Rebuttal comments in
response to material submitted during
the foregoing period may be submitted
during the subsequent 15-day period to
January 26, 2015.

A copy of the application will be
available for public inspection at the
Office of the Executive Secretary,
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Room
21013, U.S. Department of Commerce,
1401 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230-0002, and in the
“Reading Room” section of the FTZ
Board’s Web site, which is accessible
via www.frade.gov/ftz.

For further information, contact
Camille Evans at Camille.Evans@
trade.gov or (202) 482-2350.

Dated: November 25, 2014,

Andrew McGilvray,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2014-28416 Filed 12—1-14; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Domestic and
International Clients Export Services
and Customized Forms

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before February 2, 2015.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,

Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Joe Carter, Office of Strategic
Planning, 1999 Broadway, Suite 2205
Denver, CO 80220, (303) 844-5656,
joe.carter@trade.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

The International Trade
Administration’s Global Markets (GM) is
seeking approval to renew the currently
approved OMB control number: 0625—
0143. These collections include all
client intake, events/activities and
export success forms. This
comprehensive information collection
will cover all aspects of a U.S.
organization’s life-cycle with GM.

GM is mandated by Congress to help
U.S. organizations, particularly small
and medium-sized organizations, export
their products and services to global
markets. As part of its mission, GM
provides market entry/expansion
services and trade events to U.S.
organizations.

The Domestic and International
Clients Export Services and Customized
Forms are needed to collect information
to enable, but not limited to small and
medium sized, U.S. organizations to
efficiently and effectively enhance their
ability to determine which international
organizations are most suited for their
exporting expansion efforts.

The key to effectively and efficiently
assist U.S. organizations export is
identifying and verifying potential
international buyers of U.S. goods and
services. The categories of questions are:
Contact information, organization
information, organization type,
agreements and confirmations,
objectives, products and services,
exporting experience, marketing, events
and activities, trade fair/show, certified
trade missions, trade missions,
advocacy, environment, and education.
GM asks only those questions that
provide the required information to
assist GM in fulfilling a client’s
objective for a requested service and/or
event/activity.

As GM moves forward, we understand
the importance and need for strategic
planning and integration of future
technology and initiatives that relate to
GM programs and metrics with the
types of information collected from
clients to conduct those programs.
Additionally, the most important,
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Case 8:18-cv-01041-GJH Document 167-23 Filed 06/14/19 Page 2 of 2

Strickland, Shemaiah

From: Christa Jones <xtadjones@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 24, 2015 11:32 AM

To: Tom Hofeller

Subject: Reservation at Ramparts Tavern

Let's eat! | reserved a table for 3 at Ramparts Tavern.

When:
Friday, April 24 at 6:30 PM

Address:

1700 Fern Street
Alexandria, VA, 22302
Get directions

This reservation was made through OpenTable. Download the free iPhone app.

Sent from my iPhone
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INTERVIEW OF JCHN M. GORE, ESQUIRE

Thursday, March 7, 2018

House of Representatives

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform

Washington, D.C.

The Interview in the above matter was held in Room 6400,
O'Neill House Office Building, commencing at 9:29 a.m.

Statf Present: §. Tori Anderson, Oversight Counsel;
Russell 4. Anello, Chief Oversight Counsel; Susanne $achsman
Grooms, Majority Staff; pEEs IERSEEN EDEEEE BEEEE Stephen
Castor, Republican Staff; Caroline Nabity, Republican Staff;
Ellen Johnson, Republican Staff,

On Behalf of the Witness: Josh Gardner, Special Counsel,
Department of Justice; Kira Antell, Acting Deputy Assistant
Attorney General, Department of Justice, Legislative aAffairs;
Brett Shumate; Deputy Assistant Attorney General, Department of

Justice.
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HGO066101

Ms. Anderson. This is a ftranscribed interview
of Jphn Gore, conducted by the House Committee on Oversight

and Reform., This interview was reguested by Chairman

ijan Cummings as part of the Committee's oversight of the
2020 census; incluging the decision to add & citizenship
guestion.

Can you please state your full name and spell
your last name for the record, Mr. Gore.
Mr. Gore. John Matthew Gore, G-0-R-E,

Ms. Anderson. My name is Tori Anderson. I

work as a majority counsel for the Committee on Oversight
and Reform. I first want te thank you for coming in today
for this interview. We apprésiate you being willing to
speak with us voluntarily.

At this time I'll ask the additional staff in
the room to introduce themselves for the record before I

begin, and then we can go through the rules.

Mr. Anello. Russell Anello, majority staff.

Mg, Sachsman Grooms. I'm Susanne Sachsman

Grooms from the majority.

fr, Castor. Steve Castoer with the Republican

Ms., Nabity. Caroline Nabity with the

Republican staff.
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U.S, Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20330

MAR 2 1 2019

The Honorable Elijah E. Cammings
Chairman

Committee on Oversight and Reform
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

The Honorable Jim Jordan

Ranking Member

‘Committee on Oversight and Reform
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Cummings and Ranking Member Jordan:

This responds to the Department of Justice’s (Department) review of a transcript from
the March 7, 2019 interview of John Gore, Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General of the
Civil Rights Division. The Department provided proposed errata as noted in the draft transcript
on March 19, 2019 and is providing one substantive revision below.

e p. 135-138; 144: Mr. Gore was asked whether he had discussed apportionment with
Attorney General Sessions, how many conversations on the topic had occurred, and when
those conversations occurred. Mr. Gore indicated that he discussed the topic one time
with Attorney General Sessions in the fall of 2017, “around the time when the state of
Alabama filed a lawsuit about apportionment issues against the Department of
Commerce.” p.136. On review of the transcript, Mr. Gore realized that case was filed in
2018 (see, Complaint, Alabama v. United States Dep't of Commerce, 18-cv-772 (N.D.
Al. May 21, 2018) and on reflection, he now believes that there were two conversations
on this topic — one in the fall of 2017 and one in the spring of 2018, The Department is
not prepared at this time to discuss the content of those conversations. As the
Department has repeatedly explained to the Committee, not only does the Department
have an essential need to maintain the confidentiality of its internal deliberations. but it
also has the more specific concern that the Department’s litigation position regarding
privileges, which was not challenged in litigation, could be compromised if those very
same confidential deliberations were made public through a concurrent oversight process.
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The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings
The Honorable Jim Jordan
Page Two

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

Sincerely,
Uit
Kira Antell

Acting Deputy Assistant Attorney General

CREW_v_DOJ_22_cv_00254-0000000410






























Ms. Anderson. I'm just going to read the preamble first and then we'll get
started.

This is a transcribed interview of Gene Hamilton, conducted by the House
Committee on Oversight and Reform. This interview was requested by Chairman Elijah
Cummings as part of the committee's oversight investigation into the addition of the
citizenship question to the 2020 Census.

Mr. Hamilton, can you please state your full name and spell your last name for the
record.

Mr. Hamilton. Gene Patrick Hamilton, H-a-m-i-I-t-o-n.

Ms. Anderson. Thankyou. Mr. Hamilton, my name is Tori Anderson. | work
for the majority staff on the Committee on Oversight and Reform. First, | want to thank
you for coming in today for this voluntary transcribed interview. We appreciate you
being willing to speak with us and for the department's cooperation.

At this time, I'll ask everybody else to introduce themselves for the record, and
then we'll go over some ground rules.

Mr. Anello. Russell Anello, majority staff.

Ms. Sachsman Grooms. |I'm Susanne Sachsman Grooms, from the majority.

Mr. Castor. Steve Castor, with the Republican staff.

Ms. Johnson. Ellen Johnson, Republican staff.

Ms. Nabity. Caroline Nabity, Republican staff.

B B

Ms. Greer. Megan Greer, Department of Justice.

Ms. Antell. Kira Antell, Department of Justice.

Mr. Gardner. Josh Gardner, Department of Justice.

Ms. Anderson. The witness interview will proceed as follows. The majority and
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