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1 ANCHORAGE, ALASKA; WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 12, 2022
2 10: 45 A M
3 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: (kay. W are on the record
4 at 10:45 a.m Alaska tine on January 12, 2022. This is
5 the video deposition of Randy Ruedrich taken by plaintiffs
6 Felisa Wlson, George Martinez and Yarrow Silvers in the
7 matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan, Consolidated Case
8 No. 3AN-21-08869 Civil in the Superior Court for the State
9 of Alaska Third Judicial District at Anchorage.
10 This deposition is being held in the offices of
11 Birch Horton Bittner & Cherot, located at 510 L Street,
12 Suite 700, and also by video conference on the Zoom
13  Internet platform
14 My name is Eric Cossman, here today on behal f of
15 Pacific RrmReporting, located at 711 M Street, Suite 4,
16  Anchorage, Alaska 99501. The court reporter is Mary
17  Vavrik, also with Pacific R m Reporting.
18 W11l counsel please identify themselves for the
19 record.
20 MR SINGER H. [|'mMtt Singer. [|'mcounsel
21 for the Alaska Redistricting Board. Good norning,
22 M. Ruedrich.
23 THE WTNESS: Good norni ng.
24 M5. VELLS: |'mHolly Wlls. |'"mcounsel for
25 Felisa WIson, CGeorge Martinez and Yarrow Silvers, which |
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 5
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
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1 wll refer to as the East Anchorage plaintiffs for
2 brevity.
3 M5. STONE: This is Stacey Stone with the |aw
4  firmof Holmes Weddl e & Barcott on behal f of
5 Matanuska- Susitna Borough and M chael Brown.
6 MR BRENA: (Good norning. This is Robin Brena
7 wththe law firmof Brena, Bell & Valker on behalf of the
8 Gty of Valdez and the City and Minicipality of Skagway
9 and related plaintiffs.
10 M5. GARDNER  This is Eva Gardner from Ashburn &
11  Mson, P.C. Wth ne today is Mke Schechter in our firm
12 W represent Calista Corporation, WIIliam Naneng and
13 Harley Sundown.
14 | would like to just nmake one comment for the
15 record, which is M. Ruedrich is serving as my client's
16 expert in this case. H's deposition as our expert has
17  been noticed separately for a later date. And our
18 understanding is that today's deposition will not delve
19 into any work that he did or is doing for our clients and
200 will belimted to a deposition of himin his persona
21 capacity. So we will plan to object if questioning strays
22 outside of that scope.
23 Thank you.
24 M5. GALLAGHER  Sheila Gallagher. 1'mhere as
25 the attorney for M. Ruedrich
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 6
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: (kay. |s that everybody?
2 Okay. Then will court reporter please swear in the
3 wtness.
4 RANDY RUEDRI CH
5 called as a witness herein, being first duly sworn to
6 state the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the
7 truth, testified under oath as follows:
8 THE VI DEOGRAPHER:  Thank you. Counsel, you can
9  proceed.
10 M5. VELLS: ['msorry. [|'mhaving -- for sone
11 reason the button is sticking, so it takes me a few
12 clicks. | hope you all bear with me this morning. [|'Il
13 try not to put nyself back on mute. That m ght be the
14 best answer.
15 EXAM NATI ON
16  BY M5, VELLS:
17 Q Before we get started, | just want to get sone
18 questions out of the way regarding the virtual deposition
19  process and where you are and who is with you and those
20 types of -- those types of questions. After that, | don't
21  expect having you in this roomfor nore than, say, an
22 hour. So hopefully I'lIl be true to ny word on that.
23 Have you been deposed over Zoom before?
24 Yes.
25 So you know that the formalities of the
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 7
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 deposition will be very simlar to those in an in-person
2 deposition. |If you have any problems hearing or seeing
3 me, would you let me know If | don't seemto be stopping
4 and it's an audio problem if you could just raise your
5 hand or do sonething to -- to alert me so that | stop
6 Perfect.
7 Can you let me know who is in the roomwth
8 you.
9 A The two folks fromPacific RimReporting and ny
10 attorney, Sheila Gallagher.
11 Q Do you have any notes in front of you?
12 A No.
13 Q Anything you will be relying on?
14 Do -- well, if you need to take a break -- and
15 again, | don't think that we will be that |ong, but just
16 let me know. And if you could just finish answering the
17  question posed, then we can step -- you know, can step
18 away for a few mnutes or longer if we, for sone reason
19 run into the lunch hour
20 A Thank you.
21 Q |f you need to comunicate with sonebody, --
22 well, | guess | should say, as an irregular deposition,
23 please don't text or email or communicate with anybody
24 during the deposition.
25 A | do not have ny cell phone here; therefore,
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 8
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 can't.
2 Q Perfect. If you -- if | ask a question and you
3 don't understand it or | say it too quickly, please do |et
4 me know right away.
5 A Certainly.
6 Q |f your attorney -- great. |[If your attorney
7 objects to a question that |'ve posed, please answer the
8 question unless she directs you not to. Sound good?
9 A Ckay.
10 Q Al right. Let's get -- let's get going. A
11 right. Did you participate in the 2021 redistricting
12 process?
13 A Yes, ma' am
14 Q And what was -- in what capacity did you
15 participate?
16 A As an independent consultant. | was working
17 wth Alaskans for Fair and Equitable Redistricting and we
18 represented several clients. And as a -- as a part of
19 that process, we were required to draw a full map to
20 qualify for consideration by the redistricting board. So
21 our process involved all parts of the state, and we worked
22 toward getting as solid a constitutional map as possible
23 which involved our clients.
24 Q And who were your clients?
25 A Qur principal clients were Calista and the
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 9
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1  Mat-Su Borough. There were other folks who occasionally

2 indicated an interest but never fornalized those
3 agreenents.
4 Q And how does that work? \Wen the AFFER
5 represents a client or you have nore than one client, what
6 happens if their interests are not aligned or they
7 diverge? Does that happen?
8 A One of our primary goals is to pick clients who
9 arenot likely to be conflicted. W had a clear
10 understanding that if individual -- individual groups'
11  boundaries are not |likely to touch, they should be --
12 Let ne start over. This isn't working.
13 |f you try to get clients that map the state,
14 you will clearly pick up conflicts that you cannot
15 resolve. So you have to limt your nunber of clients to
16 ones that do not have contiguous boundari es.
17 Q Has AFFER -- well, have you participated in
18 other redistricting processes?
19 A Yes.
20 Q And did you do that also wth AFFER?
21 A Yes and no. In 2011 and '13, we had a simlar
22 relationship with clients as we have in this process and
23 doing that work as AFFER, Al askans for Fair and Equitable
24  Redistricting.
25 Q And who were your clients in the 20117
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 10
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 A Calista, Bering Straits, the Mat-Su Borough, and
2 individuals who provided i nput nore than output.
3 Q Did you participate before the 2001
4 redistricting process, as well?
5 A Before the 2001 or in the 20017
6 Q In the 2001.
7 A | participated slightly before the map was
8 issued and significantly in the litigation after the map
9 was issued.
10 Q Do you find it nore helpful to your clients to
11  get involved in the process earlier rather than later,
12  based on that experience?
13 A Absol utely.
14 Q So when you | ook at -- so you participate --
15 guess I'Il ask this question. Wat years of redistricting
16  have you -- what redistricting cycles have you
17 participated in in Al aska?
18 A The 2001, "11, '13 and '21
19 Q |s there anything that -- well, what are your
20 observations about the simlarities in these -- in --
21 well, that's too broad of a question here. Let ne back
22  that up.
23 Did you attend meetings in each of those -- for
24  each of those redistricting cycles?
25 A Since the 2001 process was in Juneau, | attended
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 11
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 some neetings -- | do not recall how many -- before the
2 map was conpleted. 1In 2011 and in 2021, | definitely was
3 afrequent attender. | attended all neetings in Anchorage
4 that | can recall on both cycles, either in person or
5 telephonically this last time. | went to many meetings
6 outside of Anchorage, either in planning for board
7 testimony or actually attending board testinony.
8 Q And this is going to be a fairly open-ended
9 question, but did you notice any -- was there anything you
10 observed that was different or notable in this process as
11  conpared to the others?
12 A Restate the question, because | want to answer
13 it in a way that doesn't conformto what | think you
14 asked, which is problenatic.
15 Q How about this: Wre there any concerns that --
16 did you have any concerns with the process during the 2021
17 redistricting process when you -- as conpared to the other
18 redistricting processes?
19 A | will answer the question to the best of ny
20 ability. The process this time nmay have been a little
21  better because we had nore opportunities for people to
22 reach out to the board because Zoom conferences have
23 Dbecorme the way the world conmunicates to a much greater
24  extent than we had in 2011 or '13.
25 And | mght add as a footnote, the '13 process
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 12
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 was abbreviated since it was strictly a remapping after a
2 federal law changed. So it was a very limted activity.
3 Q Did you have -- so did you have nore
4 opportunities to -- to personally present to the board on
5 the House districts in 20217
6 A Probabl y about the sane.
7 Q Did you feel that -- did you have know edge of
8 the House district plans the board was considering before
9 attending the meetings on those -- on the proposed plans?
10 A Each board has published adopted plans at the
11  30th day as required by the constitution, and maps have
12  been updated. So in both cases there was reasonabl e
13 know edge of options the boards were considering or that
14  other groups, such as Al askans for Fair Redistricting were
15  considering.
16 Q And did the board' s consideration of Senate
17 pairings mrror the same timeline as past redistricting
18 plans?
19 A Senate pairings are significantly conpressed
20 timelines. Both -- every board that |'ve ever seen waited
21 until the very last logical tine to adopt a House map.
22 That |eaves very little time for any process. And | do
23 not recall the '11 board having a public process of any
24 kind when they paired districts for Senate seats.
25 Q So they didn't have a neeting at all? They
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 13
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 didn't take public testinony?
2 A | do not recall any testinony. If sonebody can
3 correct my recollections, | stand that |'mwong, but
4 that's what | renenber.
5 Q Ckay. And when you participated in the 2021
6 process, did you have individual comunications with the
7 board menbers?
8 A Did | have individual comunications with board
9 nenbers. Define "comunications."
10 Q Vll, we can break them down, too. Did you send
11 text nessages to any of the board nenbers regarding the
12 redistricting process?
13 A | doubt it.
14 Q Ckay. Did you send any -- go ahead.
15 A | think that's adequate.
16 Q Ckay. Did you send any text nessages to any of
17  the board menmbers just in general?
18 A Not that | recall
19 Q Did you send any email correspondence to the
20  board nenbers?
21 A Very limted. Tried to work through the board
22 website. As the process noved forward, the -- getting
23 information distributed to the board became nore of a
24 chal l enge because they were dealing with something
25 immediately on a continuing basis rather than next week.
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 14
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 So information distribution got to be more and nore
2 challenging.
3 Q So if you wanted something to be seen by the
4 Dboard, you might send it to an individual nenber to get
5 it -- to sort of get it there faster?
6 A | recall one case where, after sending sonething
7 to the board address, | sent it to two menmbers that |
8 thought | had viable addresses for.
9 Q And who were those two menbers?
10 A Menber Sinpson and nenber Marcum
11 M5. WELLS: kay. Tenpest, can you pull up
12 Exhibit 10.
13  BY M5, VELLS:
14 Q | think | have a copy of that email, Randy, so
15 I1'mgoing to pull it up. And hopefully you can wal k ne
16  through.
17 | did want to ask, | want to make sure |'m
18 pronouncing your name correctly. Do | pronounce it
19  Ruedrich (pronunciation)? Is that correct?
20 A That's what ny grandnother said.
21 Q (kay. Good enough for ne, then. | just wanted
22 to be right. 1've heard it pronounced Ruedrich quite a
23 bit, and | just want to nake sure |I'mcorrect.
24 Al'l right. M. Ruedrich, do you have this in
25 front of you, this exhibit?
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 15
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 A Yes.

2 Q And if you have a hard time seeing it or you

3 need me to adjust the exhibit at all, our paral egal

4 Tenpest Evans, can help you out. So just let us know.

5 A Ckay.

6 MS. WELLS: Tenpest, will you scroll to the --

7 the last page.

8 BY M5. VELLS:

9 Q M. Ruedrich, does this ook famliar? Do

10 you -- is this the attachment that you sent to the board
11 menbers?

12 A It appears to be.

13 Q Can you wal k nme through what the data is show ng
14 here.

15 A It takes the 40 House seats, House districts

16 that had just been adopted, gives thema geographic |abel
17 in colum 1, suggests a pairing in colum 2 with House

18 nunbers that would then be consistent from1 through 40,
19 which is sort of a translation of the once-upon-a-time

20 House map to a House map with paired Senate seats to where
21 1 and 2 woul d be Senate A3 and 4, Senate B5 and 6, Senate
22 C, et cetera, down to 39 and 40, senate T.

23 Q Are these pairings simlar to the ones that you
24  presented at public testinmony?

25 A | believe they are identical.
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 16
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 Q Ckay. And if you can -- can you wal k ne through

2 the -- the other colums.

3 A The other colums are information. The first

4 just sinply is what year was the senator in that

5 geographic area elected last, and that woul d be either

6 2020 or 2018. And if it was the exact same sequence as

7 had existed, if the map --

8 Let me say it this way. |[|f the maps had been

9 identical, this would have been a 20 twice, 18 twce, 20
10 twice, 18 twice repeating cycle. And obviously there has
11  been significant change, including nobody there to

12 allegedly have been elected, or something of that nature.
13 So it is just when these fol ks were elected.

14 Q (kay. So the vacant -- when we see vacant, that
15 just neans that that's created a new -- a new Senate seat
16 or --

17 A Not quite. It says that there is nobody |iving
18 in that House seat. There may be someone living in

19 another House seat that mght pair for this. And | think
20 the sinplest exanple that | can see here readily is 23 and
21 24. Based on the map that this was related to, 23 had an
22 incumbent House -- the House seat as drawn in the new map
23 had a senator living in it whose name was W el echowski,

24 and 24 had Senator Reinbold.

25 Q And so that -- that -- fromthat, the board
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 17
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
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1 nenbers will be able to see, too, where they have
2 created -- where they put two senators in the same Senate
3 district, two sitting senators in the sane Senate
4 district; is that correct? Correct me if ["'mwong. [|'m
5 really just trying to understand.
6 A This doesn't quite work that way. [If you select
7 the pairings that | have selected, then your statenent is
8 true. If you select a different pairing, then that
9 statement is not true. And for exanple, M. Begich, who
10 is nmy downtown senator, in the Senate seat that | proposed
11  woul d have barely half the population he had in the prior
12 decade. If you proposed a different Senate seat, he would
13  have nearly 100 percent, or if you proposed a third Senate
14  seat, he would again be under -- at or under 50 percent.
15 So this is an extension of no value to any other pairings.
16 Q This goes to you are really looking at -- when
17  you say underpopul ated -- so can you describe -- can you
18 explain to ne the retained percentage. | know you j ust
19 did, but I don't think I -- I don't think I followed you.
20 If you could use the Begich exanple again. So when you
21 say it's under 50 percent --
22 A kay. If --
23 Q Yes. Please just --
24 A "1l try --
25 Q Bear with ne.
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 18
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
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1 A Okay. First of all, think of this as a snapshot
2 that only applies to the pairings on the right -- I'm
3 sorry. Onthe left. The nunbers to the right [sic] apply
4 only tothe pairing. Now, if we think about Senator
5 Begich, he is the incumbent in District 20, | think
6 Let's assume that that's the case. | don't think he
7 was -- map nunbers change so often, and | don't -- these
8 were nunbers -- this pairing sequence was the sequence as
9 adopted, but after they adopted Senate seats, these
10 nunbers all changed. So tracking back again is extremely
11  conplex and requires a roadmap that this doesn't even
12 pretend to be.
13 Senator Begich, let's say he was in 20. If he
14 was paired with District 19, which | think -- |'m
15 suggesting Begich was in 19 and 20. See that?
16 M5. GALLAGHER It doesn't jibe.
17 BY M5, VELLS:
18 Q Oh, yes. M. Ruedrich, I'll just say, it is
19 really hard to track those nunbers for us, too, so |l'm--
20 | understand that, and | will -- say for the record
21 that --
22 A This makes this information --
23 Q VW won't hold you to that.
24 A This is almost useless informtion when you
25 think of it in that sense because it only applies to a
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 19
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 single situation. And if you don't know nore about the
2 State Senate -- and, for exanple, if someone has never
3 been in the building and knows nothing about the Senate or
4 the workings of the Senate, this is of no consequence, and
5 as you can quickly conclude, even if you have worked in
6 the Senate as a staffer, this is a snapshot of a sequence
7 that becomes extremely conplex to use for anything other
8 than | tried to create an understanding of how difficult
9 it was to have a senator have enough population to be
10 retained.
11 M5. GALLAGHER: Are you saying -- can | ask a
12 question? Sheila Gallagher. Are you saying that in this
13  example of less than 50 percent, that he woul d have fewer
14 than 50 percent of the people who had voted for himin the
15 previous election?
16 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
17 M5. GALLAGHER So his chances of being
18 reelected mght be |less, but --
19 THE WTNESS: This is even nore conplicated than
20 that.
21 M5. GALLAGHER. (On, okay.
22 THE WTNESS: There is this issue of can the
23 senator after redistricting serve the second half of their
24 term And in the 2001 redistricting, ny recollectionis
25 that we had three senators out of the 20 that were
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 20
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

retained to serve their last two years of what they had
been el ected to in 2010.

M5. GALLAGHER They were able to or they were
not able to?

THE WTNESS: They were able to.

M5. GALLAGHER: They were able to.

THE WTNESS: 17 --

M5. GALLAGHER Were not able to.

THE WTNESS: -- were not able to. In the '11
redistricting, the nunmbers were also very small. And this
denonstration shows that, as has been the case in the
past, the ends of the map -- and that's a termthat |
like. | don't know that anybody else uses it, so
apol ogi ze for it.

Sout heast Al aska, a senator elected in the
decade year has 95 percent of their folks going into the
next election. Simlarly, the North Sl ope/ Nome senator
has nost, if not all, of their people. So they are great
candi dates for retention; i.e., they don't need to runin
2022.

Everybody el se, just doing this very quick,
comes up with an N, not enough folks. And obviously I
didn't put down an N for the seats that were vacant
because those are obvious. And the people who ran in '18

can't be retained.

PACIFIC R1iM REPORTING
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
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1 So the only place that | suggested that somebody
2 mght be retained if the board wanted to retain
3 somebody -- and this is a board decision. How many people
4 did you carry over? And past boards have had that nunber,
5 around 80 percent.
6 And | see here the Hughes seat | estinated at
7 being 80 percent. Well, | believe when the board did this
8 calculation, they cane up with a | ower nunber. And you
9 wll find that Ms. Hughes is running in '22, also. And so
10 is M. Stedman because he is in a seat that nust run based
11  on the cycle, which | didn't even address in this ness.
12 So we have one senator who didn't run who has been
13  retained.
14 And | was just trying to point out -- because
15 there were fol ks suggesting in various public foruns that
16 the board was trying to prevent people from being
17 retained. Now, the process just makes it darn hard. Does
18 that hel p?
19 Q | think so. | had heard -- | just want to --
20 heard a runmor that people feared that there was a
21  Republican effort to remove coalition Republican nenbers.
22 |Is that what you are referring to? Is that the testinony
23 that we are hearing? And again, I'm-- |I'mjust --
24 A There were so many -- there were so many things
25 that were said that made no sense. Fortunately, nost of
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 22
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In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 themwere not on the record. So | just triedto -- and
2 coalition Republicans, |I'mnot sure that that word neans
3 anything to me because |'ve tried to nake this not
4  about -- the one thing | learned a long, long tinme ago,
5 when soneone came to me and said, you have got to protect
6 so and so because he's really inportant, | halfheartedly
7 listened to that one afternoon in 2001 after we had won in
8 court. And the person that was getting nost of the press
9 about must be retained decided not to run for re-election.
10 So | learned a very valuable lesson, that redistricting is
11  about building districts that are good for the people, not
12 good for the incunbents.
13 Q But in your opinion, is a redistricting nmap
14 that's good for the Republican party good for the people?
15 A A map that works for the people, if the
16  Republicans have a majority, that's probably true.
17 Q So one nore thing, just -- so the adequate -- |
18 think | understand this. Thank you. That was hel pful.
19 A Let ne go back and clarify the statement | just
20  nade. We have not worked for the Republican party in any
21 of these activities. W have not taken funding fromthe
22  Republican party for these activities. And | think those
23 two factors speak very clearly as to the purpose of
24  working for boroughs and corporations; has nothing to do
25 with the Republican party.
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1 Q Okay. | just want to make sure |I'mdone with
this -- this docunent before we nmove on. The future
el ection part, can you just talk a little bit about that,

the difference between the first colum and the second

2

3

4

5 colum.
6 A The term-- the second colum are the elections
7 that if you have soneone running in a two-year seat or a

8 four-year seat -- and the way this is built, it would have
9 Senate seat A, C, E, et cetera running in two-year seats
10  where they would be running again in '24. The fol ks that
11 are in four-year seats in this sequence would be running
12 in '22 and again in '26.

13 And | decided | didn't have roomon a page of

14  paper to show that -- that third colum of '26s that would
15 Dbe obviously opposite or in between the '24s. Does that
16  help any?

17 Q Yes. | definitely understand this document a

18 lot better. So thank you. That's very hel pful.

19 One thing | would ask is it sounds |ike your

20 clients' interests did not lie in the Anchorage Senate

21 pairings arena, is that fair to say --

22 A To participate in this process -- | found it

23 very strange when the board asked for Senate pairings in

24 August -- | nean, in Septenmber. | alnost refused to

25 provide them but in the spirit of trying to provide what
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1 was asked for, we did Senate pairings on our first nap.

2 Senate pairings have always been left to the very end, but

3 Senate pairings got to be nore involved. No one talked

4 about Senate pairings other than speculating what was

5 going to happen. But no one officially in the board

6 process, to ny recollection, talked about Senate pairings

7 after providing those Senate pairings in Septenber until

8 Novenber.

9 Cct ober was a great wastel and of no di scussion
10 of Senate pairings, which | think is totally appropriate
11  because you are working on trying to get House seats.

12  Senate seats are a product after you draw House seats.

13 Q That makes sense to me. | nean, when you -- soO
14 in your capacity with AFFER you were prinmarily concerned
15 with pairings in the Mat-Su Borough, | woul d imagine, and
16 the Calista region.

17 A And if you look at the Mat-Su Borough -- and

18 I'Il try to be brief. The area is extremely honpbgeneous,
19 and geographic pairings, for various reasons, tend to make
20 sense. And the Mat-Su Borough has no history of howto

21 pair six because not too many decades ago they were having
22 three, or the prior decade to me being involved, they had
23 the doughnut district, which in order to have two Senate
24  seats had Valdez paired with the Mat-Su paired with

25  Sout hwest Anchorage and North Kenai to create the doughnut
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1 district, which that had two senators and four House reps.

2 So there is no history for the Mat-Su to | ook back on as

3 to what is the right kind of pairing.

4 Q And when you | ook at Anchorage pairings, seens

5 |like Anchorage is often a problemin the redistricting

6 realmfor pairings. Do you think that's a fair thing to

7 say?

8 A No. Anchorage, that is one big problem And I

9 want to address this. Anchorage is part of the state when
10 it cones to that issue. You can draw House seats all day
11  long under the confines of being a borough. Wen you | ook
12 at Senate seats, you have to have two. And Kenai has an
13  odd number of seats, the borough. They have three.

14  Fairbanks right now has three. The Mat-Su in this

15 election cycle has three. Last tine they had two and a

16 half. Actually, I want to say Fairbanks had five and a

17 half last time or five and a quarter, something. | don't
18 know. Something. So you have to pair.

19 The fortunate thing about this map was Sout heast
20 had two seats exactly because they had four House seats.
21 If you put Kodiak with Kenai, you could have four House

22 seats and two Senate seats. In 2011, we had an odd Senate
23 seat in Anchorage that had to be paired with an odd Senate
24  seat out of Kenai. And that Anchorage, even though they
25 had 16 House seats, couldn't have eight internal senators
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1  because you had to pair outside on the south and on the

2 north.

3 So Senate seats have a | ot of conplexities

4  outside of nice things to happen.

5 Q What about dilution? | nean, did you think

6 about that when you were making your pairings, or is it

7 really for Senate seats to focus on whether or not they

8 are touching?

9 A Senate seats, by virtue of having to be paired
10 sone way or another, | find it unlikely that anyone woul d
11  be looking at dilution. And we may cone back to that much
12 later. But you try to get your House seats right.

13  Everybody works real hard for a very, very long tine. And
14 if nost everybody is slightly unhappy, you can concl ude

15 that they are probably fair. |f sonebody is furious, they
16 are not fair.

17 Q Wul d you say that sane bodes true for Senate

18 pairings, as well; if someone is furious, they are

19 probably not fair?

20 A The only Senate seat issue that |'ve ever seen
21 come up is when the North Star Borough, Gty of Fairbanks
22 folks sued in 2011 and wote the -- got the only court

23 decision that goes beyond they nust touch. And that was
24 when the Gty of Fairbanks said, we want our two seats

25 that are -- Gty of Fairbanks citizens to be in one Senate
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1 seat. Historically that has not been the case. Now we
2 have a Supreme Court suggestion that they be paired.
3 That conplicates the map only a little bit. But
4  one or two cycles fromnow the Mat-Su Borough will
5 probably have a city or two cities with nore than 150
6 percent of a House seat. So that Fairbanks suggestion
7  becones a suggestion to lock up maybe as many as eight
8 House -- eight House seats for four Senate seats in the
9 very near future as far as redistricting goes, 10 or 20
10 years, so the map will be conplex --
11 Q | want to focus back on the Anchorage pairings
12 because | want to -- | do want to try to get you out of
13  here not too |ate.
14 So when we go back and | ook at the Anchorage
15 pairings, when we [ ook at Eagle River, for exanple, what
16 do you think the inpact of the pairing of Eagle River with
17 South Miul doon will have on the districts?
18 A W had suggested, to build a proper district
19 map, we woul d have been pairing south -- a part of Mil doon
20 with South Eagle River, which we thought was a better
21 pairing than pairings that have been -- a better merger in
22 a House seat than the 2001 Denocrat plan to take what |
23 have referred to historically as the uplands of Eagle
24  River and they paired themw th South Anchorage going
25 across the top of the Chugach as what | thought is
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1 probably the worst in-borough House seat |'ve ever seen

2 But that was as a result of having |ost the argument of

3 pairing Valdez with South Anchorage in a single House

4 seat. And | shouldn't use the word "pairing" because you

5 are just building a House seat.

6 Now, the solution --

7 Q And prior to that -- sorry. Go ahead.

8 A Can we take a nonentary break?

9 M5. VELLS: Yes, of course. You want to take
10 five mnutes?

11 THE WTNESS: Yeah, that woul d be nore than

12  adequate.

13 (OFf the record from11:31 a.m to 11:39 a.m)
14 (The requested record was read.)

15 THE WTNESS: Ckay. W are on?

16 THE VI DEOCRAPHER:  Yes.

17 THE WTNESS: Thank you. This is a pairing that
18 existed in 2011. | think it's a reasonable pairing. |
19 would like to draw attention -- this question of dilution
20 comes up first and foremost in building House seats. And
21 if we look at one of the maps that | provided, which are
22 |I've marked as R-- R5, | think -- R5, yes. Let's |ook
23 at R-5 for just a second when we talk about dilution in
24  East Anchorage.

25 Do we have R-5 up?
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1 M5. GALLAGHER  You have got it.
2 THE WTNESS: |'ve got it right here. | just
3 want to make sure.
4 M5. VELLS: [|'ve got a copy, but we m ght want
5 to make sure -- if we can get it up on the screen, | think
6 that would be useful for the other participants.
7 THE WTNESS: | would like for it to be on the
8 screen so that we can --
9 M5. EVANS: ['Il get it up.
10 BY M5, VELLS:
11 Q So we are tal king about the 2011 redistricting
12 plan?
13 A This is the 2021 map as adopted.
14 Q Ckay. And you were just referring to the 2011
15 pairing of Eagle River with --
16 A South Anchorage. That was just a --
17 Q That was South Eagle River with South Ml doon
18 Was that the pairing? Wt was the pairing in 2011, |
19  nmean, just roughly?
20 A It was -- this portion of Eagle River that was
21  Dbeing discussed earlier -- not the full district -- a
22 portion that we were |ooking at putting with Miul doon. And
23  there was opposition from Ml doon about keeping the
24 comunity of Muldoon whole and all of its unique
25 characteristics. The Eagle R ver popul ation was added to
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1 a South Anchorage Hillside district, which I viewed as the
2 worst possible pairing because it went across the top of
3 the Chugach range on the east side of the borough or the
4  mnicipality.
5 Now, coming back into the city, into the
6 Anchorage bow and looking at a District 20 map for 2021
7 which we now have posted, | would |ike to draw your
8 attention to the fact that while the comunity is
9 rectangular, a portion of the conmmunity was not included
10 in the version 4 map that was adopted for Anchorage the
11 prior week.
12 And what is unique about a |arge block of North
13 Mul doon proper from Boundary Road down to Deben, from
14 Mul doon to the east side of town, including the Centennia
15  nei ghborhood was cut out of Ml doon and attached to the
16 mlitary conplex, which includes El nendorf and Fort
17  Richardson, which dilutes the Miuldoon comunity and takes
18 a substantial chunk of it into a different district,
19 different House district and obviously potentially into a
20 different Senate district.
21 No one knew where it was going at the tine when
22 they adopted the map. And you have to ask yourself --
23 Q But that would be going from-- and | think
24 that -- do you think maybe the reason why you didn't get
25 as nuch opposition to that is because these are East
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1 Anchorage communities that have aligned in simlar
| egi sl ative --
A | find that there is a much nore troubling

situation. There has been di scussi ons about notives and

2
3
4
5 behaviors. And if you go to sonething | prepared this
6 last couple days, R-6, if you put R6 --

7 Q M. Ruedrich, I'"mgoing to interrupt you for a

8 mnute because | do, | want to get information. | want to
9 give you an opportunity to talk, but I wouldn't be a very
10 good lawyer if | allowed you to use this deposition to in
11 any way attack my actual plaintiffs. Right? That would
12 not be a very good plan. So | think what I'mgoing to do
13 is I'mgoing to redirect this conversation --

14 A Ckay.

15 Q -- back to the House district pairings. And one
16 thing | found really interesting is you have made this

17 conment before, | think, in testimony. So | do want to

18 explore. You were talking about the 2011 pairings with --
19 and | think one of the things that you said is this is an
20 historic -- thisis a pairing that's occurred before, this
21  Eagle River/Mildoon pairing. Does that sound correct or

22 accurate that there was an Eagle River/ Ml doon pairing

23 frombefore the 2000- --

24 A ' 21.
25 Q And | guess before -- that changed in, what,
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1 2013 with the final promulgated plan, is that right?
2 A VWhat | was referring to in the testinony the day
3 before the board was that Eagle River and Mil doon have
4  shared things before. R ght now they share assenbly seat
5 2 because the North Ml doon precinct, which is about 2,500
6 people, is actually part of assenbly district 2. So --
7 Q Just going back to that 2011 el ection, you said
8 it was done before. Were you talking about a specific
9 Senate pairing?
10 A | was tal king about a House seat. Eagle River
11  was paired -- | tried to come back and bring it down to
12 the controllable population blocks in redistricting, which
13 are the House seats. And the 2000 map -- 2001 map took
14  part of Eagle River and attached it to South Anchorage.
15 The 2011 map attached the full South Eagle River district
16 to what you are now referring to as the South Ml doon
17 district because they are virtually identical. And that
18 district was only replaced in the 2013 district because
19 pairings outside the city changed -- outside the
20 nunicipality changed. And so --
21 Q And what -- sorry. Go ahead.
22 A That's fine. Question. Go ahead.
23 Q \What was the inpact? Do you remenber who the
24 senator was when -- in 2000 -- do you renenber who the
25 senator was up until 2011 for that district, that Senate
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1 district?

2 A Before 2011, I'mfairly confident the north

3 side, the Eagle River side, had Anna Fairclough and

4  Senator Bettye Davis represented the Baxter nei ghborhoods

5 House seat.

6 Q Senator Bettye Davis represented those districts

7 or that Senate pairing when it -- before it conbined with

8 Eagle River, is that right?

9 A She represented a different Senate pairing in
10  Anchorage, which, if | remenber correctly, was the Baxter
11 and the U-Med districts. And the -- and the alignnent of
12 Senate seat -- Senate districts, that Senate district was
13  shared between Eagle River and Anchorage to nake the nap
14 work.

15 Q And what happened to Senator Bettye Davis and
16  her seat when we took East Anchorage districts and

17 paired -- an East Anchorage district and paired it with
18 Eagle River?

19 A My recol lection is that Anna Fairclough was
20 elected as the senator.

21 Q And that was -- and how | ong had Bettye Davis
22  been a senator, do you recall?

23 A No, | don't offhand.

24 Q If | represented to you it was about a decade,

25 would that sound about right?
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1 A She had been in the House and then went to the
2 Senate. | do not recall exactly, but that's reasonably
3 correct.
4 Q Al right. Wth your tine in politics, was
5 Senator Davis the first African American senator in the
6 state of Alaska? |s that accurate?
7 A | said that in testinmony and was told that | was
8 wong.
9 M5. GALLAGHER  Yeah.
10 THE WTNESS: There was a prior African Anerican
11  senator. | do not remenber the nanme of that senator
12 Q Interesting. | didn't knowthat. So that's
13 interesting. So basically --
14 A Qur history is short, but it's not that short.
15 Q Wien individuals fromthe Miul doon district -- we
16 wll take that -- well, let's focus on the south Mil doon
17 district -- expressed fear that history will repeat
18 itself, do you think they have a reason -- do you think
19 that's a justified fear?
20 A There are so many factors in an election.
21  Qoviously the nost inportant one is a candidate. Right
22 now the way the district appears, | do not believe that we
23 have an incunmbent in either the north or the south half of
24 that Senate seat.
25 Q Do you think that Eagle River districts, House
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1 districts, are -- will vote the sane as generally -- let's

2 say this. | have seen conments by you referring to the

3  Republican stronghold in the Eagle River -- in the Eagle

4  River community. Wuld you say that's an accurate

5 description of Eagle River?

6 A |f they turn out to vote and support the

7 candidate, it has a high likelihood of being true.

8 Q And has that been historically true?

9 A | think | could say yes, with some slight

10  concern about overstating the -- what is apparently

11  obvious, but may not Dbe.

12 Q Thank you. That's helpful. So | think that I'm
13 going to take a few nore mnutes. |'mjust going to show
14  you a clip of a video, video footage fromthe record just
15 to help me identify and determ ne and understand what |'ve
16  seen.

17 M5. VELLS: Tenpest, can you put that video up.
18 O I'mnot sure if we transferred --

19 (OFf the record.)

20 M5. GALLAGHER  For your information, WIlard

21  Bownman was the senator that you were trying to think of

22 his nane. He served for a long time until he died.

23 THE WTNESS: Ckay. Thank you. The last time |
24 was corrected on that, | was corrected by Senator Begich.
25 M5. GALLAGHER He was a wonderful senator,
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1 wonderful man.
2 THE WTNESS: Walt Furnace also served. | think
3 he was only ever in the House.
4 THE COURT REPORTER: W are still on the record.
5 M5. VELLS: Are we getting that video up?
6 don't knowif --
7 M5. EVANS: Yeah, just a mnute, Holly. Sorry.
8 M5. VELLS: Ckay.
9 (Video played.)
10 MS. WELLS: If you could just hit pause for a
11 nonent.
12 BY M5, VELLS:
13 Q M. Ruedrich, | just wanted to watch this with
14 you, basically. There are sone noments w th audi ence
15 interaction | wanted to get your observations regarding so
16 that we know what we are seeing. Does this video -- well,
17  you know, let's play a noment of it so that you have some
18  context.
19 M5. VELLS: So Tenpest, can you play just enough
20 for identification purposes.
21 (Video played.)
22 M5. WELLS: If you could hit pause just for a
23 second.
24  BY M5, VELLS:
25 Q M. Ruedrich, does this video look like a -- the
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1 video footage of the -- or the Zoom neeting of a

2 redistricting board neeting?

3 A Yes, definitely.

4 Q (kay. If | represent to you that this is the

5 Novenber 8th redistricting board neeting, can you accept

6 that subject to verification? W are going to go through

7 the video, so you will be -- you will have nore

8 information, as well, regarding --

9 A | assunme so. And | woul d expect to see nyself
10 sitting slightly off to the right of the photo, the image.
11 Q Yes. | think that's -- and that is really what
12 1'mgoing to -- I'mreally | ooking at your interactions
13 with board nenbers and just making sure that | -- that you
14 are you, that | know who |'mlooking at. So in this
15 screen caption, can you find yourself in the video |ooking
16 at the screen as it's displayed right now?

17 A No, | don't see nyself.

18 Q Gkay. If | suggest to you --

19 M5. VELLS: Tenpest, can you put a pointer on

20 where we think M. Ruedrich m ght be.

21  BY M5, VELLS:

22 Q Do you think that is you, or can you not tel

23 fromthe video?

24 A |s the pointer -- | don't even see the pointer.

25 I'msorry.
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1 Q No. It kind of went away. There we go. It's
2 kind of circling around you. Maybe if | could just put --
3 M5. VELLS: Tenpest, can you just place it right
4 on himor where we think you are. There we go.
5 THE WTNESS: M recollection is that | may have
6 beenin that area, but | can't make out exactly what we
7 are looking at. And you are talking about in the strip
8 above, obviously not in the nmain photo.
9 BY M5. VELLS:
10 Q Yes, in the strip above. So what is your
11 inpression of what you are seeing? So you can't really
12 tell who those people are, right? | nean, in this shot,
13 like when you are |ooking at the video in this frane.
14 A | cannot -- | could not identify anybody in that
15 frame with certainty for sure because they are so tiny.
16 Q Yes, they are tiny. And when we go to the
17  bigger frame, can you identify the individuals in that
18  frane?
19 A David Dunsnore is probably the guy | ooking
20 toward ne, is ny guess. He is the second figure fromthe
21 right.
22 Q Anyone el se? Any of the board menbers?
23 A Standing to his left may be John Binkl ey.
24 MS. WELLS: Al right. Tenpest, can you play
25 the tape or the video.
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1 (Vi deo played.)
2 M5. VELLS: Tenpest, can you freeze the video.
3 BY M5. VELLS:
4 Q Al right. I'mhoping this oneis alittle
5 clearer. On the right side of the screen on the |arger
6 section, | believe | see you and board menber Sinpson
7 looking at a document. Do you see that? Could you verify
8 for neif that's youu W can play it alittle bit nore,
9 too. | knowit's very hard to see.
10 (Video played.)
11 THE WTNESS: The gentleman kneeling appears to
12 be Sinpson. | do not recall standing above himany tine,
13 so | -- and furthernmore, that's going out a doorway that |
14 don't think | ever walked out of, so I'mnot sure what
15 the -- sonething about the orientation of the roomthat
16  doesn't fit.
17 BY M5, VELLS:
18 Q The security system does seemto -- it nakes
19 it -- well, | would represent it makes it very difficult
20 to see where things are occurring. Mybe if we watch it
21 for a mnute nore, you will be able to get your bearings.
22 Let's watch it for a mnute.
23 (Vi deo played.)
24  BY M5, VELLS:
25 Q Are you understanding anything that's being said
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1 here, M. Ruedrich?
2 A No.
3 Q kay.
4 A There was a couple of -- there were a couple of
5 syllables that | distinguished as David's voice, but other
6 than that, because he's generally an octave higher, which
7 allowed me to hear a little bit, but I couldn't tell what
8 he was saying. | could just distinguish it was nost
9 likely his voice.

10 Q (kay. Let's see if we can -- well, do you

11 remenber on Novenber -- let's see if we can put the pieces
12 together. W mght go back to the beginning to watch it a
13 little bit. One of the things that I'mtrying to do is

14 just neke sure that | can identify you as the person

15 that -- that board menber Sinpson is speaking to. But

16 it's surprisingly difficult. So I'mgoing to see if we

17 can put the pieces together

18 Do you remenmber on Novermber 8 having a

19 conversation during a work session with board nember

20 Sinpson?

21 A No.

22 Q Do you renmenber -- so you don't renmenber him

23 showing you his -- comng over to talk to you about the

24  redacted -- or about the redacted pairings, the Senate

25  pairings document that you sent?
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1 A |"mjust |looking at the redacted docunent. No,
| do not. My nost significant nenory of interaction with
board menber Sinpson was on Friday when | fell in the hal

outside the main facility and he happened to be the

2
3
4
5 nearest person to me who hel ped me get up off the floor
6 after | had fallen.

7 Q Ckay. Ckay. Well, I'mglad that he hel ped you,
8 and I'msorry -- sorry that you -- it sounds aw ul

9 | think | will not torture you with the video

10 anynore because | don't know -- w thout watching a much

11  larger segment, |'mnot sure we can find an angle that
12 will -- wll be clearer.
13 So on that note, I'mjust going to | ook through

14 and see if there is anything el se that we have that we

15 wanted to talk to you about today. So | just want to be
16  clear.

17 So you didn't -- you don't recall talking to

18 board menber Sinpson in the roomthat day. And you don't
19 recall having any text nessages or email nessages with any
20 of the board nenbers except for through testinony. |Is

21 that a correct summary of the correspondence testinmony

22  today?
23 A | think that's correct, yeah.
24 Q And with the addition of the email that went to

25 Marcum and Sinpson that we have di scussed, of course.
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1 A Yes.
2 M5. VELLS: GCkay. Al right. Al right. |1
3 think that's all | have for you. You are free to go. And
4 | have no further questions unless -- sorry. Mtt, 1'mso
5 sorry. Yeah.
6 MR SINGER Qther |awyers here. | have
7 questions, but | don't knowif there is other plaintiffs
8 that have questions if we wish to do plaintiffs first and
9 then defendant, or how you want to go in order. But shal
10 we see if Gardner or M. Brena or anybody el se has
11  questions before | ask mne?
12 M5. STONE: This is Stacey. | have no
13 questions.
14 MR SINGER M. Brena, do you have any
15 questions for the witness? M. \Wakel and? Bueller?
16  Bueller (ph)?
17 UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  No questions. Thank you.
18 EXAM NATI ON
19 BY MR SINGER
20 Q Al right. Well, hello, M. Ruedrich. W have
21  Dbriefly met before. I'mMtt Singer. |'mthe board's
22 counsel
23 You have been a close observer of redistricting
24 over the last 30-plus years, is that correct?
25 A Yes.
PACIFIC RIM REPORTING Page 43

907-272-4383



In the Matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan
Randy Ruedrich on 01/12/2022

1 Q And you have participated actively in the
2 litigation in 2001, is that right?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And in 2011? Were you active in the litigation
5 in 20117

6 A | was not active inthe litigation. | was

7 active in the map-building process as a group -- as a

8 nmenber of a group that participated with the board and

9

with other groups in reaching a consensus nap.

10 Q Was that in 2013 or in 20117
11 A Bot h.
12 Q Ckay. And there was -- and there was, what,

13 alnost three years of litigation after the 2011 map was
14 adopt ed?

15 A That is a significant msstatenent. There was
16 sone litigation, and then there was a significant delay,
17 if litigation is a delay. W waited for a significant

18 nunber of months for a Supreme Court decision on a voting
19 rights matter. The final decision on that voting rights
20 nmatter was that Title 4 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965
21 as amended was renoved, and that changed the Voting R ghts
22 Act and allowed us to redraw the map for Al aska so that

23 the change fromthe "11 to '13 allowed slightly Iarger

24 populations in the rural west voting rights districts, not

25 diluting themsignificantly or neasurably, but just
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1 reducing the popul ation that was gathered up in other

2 parts of the map, getting closer to a one person, one vote

3 situation in the 2013 nmap than we had ever done in the

4 state of Al aska before that.

5 Q Were you surprised to see lawsuits filed

6 challenging the redistricting plan in 20217

7 A No.

8 Q Wul d you consider litigation part of this

9 process?

10 A If -- if maps are drawn to where there are

11 multiple, multiple litigants, one would have to concl ude
12 that the map nust be challengeable. In '11, as |

13 recollect, there was one challenge. And the '13 map

14  proceeded to be adopted w thout challenge.

15 So | do not believe that litigation is required.
16 Better mapping is required.

17 Q M. Ruedrich, were there nine challenges in the
18 2001 round? You renenber that?

19 A It was sonething of that nature. It was a lot.
20 Q You were -- earlier today counsel asked you a
21  question, and you were about to refer to a document that |
22 think you | abeled as R-6, and counsel nmoved on to anot her
23 subject. I'mjust curious what you were about to tell us
24  before the subject changed.

25 A Trying to find it. R-6, the local populations.
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1 Okay. What | was trying to share was, as a result of
2 discussions, | decided to do a little bit of quick
3 research work and pulled -- it's an eight-and-a-half-by-11
4  page of addresses. W have an excess amount of
5 information around here and insufficient.
6 The reason | couldn't find it, | had buried it
7 under -- it's the bottom page under me.
8 M5. WELLS: M. Singer, | believe that we
9 noticed this deposition, and while | was okay with
10 M. Ruedrich bringing in a map to help himtalk about the
11  questions that were asked of him | don't think it's
12 appropriate to bring in exhibits into the deposition
13 that -- you know, denonstrative exhibits of his own.
14 MR. SINGER  \Well, the -- the witness has notes
15 in front of him 1'mgoing to ask himabout them because
16 they are not privileged. So -- this is a discovery
17  deposition, so if you want to make an objection and
18 preserve it for the record, | understand you are nmaking an
19 objection, but I'mgoing to proceed with ny questions.
20 M5. VELLS: Ckay.
21  BY MR SINCER
22 Q What is R-6? It's a docunent, apparently, you
23  prepared and brought with you today. Wat is it?
24 A Yes. It is asinple listing fromthe state
25 voter roll of all of the incunbents in the city -- in the
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1 nunicipality -- in the Anchorage nunicipality and one

2 House challenger who filed at APCC on May 17th. That is a

3 challenger in what was then District 15, now as part of

4 the mlitary district. This address is east of Mil doon

5 and north of Deben. And is the Denocratic candi date who

6 ran in 2020 against the incunbent, current incunbent,

7 David Nelson, who is also uniquely in this very snal

8 area.

9 And if you look at Exhibit 9, he answered the

10 question about the exclusion of that area west of Mil doon
11  and north of Deben. In No. 5. In No. 91 showthe two

12 addresses of the two political challengers being removed
13 fromthe Northeast Community Council area and

14  significantly diluting that nei ghborhood by assigning them
15 off the island.

16 Q |"mnot sure I'mtracking, M. Ruedrich. 1Is

17 that to the detrinent of Republicans or Denocrats or are
18 you saying it diluted somebody based on their race or on
19  occupation or religion? O what's -- what's the concern?
20 A First of all, there has been this discussion

21  about East Anchorage should not be diluted. The board

22 adopted a map that dilutes East Anchorage by renoving that
23 northeast corner neighborhood and the Centennial Park

24  precinct, which is part of that Mil doon nei ghborhood. The
25 map that was adopted clearly does not include those in
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1 northeast District 20 and puts two candidates init.

2 Therefore, | would suggest that whoever did that m ght

3 have known where those people were.

4 Q And are they candidates of a particular party,

5 sir?

6 A One of each.

7 Q Ckay.

8 A Have been noved out of the greater Northeast

9 Community Council area, which is largely District 20, with
10 some subset of that population and significant mnority

11  popul ations because, for exanple, Centennial Park, which
12 has 406 people -- | had nmy partner check on ny way over

13 here today, and he sent me a text message confirmng that
14 Centennial Park is a | ess than 45 percent Caucasian

15 popul ation. Therefore, it is a nore than 55 percent

16 mnority area that's been pulled out as part of a

17 dilution. And there has been a |ot of discussion about

18 dilution of this map.

19 Vell, | think this needs to be considered as

20 sonething that already happened before we got to Senate

21  seats.

22 Q So you think that the East Anchorage plaintiffs,
23 they say the House plan is terrific, the Senate plan is no
24  good; and you are saying they should really be |ooking at
25 the House plan. Is that your point?
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1 A Yes, sir.
2 Q Ckay.  You nentioned you tal ked to your partner.
3 Is that Steve Colligan?
4 A Yes, Sir.
5 Q And you and M. Colligan are both affiliated
6 wth this organization, AFFER?
7 A Yes, sir.
8 Q And are you owners of -- is AFFER a business?
9 \What isit?
10 A Steve is the official owner of the enterprise.
11 | work with him for him
12 Q And you nentioned that the Mtanuska- Susitna
13  Borough is one of AFFER s clients, is that right?
14 A Yes, yes.
15 M5. STONE: (njection. Foundation.
16  BY MR SINGER
17 Q | f you know. Go ahead.
18 A |"msorry. \Wat was that?
19 Q | think you nentioned earlier that the Mat-Su
20  Borough is one of AFFER s clients, is that correct?
21 M5. STONE: Objection. Again, | believe that
22 msstates testinony. | believe that M. Ruedrich said
23 they were previously -- at one point they have been a
24 client.
25 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
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1 BY MR SINGER
2 Q Was the Mat-Su Borough one of your clients in
3 20217
4 A Yes.
5 Q And have you -- have you interacted with Stacey
6 Stone in her role as an attorney for the Mat-Su Borough in
7 this matter?
8 A No.
9 Q And so you and M. Colligan are both part of
10 AFFER correct?
11 A Yes.
12 Q And you are working as an expert for the Calista
13  conpany. We will talk about that next week. And
14 M. Colligan is working as an expert for Mt-Su Borough
15 is that right?
16 A That may be true. | do not know the details of
17 that.
18 Q Was there -- did you and M. Colligan have a
19  discussion about dividing up the work or each taking a
20 different part of the -- of the litigation?
21 A | pointed out that | was going to be
22 representing -- working with Calista.
23 Q Wre you involved in discussions with the Mat-Su
24 Borough about whether to bring a lawsuit?
25 A No.
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1 M5. VELLS: M. Singer, | would object. This is
2 outside the scope of the testimony. | knowthis is

3 different, but we called a witness via deposition, right?
4 So thisis the -- simlar to a direct testinony of an

5 opportunity to cross, | would represent. So | think we

6 should stick within the scope of the testinony of the

7 wtness that was given via deposition.

8 | mean, | haven't done anything like this

9 before, so if you want to object and say -- and differ in
10  your viewpoint, please do. | nean, | just need to say

11 that for the record.

12 MR SINGER (Ckay. I'mgoing to continue with
13 ny questions.

14  BY MR SINGER

15 Q M. Ruedrich, you -- you prepared a -- a chart
16 that you shared with the board regarding your ideas for
17  what you consider Senate pairings. W |ooked at that

18 earlier today, is that right?

19 A Yes.

20 Q And is there anything wong wth a menber of the
21 public or consultant providing recommendations to the

22 A aska redistricting board about Senate pairings?

23 A No. As a matter of fact, we asked to provide
24  information, as | indicated earlier, very early in the

25 process and then asked again on Friday, Novenber 5, to
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1 prepare sone for the follow ng Mnday.
2 Q And | ooking at the chart that you provided with
3 your suggestions, |'mgoing to walk through your
4 reconmendations. You suggested in -- on the Kena
5 Peninsula putting the Kodi ak/ Seward district with N kiski
6 and Sterling, the North Kenai. You remenber that?
7 A Yes, sir.
8 Q And the board did not adopt that pairing, did
9 it?
10 No.
11 You suggested putting Southwest Kenai with the
12 Kenai and Sol dotna, is that correct?
13 A Yes.
14 Q And the board did not adopt that pairing,
15 correct?
16 A That's correct.
17 Q And you suggested pairing South Anchorage with
18 the Abbott Loop House district, and the board did not
19 adopt that pairing, did it?
20 A That is correct.
21 Q You suggested pairing Oceanview with the Taku
22  nei ghborhood in Anchorage, and the board did not adopt
23 that pairing, didit?
24 A That is correct.
25 Q You suggested pairing the Sand Lake nei ghbor hood
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1 and the airport in Anchorage, and the board did not adopt
2 that pairing, didit?
3 A | believe for the record that they did adopt --
4 Q Actually, I'"'m-- yep. Let ne back up. That's
5 the first one on the list. | was |ooking at my notes
6 incorrectly. Sand Lake and the airport, you recomended
7 that, and that is a Senate district in the proclamation,
8 correct?
9 A Yes.

10 Q You suggested pairing Spenard nei ghborhood wth
11 downt own Anchorage, and the board did not adopt that

12 Senate pairing?

13 A That is true.

14 Q And you suggested combining the University

15 district and Muntain View House district, and the board
16 did not adopt that pairing, didit?

17 A That is correct.

18 Q You suggested pairing the Lower Hillside of

19  Anchorage with the Scenic Foothills nei ghborhood or South
20  Miul doon nei ghborhood, isn't that right?

21 A That is correct.

22 Q And the board did not adopt that pairing?

23 A That is true.

24 Q And -- and then you recommended or suggested

25 pairing the Chugach/ Eagle River House district with the
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1 mlitary base, and that's -- that's a Senate pairing that

2 the board did adopt, correct?

3 A Yes.

4 Q And then rounding out Anchorage, you recommended

5 pairing North Mil doon House district with the South Eagle

6 R ver House districts and the board did not adopt that

7 Senate pairing either, correct?

8 A That is correct.

9 Q So of the ten recommendations that you had for
10 the board for the Kenai and Anchorage, the board adopted
11 two, is that right?

12 A | believe that's correct.

13 Q So | think the inference here is that -- from

14 the East Anchorage plaintiffs, M. Ruedrich, is that you
15 were the puppet master conversing with a board menber --
16 M5. VELLS: Qbjection.

17 MR SINGER Let me finish nmy question, then you
18 make an objection and then the witness will answer. W

19 are not going to interrupt each other.

20 M5. VELLS: That's not a question

21  BY MR SINCER

22 Q Let ne start over. | believe the inference from
23 the East Anchorage plaintiffs, sir, is that you were the
24 puppet master. And if we assune that's the inference,

25 were you a very effective puppet master in getting two out
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1 of ten of your reconmendations?
2 A That is a batting average that woul dn't keep you
3 on amjor league teamas a utility player.
4 Q And in fact, if we were to take dice and just
5 role the dice, we could get pretty close to two in ten,
6 correct?
7 A Don't know the statistics, but if you believe
8 that's a good characterization, | could probably agree.
9 MR SINGER  Thank you, sir. And on behalf of
10 the board, we appreciated your time conmtnent to this
11  process, your interest in the process, and we wll | ook
12 forward to talking to you next week in your role as
13 Calista's expert witness. Thank you, all. Pass the
14 witness.
15 M5. VELLS: | think we may want to check back in
16 with other parties to see if they have any questions.
17 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Yes. Is there anything
18 further from anybody?
19 M5. GARDNER: Nothing fromCalista. This is Eva
20  Gardner,
21 M5. STONE: Nothing fromne. This is Stacey.
22 THE VI DEOGRAPHER:  Any ot her parties? Anything
23 further, M. Wells?
24 M5. VELLS: No, nothing further.
25 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Ckay. Well, then, I'll close
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1 it out. This concludes the deposition of Randy Ruedrich.
The time is 12:24,
(Proceedi ngs adjourned at 12:24 p.m)

(Signature waived.)
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           1           ANCHORAGE, ALASKA; WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 12, 2022



           2                            10:45 A.M. 

                           

           3               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  We are on the record 



           4     at 10:45 a.m. Alaska time on January 12, 2022.  This is 



           5     the video deposition of Randy Ruedrich taken by plaintiffs 



           6     Felisa Wilson, George Martinez and Yarrow Silvers in the 



           7     matter of the 2021 Redistricting Plan, Consolidated Case             



           8     No. 3AN-21-08869 Civil in the Superior Court for the State 



           9     of Alaska Third Judicial District at Anchorage.  



          10               This deposition is being held in the offices of 



          11     Birch Horton Bittner & Cherot, located at 510 L Street, 



          12     Suite 700, and also by video conference on the Zoom 



          13     Internet platform.  



          14               My name is Eric Cossman, here today on behalf of 



          15     Pacific Rim Reporting, located at 711 M Street, Suite 4, 



          16     Anchorage, Alaska 99501.  The court reporter is Mary 



          17     Vavrik, also with Pacific Rim Reporting.  



          18               Will counsel please identify themselves for the 



          19     record.



          20               MR. SINGER:  Hi.  I'm Matt Singer.  I'm counsel 



          21     for the Alaska Redistricting Board.  Good morning, 



          22     Mr. Ruedrich.  



          23               THE WITNESS:  Good morning.



          24               MS. WELLS:  I'm Holly Wells.  I'm counsel for 



          25     Felisa Wilson, George Martinez and Yarrow Silvers, which I 
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           1     will refer to as the East Anchorage plaintiffs for 



           2     brevity.  



           3               MS. STONE:  This is Stacey Stone with the law 



           4     firm of Holmes Weddle & Barcott on behalf of 



           5     Matanuska-Susitna Borough and Michael Brown.  



           6               MR. BRENA:  Good morning.  This is Robin Brena 



           7     with the law firm of Brena, Bell & Walker on behalf of the 



           8     City of Valdez and the City and Municipality of Skagway 



           9     and related plaintiffs.  



          10               MS. GARDNER:  This is Eva Gardner from Ashburn & 



          11     Mason, P.C.  With me today is Mike Schechter in our firm.  



          12     We represent Calista Corporation, William Naneng and 



          13     Harley Sundown.  



          14               I would like to just make one comment for the 



          15     record, which is Mr. Ruedrich is serving as my client's 



          16     expert in this case.  His deposition as our expert has 



          17     been noticed separately for a later date.  And our 



          18     understanding is that today's deposition will not delve 



          19     into any work that he did or is doing for our clients and 



          20     will be limited to a deposition of him in his personal 



          21     capacity.  So we will plan to object if questioning strays 



          22     outside of that scope.  



          23               Thank you.  



          24               MS. GALLAGHER:  Sheila Gallagher.  I'm here as 



          25     the attorney for Mr. Ruedrich.  
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           1               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  Is that everybody?  



           2     Okay.  Then will court reporter please swear in the 



           3     witness.  



           4                          RANDY RUEDRICH,



           5     called as a witness herein, being first duly sworn to 



           6     state the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 



           7     truth, testified under oath as follows:



           8               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Thank you.  Counsel, you can 



           9     proceed.  



          10               MS. WELLS:  I'm sorry.  I'm having -- for some 



          11     reason the button is sticking, so it takes me a few 



          12     clicks.  I hope you all bear with me this morning.  I'll 



          13     try not to put myself back on mute.  That might be the 



          14     best answer.  



          15                            EXAMINATION



          16     BY MS. WELLS:



          17          Q    Before we get started, I just want to get some 



          18     questions out of the way regarding the virtual deposition 



          19     process and where you are and who is with you and those 



          20     types of -- those types of questions.  After that, I don't 



          21     expect having you in this room for more than, say, an 



          22     hour.  So hopefully I'll be true to my word on that.  



          23               Have you been deposed over Zoom before?  



          24          A    Yes.  



          25          Q    So you know that the formalities of the 
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           1     deposition will be very similar to those in an in-person 



           2     deposition.  If you have any problems hearing or seeing 



           3     me, would you let me know.  If I don't seem to be stopping 



           4     and it's an audio problem, if you could just raise your 



           5     hand or do something to -- to alert me so that I stop.  



           6     Perfect.  



           7               Can you let me know who is in the room with 



           8     you.  



           9          A    The two folks from Pacific Rim Reporting and my 



          10     attorney, Sheila Gallagher.



          11          Q    Do you have any notes in front of you?



          12          A    No.  



          13          Q    Anything you will be relying on?  



          14               Do -- well, if you need to take a break -- and 



          15     again, I don't think that we will be that long, but just 



          16     let me know.  And if you could just finish answering the 



          17     question posed, then we can step -- you know, can step 



          18     away for a few minutes or longer if we, for some reason, 



          19     run into the lunch hour.  



          20          A    Thank you.  



          21          Q    If you need to communicate with somebody,  -- 



          22     well, I guess I should say, as an irregular deposition, 



          23     please don't text or email or communicate with anybody 



          24     during the deposition.  



          25          A    I do not have my cell phone here; therefore, I 
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           1     can't.



           2          Q    Perfect.  If you -- if I ask a question and you 



           3     don't understand it or I say it too quickly, please do let 



           4     me know right away.  



           5          A    Certainly.  



           6          Q    If your attorney -- great.  If your attorney 



           7     objects to a question that I've posed, please answer the 



           8     question unless she directs you not to.  Sound good?  



           9          A    Okay.  



          10          Q    All right.  Let's get -- let's get going.  All 



          11     right.  Did you participate in the 2021 redistricting 



          12     process?



          13          A    Yes, ma'am.  



          14          Q    And what was -- in what capacity did you 



          15     participate?



          16          A    As an independent consultant.  I was working 



          17     with Alaskans for Fair and Equitable Redistricting and we 



          18     represented several clients.  And as a -- as a part of 



          19     that process, we were required to draw a full map to 



          20     qualify for consideration by the redistricting board.  So 



          21     our process involved all parts of the state, and we worked 



          22     toward getting as solid a constitutional map as possible 



          23     which involved our clients.  



          24          Q    And who were your clients?



          25          A    Our principal clients were Calista and the 
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           1     Mat-Su Borough.  There were other folks who occasionally 



           2     indicated an interest but never formalized those 



           3     agreements.



           4          Q    And how does that work?  When the AFFER 



           5     represents a client or you have more than one client, what 



           6     happens if their interests are not aligned or they 



           7     diverge?  Does that happen?



           8          A    One of our primary goals is to pick clients who 



           9     are not likely to be conflicted.  We had a clear 



          10     understanding that if individual -- individual groups' 



          11     boundaries are not likely to touch, they should be -- 



          12               Let me start over.  This isn't working.  



          13               If you try to get clients that map the state, 



          14     you will clearly pick up conflicts that you cannot 



          15     resolve.  So you have to limit your number of clients to 



          16     ones that do not have contiguous boundaries.



          17          Q    Has AFFER -- well, have you participated in 



          18     other redistricting processes?



          19          A    Yes.  



          20          Q    And did you do that also with AFFER?



          21          A    Yes and no.  In 2011 and '13, we had a similar 



          22     relationship with clients as we have in this process and 



          23     doing that work as AFFER, Alaskans for Fair and Equitable 



          24     Redistricting.  



          25          Q    And who were your clients in the 2011?
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           1          A    Calista, Bering Straits, the Mat-Su Borough, and 



           2     individuals who provided input more than output.  



           3          Q    Did you participate before the 2001 



           4     redistricting process, as well?



           5          A    Before the 2001 or in the 2001?  



           6          Q    In the 2001.  



           7          A    I participated slightly before the map was 



           8     issued and significantly in the litigation after the map 



           9     was issued.  



          10          Q    Do you find it more helpful to your clients to 



          11     get involved in the process earlier rather than later, 



          12     based on that experience?



          13          A    Absolutely.  



          14          Q    So when you look at -- so you participate -- I 



          15     guess I'll ask this question.  What years of redistricting 



          16     have you -- what redistricting cycles have you 



          17     participated in in Alaska?



          18          A    The 2001, '11, '13 and '21.  



          19          Q    Is there anything that -- well, what are your 



          20     observations about the similarities in these -- in -- 



          21     well, that's too broad of a question here.  Let me back 



          22     that up.  



          23               Did you attend meetings in each of those -- for 



          24     each of those redistricting cycles?  



          25          A    Since the 2001 process was in Juneau, I attended 
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           1     some meetings -- I do not recall how many -- before the 



           2     map was completed.  In 2011 and in 2021, I definitely was 



           3     a frequent attender.  I attended all meetings in Anchorage 



           4     that I can recall on both cycles, either in person or 



           5     telephonically this last time.  I went to many meetings 



           6     outside of Anchorage, either in planning for board 



           7     testimony or actually attending board testimony.



           8          Q    And this is going to be a fairly open-ended 



           9     question, but did you notice any -- was there anything you 



          10     observed that was different or notable in this process as 



          11     compared to the others?



          12          A    Restate the question, because I want to answer 



          13     it in a way that doesn't conform to what I think you 



          14     asked, which is problematic.



          15          Q    How about this:  Were there any concerns that -- 



          16     did you have any concerns with the process during the 2021 



          17     redistricting process when you -- as compared to the other 



          18     redistricting processes?



          19          A    I will answer the question to the best of my 



          20     ability.  The process this time may have been a little 



          21     better because we had more opportunities for people to 



          22     reach out to the board because Zoom conferences have 



          23     become the way the world communicates to a much greater 



          24     extent than we had in 2011 or '13.  



          25               And I might add as a footnote, the '13 process 
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           1     was abbreviated since it was strictly a remapping after a 



           2     federal law changed.  So it was a very limited activity.  



           3          Q    Did you have -- so did you have more 



           4     opportunities to -- to personally present to the board on 



           5     the House districts in 2021?



           6          A    Probably about the same.  



           7          Q    Did you feel that -- did you have knowledge of 



           8     the House district plans the board was considering before 



           9     attending the meetings on those -- on the proposed plans?



          10          A    Each board has published adopted plans at the 



          11     30th day as required by the constitution, and maps have 



          12     been updated.  So in both cases there was reasonable 



          13     knowledge of options the boards were considering or that 



          14     other groups, such as Alaskans for Fair Redistricting were 



          15     considering.



          16          Q    And did the board's consideration of Senate 



          17     pairings mirror the same timeline as past redistricting 



          18     plans?



          19          A    Senate pairings are significantly compressed 



          20     timelines.  Both -- every board that I've ever seen waited 



          21     until the very last logical time to adopt a House map.  



          22     That leaves very little time for any process.  And I do 



          23     not recall the '11 board having a public process of any 



          24     kind when they paired districts for Senate seats.



          25          Q    So they didn't have a meeting at all?  They 
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           1     didn't take public testimony?



           2          A    I do not recall any testimony.  If somebody can 



           3     correct my recollections, I stand that I'm wrong, but 



           4     that's what I remember.



           5          Q    Okay.  And when you participated in the 2021 



           6     process, did you have individual communications with the 



           7     board members?



           8          A    Did I have individual communications with board 



           9     members.  Define "communications."  



          10          Q    Well, we can break them down, too.  Did you send 



          11     text messages to any of the board members regarding the 



          12     redistricting process?



          13          A    I doubt it.



          14          Q    Okay.  Did you send any -- go ahead.  



          15          A    I think that's adequate.



          16          Q    Okay.  Did you send any text messages to any of 



          17     the board members just in general?



          18          A    Not that I recall.



          19          Q    Did you send any email correspondence to the 



          20     board members?



          21          A    Very limited.  Tried to work through the board 



          22     website.  As the process moved forward, the -- getting 



          23     information distributed to the board became more of a 



          24     challenge because they were dealing with something 



          25     immediately on a continuing basis rather than next week.  
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           1     So information distribution got to be more and more 



           2     challenging.  



           3          Q    So if you wanted something to be seen by the 



           4     board, you might send it to an individual member to get 



           5     it -- to sort of get it there faster?



           6          A    I recall one case where, after sending something 



           7     to the board address, I sent it to two members that I 



           8     thought I had viable addresses for.



           9          Q    And who were those two members?



          10          A    Member Simpson and member Marcum.  



          11               MS. WELLS:  Okay.  Tempest, can you pull up 



          12     Exhibit 10.  



          13     BY MS. WELLS:



          14          Q    I think I have a copy of that email, Randy, so 



          15     I'm going to pull it up.  And hopefully you can walk me 



          16     through.  



          17               I did want to ask, I want to make sure I'm 



          18     pronouncing your name correctly.  Do I pronounce it 



          19     Ruedrich (pronunciation)?  Is that correct?  



          20          A    That's what my grandmother said.



          21          Q    Okay.  Good enough for me, then.  I just wanted 



          22     to be right.  I've heard it pronounced Ruedrich quite a 



          23     bit, and I just want to make sure I'm correct.  



          24               All right.  Mr. Ruedrich, do you have this in 



          25     front of you, this exhibit?  
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           1          A    Yes.  



           2          Q    And if you have a hard time seeing it or you 



           3     need me to adjust the exhibit at all, our paralegal, 



           4     Tempest Evans, can help you out.  So just let us know.  



           5          A    Okay.



           6               MS. WELLS:  Tempest, will you scroll to the -- 



           7     the last page.  



           8     BY MS. WELLS:



           9          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, does this look familiar?  Do 



          10     you -- is this the attachment that you sent to the board 



          11     members?



          12          A    It appears to be.  



          13          Q    Can you walk me through what the data is showing 



          14     here.  



          15          A    It takes the 40 House seats, House districts 



          16     that had just been adopted, gives them a geographic label 



          17     in column 1, suggests a pairing in column 2 with House 



          18     numbers that would then be consistent from 1 through 40, 



          19     which is sort of a translation of the once-upon-a-time 



          20     House map to a House map with paired Senate seats to where 



          21     1 and 2 would be Senate A3 and 4, Senate B5 and 6, Senate 



          22     C, et cetera, down to 39 and 40, senate T.



          23          Q    Are these pairings similar to the ones that you 



          24     presented at public testimony?



          25          A    I believe they are identical.
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           1          Q    Okay.  And if you can -- can you walk me through 



           2     the -- the other columns.  



           3          A    The other columns are information.  The first 



           4     just simply is what year was the senator in that 



           5     geographic area elected last, and that would be either 



           6     2020 or 2018.  And if it was the exact same sequence as 



           7     had existed, if the map -- 



           8               Let me say it this way.  If the maps had been 



           9     identical, this would have been a 20 twice, 18 twice, 20 



          10     twice, 18 twice repeating cycle.  And obviously there has 



          11     been significant change, including nobody there to 



          12     allegedly have been elected, or something of that nature.  



          13     So it is just when these folks were elected.  



          14          Q    Okay.  So the vacant -- when we see vacant, that 



          15     just means that that's created a new  -- a new Senate seat 



          16     or -- 



          17          A    Not quite.  It says that there is nobody living 



          18     in that House seat.  There may be someone living in 



          19     another House seat that might pair for this.  And I think 



          20     the simplest example that I can see here readily is 23 and 



          21     24.  Based on the map that this was related to, 23 had an 



          22     incumbent House -- the House seat as drawn in the new map 



          23     had a senator living in it whose name was Wielechowski, 



          24     and 24 had Senator Reinbold.  



          25          Q    And so that -- that -- from that, the board 
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           1     members will be able to see, too, where they have 



           2     created -- where they put two senators in the same Senate 



           3     district, two sitting senators in the same Senate 



           4     district; is that correct?  Correct me if I'm wrong.  I'm 



           5     really just trying to understand.  



           6          A    This doesn't quite work that way.  If you select 



           7     the pairings that I have selected, then your statement is 



           8     true.  If you select a different pairing, then that 



           9     statement is not true.  And for example, Mr. Begich, who 



          10     is my downtown senator, in the Senate seat that I proposed 



          11     would have barely half the population he had in the prior 



          12     decade.  If you proposed a different Senate seat, he would 



          13     have nearly 100 percent, or if you proposed a third Senate 



          14     seat, he would again be under -- at or under 50 percent.  



          15     So this is an extension of no value to any other pairings.



          16          Q    This goes to you are really looking at -- when 



          17     you say underpopulated -- so can you describe -- can you 



          18     explain to me the retained percentage.  I know you just 



          19     did, but I don't think I -- I don't think I followed you.  



          20     If you could use the Begich example again.  So when you 



          21     say it's under 50 percent -- 



          22          A    Okay.  If -- 



          23          Q    Yes.  Please just --



          24          A    I'll try --



          25          Q    Bear with me.  
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           1          A    Okay.  First of all, think of this as a snapshot 



           2     that only applies to the pairings on the right -- I'm 



           3     sorry.  On the left.  The numbers to the right [sic] apply 



           4     only to the pairing.  Now, if we think about Senator 



           5     Begich, he is the incumbent in District 20, I think.  



           6     Let's assume that that's the case.  I don't think he 



           7     was -- map numbers change so often, and I don't -- these 



           8     were numbers -- this pairing sequence was the sequence as 



           9     adopted, but after they adopted Senate seats, these 



          10     numbers all changed.  So tracking back again is extremely 



          11     complex and requires a roadmap that this doesn't even 



          12     pretend to be.  



          13               Senator Begich, let's say he was in 20.  If he 



          14     was paired with District 19, which I think -- I'm 



          15     suggesting Begich was in 19 and 20.  See that?



          16               MS. GALLAGHER:  It doesn't jibe.



          17     BY MS. WELLS:



          18          Q    Oh, yes.  Mr. Ruedrich, I'll just say, it is 



          19     really hard to track those numbers for us, too, so I'm -- 



          20     I understand that, and I will -- say for the record 



          21     that -- 



          22          A    This makes this information -- 



          23          Q    We won't hold you to that.  



          24          A    This is almost useless information when you 



          25     think of it in that sense because it only applies to a 
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           1     single situation.  And if you don't know more about the 



           2     State Senate -- and, for example, if someone has never 



           3     been in the building and knows nothing about the Senate or 



           4     the workings of the Senate, this is of no consequence, and 



           5     as you can quickly conclude, even if you have worked in 



           6     the Senate as a staffer, this is a snapshot of a sequence 



           7     that becomes extremely complex to use for anything other 



           8     than I tried to create an understanding of how difficult 



           9     it was to have a senator have enough population to be 



          10     retained.



          11               MS. GALLAGHER:  Are you saying -- can I ask a 



          12     question?  Sheila Gallagher.  Are you saying that in this 



          13     example of less than 50 percent, that he would have fewer 



          14     than 50 percent of the people who had voted for him in the 



          15     previous election?  



          16               THE WITNESS:  Yes.  



          17               MS. GALLAGHER:  So his chances of being 



          18     reelected might be less, but -- 



          19               THE WITNESS:  This is even more complicated than 



          20     that.  



          21               MS. GALLAGHER:  Oh, okay.  



          22               THE WITNESS:  There is this issue of can the 



          23     senator after redistricting serve the second half of their 



          24     term.  And in the 2001 redistricting, my recollection is 



          25     that we had three senators out of the 20 that were 
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           1     retained to serve their last two years of what they had 



           2     been elected to in 2010.



           3               MS. GALLAGHER:  They were able to or they were 



           4     not able to?  



           5               THE WITNESS:  They were able to.



           6               MS. GALLAGHER:  They were able to.  



           7               THE WITNESS:  17 -- 



           8               MS. GALLAGHER:  Were not able to.  



           9               THE WITNESS:  -- were not able to.  In the '11 



          10     redistricting, the numbers were also very small.  And this 



          11     demonstration shows that, as has been the case in the 



          12     past, the ends of the map -- and that's a term that I 



          13     like.  I don't know that anybody else uses it, so I 



          14     apologize for it.  



          15               Southeast Alaska, a senator elected in the 



          16     decade year has 95 percent of their folks going into the 



          17     next election.  Similarly, the North Slope/Nome senator 



          18     has most, if not all, of their people.  So they are great 



          19     candidates for retention; i.e., they don't need to run in 



          20     2022.  



          21               Everybody else, just doing this very quick, 



          22     comes up with an N, not enough folks.  And obviously I 



          23     didn't put down an N for the seats that were vacant 



          24     because those are obvious.  And the people who ran in '18 



          25     can't be retained.  
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           1               So the only place that I suggested that somebody 



           2     might be retained if the board wanted to retain 



           3     somebody -- and this is a board decision.  How many people 



           4     did you carry over?  And past boards have had that number, 



           5     around 80 percent.  



           6               And I see here the Hughes seat I estimated at 



           7     being 80 percent.  Well, I believe when the board did this 



           8     calculation, they came up with a lower number.  And you 



           9     will find that Ms. Hughes is running in '22, also.  And so 



          10     is Mr. Stedman because he is in a seat that must run based 



          11     on the cycle, which I didn't even address in this mess.  



          12     So we have one senator who didn't run who has been 



          13     retained.  



          14               And I was just trying to point out -- because 



          15     there were folks suggesting in various public forums that 



          16     the board was trying to prevent people from being 



          17     retained.  Now, the process just makes it darn hard.  Does 



          18     that help?  



          19          Q    I think so.  I had heard -- I just want to -- I 



          20     heard a rumor that people feared that there was a 



          21     Republican effort to remove coalition Republican members.  



          22     Is that what you are referring to?  Is that the testimony 



          23     that we are hearing?  And again, I'm -- I'm just -- 



          24          A    There were so many -- there were so many things 



          25     that were said that made no sense.  Fortunately, most of 
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           1     them were not on the record.  So I just tried to -- and 



           2     coalition Republicans, I'm not sure that that word means 



           3     anything to me because I've tried to make this not 



           4     about -- the one thing I learned a long, long time ago, 



           5     when someone came to me and said, you have got to protect 



           6     so and so because he's really important, I halfheartedly 



           7     listened to that one afternoon in 2001 after we had won in 



           8     court.  And the person that was getting most of the press 



           9     about must be retained decided not to run for re-election.  



          10     So I learned a very valuable lesson, that redistricting is 



          11     about building districts that are good for the people, not 



          12     good for the incumbents.  



          13          Q    But in your opinion, is a redistricting map 



          14     that's good for the Republican party good for the people?



          15          A    A map that works for the people, if the 



          16     Republicans have a majority, that's probably true.



          17          Q    So one more thing, just -- so the adequate -- I 



          18     think I understand this.  Thank you.  That was helpful.  



          19          A    Let me go back and clarify the statement I just 



          20     made.  We have not worked for the Republican party in any 



          21     of these activities.  We have not taken funding from the 



          22     Republican party for these activities.  And I think those 



          23     two factors speak very clearly as to the purpose of 



          24     working for boroughs and corporations; has nothing to do 



          25     with the Republican party.
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           1          Q    Okay.  I just want to make sure I'm done with 



           2     this -- this document before we move on.  The future 



           3     election part, can you just talk a little bit about that, 



           4     the difference between the first column and the second 



           5     column.  



           6          A    The term -- the second column are the elections 



           7     that if you have someone running in a two-year seat or a 



           8     four-year seat -- and the way this is built, it would have 



           9     Senate seat A, C, E, et cetera running in two-year seats 



          10     where they would be running again in '24.  The folks that 



          11     are in four-year seats in this sequence would be running 



          12     in '22 and again in '26.  



          13               And I decided I didn't have room on a page of 



          14     paper to show that -- that third column of '26s that would 



          15     be obviously opposite or in between the '24s.  Does that 



          16     help any?  



          17          Q    Yes.  I definitely understand this document a 



          18     lot better.  So thank you.  That's very helpful.  



          19               One thing I would ask is it sounds like your 



          20     clients' interests did not lie in the Anchorage Senate 



          21     pairings arena, is that fair to say -- 



          22          A    To participate in this process -- I found it 



          23     very strange when the board asked for Senate pairings in 



          24     August -- I mean, in September.  I almost refused to 



          25     provide them, but in the spirit of trying to provide what 
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           1     was asked for, we did Senate pairings on our first map.  



           2     Senate pairings have always been left to the very end, but 



           3     Senate pairings got to be more involved.  No one talked 



           4     about Senate pairings other than speculating what was 



           5     going to happen.  But no one officially in the board 



           6     process, to my recollection, talked about Senate pairings 



           7     after providing those Senate pairings in September until 



           8     November.  



           9               October was a great wasteland of no discussion 



          10     of Senate pairings, which I think is totally appropriate 



          11     because you are working on trying to get House seats.  



          12     Senate seats are a product after you draw House seats.  



          13          Q    That makes sense to me.  I mean, when you -- so 



          14     in your capacity with AFFER, you were primarily concerned 



          15     with pairings in the Mat-Su Borough, I would imagine, and 



          16     the Calista region.  



          17          A    And if you look at the Mat-Su Borough -- and 



          18     I'll try to be brief.  The area is extremely homogeneous, 



          19     and geographic pairings, for various reasons, tend to make 



          20     sense.  And the Mat-Su Borough has no history of how to 



          21     pair six because not too many decades ago they were having 



          22     three, or the prior decade to me being involved, they had 



          23     the doughnut district, which in order to have two Senate 



          24     seats had Valdez paired with the Mat-Su paired with 



          25     Southwest Anchorage and North Kenai to create the doughnut 
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           1     district, which that had two senators and four House reps.  



           2     So there is no history for the Mat-Su to look back on as 



           3     to what is the right kind of pairing.  



           4          Q    And when you look at Anchorage pairings, seems 



           5     like Anchorage is often a problem in the redistricting 



           6     realm for pairings.  Do you think that's a fair thing to 



           7     say?



           8          A    No.  Anchorage, that is one big problem.  And I 



           9     want to address this.  Anchorage is part of the state when 



          10     it comes to that issue.  You can draw House seats all day 



          11     long under the confines of being a borough.  When you look 



          12     at Senate seats, you have to have two.  And Kenai has an 



          13     odd number of seats, the borough.  They have three.  



          14     Fairbanks right now has three.  The Mat-Su in this 



          15     election cycle has three.  Last time they had two and a 



          16     half.  Actually, I want to say Fairbanks had five and a 



          17     half last time or five and a quarter, something.  I don't 



          18     know.  Something.  So you have to pair.  



          19               The fortunate thing about this map was Southeast 



          20     had two seats exactly because they had four House seats.  



          21     If you put Kodiak with Kenai, you could have four House 



          22     seats and two Senate seats.  In 2011, we had an odd Senate 



          23     seat in Anchorage that had to be paired with an odd Senate 



          24     seat out of Kenai.  And that Anchorage, even though they 



          25     had 16 House seats, couldn't have eight internal senators 
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           1     because you had to pair outside on the south and on the 



           2     north.  



           3               So Senate seats have a lot of complexities 



           4     outside of nice things to happen.  



           5          Q    What about dilution?  I mean, did you think 



           6     about that when you were making your pairings, or is it 



           7     really for Senate seats to focus on whether or not they 



           8     are touching?



           9          A    Senate seats, by virtue of having to be paired 



          10     some way or another, I find it unlikely that anyone would 



          11     be looking at dilution.  And we may come back to that much 



          12     later.  But you try to get your House seats right.  



          13     Everybody works real hard for a very, very long time.  And 



          14     if most everybody is slightly unhappy, you can conclude 



          15     that they are probably fair.  If somebody is furious, they 



          16     are not fair.



          17          Q    Would you say that same bodes true for Senate 



          18     pairings, as well; if someone is furious, they are 



          19     probably not fair?



          20          A    The only Senate seat issue that I've ever seen 



          21     come up is when the North Star Borough, City of Fairbanks 



          22     folks sued in 2011 and wrote the -- got the only court 



          23     decision that goes beyond they must touch.  And that was 



          24     when the City of Fairbanks said, we want our two seats 



          25     that are -- City of Fairbanks citizens to be in one Senate 
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           1     seat.  Historically that has not been the case.  Now we 



           2     have a Supreme Court suggestion that they be paired.  



           3               That complicates the map only a little bit.  But 



           4     one or two cycles from now the Mat-Su Borough will 



           5     probably have a city or two cities with more than 150 



           6     percent of a House seat.  So that Fairbanks suggestion 



           7     becomes a suggestion to lock up maybe as many as eight 



           8     House -- eight House seats for four Senate seats in the 



           9     very near future as far as redistricting goes, 10 or 20 



          10     years, so the map will be complex -- 



          11          Q    I want to focus back on the Anchorage pairings 



          12     because I want to -- I do want to try to get you out of 



          13     here not too late.  



          14               So when we go back and look at the Anchorage 



          15     pairings, when we look at Eagle River, for example, what 



          16     do you think the impact of the pairing of Eagle River with 



          17     South Muldoon will have on the districts?  



          18          A    We had suggested, to build a proper district 



          19     map, we would have been pairing south -- a part of Muldoon 



          20     with South Eagle River, which we thought was a better 



          21     pairing than pairings that have been -- a better merger in 



          22     a House seat than the 2001 Democrat plan to take what I 



          23     have referred to historically as the uplands of Eagle 



          24     River and they paired them with South Anchorage going 



          25     across the top of the Chugach as what I thought is 
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           1     probably the worst in-borough House seat I've ever seen.  



           2     But that was as a result of having lost the argument of 



           3     pairing Valdez with South Anchorage in a single House 



           4     seat.  And I shouldn't use the word "pairing" because you 



           5     are just building a House seat.  



           6               Now, the solution -- 



           7          Q    And prior to that -- sorry.  Go ahead.  



           8          A    Can we take a momentary break?  



           9               MS. WELLS:  Yes, of course.  You want to take 



          10     five minutes?  



          11               THE WITNESS:  Yeah, that would be more than 



          12     adequate.  



          13               (Off the record from 11:31 a.m. to 11:39 a.m.)



          14               (The requested record was read.)



          15               THE WITNESS:  Okay.  We are on?  



          16               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Yes.  



          17               THE WITNESS:  Thank you.  This is a pairing that 



          18     existed in 2011.  I think it's a reasonable pairing.  I 



          19     would like to draw attention -- this question of dilution 



          20     comes up first and foremost in building House seats.  And 



          21     if we look at one of the maps that I provided, which are 



          22     I've marked as R -- R-5, I think -- R-5, yes.  Let's look 



          23     at R-5 for just a second when we talk about dilution in 



          24     East Anchorage.  



          25               Do we have R-5 up?  
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           1               MS. GALLAGHER:  You have got it.  



           2               THE WITNESS:  I've got it right here.  I just 



           3     want to make sure.



           4               MS. WELLS:  I've got a copy, but we might want 



           5     to make sure -- if we can get it up on the screen, I think 



           6     that would be useful for the other participants.  



           7               THE WITNESS:  I would like for it to be on the 



           8     screen so that we can -- 



           9               MS. EVANS:  I'll get it up.  



          10     BY MS. WELLS:



          11          Q    So we are talking about the 2011 redistricting 



          12     plan?



          13          A    This is the 2021 map as adopted.



          14          Q    Okay.  And you were just referring to the 2011 



          15     pairing of Eagle River with -- 



          16          A    South Anchorage.  That was just a --



          17          Q    That was South Eagle River with South Muldoon.  



          18     Was that the pairing?  What was the pairing in 2011, I 



          19     mean, just roughly?



          20          A    It was -- this portion of Eagle River that was 



          21     being discussed earlier -- not the full district -- a 



          22     portion that we were looking at putting with Muldoon.  And 



          23     there was opposition from Muldoon about keeping the 



          24     community of Muldoon whole and all of its unique 



          25     characteristics.  The Eagle River population was added to 
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           1     a South Anchorage Hillside district, which I viewed as the 



           2     worst possible pairing because it went across the top of 



           3     the Chugach range on the east side of the borough or the 



           4     municipality.  



           5               Now, coming back into the city, into the 



           6     Anchorage bowl and looking at a District 20 map for 2021, 



           7     which we now have posted, I would like to draw your 



           8     attention to the fact that while the community is 



           9     rectangular, a portion of the community was not included 



          10     in the version 4 map that was adopted for Anchorage the 



          11     prior week.  



          12               And what is unique about a large block of North 



          13     Muldoon proper from Boundary Road down to Deben, from 



          14     Muldoon to the east side of town, including the Centennial 



          15     neighborhood was cut out of Muldoon and attached to the 



          16     military complex, which includes Elmendorf and Fort 



          17     Richardson, which dilutes the Muldoon community and takes 



          18     a substantial chunk of it into a different district, 



          19     different House district and obviously potentially into a 



          20     different Senate district.  



          21               No one knew where it was going at the time when 



          22     they adopted the map.  And you have to ask yourself -- 



          23          Q    But that would be going from -- and I think 



          24     that -- do you think maybe the reason why you didn't get 



          25     as much opposition to that is because these are East 
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           1     Anchorage communities that have aligned in similar 



           2     legislative -- 



           3          A    I find that there is a much more troubling 



           4     situation.  There has been discussions about motives and 



           5     behaviors.  And if you go to something I prepared this 



           6     last couple days, R-6, if you put R-6 -- 



           7          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, I'm going to interrupt you for a 



           8     minute because I do, I want to get information.  I want to 



           9     give you an opportunity to talk, but I wouldn't be a very 



          10     good lawyer if I allowed you to use this deposition to in 



          11     any way attack my actual plaintiffs.  Right?  That would 



          12     not be a very good plan.  So I think what I'm going to do 



          13     is I'm going to redirect this conversation --



          14          A    Okay.  



          15          Q    -- back to the House district pairings.  And one 



          16     thing I found really interesting is you have made this 



          17     comment before, I think, in testimony.  So I do want to 



          18     explore.  You were talking about the 2011 pairings with -- 



          19     and I think one of the things that you said is this is an 



          20     historic -- this is a pairing that's occurred before, this 



          21     Eagle River/Muldoon pairing.  Does that sound correct or 



          22     accurate that there was an Eagle River/Muldoon pairing 



          23     from before the 2000- --



          24          A    '21.



          25          Q    And I guess before -- that changed in, what, 
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           1     2013 with the final promulgated plan, is that right?



           2          A    What I was referring to in the testimony the day 



           3     before the board was that Eagle River and Muldoon have 



           4     shared things before.  Right now they share assembly seat 



           5     2 because the North Muldoon precinct, which is about 2,500 



           6     people, is actually part of assembly district 2.  So -- 



           7          Q    Just going back to that 2011 election, you said 



           8     it was done before.  Were you talking about a specific 



           9     Senate pairing?



          10          A    I was talking about a House seat.  Eagle River 



          11     was paired -- I tried to come back and bring it down to 



          12     the controllable population blocks in redistricting, which 



          13     are the House seats.  And the 2000 map -- 2001 map took 



          14     part of Eagle River and attached it to South Anchorage.  



          15     The 2011 map attached the full South Eagle River district 



          16     to what you are now referring to as the South Muldoon 



          17     district because they are virtually identical.  And that 



          18     district was only replaced in the 2013 district because 



          19     pairings outside the city changed -- outside the 



          20     municipality changed.  And so -- 



          21          Q    And what -- sorry.  Go ahead.  



          22          A    That's fine.  Question.  Go ahead.  



          23          Q    What was the impact?  Do you remember who the 



          24     senator was when -- in 2000 -- do you remember who the 



          25     senator was up until 2011 for that district, that Senate 
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           1     district?



           2          A    Before 2011, I'm fairly confident the north 



           3     side, the Eagle River side, had Anna Fairclough and 



           4     Senator Bettye Davis represented the Baxter neighborhoods 



           5     House seat.



           6          Q    Senator Bettye Davis represented those districts 



           7     or that Senate pairing when it -- before it combined with 



           8     Eagle River, is that right?



           9          A    She represented a different Senate pairing in 



          10     Anchorage, which, if I remember correctly, was the Baxter 



          11     and the U-Med districts.  And the -- and the alignment of 



          12     Senate seat -- Senate districts, that Senate district was 



          13     shared between Eagle River and Anchorage to make the map 



          14     work.



          15          Q    And what happened to Senator Bettye Davis and 



          16     her seat when we took East Anchorage districts and 



          17     paired -- an East Anchorage district and paired it with 



          18     Eagle River?



          19          A    My recollection is that Anna Fairclough was 



          20     elected as the senator.  



          21          Q    And that was -- and how long had Bettye Davis 



          22     been a senator, do you recall?



          23          A    No, I don't offhand.  



          24          Q    If I represented to you it was about a decade, 



          25     would that sound about right?
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           1          A    She had been in the House and then went to the 



           2     Senate.  I do not recall exactly, but that's reasonably 



           3     correct.  



           4          Q    All right.  With your time in politics, was 



           5     Senator Davis the first African American senator in the 



           6     state of Alaska?  Is that accurate?



           7          A    I said that in testimony and was told that I was 



           8     wrong.  



           9               MS. GALLAGHER:  Yeah.  



          10               THE WITNESS:  There was a prior African American 



          11     senator.  I do not remember the name of that senator.  



          12          Q    Interesting.  I didn't know that.  So that's 



          13     interesting.  So basically -- 



          14          A    Our history is short, but it's not that short.



          15          Q    When individuals from the Muldoon district -- we 



          16     will take that -- well, let's focus on the south Muldoon 



          17     district -- expressed fear that history will repeat 



          18     itself, do you think they have a reason -- do you think 



          19     that's a justified fear?



          20          A    There are so many factors in an election.  



          21     Obviously the most important one is a candidate.  Right 



          22     now the way the district appears, I do not believe that we 



          23     have an incumbent in either the north or the south half of 



          24     that Senate seat.



          25          Q    Do you think that Eagle River districts, House 
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           1     districts, are -- will vote the same as generally -- let's 



           2     say this.  I have seen comments by you referring to the 



           3     Republican stronghold in the Eagle River -- in the Eagle 



           4     River community.  Would you say that's an accurate 



           5     description of Eagle River?



           6          A    If they turn out to vote and support the 



           7     candidate, it has a high likelihood of being true.  



           8          Q    And has that been historically true?



           9          A    I think I could say yes, with some slight 



          10     concern about overstating the -- what is apparently 



          11     obvious, but may not be.



          12          Q    Thank you.  That's helpful.  So I think that I'm 



          13     going to take a few more minutes.  I'm just going to show 



          14     you a clip of a video, video footage from the record just 



          15     to help me identify and determine and understand what I've 



          16     seen.  



          17               MS. WELLS:  Tempest, can you put that video up.  



          18     Or I'm not sure if we transferred --



          19               (Off the record.)



          20               MS. GALLAGHER:  For your information, Willard 



          21     Bowman was the senator that you were trying to think of 



          22     his name.  He served for a long time until he died.  



          23               THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Thank you.  The last time I 



          24     was corrected on that, I was corrected by Senator Begich.



          25               MS. GALLAGHER:  He was a wonderful senator, 
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           1     wonderful man.  



           2               THE WITNESS:  Walt Furnace also served.  I think 



           3     he was only ever in the House.  



           4               THE COURT REPORTER:  We are still on the record.



           5               MS. WELLS:  Are we getting that video up?  I 



           6     don't know if -- 



           7               MS. EVANS:  Yeah, just a minute, Holly.  Sorry.



           8               MS. WELLS:  Okay.



           9               (Video played.)



          10               MS. WELLS:  If you could just hit pause for a 



          11     moment.  



          12     BY MS. WELLS:



          13          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, I just wanted to watch this with 



          14     you, basically.  There are some moments with audience 



          15     interaction I wanted to get your observations regarding so 



          16     that we know what we are seeing.  Does this video -- well, 



          17     you know, let's play a moment of it so that you have some 



          18     context.  



          19               MS. WELLS:  So Tempest, can you play just enough 



          20     for identification purposes.  



          21               (Video played.)



          22               MS. WELLS:  If you could hit pause just for a 



          23     second.  



          24     BY MS. WELLS: 



          25          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, does this video look like a -- the 
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           1     video footage of the -- or the Zoom meeting of a 



           2     redistricting board meeting?



           3          A    Yes, definitely.



           4          Q    Okay.  If I represent to you that this is the 



           5     November 8th redistricting board meeting, can you accept 



           6     that subject to verification?  We are going to go through 



           7     the video, so you will be -- you will have more 



           8     information, as well, regarding -- 



           9          A    I assume so.  And I would expect to see myself 



          10     sitting slightly off to the right of the photo, the image.  



          11          Q    Yes.  I think that's -- and that is really what 



          12     I'm going to -- I'm really looking at your interactions 



          13     with board members and just making sure that I -- that you 



          14     are you, that I know who I'm looking at.  So in this 



          15     screen caption, can you find yourself in the video looking 



          16     at the screen as it's displayed right now?



          17          A    No, I don't see myself.



          18          Q    Okay.  If I suggest to you -- 



          19               MS. WELLS:  Tempest, can you put a pointer on 



          20     where we think Mr. Ruedrich might be. 



          21     BY MS. WELLS:  



          22          Q    Do you think that is you, or can you not tell 



          23     from the video?



          24          A    Is the pointer -- I don't even see the pointer.  



          25     I'm sorry.
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           1          Q    No.  It kind of went away.  There we go.  It's 



           2     kind of circling around you.  Maybe if I could just put -- 



           3               MS. WELLS:  Tempest, can you just place it right 



           4     on him or where we think you are.  There we go.  



           5               THE WITNESS:  My recollection is that I may have 



           6     been in that area, but I can't make out exactly what we 



           7     are looking at.  And you are talking about in the strip 



           8     above, obviously not in the main photo.  



           9     BY MS. WELLS:  



          10          Q    Yes, in the strip above.  So what is your 



          11     impression of what you are seeing?  So you can't really 



          12     tell who those people are, right?  I mean, in this shot, 



          13     like when you are looking at the video in this frame.  



          14          A    I cannot -- I could not identify anybody in that 



          15     frame with certainty for sure because they are so tiny.



          16          Q    Yes, they are tiny.  And when we go to the 



          17     bigger frame, can you identify the individuals in that 



          18     frame?



          19          A    David Dunsmore is probably the guy looking 



          20     toward me, is my guess.  He is the second figure from the 



          21     right.



          22          Q    Anyone else?  Any of the board members?



          23          A    Standing to his left may be John Binkley.  



          24               MS. WELLS:  All right.  Tempest, can you play 



          25     the tape or the video.  
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           1               (Video played.) 



           2               MS. WELLS:  Tempest, can you freeze the video.  



           3     BY MS. WELLS:



           4          Q    All right.  I'm hoping this one is a little 



           5     clearer.  On the right side of the screen on the larger 



           6     section, I believe I see you and board member Simpson 



           7     looking at a document.  Do you see that?  Could you verify 



           8     for me if that's you.  We can play it a little bit more, 



           9     too.  I know it's very hard to see.  



          10               (Video played.)



          11               THE WITNESS:  The gentleman kneeling appears to 



          12     be Simpson.  I do not recall standing above him any time, 



          13     so I -- and furthermore, that's going out a doorway that I 



          14     don't think I ever walked out of, so I'm not sure what 



          15     the -- something about the orientation of the room that 



          16     doesn't fit.  



          17     BY MS. WELLS:



          18          Q    The security system does seem to -- it makes 



          19     it -- well, I would represent it makes it very difficult 



          20     to see where things are occurring.  Maybe if we watch it 



          21     for a minute more, you will be able to get your bearings.  



          22     Let's watch it for a minute.  



          23               (Video played.)



          24     BY MS. WELLS:  



          25          Q    Are you understanding anything that's being said 
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           1     here, Mr. Ruedrich?



           2          A    No.  



           3          Q    Okay.  



           4          A    There was a couple of -- there were a couple of 



           5     syllables that I distinguished as David's voice, but other 



           6     than that, because he's generally an octave higher, which 



           7     allowed me to hear a little bit, but I couldn't tell what 



           8     he was saying.  I could just distinguish it was most 



           9     likely his voice.



          10          Q    Okay.  Let's see if we can -- well, do you 



          11     remember on November -- let's see if we can put the pieces 



          12     together.  We might go back to the beginning to watch it a 



          13     little bit.  One of the things that I'm trying to do is 



          14     just make sure that I can identify you as the person 



          15     that -- that board member Simpson is speaking to.  But 



          16     it's surprisingly difficult.  So I'm going to see if we 



          17     can put the pieces together.  



          18               Do you remember on November 8 having a 



          19     conversation during a work session with board member 



          20     Simpson?



          21          A    No.  



          22          Q    Do you remember -- so you don't remember him 



          23     showing you his -- coming over to talk to you about the 



          24     redacted -- or about the redacted pairings, the Senate 



          25     pairings document that you sent?
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           1          A    I'm just looking at the redacted document.  No, 



           2     I do not.  My most significant memory of interaction with 



           3     board member Simpson was on Friday when I fell in the hall 



           4     outside the main facility and he happened to be the 



           5     nearest person to me who helped me get up off the floor 



           6     after I had fallen.



           7          Q    Okay.  Okay.  Well, I'm glad that he helped you, 



           8     and I'm sorry -- sorry that you -- it sounds awful.  



           9               I think I will not torture you with the video 



          10     anymore because I don't know -- without watching a much 



          11     larger segment, I'm not sure we can find an angle that 



          12     will -- will be clearer.  



          13               So on that note, I'm just going to look through 



          14     and see if there is anything else that we have that we 



          15     wanted to talk to you about today.  So I just want to be 



          16     clear.  



          17               So you didn't -- you don't recall talking to 



          18     board member Simpson in the room that day.  And you don't 



          19     recall having any text messages or email messages with any 



          20     of the board members except for through testimony.  Is 



          21     that a correct summary of the correspondence testimony 



          22     today?  



          23          A    I think that's correct, yeah.



          24          Q    And with the addition of the email that went to 



          25     Marcum and Simpson that we have discussed, of course.  
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           1          A    Yes.  



           2               MS. WELLS:  Okay.  All right.  All right.  I 



           3     think that's all I have for you.  You are free to go.  And 



           4     I have no further questions unless -- sorry.  Matt, I'm so 



           5     sorry.  Yeah.  



           6               MR. SINGER:  Other lawyers here.  I have 



           7     questions, but I don't know if there is other plaintiffs 



           8     that have questions if we wish to do plaintiffs first and 



           9     then defendant, or how you want to go in order.  But shall 



          10     we see if Gardner or Mr. Brena or anybody else has 



          11     questions before I ask mine?  



          12               MS. STONE:  This is Stacey.  I have no 



          13     questions.  



          14               MR. SINGER:  Mr. Brena, do you have any 



          15     questions for the witness?  Mr. Wakeland?  Bueller?  



          16     Bueller (ph)?  



          17               UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  No questions.  Thank you.  



          18                            EXAMINATION



          19     BY MR. SINGER:  



          20          Q    All right.  Well, hello, Mr. Ruedrich.  We have 



          21     briefly met before.  I'm Matt Singer.  I'm the board's 



          22     counsel.  



          23               You have been a close observer of redistricting 



          24     over the last 30-plus years, is that correct?  



          25          A    Yes.  
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           1          Q    And you have participated actively in the 



           2     litigation in 2001, is that right?



           3          A    Yes.  



           4          Q    And in 2011?  Were you active in the litigation 



           5     in 2011?



           6          A    I was not active in the litigation.  I was 



           7     active in the map-building process as a group -- as a 



           8     member of a group that participated with the board and 



           9     with other groups in reaching a consensus map.  



          10          Q    Was that in 2013 or in 2011?



          11          A    Both.  



          12          Q    Okay.  And there was -- and there was, what, 



          13     almost three years of litigation after the 2011 map was 



          14     adopted?



          15          A    That is a significant misstatement.  There was 



          16     some litigation, and then there was a significant delay, 



          17     if litigation is a delay.  We waited for a significant 



          18     number of months for a Supreme Court decision on a voting 



          19     rights matter.  The final decision on that voting rights 



          20     matter was that Title 4 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 



          21     as amended was removed, and that changed the Voting Rights 



          22     Act and allowed us to redraw the map for Alaska so that 



          23     the change from the '11 to '13 allowed slightly larger 



          24     populations in the rural west voting rights districts, not 



          25     diluting them significantly or measurably, but just 
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           1     reducing the population that was gathered up in other 



           2     parts of the map, getting closer to a one person, one vote 



           3     situation in the 2013 map than we had ever done in the 



           4     state of Alaska before that.



           5          Q    Were you surprised to see lawsuits filed 



           6     challenging the redistricting plan in 2021?



           7          A    No.  



           8          Q    Would you consider litigation part of this 



           9     process?



          10          A    If -- if maps are drawn to where there are 



          11     multiple, multiple litigants, one would have to conclude 



          12     that the map must be challengeable.  In '11, as I 



          13     recollect, there was one challenge.  And the '13 map 



          14     proceeded to be adopted without challenge.  



          15               So I do not believe that litigation is required.  



          16     Better mapping is required.  



          17          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, were there nine challenges in the 



          18     2001 round?  You remember that?



          19          A    It was something of that nature.  It was a lot.  



          20          Q    You were -- earlier today counsel asked you a 



          21     question, and you were about to refer to a document that I 



          22     think you labeled as R-6, and counsel moved on to another 



          23     subject.  I'm just curious what you were about to tell us 



          24     before the subject changed.  



          25          A    Trying to find it.  R-6, the local populations.  
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           1     Okay.  What I was trying to share was, as a result of 



           2     discussions, I decided to do a little bit of quick 



           3     research work and pulled -- it's an eight-and-a-half-by-11 



           4     page of addresses.  We have an excess amount of 



           5     information around here and insufficient.  



           6               The reason I couldn't find it, I had buried it 



           7     under -- it's the bottom page under me.



           8               MS. WELLS:  Mr. Singer, I believe that we 



           9     noticed this deposition, and while I was okay with 



          10     Mr. Ruedrich bringing in a map to help him talk about the 



          11     questions that were asked of him, I don't think it's 



          12     appropriate to bring in exhibits into the deposition 



          13     that -- you know, demonstrative exhibits of his own.  



          14               MR. SINGER:  Well, the -- the witness has notes 



          15     in front of him.  I'm going to ask him about them because 



          16     they are not privileged.  So -- this is a discovery 



          17     deposition, so if you want to make an objection and 



          18     preserve it for the record, I understand you are making an 



          19     objection, but I'm going to proceed with my questions.



          20               MS. WELLS:  Okay.  



          21     BY MR. SINGER:



          22          Q    What is R-6?  It's a document, apparently, you 



          23     prepared and brought with you today.  What is it?



          24          A    Yes.  It is a simple listing from the state 



          25     voter roll of all of the incumbents in the city -- in the 







                            PACIFIC RIM REPORTING  (907) 272-4383         



�



                                                                        47







           1     municipality -- in the Anchorage municipality and one 



           2     House challenger who filed at APOC on May 17th.  That is a 



           3     challenger in what was then District 15, now as part of 



           4     the military district.  This address is east of Muldoon 



           5     and north of Deben.  And is the Democratic candidate who 



           6     ran in 2020 against the incumbent, current incumbent, 



           7     David Nelson, who is also uniquely in this very small 



           8     area.  



           9               And if you look at Exhibit 9, he answered the 



          10     question about the exclusion of that area west of Muldoon 



          11     and north of Deben.  In No. 5.  In No. 9 I show the two 



          12     addresses of the two political challengers being removed 



          13     from the Northeast Community Council area and 



          14     significantly diluting that neighborhood by assigning them 



          15     off the island.  



          16          Q    I'm not sure I'm tracking, Mr. Ruedrich.  Is 



          17     that to the detriment of Republicans or Democrats or are 



          18     you saying it diluted somebody based on their race or on 



          19     occupation or religion?  Or what's -- what's the concern?



          20          A    First of all, there has been this discussion 



          21     about East Anchorage should not be diluted.  The board 



          22     adopted a map that dilutes East Anchorage by removing that 



          23     northeast corner neighborhood and the Centennial Park 



          24     precinct, which is part of that Muldoon neighborhood.  The 



          25     map that was adopted clearly does not include those in 
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           1     northeast District 20 and puts two candidates in it.  



           2     Therefore, I would suggest that whoever did that might 



           3     have known where those people were.



           4          Q    And are they candidates of a particular party, 



           5     sir?



           6          A    One of each.



           7          Q    Okay.  



           8          A    Have been moved out of the greater Northeast 



           9     Community Council area, which is largely District 20, with 



          10     some subset of that population and significant minority 



          11     populations because, for example, Centennial Park, which 



          12     has 406 people -- I had my partner check on my way over 



          13     here today, and he sent me a text message confirming that 



          14     Centennial Park is a less than 45 percent Caucasian 



          15     population.  Therefore, it is a more than 55 percent 



          16     minority area that's been pulled out as part of a 



          17     dilution.  And there has been a lot of discussion about 



          18     dilution of this map.  



          19               Well, I think this needs to be considered as 



          20     something that already happened before we got to Senate 



          21     seats.



          22          Q    So you think that the East Anchorage plaintiffs, 



          23     they say the House plan is terrific, the Senate plan is no 



          24     good; and you are saying they should really be looking at 



          25     the House plan.  Is that your point?
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           1          A    Yes, sir.  



           2          Q    Okay.  You mentioned you talked to your partner.  



           3     Is that Steve Colligan?



           4          A    Yes, sir.  



           5          Q    And you and Mr. Colligan are both affiliated 



           6     with this organization, AFFER?



           7          A    Yes, sir.



           8          Q    And are you owners of -- is AFFER a business?  



           9     What is it?



          10          A    Steve is the official owner of the enterprise.  



          11     I work with him, for him.



          12          Q    And you mentioned that the Matanuska-Susitna 



          13     Borough is one of AFFER's clients, is that right?



          14          A    Yes, yes.



          15               MS. STONE:  Objection.  Foundation.  



          16     BY MR. SINGER:  



          17          Q    If you know.  Go ahead.  



          18          A    I'm sorry.  What was that?  



          19          Q    I think you mentioned earlier that the Mat-Su 



          20     Borough is one of AFFER's clients, is that correct?



          21               MS. STONE:  Objection.  Again, I believe that 



          22     misstates testimony.  I believe that Mr. Ruedrich said 



          23     they were previously -- at one point they have been a 



          24     client.  



          25               THE WITNESS:  Yes.
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           1     BY MR. SINGER:



           2          Q    Was the Mat-Su Borough one of your clients in 



           3     2021?



           4          A    Yes.



           5          Q    And have you -- have you interacted with Stacey 



           6     Stone in her role as an attorney for the Mat-Su Borough in 



           7     this matter?



           8          A    No.  



           9          Q    And so you and Mr. Colligan are both part of 



          10     AFFER, correct?



          11          A    Yes.



          12          Q    And you are working as an expert for the Calista 



          13     company.  We will talk about that next week.  And 



          14     Mr. Colligan is working as an expert for Mat-Su Borough, 



          15     is that right?



          16          A    That may be true.  I do not know the details of 



          17     that.



          18          Q    Was there -- did you and Mr. Colligan have a 



          19     discussion about dividing up the work or each taking a 



          20     different part of the -- of the litigation?



          21          A    I pointed out that I was going to be 



          22     representing -- working with Calista.  



          23          Q    Were you involved in discussions with the Mat-Su 



          24     Borough about whether to bring a lawsuit?  



          25          A    No.
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           1               MS. WELLS:  Mr. Singer, I would object.  This is 



           2     outside the scope of the testimony.  I know this is 



           3     different, but we called a witness via deposition, right?  



           4     So this is the -- similar to a direct testimony of an 



           5     opportunity to cross, I would represent.  So I think we 



           6     should stick within the scope of the testimony of the 



           7     witness that was given via deposition.  



           8               I mean, I haven't done anything like this 



           9     before, so if you want to object and say -- and differ in 



          10     your viewpoint, please do.  I mean, I just need to say 



          11     that for the record.



          12               MR. SINGER:  Okay.  I'm going to continue with 



          13     my questions.



          14     BY MR. SINGER:



          15          Q    Mr. Ruedrich, you -- you prepared a -- a chart 



          16     that you shared with the board regarding your ideas for 



          17     what you consider Senate pairings.  We looked at that 



          18     earlier today, is that right?



          19          A    Yes.



          20          Q    And is there anything wrong with a member of the 



          21     public or consultant providing recommendations to the 



          22     Alaska redistricting board about Senate pairings?



          23          A    No.  As a matter of fact, we asked to provide 



          24     information, as I indicated earlier, very early in the 



          25     process and then asked again on Friday, November 5, to 
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           1     prepare some for the following Monday.  



           2          Q    And looking at the chart that you provided with 



           3     your suggestions, I'm going to walk through your 



           4     recommendations.  You suggested in -- on the Kenai 



           5     Peninsula putting the Kodiak/Seward district with Nikiski 



           6     and Sterling, the North Kenai.  You remember that?



           7          A    Yes, sir.  



           8          Q    And the board did not adopt that pairing, did 



           9     it?



          10          A    No.  



          11          Q    You suggested putting Southwest Kenai with the 



          12     Kenai and Soldotna, is that correct?



          13          A    Yes.  



          14          Q    And the board did not adopt that pairing, 



          15     correct?



          16          A    That's correct.  



          17          Q    And you suggested pairing South Anchorage with 



          18     the Abbott Loop House district, and the board did not 



          19     adopt that pairing, did it?



          20          A    That is correct.  



          21          Q    You suggested pairing Oceanview with the Taku 



          22     neighborhood in Anchorage, and the board did not adopt 



          23     that pairing, did it?



          24          A    That is correct.  



          25          Q    You suggested pairing the Sand Lake neighborhood 
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           1     and the airport in Anchorage, and the board did not adopt 



           2     that pairing, did it?



           3          A    I believe for the record that they did adopt -- 



           4          Q    Actually, I'm -- yep.  Let me back up.  That's 



           5     the first one on the list.  I was looking at my notes 



           6     incorrectly.  Sand Lake and the airport, you recommended 



           7     that, and that is a Senate district in the proclamation, 



           8     correct?



           9          A    Yes.  



          10          Q    You suggested pairing Spenard neighborhood with 



          11     downtown Anchorage, and the board did not adopt that 



          12     Senate pairing?



          13          A    That is true.  



          14          Q    And you suggested combining the University 



          15     district and Mountain View House district, and the board 



          16     did not adopt that pairing, did it?



          17          A    That is correct.



          18          Q    You suggested pairing the Lower Hillside of 



          19     Anchorage with the Scenic Foothills neighborhood or South 



          20     Muldoon neighborhood, isn't that right?



          21          A    That is correct.



          22          Q    And the board did not adopt that pairing?



          23          A    That is true.



          24          Q    And -- and then you recommended or suggested 



          25     pairing the Chugach/Eagle River House district with the 
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           1     military base, and that's -- that's a Senate pairing that 



           2     the board did adopt, correct?



           3          A    Yes.  



           4          Q    And then rounding out Anchorage, you recommended 



           5     pairing North Muldoon House district with the South Eagle 



           6     River House districts and the board did not adopt that 



           7     Senate pairing either, correct?



           8          A    That is correct.



           9          Q    So of the ten recommendations that you had for 



          10     the board for the Kenai and Anchorage, the board adopted 



          11     two, is that right?



          12          A    I believe that's correct.  



          13          Q    So I think the inference here is that -- from 



          14     the East Anchorage plaintiffs, Mr. Ruedrich, is that you 



          15     were the puppet master conversing with   a board member -- 



          16               MS. WELLS:  Objection.   



          17               MR. SINGER:  Let me finish my question, then you 



          18     make an objection and then the witness will answer.  We 



          19     are not going to interrupt each other.



          20               MS. WELLS:  That's not a question.  



          21     BY MR. SINGER:  



          22          Q    Let me start over.  I believe the inference from 



          23     the East Anchorage plaintiffs, sir, is that you were the 



          24     puppet master.  And if we assume that's the inference, 



          25     were you a very effective puppet master in getting two out 
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           1     of ten of your recommendations?



           2          A    That is a batting average that wouldn't keep you 



           3     on a major league team as a utility player.  



           4          Q    And in fact, if we were to take dice and just 



           5     role the dice, we could get pretty close to two in ten, 



           6     correct?



           7          A    Don't know the statistics, but if you believe 



           8     that's a good characterization, I could probably agree.



           9               MR. SINGER:  Thank you, sir.  And on behalf of 



          10     the board, we appreciated your time commitment to this 



          11     process, your interest in the process, and we will look 



          12     forward to talking to you next week in your role as 



          13     Calista's expert witness.  Thank you, all.  Pass the 



          14     witness.  



          15               MS. WELLS:  I think we may want to check back in 



          16     with other parties to see if they have any questions.  



          17               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Yes.  Is there anything 



          18     further from anybody?



          19               MS. GARDNER:  Nothing from Calista.  This is Eva 



          20     Gardner.  



          21               MS. STONE:  Nothing from me.  This is Stacey.  



          22               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Any other parties?  Anything 



          23     further, Ms. Wells?



          24               MS. WELLS:  No, nothing further.  



          25               THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Okay.  Well, then, I'll close 
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           1     it out.  This concludes the deposition of Randy Ruedrich.  



           2     The time is 12:24.  



           3               (Proceedings adjourned at 12:24 p.m.)



           4               (Signature waived.)
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