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1 UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT 1 APPEARANCES
2 FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF ALABANVA 2
3 3 FOR THE M LLI GAN PLAI NTI FFS:
4 4 M CHAEL L. TURRILL
5 5 Attorney at Law
6 EVAN MLLIGAN, et al., ) 6 Hogan Lovells US LLP
7 ) Cl VIL CASE NO. 7 1999 Avenue of the Stars, Ste. 1400
8 Plaintiffs, ) 2:2021- Cv-01530- AW 8 Los Angeles, California 90067
9 VS ) VI DEO DEPOSI TI ON OF: 9 m chael . turrill @oganl ovel | s. com
10 JOHN MERRILL, et al., ) CHRI'S PRI NGLE 10
11 ) 11 KATHRYN SADASI VAN
12 Def endant s. ) 12 Attorney at Law
13 13 NAACP Legal Defense & Educational Fund
14 14 40 Rector Street, FL 5
15 15 New York, New York 10006
16 STI PULATI ONS 16 ksadasi van@aacpl df . org
17 I T I'S STI PULATED AND AGREED, by and between 17
18 the parties through their respective counsel, that 18 DEUEL RGSS (Via Zoom
19 the deposition of: 19 Attorney at Law
20 CHRI' S PRI NGLE, 20 NAACP Legal Defense & Educational Fund
21 may be taken before LeAnn Maroney, Notary Public, 21 700 14th Street N.W, Ste. 600
22 State at Large, at the law offices of Balch & 22 Washi ngton, DC 20005
23 Bingham 105 Tal |l apoosa Street, Montgonery, Al abama, 23 dross@aacpl df . org
24 36104, on Decenber 17, 2021, commencing at 9:14 a.m 24
25 25
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4 force and effect as if full conpliance had been had 4 Anerican Givil Liberties Union Foundation
5 with all laws and rules of Court relating to the 5 125 Broad Street
6 taking of depositions. 6 New York, New York 10004
7 7 dr osborough@cl u. org
8 IT 1S FURTHER STI PULATED AND AGREED that it 8
9 shall not be necessary for any objections to be nmade 9 KAI TLI N WELBORN
10 by counsel to any questions, except as to formor 10 LaTl SHA GOTELL FAULKS
11 | eadi ng questions, and that counsel for the parties 11 Attorneys at Law
12 may nmake objections and assign grounds at the tine 12 Anerican Civil Liberties Union of Al abana
13 of the trial, or at the tinme said deposition is 13 P. 0. Box 6179
14 offered in evidence, or prior thereto. 14 Mont gonery, Al abama 36106
15 15 kwel bor n@cl ual abana. org
16 16
17 FxH 17 FOR THE SI NGLETON PLAI NTI FFS: (Via Zoom)
18 18 JAMES URI AH BLACKSHER
19 19 Attorney at Law
20 20 825 Li nwood Road
21 21 Bi r mi ngham Al abama 35222
22 22 j ubl acksher @nai | . com
23 23
24 24
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1 FOR THE CASTER PLAINTI FFS: (Via Zoom) 1 I, LeAnn Maroney, a Court Reporter of
2 DAN OSHER 2 Birmingham Al abama, and a Notary Public for the
3 Attorney at Law 3 State of Al abamm at Large, acting as comni ssioner,
4 Eli as Law G oup 4 certify that on this date, pursuant to the Federal
5 10 G Street NE, Ste. 600 5 Rules of Civil Procedure and the foregoing
6 Washi ngton, DC 20002 6 stipulation of counsel, there cane before me on
7 dosher @l i as. | aw 7 Decenber 17, 2021, CHRIS PRINGLE, witness in the
8 8 above cause, for oral exam nation, whereupon the
9 FOR DEFENDANT JOHN H MERRILL: 9 follow ng proceedings were had:
10 JI M DAVI S 10 Foxok ok
11 Assi stant Attorney General 11 THE VI DECGRAPHER: This marks the
12 Ofice of the Attorney General 12 beginning of the deposition of Chris Pringle in the
13 501 Washi ngt on Avenue 13 matter of Evan MIlligan, et al., versus John H
14 Mont gonery, Al abama 36130 14 Merrill, et al., Cvil Case Nunmber 2:21-CV-01530- AWM
15 j i mdavi s@l abamaag. gov 15 filed in the United States District Court for the
16 16 Northern District of Alabama. The date is Decenber
17 FOR THE DEFENDANTS JI M McCLENDON & CHRI'S PRI NGLE: 17 17, 2021. The time is 9:14 a.m
18 DORVAN WALKER 18 Al attorneys present, will you please
19 Attorney at Law 19 state your nanmes and whom you represent.
20 Bal ch & Bi ngham 20 MS. VELBORN: Kaitlin Welborn fromthe
21 105 Tal | apoosa Street, Ste. 200 21 ACLU of Al abana representing the plaintiffs.
22 Mont gonery, Al abama 36104 22 MS. FAULKS: LaTisha Gotell Faul ks, ACLU
23 dwal ker @al ch. com 23 of Al abama, representing the plaintiffs.
24 24 MR, WALKER: Dorman Wl ker, Balch &
25 25 Bingham representing the intervenor defendants,
Page 5 Page 7
1 ALSO PRESENT: 1 Senator Jim MC endon and Representative Chris
2 Pai ge Al'i, Videographer 2 Pringle.
3 El i zabet h Bagget t 3 MR DAVIS: Jim Davis, Al abama Attorney
4 4 CGeneral's office, representing Secretary of State
5 5 John Merrill.
6 I NDE X 6 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Al |l attorneys on
7 MS. VEELBORN: 9-120 7 Zoom
8 MR OSHER: 120- 125 8 MS. SADASIVAN:  This is Kathryn
9 MR BLACKSHER: 125-140 9 Sadasivan from LDF for the MIligan plaintiffs.
10 MR DAVI S: 140- 141 10 MR, RCSS: Deuel Ross for the MIligan
11 11 plaintiffs.
12 EXHI BI T LI ST 12 MR TURRILL: M chael Turrill for the
13 PACE 13 Mlligan plaintiffs.
14 Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 - 12 14 MR OSHER: Hi. This is Dan Gsher from
15 (Depo notice) 15 Elias Law Group representing the Caster plaintiffs.
16 Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 - 52 16 Good to see you all.
17 (Reapportionnment Guidelines) 17 MR WALKER: Good to see you, Dan.
18 Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 - 55 18 MR, ROSBORQUGH: Good morning. |'m
19 (Proposed gui del i nes handout) 19 Davin Rosborough for the MIligan plaintiffs.
20 Plaintiff's Exhibit 4 - 104 20 MS. EBENSTEIN: Julie Ebenstein for the
21 (Transcript of 10-26-21) 21 MIligan plaintiffs.
22 Plaintiff's Exhibit 5 - 116 22 MR BLACKSHER:  Ji m Bl acksher for the
23 (Transcript of 11-1-21) 23 Singleton plaintiffs.
24 Plaintiff's Exhibit 6 - 119 24 MS. BAGCETT: Elizabeth Baggett. |'ma
25 (2021 Congressional map) 25 law clerk with the ACLU, not an attorney, for the
Page 6 age 8
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1 Mlligan plaintiffs. 1A 2003.
2 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Court reporter, will 2 Q And what was the case?
3 you please swear in the witness. 3 A M. Bl acksher, redistricting.
4 CHRI' S PRI NGLE, 4 Q Ckay. And what was it -- it was about
5 having been duly sworn, was examined and testified 5 redistricting. Do you know what the result of that
6 as follows: 6 case was?
7 THE REPORTER: Usual stipul ations? 7 A No.
8 Ms. WELBORN:  Yes. 8 Q So I'll just go over some key rules of
9 MR WALKER:  Yeah. Kaitlin, that neans 9 the road as a refresher. 1'Il ask the questions.
10 -- okay. 10 And if you don't understand a question, |et nme know,
11 MS. VELBORN:  Yes, | understand. 11 just like you did just now. And if you answer a
12 EXAM NATI ON BY MS. VEELBORN: 12 question, | wll assume that you understood that
13 Q Representative Pringle, ny nane is 13 question. Is that fair?
14 Kaitlin Welborn fromthe ACLU of Al abama. | 14 A Yes.
15 represent the MIligan plaintiffs. 15 Q The court reporter is here, and she's
16 Coul d you please state your full name 16 typing everything you and | say and everybody el se
17 for the record? 17 says. And she'll type everything said by anyone in
18 A Chri st opher Paul Pringle. 18 the roomor on Zoom
19 Q And do you understand that you're 19 It's really inportant that only one
20 testifying under oath right now? 20 person speaks at a time. So if you could just allow
21 A I do. 21 ne to finish ny questions and sentences, and |'Ill do
22 Q I's there anything that might prevent you 22 ny best to allow you to finish your answers before
23 from understandi ng ny questions or answering 23 junping on to the next question. Ckay?
24 truthfully today? 24 I'd like to introduce ny first exhibit,
25 A No. 25 which is the deposition notice.
Page 9 Page 11
1Q Are you represented by a | awyer today? 1 MR WALKER: Are you -- are you
2 A Yes. 2 nunbering these sequentially fromthe |ast --
3 Q And who is that |awer? 3 MS. WELBORN: We'll start over. So this
4 A Dor man Wl ker . 4 will be Plaintiff's Exhibit Nunber 1.
5Q And is he the sane | awer who represents 5
6 plaintiffs -- or defendants in this |awsuit? 6 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 was
7 A Yes. 7 mar ked for identification.)
8 Q And -- 8
9 MR WALKER |'mnot sure what the 9 Q So have you seen this docunment before?
10 question is. 10 A Yes, ma' am
11 A The defendants are -- 11 Q And wi t hout disclosing the content of
12 MS. VELBORN: That's okay. 12 any discussions with your attorney, what did you do
13 Q The intervenors. He represents the 13 to prepare for your deposition today?
14 intervenors -- 14 A W nmet yesterday to discuss the
15 A Yes. 15 deposition.
16 Q -- is that correct? Okay. 16 Q Wth M. \Wal ker?
17 And are you paying M. Wl ker to be your 17 A Yes.
18 | awyer today? 18 Q Wth anybody el se?
19 A No. 19 A M. Davis and Senator M endon.
20 Q And do you assune that the State of 20 Q Okay. And for how | ong did you neet?
21 Al abama is paying M. \Walker to be your |awer? 21 A An hour an 45 mnutes, two hours maybe.
22 A Yes. 22 It wasn't |ong.
23 Q Have you ever been deposed before? 23 Q Ckay. And other than Senator M endon,
24 A One tinme. 24 did you neet with anyone who's not an attorney?
25 Q And when was that? 25 A No.
Page 10 Page 12
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1 MS. WELBORN: |'msorry. | don't know 1 governnent, | couldn't even tell you.
2 if you're an attorney or not. 2 Q And that's your legislative --
3 MR McCLENDON:  No. 3 A Yes.
4 MB. VELBORN: I'mfromDC. | just 4 Q -- enail address?
5 assune everybody is an attorney. 5 Do you have any other email accounts?
6 MR WALKER: He's an eye doctor, if you 6 A No.
7 have any issues there. But he's not an attorney. 7 Q Do you have an email account for any
8 M5. VELBORN:  Well, clearly, | do. 8 PAC, for exanple?
9 Q Ckay. And did you review any docunents 9 A No.
10 for today? 10 Q So everything goes to either your
11 A No. 11 legislative account or your personal account?
12 Q Ckay. You didn't review the conplaint 12 A Yes.
13 for this case? 13 Q Okay. Do you have any personal soci al
14 A No. 14 nmedi a accounts?
15 Q And have you di scussed this case with 15 A I have a Facebook page.
16 anyone other than your attorney, M. Davis, and 16 Q So Twitter, anything |ike that, for
17 Senator MO endon? 17 personal use?
18 A No. 18 A Not for me, no.
19 Q And have you di scussed your deposition 19 Q Ckay.
20 with anyone? 20 A I mean, there -- there are Twitter
21 A | told people | was being deposed. But 21 accounts for ne, but | didn't use them | didn't --
22 that was the extent of it. 22 they had ny name on them but | never used them
23 Q Okay. And who first told you that this 23 Q Ckay. And on your personal Facebook
24 lawsuit had been fil ed? 24 account, it's just your name on the account; is that
25 A Was this the one that was filed before 25 correct?
Page 13 Page 15
1 we even introduced a bill? 1A Yes.
2 Q No. 2 Q Ckay. And have you been involved in any
3 A Ckay. So | have no recollection. 3 lawsuits other than the redistricting one with
4 Q And who first told you that your 4 M. Bl acksher?
5 deposition had been requested? 5A No.
6 A My attorney. 6 Q Okay. What's the highest |evel of
7 Q And when was that? Do you renenber? 7 education that you've conpleted?
8 A Shortly after y'all noticed it. 8 A A graduate of the University of Al abama.
9 Q Okay. Wich was -- 9 Q And when was that?
10 A Just a couple of days ago. 10 A August 11th 1984.
11 Q Just a few days ago. 11 Q And what degree did you obtain?
12 Are you being conpensated by anyone to 12 A | got a degree in comunications with a
13 be here today? 13 mnor in political science.
14 A I'mgetting ny usual |egislative per 14 Q Okay. Do you have any certificates or
15 diemfor travel, which all state enpl oyees are 15 any specialties, any certifications in anything?
16 entitled to. 16 A I'ma licensed realtor. |I'ma |icensed
17 Q Right. And do you expect to be 17 homebuilder. [I'ma |icensed general contractor.
18 conpensated in any way if you testify at trial? 18 And until | let it expire, | was a certified control
19 A I will receive the sane conpensation for 19 burn specialist.
20 travel that all state enployees are entitled to. 20 THE REPORTER: Control what?
21 Q Ckay. Do you have an emmil account? 21 A Control burn. You know when you see the
22 A Yes. 22 woods on fire? Quys like me are burning it on
23 Q And what is that email account? 23 purpose.
24 A My private personal is 24 Q Ckay. Well, if | need to fix anything
25 chrispringl e@out herntinberl ands.com M state 25 in ny apartnent, it sounds like you're the person to
Page 14 Page 16
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cone to.
A I don't fight fires.
Q Vell, no fires. | hope there's not a

fire in nmy apartnent.

So what do you do for a living other
than burn things?
A |

actually quit doing that. | ama real

estate agent with Southern Tinberlands. W

© 00 N O g b~ W N PP

specialize in tinberland sales and acquisitions.

10 And | ama licensed honebuilder and a |icensed
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ChrisPringle
12/17/2021
So seven years now. | nean seven years ny second
term
Q Ckay.
A So about 15 years.
Q And currently are you on any conmttees?
A Yes.
Q Wi ch ones?
A I chair the conmmittee on state
government. | am cochai rman of the house --

cochai rman of the reapportionment commttee. |

Page 18

11 general contractor. | build houses, hunting canps, 11 serve on constitution, canpaigns, and el ections;
12 and | do conmercial renodeling work. 12 internal affairs; the oversight committee of public
13 Q Wio so is your enployer? [|'msorry. 13 exami ners; contract review. | believe that's all.
14 A Sout hern Ti nber | ands. 14 Q Okay. And during your first stint in
15 Q Okay. And so all of those, the realtor 15 the legislature -- so that's your first two terns.
16 and being a contractor, et cetera, that's all for 16 I'1l just refer to it as your first stint. |s that
17 that conpany, correct? 17 okay?
18 A No. 18 A That's fine.
19 Q No? 19 Q O is there a different termthat you --
20 A M/ real estate license is held at 20 A That works.
21 Southern Tinberlands, a division of Cooper & 21 Q -- prefer?
22 Conpany, |ncorporated. 22 Ckay. And what district did you
23 Q Ckay. 23 represent at that time?
24 A My contracting |icense are held under 24 A 101.
25 Chris Pringle, Incorporated. 25 Q Ckay. So the same district?

Page 17 Page 19
1Q Ckay. Any other enployers? 1A Yes.
2 A Al abama House of Representatives. 2 Q And were you on any committees then?
3 Q Right. And at Southern Tinberl ands, 3 A Yes.
4 what's your title? 4 Q Do you renenber whi ch ones?
5A Real tor, agent. 5A I know | served on reapportionnent. |
6 Q Right. Okay. And how |long have you 6 served on boards and conmi ssions, | served on
7 worked there? 7 health, | served on constitution, canpaigns, and
8 A 27 plus years. 8 elections, | served on contract review. And that's
9 Q Ckay. And how | ong have you been a 9 all | can renenber right now
10 contractor? 10 Q Ckay. Did you chair any of those
11 A Si nce about 2007. 11 comittees?
12 Q And what's your current role in the 12 A No.
13 legislature? 13 Q Ckay. |'msorry.
14 A I"ma state representative from House 14 A We were in the supermnority at that
15 District 101 in Mbile. 15 tinme.
16 Q I'"msorry. Could you repeat that? 16 Q Right. Well, were you the ranking
17 A State representative from House District 17 nenber in any of the committees?
18 101. 18 A No.
19 Q Okay. And what portion of the state is 19 Q And why did you | eave office?
20 that? 20 A | decided not to run and sought higher
21 A Mobi | e. 21 office and was defeated.
22 Q Ckay. And how | ong have you been in 22 Q And other than serving in the house of
23 office? 23 representatives, have you served in any other public
24 A I was elected in 1994. | served two 24 office?
25 terms. | left in 2002. | was re-elected in '14. 25 A No.

Page 20
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1Q Ckay. And you nentioned that you were 1A No.
2 on the reapportionnment conmittee during your 2 Q So the 2002 congressional map, can you
3 first -- 3 be alittle nore specific about what your
4 A Yes. 4 involvenent was in helping to draw that map?
5Q -- stint in the legislature. So you 5 A Virtually none.
6 were involved in the redistricting process, correct? 6 Q Ckay.
7 A Yes. 7 A Those maps were drawn off -- what we
8 Q And what role did you have in the 8 call off canpus. They were not drawn in the state
9 redistricting process? 9 house.
10 A I was the ranking minority party menber 10 Q Can you expl ain nore about what that
11 in the house, not the senate. 11 neans?
12 Q Ckay. For the republicans, the mnority 12 A They were drawn by sonebody off -- they
13 party, correct? 13 were not drawn in the reapportionnent office in the
14 A Yes. 14 state house.
15 Q And why did you becone involved in 15 Q Ckay. So they were drawn by somebody
16 redistricting? 16 other than someone in the |egislature?
17 A Congr essman Sonny Cal | ahan, who | had 17 A Yes.
18 previously worked for in Washington, wanted me to 18 Q Do you know who that was?
19 serve on the committee because they were trying to 19 A No.
20 draw himout of his district. He believed they were 20 Q Did you work with anyone to change the
21 trying to draw himout of his district. Let nme -- 21 map at all?
22 Q | see. Any other reason? 22 A Yes.
23 A No, ma'am | |ike serving. 23 Q Who was that?
24 Q And so that redistricting process ended 24 A Randy H naman.
25 in 2001; is that correct? 25 Q Ckay. And what did you do with hin®
Page 21 Page 23
1A January of 2002. 1A We were in contact with Congressman
2 Q O 2002. Ckay. 2 Callahan. And he was in contact with the other
3 A In the special session. 3 nenbers of the congressional del egati on who had
4 Q Okay. So the special session was in 4 actually -- this is nmy nenory, now.
5 January of 200272 5Q Sure.
6 A Yes, ma'am 6 A The nmenbers of congress hired
7 Q Ckay. And what was the result of that 7 M. Hinaman to represent themon drawi ng --
8 redistricting? 8 redrawi ng the congressional maps in 2002.
9 A The denocratic | eadership drew the plans 9 Q And so ultimately do you know who drew
10 and passed them 10 the 2002 nap?
11 Q And how did you becone a cochair -- I'm 11 A I do not know who the denocrats
12 sorry. Wiat is your role in the 2021 redistricting 12 retained, no, ma'am
13 process? 13 Q Okay. But it was the denpcratic party
14 A I mthe house cochairman. 14 of Al abama?
15 Q Ckay. And is that a nonpartisan role? 15 A They had sonebody, yes. | don't know
16 A I was el ected by the nenbers of the -- 16 who.
17 the house nenbers of the committee. 17 Q Do you know the general nethod that was
18 Q Ckay. And why did you decide to seek 18 used to draw the map?
19 that role? 19 A I would -- |I'massuming that the
20 A The house nmenber that chaired it prior 20 guidelines we adopted in 2002 were used by themto
21 to nme was |eaving, and we needed sonebody with 21 draw the 2002 pl an.
22 experience to step up and be the house chairman. 22 Q Do you know the software that was used
23 Q And other than currently and the 2002 23 to draw the naps?
24 redistricting cycle, have you been involved in any 24 A No, ma'am
25 other redistricting process? 25 Q Do you know the data that was used to
Page 22 Page 24
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1 draw the maps? 1A Now, we're talking just the
2 A No, ma' am 2 congressional plan, correct?
3 Q So the 1992 congressional nmaep created 3 Q Yes. That's right. And that's
4 the first majority black congressional district in 4 throughout this -- throughout the deposition we're
5 Al abama history. That's District 7. Do you know if 5 referring to the congressional plans. [If we refer
6 that nmap served as the starting point for the 2002 6 to any other plans, |I'Il make sure to be nore
7 congressional map? 7 specific
8 A You are -- that is the Reed Buskey plan, 8 MR OSHER: |'msorry to interrupt
9 correct? 9 Wuld it be possible to mbve the microphone a little
10 Q To be honest, | don't know. | don't 10 closer to the w tness?
11 know the answer to that question. 11 (Di scussion held off the record.)
12 A I"mpretty sure that's what we refer to 12 Q Okay. So for the 2001 congressiona
13 as the Reed Buskey plan. 13 map, do you know the -- did you know the racia
14 Q Ckay. 14 makeup of districts other than District 7?
15 A That was -- that was the first time that 15 A No.
16 a map was drawn where a mpjority mnority 16 Q Did you know the racial makeup of
17 congressional district was created. 17 District 7?
18 Q And so -- 18 A No. | mean, after the maps were passed
19 A And | know that the guidelines in 2002 19 yes, we knew it
20 said we shall use the core of existing districts and 20 Q Okay.
21 not -- use the core of existing districts. 21 A But going into it --
22 Q Ckay. So is it fair to say that Reed -- 22 Q Do you recall what they were?
23 well, who drew the 1992 nap? You don't know? 23 A No.
24 A I just knowit's referred as the Reed 24 Q And do you know if the legislature
25 Buskey pl an because Representative Buskey and | 25 considered race in drawing any districts other than
Page 25 Page 27
1 served together, and he's a personal friend of mne. 1 District 7?
2 Q Ckay. So you said that it was in the 2 A I'n 20017
3 legislative guidelines to maintain the cores of 3 Q That's right
4 prior districts? 4 A Those maps were drawn of f canpus
5A If | remenber the 2002 gui delines 5 That's the reason that ten-day rule comes into --
6 correctly, that's been a |longstanding tradition of 6 into play. If you draw a map outside of the
7 the Al abama | egislature. 7 legislature reapportionnent office, you have to
8 Q Ckay. Do you know if it was -- and 8 submit it ten days before it can be introduced into
9 we're talking still about the 2002 redistricting 9 the legislature so it can be put into the conputer
10 process -- if it was a primary goal of the 10 and anal yzed
11 legislature to keep the racial denographics of each 11 And those maps were drawn exactly ten
12 district the sane? 12 days out at the last mnute before the specia
13 A I couldn't answer that. | don't know. 13 session in 2020 -- in 2002
14 Q Ckay. So you wouldn't knowif it was a 14 Q And when did that rule come into play?
15 primary goal to keep about a 60 percent bl ack 15 A It was there in 2002. Now, when it came
16 population in District 77 16 into the guidelines, | don't know
17 A | don't renenber. | have no -- no 17 Q Ckay. Do you know if in -- during the
18 recol |l ection of that. 18 2001-2002 process if any |legislators advocated for
19 Q Do you know if the |egislature took into 19 two majority black districts?
20 account any other characteristics other than keeping 20 A Not to ny recollection
21 the core of each district the same? 21 Q And if the 2000 -- well, did you vote
22 A I'n 20027 22 for the 2002 congressional map? Did you vote to
23 Q Yes. 23 approve it?
24 A No, ma' am 24 A Yes.
25 Q Ckay. 25 Q And if --

Page 26

Page 28
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1A To the best of ny recollection, | did. 1A We adopted the guidelines. If you read
2 It protected Congressman Sonny Callahan and his 2 the guidelines, they lay out what we expect the
3 district, so I'massuming | voted for it. 3 committee and the plans to | ook |ike, to respect
4 Q Okay. And all of this is to the best of 4 communities of interest, not to pit incunbents
5 your -- 5 agai nst each other. There's a whole list of things
6 A Yes. 6 that we put into the guidelines that we wanted to
7 Q -- recollection. 7 see in our plans.
8 A Yes. 8 And M. Hinanman was given those
9 Q If the 2002 map had contained two 9 guidelines and instructed to draw those plans in a
10 nmgjority black districts, would you have voted for 10 race-neutral nmanner follow ng the guidelines and
11 it? 11 work with nmenbers of congress in how they wanted
12 A I can't answer that. 12 their districts drawn.
13 Q Why not ? 13 Q And as a nmenber of the reapportionnent
14 A Because | didn't |ook at how they woul d 14 committee, do you have any input on how the
15 have drawn it. 15 congressional maps are drawn?
16 Q Ckay. 16 A We voted on the guidelines.
17 A It was never presented to ne. So | 17 Q Ckay. You voted on --
18 can't tell you how | would vote on something |'ve 18 A We gave -- we gave M. Hinaman the
19 never seen. 19 guidelines and told himto follow those guidelines
20 Q Do you think that the legislature as a 20 and to draw those -- those maps in a race-neutral
21 whol e woul d have approved a congressional nmap |ike 21 nmanner.
22 that? 22 Q Okay. Any other way that the menbers of
23 A I"mnot going to speak to that. 23 the reapportionment commttee are involved in
24 Q Did you play a role in the 2011 24 drawi ng the congressional map?
25 congressional redistricting process? 25 A Once they were finished, we |ooked at
Page 29 Page 31
1A No. 1 themin conmmittee.
2 Q Ckay. And do you happen to know, even 2 Q Ckay. And anything el se?
3 though you weren't there, if the 2001 congressional 3 A Not that | can remenber right now.
4 map or 2002 congressional map was considered as the 4 Q Ckay. And what are your
5 starting point for the 2011 congressional nap? 5 responsibilities as the cochair of the
6 A No. 6 reapportionnent commttee?
7 Q So you are the cochair of the 7 A W -- we set -- we oversaw the public
8 reapportionment committee for this year's 8 hearings, the 28 public hearings we had dealing with
9 congressional redistricting process. What does it 9 congressional, state board of education, state
10 nean to be the cochair of the reapportionment 10 senate, and state house maps and districts.
11 committee? 11 And | worked with nenbers of the Al abama
12 A I work with nenbers of the Al abana house 12 house to work on their districts and what they
13 on drawing their districts, their legislative 13 wanted and how we could address communities of
14 districts. 14 interest.
15 Q And for congress, as well? 15 But on congressional, | allowed
16 A No. 16 M. Hinaman to neet with menbers of congress and
17 Q So who works on the congressional map? 17 take the information we gathered in the public
18 A M. Hinaman worked with nenbers of 18 hearings that was available to himand the
19 congress to help -- for themto draw the maps. 19 guidelines.
20 Q Ckay. 20 Q Any ot her responsibilities?
21 A To have input fromthe menbers of 21 A Not that | can think of right now
22 congress on their districts, what they wanted. 22 Q And so what was the starting point for
23 Q So what is the role of the 23 drawi ng the 2021 congressional nmap?
24 reapportionment committee with respect to 24 A I woul d say the guidelines. And part of
25 congressional maps or the congressional map? 25 our guidelines are preserve the core of the existing
Page 30 Page 32
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1 districts and not pit incunbents against each other. 1A Probably 2019. You know, we were
2 Q And so is it fair to say that the 2011 2 working on trying to come up with some type of
3 congressional map served as the starting point for 3 schedule. But with the census being del ayed and
4 the 2021 congressional map? 4 getting the nunbers so late, we were working on a
5A I would assune it would. But |I wasn't 5 schedul e of public hearings and working on the
6 there when M. H naman started drawi ng them 6 guidelines
7 Q Did you instruct himto use the 2011 map 7 Q Do you remenber when in 2019 you
8 as a starting point? 8 started?
9 A | mean, the guidelines say preserve the 9 A No, ma' am
10 core of the existing districts. So | would assune 10 Q So what was your first step?
11 that if the commttee told himto start with the 11 A We had a -- the first step was actually
12 core of the existing districts, he would start with 12 getting nme reel ected house chairman after the 2018
13 the core of the existing districts. 13 election. Because | was -- | assuned -- | cane on
14 Q Which is the 2011 congressional map, 14 the commttee in 2000 and, | want to tell you, 17
15 correct? 15 when M. Davis stepped down. And then after the
16 A Yes, ma'am 16 election, | had to be reelected by ny colleagues to
17 Q And just really quickly going back to 17 serve as the house -- the house cochairman
18 the 2001, 2002 redistricting process. You nentioned 18 Then we began the process of updating
19 that it was a priority to protect Senator Callahan's 19 the guidelines to conformw th what we considered to
20 district, correct? 20 be the law dealing with reapportionnent and
21 A For Sonny Call ahan, yes, and ne. 21 redistricting to make sure our guidelines conplied
22 Q And for you? 22 with the | aw
23 A Yes. 23 Then we had extensive conversations
24 Q Right. Did you have any ot her 24 M. Davis and M. Dorman and Senator MC endon and
25 priorities for the 2002 congressi onal map? 25 |, in the reapportionnment office about public
Page 33 Page 35
1A No. Just protect the congressman -- 1 hearings and how we were going to address public
2 Q Ckay. 2 hearings, which all changed because of COVID- 19
3 A -- who | worked for at one tine. 3 We began the process of |aying out
4 Q Right. So you were -- you worked for 4 those -- tal king about those neetings and where we
5 himbefore you were in the -- 5 were going to have them and how we were going to
6 A Yes. 6 publicize themand conduct them
7 Q -- Al abama | egislature. So when you 7 Q Ckay. So do you recall when you first
8 were in the Al abama | egislature, you wanted to 8 started thinking about updating the reapportionnment
9 protect his seat, correct? 9 gui del i nes?
10 A Yes. 10 A 2019, 2000. | can't renenber the exact
11 Q Okay. So that was really your 11 date. But that was one of the first things we
12 notivation? 12 addressed, nmking sure our guidelines were updated
13 A Yes. 13 based on the current reapportionnment |aw and court
14 Q Anyt hi ng el se? 14 cases
15 A I was trying to see if we could draw 15 Q Is it required to update the guidelines
16 legislative districts. But that's not the point 16 every redistricting cycle?
17 today. 17 A Vel l, the | aw changes. So yes, you have
18 Q I'"msorry? 18 to update your guidelines. | mean, the courts are
19 A State legislative districts, also. 19 constantly telling us -- handing down their rulings
20 Q Ri ght. 20 And we have to update based on those rulings
21 A But that was a different story. 21 Q But it's not required by Al abama |aw or
22 Q Ckay. Thank you. 22 by any legislative rule to update the guidelines
23 So now back to today's redistricting 23 every -- you know, every cycle?
24 process. Wien did you first start planning for the 24 A | can't imagine not updating the
25 2021 redistricting process? 25 guidelines going into this process if you know the

Page 34

Page 36

Page: 9 (33 - 36)



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

Filed 01/29/25 Page 11 of 184

Evan Milligan,et al v. John H.Merrill, et al. ChrisPringle
12/17/2021

1 law has changed. You have to. 1Q And then what happened after that point?

2 Q If you could just give a broad overview 2 A We worked right up to the last possible
3 or atineline of the 2021 redistricting process for 3 minute drawing those -- neeting with menbers, trying
4 me. 4 to adjust the districts to make sure the nmenbers
5A W were supposed to receive our initial 5 were happy with them

6 nunmbers at the end of January. Then they -- then we 6 But |'mtal king about the state

7 were going to get our finals in April. 7 legislature.

8 Q I'"msorry? 8 Q Right. Right.

9 A We were supposed to get our initial -- 9 A The congressional, M. Hnaman net with
10 if | remenber this correctly, we were supposed to 10 the nmenbers of congress, and he worked on that. He
11 get our initial census nunmbers in, | think, January. 11 -- | didn't. | was busy working on the state house.
12 Yeah, January. And then we would get our final 12 Q Okay. For the congressional districts,
13 nunbers in April. 13 what happened for you in between the public hearings
14 That all got bunped to -- we didn't get 14 and the reapportionment conmttee neeting at the end
15 any nunbers until the nmiddle of the August. And we 15 of Cctober?

16 were trying to work out a schedul e of public 16 A M. H naman nmet with the nenbers of
17 hearings fromthe spring and the sumrer. But we 17 congress. | did not.
18 couldn't -- we couldn't engage in those public 18 Q Did you do anything el se during that
19 hearings because we had no nunbers. 19 time with respect to the congressional map?
20 And when we finally got our nunbers in 20 A No, ma'am The closest | came, | wal ked
21 the mddle of August, we imediately -- we laid out 21 in the roomand he was on a teamcall wth a nmenber
22 a series of public hearings, sent a notice to all 22 of congress. | picked up ny paper and wal ked out of
23 the nmenbers of the committee. | think it was 22 23 the room | wasn't there but just a nminute.
24 public hearings we had -- we proposed. 24 Q Ckay.
25 Representative Hall sent us a letter 25 A | didn't participate in any of those
e 37 Page 39

1 requesting six additional public hearings in various 1 neetings.

2 parts of the state. W accepted her request and 2 Q And what happened -- |'mjust trying to

3 added the six additional public hearings Ms. Hall 3 get like a tineline of events rather than the

4 asked for, then published a list to everybody in the 4 specifics.

5 nedia and advertised that those are the public 5 So after the reapportionment committee

6 hearings we would be holding all over the state. As 6 met on, | think, Cctober 26th of 2020, what happened

7 soon as we could get it to, we got it to. 7 after that point?

8 And as soon as those neetings were over, 8 A W adopted the plans. And we were in

9 we took that information and began draw ng 9 special session dealing with the prisons. So we
10 districts. Because the secretary of state had given 10 went -- we went straight into special session
11 us a deadline of the 1st of Novenber to have our 11 dealing with the prison system
12 plans passed in order for all the work behind the 12 I was not there that week. | was only
13 scenes that has to be done to get ready for the next 13 there one day. | had a prior contractual obligation
14 election to occur. 14 to finish a construction project that | had to stay
15 Q So you started drawi ng the maps after 15 on. So | came one day that week, and that was it.

16 the public hearings; is that correct? 16 Q Okay. And regarding redistricting, what
17 A Yes, ma' am 17 was the first thing that happened for redistricting
18 Q Ckay. And when you said "we," who do 18 after the reapportionment conmittee on Cctober 26th?
19 you nean? 19 A I don't understand the question.

20 A Wl I, Randy H naman. And we began 20 Q Wl |, what happened next? How --

21 meeting with the individual house menbers about 21 eventually the maps were passed and signed by the

22 their -- their individual districts. 22 governor, including the congressional map. So they

23 Q Ckay. But for the congressional nap, 23 made it out of the reapportionnent conmittee. Then

24 you nean prinmarily M. H naman? 24 what happened?

25 A Yes. 25 A They made it out of the conmittee. They
Page 38 Page 40
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1 becane public. And when we went into the special 1A | can't answer that. That's
2 session for redistricting, they were introduced in 2 speculation. | don't know.
3 bill form 3 Q Okay. Wen you said that you were
4 Q Okay. And can you explain in sort of a 4 protecting Representative Callahan's seat, what does
5 School house Rock way how that bill becarme a | aw? 5 that nean?
6 A It was brought up -- it was introduced 6 A There was a plan produced that used the
7 into the house. It passed. It was assigned to the 7 Mobile ship channel to come up. They turned and
8 state governnent conmittee where it passed. |t was 8 used the Dog River channel. And they hit
9 given a second reading on the floor. It was put on 9 Congressman Cal | ahan's property line, and they came
10 the calendar. It was brought up on the floor, and 10 down his property line to the road and went up the
11 it was passed by the nmenbers of the Al abama house of 11 road to the other side and back down his property
12 representatives. 12 line and back out into the Dog River ship channel
13 Q And then what happened? 13 and back out into the Mbile ship channel. They
14 A It was sent to the senate -- 14 carved just his house into the 1st congressiona
15 Q Ckay. 15 district and sent it all the way to Dothan
16 A -- where it went to conmittee, went to 16 Q So what was your -- what was your
17 the floor, and passed, was signed by the governor. 17 response to that?
18 Q So | just wanted to make sure that | had 18 A It's quicker to drive to Huntsville
19 the full -- the full process. 19 Al abama, from Mbile than it is to drive to Dothan
20 A Al'l nine steps occurred. 20 Think about that. |It's quicker for us to get in a
21 Q Okay. Well, I'mglad that | paid 21 car and drive to Huntsville, Alabama, than it is to
22 attention to School house Rock, then. 22 drive to Dothan or Henry County. The congressman
23 I'msorry to keep junping back and 23 was adanmant that we would not do that to him
24 forth, but I"mjust going to go back to the 2001, 24 Q So what was the ideal outcome of the --
25 2002 process really quickly. 25 of that situation?
Page 41 Page 43
1 Which district did Representative 1A We kept the core of the existing 1st
2 Call ahan represent? 2 Congressional District intact. W kept Washington
3 A The 1st congressional district. 3 O arke, Mbile, Mnroe, Escanbia, and Bal dwin
4 Q And what area of the state is that? 4 County.
5 A At that tinme, it was Mbile, Washington, 5Q Ckay. And what about Representative
6 C arke, Mnroe, Escanbia, and Bal dwin County. 6 Call ahan's house?
7 Q Ckay. 7 A Al'l of Mbile County was in the
8 A | believe it lost Wlcox County in -- | 8 district
9 believe the Buskey Reed plan took WIcox County out 9 Q Ckay
10 of the 1st congressional district, | believe. 10 A Al of Mbile, all of Baldwin, all of
11 Q Okay. And do you renenber the racial 11 Washington, all of Mnroe, all of Escanbia. And
12 makeup of Representative Callahan's district? 12 believe that was the first time C arke County was
13 A No, ma'am 13 split to achieve zero deviation
14 Q Do you have any sense at all? 14 Q So your aimwas -- is it fair to say
15 A No, ma' am 15 that your aimwas to keep Senator Callahan's
16 Q 10 percent black, 90 percent black? 16 residence within his district?
17 A No, ma' am 17 A Yes, ma'am
18 Q None at all? 18 Q Ckay. |s that what you mean by
19 A No. 19 protecting his district?
20 Q Let's say that Representative Callahan's 20 A Vell, | nean, to draw just the lot his
21 district had -- previously had 40 percent bl ack 21 house is on out of the district using a ship channe
22 population. If, in the redistricting cycle, his 22 or a boat channel, we didn't consider that to be
23 district had an increase of black voters in the 23 reasonabl e
24 district to 50 percent, would that be sonething that 24 Q So what woul d be reasonabl e?
25 you woul d have supported? 25 A Vell, | nean, they didn't have the

Page 42
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1 Gngles test then. But we didn't consider that to 1 neeting?
2 be conpact, concise, or a conmunity of interest to 2 A No, ma' am
3 send one lot in Mbile County and share it with 3 Q And was anybody in -- was anybody el se
4 Dothan in Houston and Henry County. 4 in attendance other than M. Wl ker, M. Davis, and
5Q Do you nean -- were there any other ways 5 Senator MC endon?
6 that you wanted to protect Representative Callahan's 6 A Not to ny recollection, no
7 seat? 7 MS. SADASI VAN:  The audi o has stopped
8 A Wl |, of course. He was elected by the 8 again
9 people in that district, and they -- he wanted to 9 MS. WELBORN: Can you hear ne, Kathryn?
10 continue to represent those people. That's why he 10 MS. SADASI VAN: | can hear you now. But
11 won reel ection so overwhelmingly every tinme he ran. 11 the audi o keeps coning in and out
12 Q Is it fair to say that you wanted to 12 Q Did you -- was that your only neeting to
13 make sure that Representative Callahan remained in 13 tal k about revising the reapportionnent commttee
14 the 1st District so that he could win reelection? 14 redistricting guidelines?
15 A | wanted to make sure he continued to 15 A No.
16 represent the people that had el ected him yes. And 16 Q How many ot her neetings did you have, if
17 they continued to reelect himoverwhel mingly for 17 you recal I ?
18 years. 18 A I don't recall
19 Q So you nentioned that one of the first 19 Q Do you have a sense of how many neetings
20 steps of the 2021 redistricting cycle were updating 20 you had?
21 the reapportionnment committee redistricting 21 A I would hate to put a nunber on it. But
22 guidelines; is that correct? 22 it was several
23 A (Wtness nods head). 23 Q Five, let's say?
24 Q When did that happen? 24 A It was several meetings
25 A I'mgoing to yield to the attorneys. 25 Q Ckay. But less than ten?
Page 45 Page 47
1 But | remenber sitting at a table with M. Davis, 1A I would -- | would say that, yes
2 Representative MC endon, and M. Wl ker, and we 2 Q Ckay. And who was at those neetings?
3 began the process of working on those guidelines to 3 A I remenber M. Davis, Senator MC endon
4 update. 4 M. \Walker, and nyself
5 MR, OSHER: W can't hear you. 5Q Anybody el se?
6 A I renenber sitting at a table in the 6 A I'mgoing to say nmaybe a menber of the
7 reapportionnent office with M. Davis, Senator 7 reapportionnent staff was there
8 Mcd endon, M. Walker, and nyself, and we began 8 Q From the reapportionnent office?
9 reviewi ng the guidelines fromthe past 9 A Yes
10 redistricting. And the discussion to update them 10 Q And do you know who that was?
11 based on new -- the current |aw and court rulings. 11 A To err on the safe side, | would say
12 I think the Gngles test cane into play 12 Ms. Overton
13 first. Because | don't think Gngles was in effect 13 Q And what's her role?
14 in 2011. But |'mnot an attorney. 14 A She is the director of the
15 MR WALKER |'mgoing to instruct you, 15 reapportionnent staff
16 given that M. Davis and | were there, not to 16 Q And do you remenber when that neeting
17 di scuss what we discussed at that neeting because it 17 occurred?
18 was an attorney-client neeting. 18 A No, ma' am
19 THE W TNESS: (kay. 19 Q And what was the goal of these neetings?
20 Q Wien did that neeting occur? 20 A To wite commttee guidelines that we
21 A 2019 or '20. 21 thought would conformw th the existing
22 Q Do you have any sense of what tine of 22 reapportionnment |aw
23 the year? 23 Q So on May 5th 2001 there was a neeting
24 A No, ma'am | don't renenber. 24 of the reapportionment conmittee; is that right?
25 Q And did you bring any materials to that 25 A | believe you

Page 46

Page 48

Page: 12 (45 - 48)



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

Evan Milligan,et al v. John H.Merrill, et al.

Filed 01/29/25 Page 14 of 184

ChrisPringle
12/17/2021

Page 50

1Q Ckay. Well, when were there neetings of 1 conmittee neetings in 2021 except for the May 5th

2 the reapportionnment conmittee since 2019? 2 and the Qctober 26th meetings.

3 A I -- 1 couldn't answer that. | just 3 MS. WELBORN: Ckay. Thank you. | just

4 don't renenber. 4 wanted to doubl e-check.

5Q Do you renenber any -- 5Q So for the May 5th neeting, do you --

6 MR, ROSBOROUGH: |'msorry. Everyone's 6 did you do anything to prepare for the neeting that

7 audi o has conpletely dropped out again. 7 you recal | ?

8 MS. FAULKS: W shoul d take a break. 8 A Not hing out of the -- that's -- that's

9 MS. SADASI VAN | think we shoul d break 9 the day we voted on the guidelines.

10 possibly to resolve the audio issues quickly because 10 Q That's correct.

11 we keep going in and out. 11 A Yes. | nmean, | read the proposed

12 THE VI DECGRAPHER: W are off the 12 guidelines and went over themw th the attorney.

13 record. The tine is 10:03 a.m 13 Q Okay. Did you do anything else to

14 (Recess was taken.) 14 prepare?

15 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are back on the 15 A No, ma'am

16 record. The tinme is 10:22 a.m 16 Q And other than the nmeetings with the

17 THE WTNESS: Can they hear ne now? |s 17 attorneys and Senator MO endon to tal k about the

18 this better? 18 revised guidelines, did you talk to anyone el se

19 MS. SADASI VAN:  Right. Thank you so 19 about the May 5th neeting ahead of tine?

20 nuch. 20 A I may have talked to the committee

21 Q So before the break, we were talking 21 nenbers in the house, but | don't recall any

22 about the reapportionnent comittee. How nmany tines 22 specific conversations.

23 has the reapportionment comittee net in 2021, if 23 Q So at the May 5th neeting, what

24 you can recall? 24 happened?

25 A | don't renenber. 20 -- 25 A The guidelines were sent to the nenbers
Page 49 Page 51

1Q This year. 1 prior to the neeting for their review and input.

2 A | don't remenber the exact nunber. 2 And at the neeting, we tal ked about the guidelines.

3 Q A handful ? 3 And if | renenber correctly, the attorney expl ai ned

4 A Yes. 4 themto the nmenbers of the committee, and we passed

5Q Okay. |s there a regular schedule for 5 them W adopted them

6 the reapportionment committee to have neetings? 6 Q And do you renenber when the proposed

7 A No reapportionment conmttee |'ve ever 7 guidelines were sent to menbers of the conmittee?

8 served on had a regul ar schedul e. 8 A No, ma'am | know it was prior to the

9 Q So how -- 9 neeting.

10 A I nean, like ny state government 10 Q And did you take any notes at the

11 committee neets every Wednesday at 3:00 o' cl ock. 11 neeting?

12 Q Ri ght . 12 A No, ma' am

13 A Reapportionnent doesn't do that. 13

14 Q So how do you deci de when you have to 14 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 was

15 have a neeting? 15 marked for identification.)

16 A When we have sonething to discuss. 16

17 Q Okay. 17 Q So I would like to introduce as

18 MS. WELBORN: So if there -- so we know 18 Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 the reapportionnent committee

19 that there was a reapportionnent conmittee neeting 19 redistricting guidelines fromMay 5th of 2021.

20 on May 5th and one on Cctober 26th. M. Walker, if 20 There's a copy.

21 there were any other committee neetings for the 21 And did you have any role in drafting

22 reapportionnent conmittee, we woul d request any 22 this docunent?

23 records or recordings of those. 23 A It was reviewed with me by M. Walker,

24 MR WALKER: Let nme represent to you 24 and we discussed it.

25 that 1'mnot aware of any other reapportionnment 25 Q Ckay. Did you have any other role in

Page 52
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1 drafting the document? 1 guidelines?
2 A No, ma' am 2 A | don't recall any specifics. But there
3 Q Who drafted the docunent? 3 were a -- there were a handful of changes to update
4 A I would say M. Walker. Now, who he was 4 But | don't renmenber the exact specifics
5 in conjunction with, | do not know. 5Q And who provided you with those
6 Q And is that normal to have an attorney 6 specifics?
7 draft the guidelines, would you say? 7 A Qur attorney
8 A Attorneys draft about everything we do. 8 Q M. \Wal ker?
9 I"'mnot an attorney. | make no bones about it. 9 A Yes.
10 Q So the nenbers of the reapportionment 10 Q And do you know -- do you know why those
11 committee did not draft this docunent; is that 11 specifics were chosen?
12 correct? 12 A It was ny understanding that the courts
13 A They were -- they reviewed it and the 13 had handed down additional rulings since the |ast
14 attorneys explained it to them 14 reapportionnent guidelines were adopted. And we
15 Q Ckay. Did anyone on the reapportionnment 15 updated themto reflect those changes in the |aw.
16 comm ttee make any changes to the docunent at that 16 Q And do you know how those specifics were
17 -- at the May 5th neeting? 17 chosen?
18 A Not that | renenber. 18 A Changes in the law in courtroomns.
19 Q Do you know i f they nmade any changes 19
20 after the nmeeting? | guess they couldn't have if 20 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 was
21 you voted on them 21 mar ked for identification.)
22 A Ri ght. 22
23 Q Sorry. | answered ny own question for 23 Q Let me introduce Plaintiff's Exhibit 3
24 you. 24 This is the proposed guidelines handout
25 So what are these guidelines? 25 Do you recogni ze this docunent?
Page 53 Page 55
1A That's the paraneters that we used in 1A It looks like the one | saw earlier
2 order to draw districts we thought conplied with the 2 yes, ma'am back in My
3 Voting Rights Act and the 14th amendnent to the 3 Q And when you say you saw it earlier,
4 Constitution and the court rulings that the courts 4 coul d you expl ai n?
5 had handed down in redistricting. 5A Back during the discussion of the
6 Q And so what is your understanding -- 6 guidelines
7 when you say "conply" with the Voting Rights Act or 7 Q And who provided this document to you?
8 the constitution and court rulings, what do you nean 8 A M. \Val ker
9 by that? 9 Q And do you know when he provided it to
10 A I mean, it deals with drawing districts 10 you?
11 on a race neutral -- race neutral. W didn't |ook 11 A Prior to -- | believe every nmenber of
12 at race while we were drawing the districts. And it 12 the conmttee saw these -- the existing, the
13 conplies with not putting incunmbents together and 13 proposed changes, and the enrolled changes prior to
14 respecting single-menber districts and elimninating 14 the neeting for their review
15 contests between incunbents. Everything is spelled 15 Q And did you see it before -- as a
16 out here. That was just a few of the highlights. 16 cochair, did you see it before any of the other
17 Q And ot her than conpliance with federal 17 nenbers of the reapportionment comittee?
18 laws, are there any other reasons why you have the 18 A Yes, ma' am
19 guidelines? 19 Q Did you have any role in drafting this
20 A Just a road map for everybody to follow 20 docunent ?
21 when we're drawing lines. It's agreed to by the 21 A No, ma'am other than it was reviewed
22 committee and the nenbers of the committee and what 22 with me prior to that
23 we prioritize as what we need to do. 23 Q Ckay. But you did discuss revisions to
24 Q And do you recall what updates there 24 the guidelines prior to this document --
25 were to the law that needed to be put into the 25 A Yes, ma' am
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1Q -- being drafted? 1 Justice under Section 5
2 A Yes, ma'am 2 Q Ckay.
3 Q Do you know i f any of your discussions 3 A And they were -- they were drawn fairly
4 went into the creation of this docunment? 4 closely alined with the conmmttee guidelines at that
5A I couldn't answer that question. 5 tinme.
6 Q Okay. Do you know if any of the updates 6 Q And so you believe that the 2010
7 that you wanted to make to the guidelines made it 7 guidelines, then, were based on the 2002 gui delines
8 into this document? 8 for that reason?
9 A I know I was in favor of the 5 percent 9 A What | renmenber from 2002, when they
10 devi ation. 10 brought the 2010, | saw similarities that
11 Q And that's for the state -- 11 renenbered fromboth of themto the -- to the 2020
12 A Yes. 12 guidelines, yes
13 Q -- legislative nmaps, correct? 13 Q Ckay. So one of the reasons that the
14 Anyt hi ng el se? 14 2021 guidelines are based on the 2010 guidelines is
15 A Not that | recall. 15 because you believe that they would be -- they would
16 Q Okay. Do you know what the process was 16 have conplied with Section 5 of the Voting Rights
17 for drafting this docunent? 17 Act had that -- if that were still in effect?
18 A Qur attorney met with us and we went 18 A They woul d conply with Section 1 of the
19 over the old guidelines, some proposed changes, and 19 Voting Rights Act. | nean Section 2. |'msorry
20 what we thought we needed to update to conply with 20 Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. But they were
21 the law 21 precleared under Section 5.
22 Q And did you suggest any changes? 22 Q Ri ght.
23 A The 5 percent. 23 A And | al so thought they would conply
24 Q Anyt hing el se? 24 with the 14th Anendnent, one man, one vote
25 A Not that | recall. 25 Q Ckay. |s there any other reason why you
Page 57 Page 59
1Q And just to make sure, other than 1 based the 2021 guidelines off of the 2010 guidelines
2 M. Walker, M. Davis, and Senator MC endon, and 2 other than that you think that it would -- that they
3 perhaps one nenber of the reapportionnent conmmttee, 3 woul d have conplied with federal |aw?
4 did you speak to anyone el se about revising the 4 A Vel 1, when | read the 2010, they were
5 guidelines prior to the May 5th neeting? 5 very sinmilar to what | renenber the 2002 guidelines
6 A I can't recall. 6 | renenber specifically the ten-day rule was there
7 Q Were the -- so on this docunent there 7 in 2002
8 are the 2010 guidelines. Wuld you say that it's 8 Q Is it a principle that the comittee
9 fair -- is it fair to say that those were the basis 9 follows to generally use what has come before, use
10 for the 2021 guidelines? 10 naterials that have cone before?
11 A I would say that, yes. 11 A Yes
12 Q Wiy did you choose to rely on the 2010 12 Q Qut of ease of use or out of tradition
13 guidelines rather than starting from scratch? 13 or because the -- you know, because you believe that
14 A Because the 2010 were based of f the 2002 14 they conply with the law? Wat -- what is the
15 guidelines, |I would assume. | wasn't there. 15 reason for reusing?
16 Q Ri ght. 16 A I would say all three of those
17 A But | would just assume that they used 17 Q I's anything nore inportant, any of those
18 the 2002 as the basis for the 2010, and we used them 18 nore inportant than the other?
19 for the 2020. 19 A Conplying with the | aw
20 Q I's there a reason why you would want to 20 Q That's pretty inportant, huh?
21 rely on the past docunents? 21 A Yeah.
22 A Because we had passed plans that were 22 Q I think we all can agree on that
23 approved by the justice departnment under Section 5. 23 And do you know how the 2010 gui del i nes
24 1n 2002, renenber our plan -- our congressional plan 24 were created --
25 was precleared by the United States Departnent of 25 A No.
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1Q -- other than being based off of the 1Q Who woul d know why?

2 2002? 2 A I woul d suggest you talk to my attorney.
3 A No, ma'am 3 Q Ckay.

4 Q Who woul d know how t he 2010 gui del i nes 4 A When you get into legal definitions --

5 were created? 5Q | understand that [awers are pretty
6 A I would say M. Walker. 6 fond of legal definitions.

7 Q Ckay. Anybody el se? 7 So in the May 5th neeting, you nentioned
8 A I wasn't there. 8 that M. Wal ker discussed these proposed changes.

9 Q Ckay. 9 Do you know if there were any other changes nade at
10 A | take that back. | said Senator 10 that meeting other than the ones proposed by
11 MmcC endon was there in 2010. | wasn't. 11 M. Wl ker?

12 Q Let's see. |If you could flip to Pages 7 12 MR WALKER | think the way that
13 and 8. Let's start with 7. And as you'll see, that 13 question is asked, | need to assert the
14 third box is entirely striked out in the nmddle with 14 attorney-client privilege.
15 the proposed changes. 15 Q | guess what |'msaying is did any --
16 A Uh- huh. 16 are there any differences between these proposed
17 Q That's the section on communities of 17 changes that were presented in the neeting and the
18 interest. If you'd like to read through those boxes 18 final version in Exhibit 2, the final guidelines?
19 on Pages 7 and 8, it mght be hel pful. 19 Did anybody suggest any other changes?
20 A Ckay. 20 A Not that | recall.
21 Q So it looks to me like this subsection 21 Q So the version that is here of these
22 was entirely rewitten. Do you know why? 22 proposed changes, they were accepted in whole and no
23 A I can't answer with certainty. But | 23 ot her changes were nade?
24 believe it goes back -- and |'mjust supposing -- to 24 A No changes were made after the conmmittee
25 the G ngles test. 25 adopted them
Page 61 Page 63
1Q And what's your understanding of the 1Q Vell, | guess |'mtalking about at the

2 Gngles test? 2 -- at the committee neeting.

3 A Conpact ness, contiguity, and conmunities 3 A I don't -- | don't remenber.

4 of interest, | would assume. | don't know. 4 Q Okay. And did you talk to anyone about
5Q Can you think of any other reason why 5 the May 5th neeting after it happened?

6 the section on conmunities of interest would be 6 A I"msure | did. But | don't recall.

7 entirety rewitten? 7 Q Do you recall what you woul d have tal ked
8 A O her than a court ruling that gave a 8 about ?

9 better definition, | don't know. 9 A The general guidelines that we adopted,
10 Q Did you have any role in this particular 10 the guidelines that would control the committee's --
11 change? 11 the way we drew plans. But they were public record
12 A No, ma' am 12 at that point.

13 Q Do you know who made this particul ar 13 Q So what happened next in the

14 change on the docunent? 14 redistricting process?

15 A You woul d have to talk to the attorney. 15 A Then we began trying to work on public

16 Q Talk to M. Wal ker? 16 hearings and how we were going to handle public

17 A M. Wal ker. 17 hearings with COVID- 19.

18 Q In this section, if you conpare the 2010 18 Q Ckay.

19 guidelines to the enrolled guidelines, the 2021 19 A So we had -- we had to cone up with a

20 guidelines elimnate partisan interest fromthe 20 way to handl e the public hearings and where we were

21 definition of comunities of interest. 21 going to hold themand how we were going to hold

22 So in 2010, partisan interests were part 22 them

23 of the definition of community of interest. But in 23 Q So why did you hold public neetings?

24 2021, they're not. Do you know why that is? 24 A It's part of the guidelines, and it's

25 A No, ma' am 25 tradition. They've been held -- |'ve heard they did
Page 62 Page 64
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1 themin 2010. | know we did themin 2002. 1 there were people that |iked their nenbers of
2 Q And what's the purpose of the public 2 congress and wanted the maps to stay the way they
3 neetings? 3 were.
4 A To take input fromthe community at 4 Q Was there a draft of the congressional
5 large, the people that live in the comunities and 5 map prepared before the public neetings occurred?
6 what they like or dislike about the existing plan 6 A No, ma' am
7 and what they would like to see changed. 7 Q And when did the public neetings occur?
8 Q Was there a draft -- when you say 8 Not every single one, but in general.
9 "existing plan," what do you -- what do you nean by 9 A As soon as we had nunbers fromthe
10 that? 10 census bureau and we could tell the people whether
11 A The plan that we were currently 11 their congressional district was overpopul ated or
12 operating under. 12 under popul ated and how many people they had to gain
13 Q So you nean the 2011 map? 13 or lose based on the new -- we didn't know what the
14 A Yes. 14 nunber was going to be to get to zero deviation on
15 Q So the purpose of the public nmeetings is 15 the congressional map until we had the census
16 for people to express what they like or do not I|ike 16 nunbers.
17 about the current setup? 17 So we couldn't go out and talk to people
18 A Yes. 18 about how they wanted to see their congressional
19 Q I's there any ot her reason why public 19 district change in order to conply with one nman, one
20 neetings are hel d? 20 vote.
21 A Well, we go to the public and show t hem 21 Q Wiy is it -- why was it necessary to
22 the existing plans and where the popul ati on has 22 have the census nunbers if you don't have a map yet?
23 shifted and how they would like to see the lines 23 | guess |'mcurious why the -- why the census
24 drawn. 24 nunbers are necessary to hold the public hearings.
25 Q So you nentioned that there were public 25 A W had a map.
Page 65 Page 67
1 neetings that were also held in 2001 when you were 1Q The 20107?
2 part of that redistricting process. Do you think 2 A The existing nap.
3 that people's -- do you recall if people's -- their 3 Q Ckay.
4 concerns are different now than they were then? 4 A And then after we got the nunbers, we
5A Expl ai n what you nean by that question. 5 knew whi ch congressional district was over and which
6 Q Vell, | guess |'mnot talking about the 6 congressional districts were underpopul ated and the
7 nitty-gritty little, you know, this block here, this 7 amount of people we needed in each congressional
8 bl ock there, but general opinions about how maps 8 district in order to conply with one nan, one vote.
9 shoul d be drawn or what a conmunity of interest is 9 Q Ckay.
10 or anything like that. 10 A The same thing we did in 2001. W
11 Do people -- do you think that people 11 presented the existing map to the people in all the
12 felt the same way at public neetings back in 2001 as 12 public hearings. And after the public hearings,
13 they did in the neetings this year? 13 then and only then was a map produced. And we had a
14 A I woul d say, generally speaking, they 14 lot nore tine in '01.
15 held the same views. 15 Q Ri ght.
16 Q And what sorts of views are those? 16 Did the public have access to the
17 A | nmean, sone communities wanted to -- 17 nunbers of people that woul d need to nove between
18 I'mhaving -- | woul d have to separate congressional 18 districts, about the overpopul ati on and
19 from-- 19 under popul ati on nunbers? Did they have access to
20 Q Ri ght . 20 that?
21 A -- legislative. 21 A That was gone over in every public
22 Sonme peopl e wanted to see maps drawn 22 hearing.
23 differently. There was nunerous people there to 23 Q Okay. Wiy was it necessary to have
24 present the map for the League of Wonen Voters and 24 those nunbers before hol ding the public hearings?
25 discuss it. They asked us to |l ook at that map. And 25 A So we could -- we knew how many peopl e
Page 66 Page 68
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1 went into a district and how many people were in the 1Q Well, there are people -- so the nap
2 current district. 2 changed between 2010 and today, right?
3 Q Well, | guess peopl e have concerns about 3 A Yes.
4 -- well, did people have concerns about districts 4 Q And there are menbers who have kept
5 other than, you know, the pure numbers? Did they 5 their -- there are citizens who have kept their
6 have opinions about how maps should be drawn period 6 representatives even though the lines of the
7 regardl ess of the census nunbers? Do you understand 7 districts have changed, right?
8 what |'m saying? 8 A Correct.
9 A If you are referring to the League of 9 Q So you coul d keep your representative
10 Wren Voters who sent sonebody to virtually every -- 10 even though the line of the district changes
11 Q I"'mtalking in general. 11 correct?
12 A There were people there every -- every 12 A Correct
13 neeting that had their talking points that basically 13 Q So when people are saying "I'm happy
14 read themthat all said the same thing. They wanted 14 with ny representative," are they just saying that
15 to adopt another plan that created two majority 15 they don't want the district to change at all? O
16 minority districts. 16 what -- what do you think that they're saying?
17 Q Well, | assune that there were people at 17 A I would hate to interpret what they
18 the neetings who didn't share that view 18 woul d nean by that. They said they were happy with
19 A Yeah. 19 their representative
20 Q Do you think -- | guess wouldn't it be 20 Q Okay. And how many of the public
21 possible to have that opinion before the census 21 hearings did you participate in?
22 nunbers were even out? 22 A Al 28
23 A Well, they did have the opinion before 23 Q Did you go in person --
24 the nunbers were out. 24 A Yes
25 Q Ckay. | guess |'mjust not really 25 Q -- to all 28?2
Page 69 Page 71
1 understandi ng why the -- why you had to wait to hold 1A Yes. | want to say | -- | don't
2 the public hearings until the census nunbers were 2 remenber missing any of them no
3 out. 3Q Okay. And how were the public neetings
4 A Accur acy. 4 hel d?
5Q Okay. So you had mentioned that at the 5 A Virtually, just like this nmeeting. W
6 public neetings, public hearings, some people |iked 6 were -- we were in COVID and we had to get as many
7 their menbers of congress and wanted to keep them 7 locations as we could to get as much input as we
8 What did you nean by that? 8 could in a very conpressed tinme period. So we did
9 A They were happy with the representation 9 it remotely
10 they were receiving fromtheir elected 10 Q And in person?
11 representatives. 11 A Yes. W had one in the state house
12 Q So what does that nean for those 12 Q But 27 out of 28 were only held
13 representatives' districts? Wuld they want to keep 13 virtually; is that right?
14 themthe sane or -- 14 A Just like this nmeeting, yes, m'am
15 A Qur guidelines say we try to protect the 15 Q Ckay. And what was your role in the
16 core of the existing districts, yes. 16 public meetings?
17 Q Well, | guess if you're happy with your 17 A I was to go over the -- to listen to the
18 representative, that doesn't nean that -- you coul d 18 house, when they tal ked about the state house
19 still live in the district and have the rest of the 19 districts. And | listened to all the house
20 district change and still keep your representative 20 congressional, senate, state school board, yes
21 if like, you know, they're on the margins. The rest 21 Q And were you just there to listen? O
22 of the district could change. If you live in the 22 did you do anything el se?
23 center of the district, you're still going to keep 23 A I listened
24 your representative, right? 24 Q And did you answer any questions from
25 A I couldn't answer that question. 25 the public?
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1A | believe | answered one. 1 in order to get to zero deviation.
2 Q And what was that question? 2 Q And who created that docunment?
3 A I don't renenber. 3 A I"'mnot sure.
4 Q Was it about the congressional nap? 4 Q Do you know -- sorry.
5A I don't renenber. 5 Did you take any notes during any of the
6 Q And was M. Wl ker present at these 6 public neetings?
7 public neetings? 7 A Any notes | took, | turned over in ny
8 A He was our noderator. Yes, ma'am 8 evidence. They were handwitten on those -- those
9 Q Ckay. And what does that nean? 9 docunents.
10 A He conducted the neeting. 10 Q But you did take sone --
11 Q Ckay. And is it fair to say that 11 A Very few.
12 M. Wal ker primarily addressed or answered audi ence 12 Q -- notes? kay.
13 questions during the hearings? 13 Did you take any notes after any of the
14 A There was a tinme when people could 14 public neetings?
15 either ask a question or subnmit a question 15 A No, ma' am
16 electronically. 16 Q And did you talk to anyone about the --
17 Q Ckay. 17 what happened in the public hearings?
18 A And he woul d address those questions. 18 A I"msure | did. But | don't recall
19 Q And he addressed nobst of -- |I'msorry. 19 specifics.
20 O the questions that were answered, M. Wil ker was 20 Q Did you talk to M. Hi naman about what
21 the one who answered nost of then®? 21 happened in the public neetings?
22 A Yes, ma'am 22 A Yes, ma' am
23 Q Ckay. And did audi ence menbers ever 23 Q And what did you tell hinf
24 direct questions to you specifically? 24 A Most of the conversations at the public
25 A | can't renenber. 25 hearings were dealing with state |egislative races,
Page 73 Page 75
1Q And do you know if they directed 1 if | renenber correctly.
2 questions to Senator MO endon specifically? 2 Q But occasionally people tal ked about
3 A | don't renenber. 3 congress, right?
4 Q Did you prepare for any of the public 4 A Yes. But we had not seen -- | had not
5 neetings? 5 seen the nunbers on any plans until after they were
6 A We had the maps in front of us and the 6 submitted to reapportionnent.
7 denpgraphic shifts in front of us. And we would -- 7 So until | saw the -- you know, that
8 | would read those as we went through the neetings. 8 ten-day rule kicked in and these plans that had been
9 Q And by "the maps," you nean the 2011 -- 9 drawn off canpus were subnitted to the
10 A Yes. 10 reapportionment office. Then and only then could we
11 Q -- maps? Because you didn't have draft 11 l ook at the denobgraphics, the popul ati on changes,
12 maps of the 2021 -- 12 and the deviations in those districts.
13 A No. 13 Q Vel 1, you had the denpgraphic shift
14 Q -- at that time. Okay. 14 nunbers to get to zero deviation during the public
15 And what denographic figures are you 15 neetings, right?
16 tal ki ng about ? 16 A I had the nunber that we needed to get
17 A The over and under popul ations, whether 17 to, correct.
18 they had too many or too few people in themto stay 18 Q So you did talk to M. H naman about
19 within -- of course, I'mkind of talking |legislative 19 what was brought up at the public hearings about
20 here and not congressional. Because congressional, 20 congress, correct?
21 we went to zero deviation. But we |ooked at the 21 A W talked -- | would assume we di scussed
22 congressional districts to see which ones were 22 it, yes.
23 overpopul ated and whi ch ones were under popul at ed. 23 Q And do you recall any specifics of what
24 Q Ckay. 24 you tal ked about ?
25 A And how many peopl e woul d have to change 25 A Just the difference -- we were trying to
Page 74 Page 76
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1 get to zero deviation. 1 doing other things that aren't work related during
2 Q Did you relay any specific concerns that 2 the work hours. Do you think that that would have
3 soneone had at a public neeting about the 3 had an inpact at all on --
4 congressional map to M. Hi naman? 4 A Wl I, the schedule of the public
5A I was concerned about the deviations in 5 hearings was public. It was released. The |inks
6 any other proposed plans. 6 were public. You mght not have been able to nake
7 Q Vel |, the public, though, I'mtalking 7 one specific nmeeting, but you could have | ogged into
8 about, what they brought up at the public hearings. 8 any of the other 28 at any given tinme on any given
9 Did you relay any of those specifics to M. H naman? 9 day that we held themand |istened and interjected
10 A | don't remenber. 10 into the congressional plan.
11 Q Do you recall discussing any of those 11 Q well --
12 kinds of specifics that the public had about 12 A | nean, you had 28 opportunities to |og
13 congress to anyone el se? 13 on over a three-week period that you could have come
14 A I"'msure we did. | nmean, it was the 14 in and watched. |It's not |like you had to drive to a
15 sane tal king points at every public hearing on the 15 location like in the old days when you had to drive
16 congressional plan. 16 somewhere during the daytime to cone hear us. You
17 Q | mean, that suggests that there was 17 were able to listen at any tine.
18 really only one view about the congressional map 18 Q But even so, if you work at MDonald's
19 conming up at the public hearings. 19 from9:00 to 5:00 and you're at the cash register,
20 A Well, it was the plan produced by the 20 how are you going to attend one of those neetings?
21 League of Wonen Voters. Every -- if | renenber 21 A There are 28 different neetings at all
22 correctly, alnost every single public hearing we 22 different tines of the day.
23 had, sonebody stood up with their tal king points and 23 Q VWell, not -- they're all between 9:00
24 read themto us and entered theminto the record. 24 and 5:00 except for one.
25 Q But not everybody who attended the 25 A Then you coul d have | ogged in that night
Page 77 Page 79
1 public hearings woul d have known about the League of 1 and watched.
2 Wren Voters' map, right? 2 Q For that one neeting?
3 A Sonebody was there at virtually every 3 A Exactly. And you coul d have spoken your
4 neeting that | renmenber to talk about it. 4 mind or emailed in your questions or your concerns
5Q Di d anyone di scuss anything about the 5 at that tine.
6 congressional map that wasn't related to the League 6 Q Okay. But you and others fromthe
7 of Wonen Voters' nap that you recall? 7 reapportionnent committee set the times of those
8 A I don't recall. 8 meetings, correct?
9 Q Do you know how many of the 28 neetings 9 A Yes, ma' am
10 were held on weekdays during working hours, 9:00 to 10 Q Primarily you and Senator Md endon; is
11 5:007? 11 that right?
12 A Li ke this one here, all but one of them 12 A I'n conjunction with the other nenbers.
13 Q Ckay. And nost people are working on 13 Like | said, we produced a list of 22. And Ms. Hall
14 weekdays during working hours from9:00 to 5:00, 14 asked us to add six nmeetings in comunities she
15 right? 15 thought did not have enough representation or enough
16 That's a yes? 16 opportunities. So we added those additional six
17 A That's -- | know a | ot of people that 17 neetings and included themin our press rel eases so
18 work different hours. 18 anybody could log in.
19 Q But nost people work on weekdays from 19 Q Did you consider holding nore neetings
20 the hours of around 9:00 to 5:00, would you say? 20 in the evening other than just the one?
21 A I would say it's very common, yes. 21 A I couldn't answer that question.
22 Q Ckay. Do you think that that had an 22 Q Before the public hearings happened,
23 inpact on who could attend the public neetings? 23 Senator MCl endon told the press that the new maps
24 A I don't know. 24 woul dn't cause, quote, any surprises for the
25 Q I mean, if I'mat work, | tend to not be 25 candidates or for the voters. [I'Il just represent
Page 78 Page 80
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1 to you that that happened. 1Q Woul d you agree that the black belt is a
2 Do you know what the basis was for that 2 comunity of interest?
3 statenent? 3 A It's a very broad area that stretches
4 A You' Il have to ask Senator MC endon. 4 fromone side of the state to the other. | believe
5Q Do you agree with that statement, that 5 it has some communities of interest init, yes
6 even before the public hearings woul d have happened, 6 Q But as a whole, is the black belt a
7 that there wouldn't be surprises for candidates or 7 comunity of interest?
8 for the voters? 8 A I couldn't answer that
9 A I think every tinme you change the lines, 9 Q Why not ?
10 you surprise people. 10 A Because while | work in Wlcox and
11 Q But on the whole, would you say that 11 Marengo and Perry, | don't go to Macon or the
12 that statenent was true? 12 counties on the other side. So | don't really know
13 A Wel |, when your guidelines are to keep 13 ruch about them
14 the core of the existing districts intact as nmuch as 14 Q But that's true for other communities of
15 practicable, it shouldn't be too earth shattering, 15 interest in other parts of the state, right?
16 sone of the changes around the edges. 16 A Explain that one to ne
17 Q And do you know if any work had been 17 Q | guess if the legislature -- if the
18 conducted on drafting the congressional nmap prior to 18 reapportionment committee is tasked with approving a
19 the public hearings? 19 congressional map that keeps, you know, conmmunities
20 A No, ma' am 20 of interest together, you don't personally know
21 Q Do you know i f any decisions on the 21 about every community of interest in the sane way
22 lines for the congressional maps had been nade 22 that you do know about those particular counties
23 before holding the public hearings? 23 right?
24 A No, ma'am 24 A | nmean, you know, |I'mfrom Mbile. And
25 Q Are you familiar with the black belt 25 we run up and -- it's the river system So nany of
Page 81 Page 83
1 counties in Al abama, that tern®? 1 the fanmlies in Mbile cone fromnorthern counties
2 A | sell tinberland. | work all through 2 because of the way the river systemis. W have
3 the black belt. 3 very little to nothing in common with the people in
4 Q Ckay. 4 the Wregrass. It's not -- it's alnost a totally
5A I'"ve spent nore tine in the black belt 5 different state over there
6 than . 6 So | don't know -- if you're asking nme
7 Q And what's your understanding of the 7 do the people in WIlcox County have sonmething in
8 bl ack belt? 8 common with the people in Macon County, | can't
9 A It's aregion in the mddle of the state 9 answer that. But | know the people in WIcox
10 of Alabama that got its name because of the rich 10 County. We go up and down the rivers
11 soils. 11 Q Right. | guess what |'msaying is you
12 Q And what counties are in it? 12 still approve a map even though you don't have
13 A It's like 28 counties, | think, 13 personal experience with every single comunity of
14 sonething like that. | spend nost of ny time in 14 interest, right?
15 W/ cox, Marengo, Lowndes, Perry, Hale, those areas. 15 A The state | egislature approved the map
16 Q And if you could just describe what 16 yes, nm'am
17 portion of the state are we tal king about. 17 Q Vel l, you voted for it, right?
18 A Central Al abana. 18 A Yes.
19 Q Do you recall if anyone discussed the 19 Q So just going back to the black belt
20 black belt at any of the public hearings? 20 Even though you don't necessarily have persona
21 MR WALKER: What was -- 21 experience with every single county, can you stil
22 MS. WELBORN: If anyone at the public 22 forman opinion about in general whether that is a
23 neetings discussed the black belt. 23 community of interest?
24 A It's atermthat's often used in 24 A I knowit's a very rural part of the
25 Al abama. But | don't renenber specifically. 25 state of Al abanm
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1Q Does that nmake it a community of 1A The general public -- | nean, every
2 interest? 2 conmmittee neeting had somebody standing up and
3 A I don't know what your definition of a 3 reading the talking points on the League of Wnen
4 community of interest is. 4 Voters' plan. So if you read the record, it's all
5Q Vel 1, the reapportionment committee has 5 in there. They all tal ked about that specific plan
6 a definition of community of interest, right? 6 on their tal king points.
7 A Yes. 7 Q But the --
8 Q So | ooking at that definition, would you 8 A | don't remenber the general public
9 consider the black belt to be a conmunity of 9 being dissatisfied with the nembers of congress.
10 interest? 10 Q Meani ng other people at the -- at the
11 A Qur definition of community of interest 11 public neetings --
12 is in certain circunstances to include political 12 A Yes.
13 subdi vi sions such as counties, voting precincts, 13 Q -- were not --
14 municipalities, tribal l|ands, reservations, or 14 A | don't renenber them being
15 school districts. Those counties -- the counties 15 dissatisfied, no, ma'am
16 are a community of interest. 16 Q Ckay. So how -- but you still took away
17 Q Well, it also includes ethnic, racial, 17 the idea that the general public was happy with
18 economic, tribal, social, geographic, and historical 18 their current representation?
19 identities. 19 A Yes, ma'am
20 A Yes. 20 Q Ckay. And what did you do with that
21 Q Under any of those aspects, does the 21 information?
22 black belt constitute a commnity of interest? 22 A I mean, it's all part of the permanent
23 A I knowit's -- it is predom nantly 23 record. | renenbered it because | listened to all
24 African American. 24 of it.
25 Q And the black belt is a historical term 25 Q Ri ght.
Page 85 Page 87
1 right? 1A We put it in the record. It's all
2 A Based on the soil, yes, ma'am 2 there.
3 Q Okay. And that termgoes back quite a 3 Q After -- after the neetings, what did
4 long tine? 4 you do with that information?
5A I't was devel oped because of the rich 5A It was put into the official record of
6 soil in that area. 6 the commttee.
7 Q So yes or no, under these guidelines, 7 Q I guess I'm-- did any of what you
8 does the black belt constitute a community of 8 learned at the public hearings influence how the
9 interest? 9 congressional map was drawn?
10 A | couldn't answer that question. | just 10 A | can't answer that. | don't -- |
11 couldn't answer that. 11 wasn't a nenber -- that map was drawn by M. H naman
12 Q I don't understand why not. 12 and in conjunction with the menbers of congress.
13 A Because |'mnot sure they are 13 Q But you did discuss what you |earned
14 politically cohesive and conpact and contiguous 14 about the public neetings with M. H naman with
15 enough to constitute one. 15 respect to the congressional neetings at some point?
16 Q What, if anything, did you learn or take 16 A That somebody had conme to every neeting
17 away fromthe public hearings? 17 and read the League of Wonen Voters' talking points,
18 A What do you mean by that? 18 yes.
19 Q Well, did you I earn anything from what 19 Q But did you express to M. Hinaman your
20 you heard at the public hearings? 20 sentinment that the general public was happy with
21 A I wal ked away thinking nost people in 21 their representation?
22 the state of Al abana were happy with their 22 A I don't renenber.
23 representation the way it was in congress. 23 Q Do you remenber telling him about the
24 Q And do you recall any specifics about -- 24 congressional map, anything other than about the --
25 about that? 25 fromthe public hearings other than the League of
Page 86 Page 88
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1 Wren Voters' tal king points? 1 or twice?
2 A Not that | can recall. 2 A | don't remenber the nunber of tines
3 Q And how much wei ght did you give to 3 But it came up a few
4 those -- the sentinment that the general public was 4 Q A few. But not at every neeting?
5 happy with their representation in terms of its 5 A I don't renmenber it comng up at every
6 inmportance in drawi ng the map? 6 neeting, no
7 A We listened to the people. | was 7 Q What was your response to the suggestion
8 anxious to see what the League of Wonen Voters' nap 8 that there should be two ngjority black
9 turned out to be. 9 congressional districts?
10 Q Did you -- did you consider it to be 10 A I f sonebody could show me a plan that
11 nore inportant when the congressional map was being 11 met the guidelines, | would be interested in | ooking
12 drawn that the general public was satisfied with 12 at it.
13 their representation conpared to what was sai d about 13 Q And what do you nmean by "interested in
14 the League of Wonen Voters' nap? 14 looking at it"?
15 A You know, when every neeting sonebody 15 A I mean | would give it due consideration
16 stands up and reads the sanme tal king points and you 16 if it met the guidelines
17 could tell they've been pronpted just to go say that 17 Q If you have conpeting maps that all neet
18 to get it into the record, | put nore weight on the 18 the guidelines, how do you choose one over the
19 peopl e who cane out of a true sense of wanting to 19 other?
20 express their opinion, not the opinion that was 20 A I would go with the one that's nobst in
21 witten down on a piece of paper formthemby an 21 line with the guidelines
22 attorney. \What | assune was an attorney. |'m 22 Q How do you determne what is nmpst in
23 sorry. 23 line with the guidelines?
24 Q So you gave | ess weight to those League 24 A The number of county splits, the
25 of Wonen Voter talking points than you did the 25 devi ations
Page 89 Page 91
1 peopl e who were discussing on their own that they 1Q Ckay. |s something -- is one of those
2 were happy with their representation? 2 factors nore inportant than the other?
3 A Sonebody that was put in the roomto put 3 A Devi ati ons
4 statenments into the record is not, in nmy opinion, 4 Q That's the nost inmportant factor, in
5 the sane as sonebody who comes on their own free 5 your opini on?
6 will and their own fruition to express their 6 A Yes, ma'am
7 personal opinion about their representation. 7 Q And how i nportant are the county splits?
8 Q So did you give any instructions to 8 A Vell, we tried to split as the few
9 M. H naman to change anythi ng about the 9 counties as possible in order to achieve the zero
10 congressional map because of the public hearings? 10 devi ation
11 A Not that | recall. 11 Q Just quickly going back to talking about
12 Q Did you give instructions to anyone el se 12 this sentinent that people were happy with their
13 about changing the map because of the public 13 representation. How did you know or how did you
14 hearings? 14 deternine who was there with their tal king points
15 A Not that | recall. 15 and who was there, you know, coming of their own
16 Q At the public hearings, do you recall 16 volition?
17 anyone di scussing the need to have two mgjority 17 A If they're reading a piece of paper and
18 black districts for congress? 18 it's the same tal king points you've heard, | would
19 A Two majority black congressional 19 assune they were sent there to read it. |If they're
20 districts, yes, ma'am 20 tal king extenporaneously and they don't line up with
21 Q Yes. Who nentioned that? 21 the tal king points you' ve heard before, | woul d
22 A I don't recall specifically. 22 assune they were talking of their own fruition
23 Q Was it mentioned often, would you say? 23 Q Did you ask anyone at any of the public
24 A | don't renenber. 24 neetings if they were part of a particular group?
25 Q Was it sonmething that only cane up once 25 A They were instructed by M. Dornman to
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1 state their name and who they represented. 1Q What - -
2 Q And did you ask any of themif they were 2 A Until it -- until it reaches that bil
3 sent there by somebody el se? 3 formand we can analyze it based on the popul ation
4 A No. They -- when they were called to 4 and the deviations, | don't consider it a plan
5 speak, they were to state their name and who they 5Q Okay. What all information could you
6 represented. 6 look at fromany plan at that point?
7 Q Okay. And did you -- did you consider 7 A At that point?
8 -- if someone cane there, you know, with a prepared 8 Q Uh- huh
9 set of talking points, did you consider their 9 A After it's introduced fromthe outside
10 opinion to be less -- less inportant to drawi ng the 10 source?
11 map than soneone who cane there to speak 11 Q Yes
12 extenporaneously, |ike you said? 12 A Then we | ook at the popul ation, we | ook
13 A | believe | answered that question 13 at the deviations, we |ook at the county splits, and
14 already, didn't |? 14 we |l ook at the BVAP, we | ook at the racial makeup of
15 Q Do you know if a map with two majority 15 the district
16 minority districts was proposed at any point? 16 Q And when you say "BVAP," just for the
17 A During the |egislative process when we 17 record, what do you mean?
18 were in session, yes, nma'am 18 A Bl ack voting age popul ation
19 Q Do you know i f any were proposed before 19 Q And is that all black or any part black?
20 the special session? 20 Do you know?
21 A We have a rule that any plan drawn of f 21 A No, | couldn't answer that. |'ve seen
22 canpus, outside the reapportionnent office, has to 22 both colums, but | don't know.
23 be turned over ten days before it can be introduced 23 Q So just to clarify, you did not see a
24 as a bill. 24 map for two majority mnority or majority black
25 So after they were turned over, at 25 congressional districts prior to the ten-day nmark?
Page 93 Page 95
1 whatever point they were turned over and they were 1A | did not see a plan that had the
2 put through our conputers and we could get the 2 deviations in the populations until then. There's a
3 information on them the deviations and the county 3 difference between just color coding a map and
4 splits, we |ooked at themthen. 4 letting me see an actual plan
5Q So if soneone subnmitted an outside plan, 5Q Okay. What's the difference?
6 let's say, 30 days before the special session, so 6 A Vel 1, you can -- you can draw anythi ng
7 nore than ten days, when would you have had access 7 you want to on a map. But until you actually have
8 to that plan? 8 the census nunbers and the denobgraphi c nunbers in
9 A I don't renenber seeing the denpgraphics 9 it, | don't consider it a plan
10 of any plan that was introduced earlier than that. 10 Q And why not ?
11 Q I"msorry. Could you -- 11 A Because until | know the population in
12 A | don't renenber seeing a plan that was 12 that district -- the whole basis of redistricting is
13 subnmitted before then. 13 the 14th Amendnent to the Constitution, equa
14 Q Before the ten days? 14 protection, that ny vote for a menber of congress
15 A Ten days, yes, m'am 15 counts the same as another person in the state of
16 Q Ckay. And once a plan is submitted by 16 Al abana's vote. That's the reason why we go through
17 outside groups, what happens? 17 this process. |It's one man, one vote. And until |
18 A It's put through the conputer and turned 18 look at a plan and the nunbers associated wth that
19 into what we call bill form And then you have to 19 plan, | don't consider it a full plan
20 find a nmenber of the legislature that's willing to 20 Q So | just want to make sure that I'm
21 introduce it. 21 getting this right. ['mnot trying to ask you over
22 Q Ckay. But you nentioned deviation and 22 and over and over again.
23 denographic data. Does the conputer program al so 23 Is it right that you did not |ook at
24 give you that information? 24 what you considered to be a plan, so an anal yzed
25 A Yes. 25 you know, nap with all that denopgraphic information
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1 and deviation information, until after that ten-day 1A I"mafraid we would run afoul of Section
2 mark? 2 2 of the Voting Rights Act.
3 A Until after it was analyzed and | could 3Q Ckay.
4 get the nunbers, yes. 4 MR DAVIS: Can | ask how we're doing on
5Q Okay. 5 time? This was -- | know we had a break, a |ong
6 A Then we | ooked at it to see what the 6 break, for audio. This was a two-hour deposition
7 deviation was, the overall deviation of the plan, 7 that was noticed. W' ve got three Pl nptions we
8 and how many splits there were in counties and what 8 need to get back to work on. This seenms to be
9 counties were split. 9 really dragging.
10 Q Ckay. And at that point, were there any 10 MS. VELBORN:. Well, | nean, we have up
11 maps that were -- had two majority black districts? 11 to 7 hours under the Rules of Federal Procedure.
12 A | don't renenber seeing two nejority 12 MR DAVIS: You're going to take 14?
13 black districts. | renenber seeing one -- two of 13 Ms. WELBORN: | would hope -- | would
14 what they call opportunity districts, what they were 14 really like to not do that. But it certainly is our
15 calling -- the districts were not 50 percent 15 right to do that. | can't really tell you at this
16 minority. 16 point exactly how rmuch longer. But |'m happy to
17 Q Coul d you define your understanding of 17 take a break right now to help confer --
18 an opportunity district? 18 MR DAVIS: |'mhearing a |ot of
19 A That's what they were calling them 19 repetition and a lot of arguing with the witness.
20 They called themopportunity districts, and they 20 If you're going to do this discovery before the
21 were both under 50 percent minority. 21 prelimnary injunction hearing, it needs to get
22 THE REPORTER:  Under 50 percent what? 22 pretty focused and be a little sensitive and
23 A M nority popul ati on. 23 courteous towards everything that we've got to do on
24 Q And who is "they"? 24 the defense side to get ready to respond to your
25 A The peopl e who introduced them the 25 notions.
Page 97 Page 99
1 League of Wnen Voters and -- | can't renenber who 1 MS. WELBORN: | understand what you're
2 introduced the bill in the house. 2 saying.
3 Q Ckay. And -- sorry. One second. 3 MR, ROSBORQUGH:  Counsel, | thought we
4 If a district has under a 50 percent 4 were going to refrain from speaki ng objections.
5 minority population, what is the inportance of that 5 MR DAVIS: What did he say?
6 nunber, | guess? Wy was that nunber inportant? 6 THE REPORTER: Refrain from speaking
7 A Under Section 2 of the Voting Rights 7 objections.
8 Act, we can't do anything to dininish the ability or 8 MS. WELBORN: Let's take a break. Let's
9 protect a class of nminority citizens fromelecting 9 go off the record. And we'll cone back and talk
10 or defeating a candidate of their choice. 10 after that.
11 Q So if a district has under 50 percent 11 THE VI DECGRAPHER: W are off the
12 voting age population -- sorry. Under 50 percent 12 record. The tinme is 11:26 a.m
13 minority popul ation, does that automatically 13 (Recess was taken.)
14 dinminish their ability to choose a candi date of 14 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are back on the
15 their choice under Section 2? 15 record. The tinme is 12:06 p.m
16 A You' re asking an attorney question. 16 Q So I'd like to tal k about the Cctober
17 Q Well, | nmean, ultimately it's your 17 26th reapportionnent comittee neeting. Do you
18 responsibility to -- 18 remenber if you did anything to prepare for that
19 A It would -- it would -- | would give 19 neeting?
20 great caution in order to draw a district that was 20 A Yes. W sent the proposed maps to all
21 less than 50 percent, yes. 21 the menbers for their review prior to the neeting.
22 Q Under 50 percent mninority popul ation? 22 Q And by "we," who do you nean?
23 A Yes. | would be very cautious. 23 A The staff at the reapportionnent
24 Q Ckay. And by "very cautious," does that 24 conmittee.
25 nean you are -- what does that nean? 25 Q Ckay. And do you renenber how far in
Page 98 Page 100
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1 advance you sent them out? 1Q Who deci des whether a racia
2 A As fast as we could. Renenber this 2 polarization analysis should be done for a
3 whol e process was very condensed, very condensed. 3 particular district?
4 Q I think it was the day before the 4 A Not me
5 neeting. |s that right? 5Q Do you know who does deci de?
6 A Yes, ma'am which is standard operating 6 A I would -- I would assune it would be
7 procedure. W get bills usually about a day before. 7 our attorney
8 Q Ckay. 8 Q Why that assunption?
9 A Usual ly. Not all the tine. 9 A Because he's an attorney and he
10 Q And did you talk to anyone about this 10 understands Section 2
11 neeting beforehand? 11 Q But the actual analysis itself is math
12 A | approached the nenbers of ny -- the 12 right?
13 house nmenbers of the conmittee to nake sure they 13 A I would assune. But |'ve never -- never
14 read their information and make sure they cane to 14 done it
15 the neeting. 15 Q Gkay. Woul d anyone ot her than your
16 Q And ot her than the maps thensel ves, did 16 attorneys nake the decision to have a racial
17 you provide any naterials to the nenbers of the 17 pol arization anal ysis done for a particular
18 committee? 18 district?
19 A What ever the conmittee sent with the 19 A Not that I'maware of. |'msure if
20 noti ce. 20 asked for one, | could get it
21 Q Wth the -- I"'msorry. Wat do you nean 21 Q Okay. Can anyone ask for it?
22 by the notes? 22 A I don't know the answer to that
23 A They were sent an emmil notifying them 23 question
24 of the neeting. Whatever was contained in that 24 Q Well, could a nmenber of the
25 notification of the neeting. 25 reapportionnent committee ask for it and have it be
Page 101 Page 103
1Q And do you know who sent that email ? 1 perforned?
2 A Somebody on the reapportionnent staff. 2 A I"msure if a nmenber of the
3 Q Okay. So a considerable portion of that 3 reapportionnent conmittee wanted one, they could
4 nmeeting was about racial polarization analysis, 4 approach the |l egal counsel of the commttee and
5 which I'lIl also refer to as RPV. Does that -- 5 request one
6 A RP what ? 6 Q How do you deci de which district a
7 Q RPV. Have you heard that term before? 7 racial polarization analysis should be done for?
8 A I"ve heard of racial population 8 A I didn't make that decision
9 anal ysis. 9 Q So you don't play any role in deciding
10 Q I"1l try torefer to it as racial 10 district X should have a racial polarization
11 polarization analysis. But that's also a |ot of 11 anal ysis done?
12 words. 12 A I did not, no
13 A You can use the acronym 13 Q Okay. Do you know if there are any
14 Q So what's your understandi ng of racial 14 witten guidelines for how soneone should decide
15 pol arization anal ysis? 15 whether a racial polarization analysis should be
16 A My understanding is that is done 16 done?
17 particularly for the courts to determ ne whether we 17 A | don't recall ever seeing any
18 either on purpose -- intentionally or 18 Q Do you know i f there are any infornal
19 unintentionally violated Section 2 of the Voting 19 guidelines?
20 Rights Act and denied a group of protected class of 20 A | don't recall ever seeing any
21 minority citizens fromelecting or defeating a 21 Q O hearing of any?
22 candidate of their choice based on the anal ysis of 22 A No.
23 the historical vote. 23
24 Q And do you know how it's done? 24 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 4 was
25 A No, ma' am 25 marked for identification.)
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1 1 racial issue, do you have an understandi ng of what
2 Q I'd like to introduce Exhibit 4. This 2 that neans?
3 is a transcript of the reapporti onment committee 3 A You woul d have to ask M. -- Senator
4 nmeeting from Qctober 26th. 4 Mcd endon.
5 MS. VELBORN:  And we will provide 5Q Ckay. Did you encounter any possible
6 electronic copies. 6 racial -- racial issues over the course of the
7 MR WALKER: | understand. M only 7 redistricting process?
8 caveat is while | don't have any reason to believe 8 MR WALKER: Cbjection to form [|I'm
9 that these are inaccurate, we haven't had a chance 9 just not sure what you nean.
10 to check it. 10 Q Wien did you take race into account in
11 MS. VELBORN: O course. 11 the redistricting process?
12 Q I"I'l get to that in a second. 12 A M. Hi naman was directed by the
13 But do you know when a racial 13 committee to follow the guidelines and to draw those
14 polarization analysis is conducted? At what point 14 plans race neutral, w thout |ooking at race until
15 in the process, | nean. 15 after he had developed a plan. That's ny
16 A I was under the assunption that after we 16 understanding. The plan was devel oped, and race was
17 passed the bills, that a racial polarization 17 not looked at until after it was drawn.
18 anal ysis woul d be done for the |awsuits. 18 Q And then how was -- it was | ooked at
19 Q Okay. So after they are already 19 after the plan was drawn?
20 enacted, right? 20 A After the plan was drawn, yes, ma'am in
21 A Vel l, given the tineline. 21 conjunction with the menbers of congress.
22 Q Ckay. 22 Q And do you know how it was | ooked at?
23 A W didn't have tine to. 23 A No. He net with nmenbers of congress to
24 Q If you could turn to Page 20. I'm 24 go over it.
25 sorry. It's Page 18. And at the very bottom 25 Q And do you know what data was | ooked at?
Page 105 Page 107
1 Senator Md endon says, "Can | ask sonething? The 1A No, ma' am
2 question you're asking, the answer is our attorney, 2 MR WALKER: Did you say date?
3 mine and your attorney, set that data off for 3 Ms. WELBORN: Data.
4 districts that it |looked like there m ght possibly 4 Q And do you know anyt hing that would have
5 be a racial issue." 5 changed because race was taken into account in the
6 And this is referring to a racial 6 congressional map?
7 polarization analysis. That is, that racial 7 A No, ma' am
8 polarization is done -- analysis is done for 8 Q And when you said the conmittee gave
9 districts where it |ooked |ike there m ght possibly 9 instructions to M. H naman, who are you referring
10 be a racial issue. 10 to specifically?
11 I's that your understandi ng of when 11 A I woul d say Chairman McC endon and |
12 racial polarization -- that that is why a racial 12 told M. Hinaman to follow the guidelines in draw ng
13 polarization analysis is done, is because there 13 these maps.
14 night possibly be a racial issue? 14 Q And in doing so, that neans taking a
15 A | read that as our attorney was going to 15 race-neutral approach to drawing the first map; is
16 make that determ nation. 16 that right?
17 Q And is it your understanding that 17 A Yes, ma'am The congressional map, yes,
18 looking like there m ght possibly be a racial issue 18 ma' am
19 is the criteria for determ ning whether a racial 19 Q Did you give any other instructions to
20 polarization analysis should be conducted for a 20 M. Hinaman?
21 particular district? 21 A Fol | ow t he gui del i nes.
22 A Again, | was leaving that to the 22 Q But that's it?
23 attorney to determine, what we would have to prepare 23 A That's the reason why we adopted the
24 for court cases. 24 gui del i nes.
25 Q So tal ki ng about might possibly be a 25 Q And how did you communicate with
Page 106 Page 108
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1 M. H naman? 1 anal ysis was done because the maps had al ready
2 A I would see himin the reapportionment 2 passed, right?
3 office, and on the tel ephone. 3 A Yes.
4 Q Okay. Did you ever enmil with hinf 4 Q Sorry. I'mnot trying to trick you
5 A No, ma'am |'mnot a big email person. 5 A No. | had to think about it. Yes
6 Q | suppose that neans you didn't text him 6 we -- we passed the maps
7 either. 7 Q Ckay. Did you ever suggest having a
8 A Not hi ng of substance. 8 racial polarization analysis done before the maps
9 Q Ckay. 9 were passed?
10 A And 1'Il be glad to show you the texts. 10 A I didn't consider it an option. W were
11 Q So are you aware of any racial 11 under such a tight tinmeline. W knew we would have
12 pol arization analysis that was done for any district 12 to do it because of the lawsuit that had al ready
13 in the 2001 -- or 2021 congressional map prior to 13 been filed before we ever filed a bill, and we knew
14 this neeting on Cctober 26th? 14 it would be done. W just didn't have tine to
15 A No, ma'am 15 Q To get it done?
16 Q So not for District 772 16 A To get it done
17 A No, ma' am 17 Q Do you know how long it takes to perform
18 Q Had a racial polarization analysis been 18 a racial polarization analysis?
19 done for sone state legislative districts? 19 A No, ma' am
20 A No, ma' am 20 Q Do you know i f anyone suggested doing a
21 Q Was any racial polarization analysis 21 racial polarization analysis prior to the bill's
22 conducted for any of the maps at any point before 22 passing?
23 Cctober 26th? 23 A It cane up in the conmmittee neeting
24 A No, ma' am 24 And we assured themthat we were going to perform
25 Q So a racial polarization analysis 25 them the ones that our attorneys deemed necessary
Page 109 Page 111
1 couldn't be taken into account for draw ng the 1 and we woul d get that to them when we had the
2 initial map? 2 information
3 A We drew them race blind. 3 Q Do you know if a racial polarization
4 Q Do you know when the first time a racial 4 anal ysis had been done for congressional maps in
5 pol arization analysis was conducted for any district 5 previous redistricting cycles?
6 for the congressional nap? 6 A I have no know edge
7 A My under standi ng, they were sent off 7 Q You don't remenber fromthe 2001, 2002
8 sonetine after the bills at the end of the special 8 cycle if that happened?
9 session. 9 A Remenber we were under Section 5
10 Q Do you know who requested that? 10 preclearance at the tine. And once they called and
11 A | believe M. Walker. 11 said we had been precleared -- | had never heard the
12 Q And do you know why that request was 12 term before that
13 made? 13 Q Ckay. So do you know when the racial
14 A Because we already had a lawsuit filed. 14 polarization analysis for the congressional map was
15 W had a lawsuit filed against us before we ever 15 finished?
16 filed a bill. 16 A | have not seen it
17 Q Who -- do you know who did the racial 17 Q You have not seen it?
18 pol ari zation anal ysis? 18 A | have not seen it
19 A No, ma' am 19 Q Okay. Have you asked to look at it?
20 Q Do you know if a consultant was hired to 20 A No, ma' am
21 do it? 21 Q Have you tal ked to anyone about it?
22 A There was sonebody hired. | do not know 22 A You
23 who. 23 Q So why don't you do the racia
24 Q So just to be clear, nothing changed as 24 polarization analysis for all districts just as a
25 a part of the maps after the racial polarization 25 matter of course? And |I'mnot talking --
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1 understand there's a tinme crunch here. But in 1A No, ma'am | have no opi nion.
2 general, why isn't it done for all of the districts 2 Q Do you know what the relationship is
3 just because? 3 between having a BVAP of 54 percent and the decision
4 A I don't see a need for sone of the 4 to do a racial polarization analysis?
5 districts. They' re not being challenged in court, 5 A No, ma' am
6 are they? 6 Q Do you know at what percent of BVAP a
7 Q Well, Districts 1, 2, and 3 are al so 7 district would have that you would need to do a
8 being chal | enged. 8 racial polarization analysis?
9 A Okay. 9 A No, ma' am
10 Q And when you say you don't see a need, 10 Q So woul d you agree with the statement
11 why is that? 11 that if a black district has a BVAP of under 54
12 A If you're not challenging themin court, 12 percent, that requires a racial polarization
13 | nean, | don't see the need to do an analysis on 13 anal ysis?
14 them 14 A I can't agree or disagree with that
15 Q Okay. But four of seven districts are 15 statenent. | think it depends on the district. But
16 being challenged in this |awsuit. 16 | don't know.
17 A Ckay. 17 Q What would -- what do you nean by
18 Q If you turn to Page 19, Senator 18 "depends on the district"?
19 McC endon and Representative England have a 19 A I've seen majority mnority districts
20 back-and-forth here about a nunber, 54 percent of 20 el ect nonmnorities.
21 bl ack voting age popul ation for District 7. So 54 21 Q I would like to introduce another
22 percent BVAP. 22 exhibit. This is the transcript of the floor
23 And Representative England is asking 23 debate, Plaintiff's Exhibit 5, on Novernber 1st.
24 that a racial polarization analysis be done. And 24 A Al right.
25 Senator M Cl endon says that he was told by 25
Page 113 Page 115
1 M. Walker that a racial polarization analysis for 1 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 5 was
2 District 7 is unnecessary because District 7 has a 2 marked for identification.)
3 BVAP of around 54 percent. 3
4 Way woul d it be unnecessary to conduct a 4 Q And if you'll flip to Page 20.
5 racial polarization analysis if a district has a 5 MR WALKER: And, Kaitlin, I'll just put
6 BVAP of around 54 percent? 6 on the record that we also have not had a chance to
7 A I think you need to ask Senator 7 check this. | don't have any reason to believe it's
8 McCendon that. | didn't say that. 8 inaccurate. But | just note that for the record.
9 Q But do you have an opinion on that? 9 MS. WELBORN: Yes. We will stipulate to
10 A No, ma' am 10 that for all of the transcripts.
11 Q Do you think that having a BVAP of 11 MR WALKER:  Ckay.
12 around 54 percent for a particular district is 12 Q So you' re having a back-and-forth here
13 inportant? 13 with Representative England who again is asking why
14 A I -- it's ny understanding that's -- 14 a racial polarization analysis was not done on
15 that's the plan that Congresswoman Sewel | agreed to. 15 District 7.
16 Q And what do you nean by that? 16 And at the very bottom of the page, you
17 A M. Hinaman worked with the nmenbers of 17 said, "W thought it was necessary, but they cut it
18 congress, and they signed off on the map that he had 18 off, I think, at 51 percent. Anything under 51
19 drawn and said they agreed to it and woul d accept 19 percent they did it on. Anyone over that, they
20 it. | was not privy to that conversation, though. 20 didn't do it."
21 That's secondhand. | was just told that. 21 Do you know what you mean -- what you
22 Q Who told you that? 22 neant by that statenent?
23 A I don't renenber. 23 A I don't remenber. | really -- | think
24 Q So do you have any opinion on whet her 24 that what | was tal king about at that point was
25 District 7 should have a BVAP of around 54 percent? 25 trying to get sonething done rapidly, as fast as
Page 114 Page 116
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1 possible. And we didn't have tine to do 140 1A That's a question | really can't -- |

2 legislative districts, eight school board digits, 2 don't think there's a nmagic nunber that exists to

3 and seven congressional districts given the time 3 guarantee the election or defeat of a mnority

4 frame we had. 4 candi date.

5Q And the 51 percent is BVAP. 1'Il tell 5Q I's there sone range?

6 you that that. 6 A Again, | was told that Congresswoman

7 Ckay. And when you said, "W thought it 7 Sewel|l was confortable with the plan that had been

8 was necessary,"” do you know who you were referring 8 presented and was in support of that plan. And the

9 to? 9 other nenbers of congress were in support of it.

10 A I would assune it was M. Wl ker and 10 Q I would like to introduce Plaintiff's

11 M. Hinaman and nysel f. 11 Exhibit 6, which is the final 2021 nap for congress.

12 Q Ckay. And when you said they -- 12

13 A Because on that floor -- at this ting, 13 (Plaintiff's Exhibit 6 was

14 1'msure you have ny tal king points. 14 marked for identification.)

15 Q Yes. 15

16 A I was going -- | was using ny talking 16 Q And District 7 is the one in brown.

17 points. And renenber this was rapid fire, as fast 17 Wuld you agree that District 7 appears to be

18 as -- and | was -- this was late into the session. 18 racially jerrymandered?

19 And M. England is a very skilled 19 A I think just District 7 is in large part

20 attorney and chairman of the denocratic party. So 20 the same district that was drawn under the Reed

21 he is quite, quite gifted in the way he can ask 21 Buskey, just adjusted for popul ation increases.

22 questions and get people that are not attorneys to 22 Q And how woul d you descri be the shape of

23 answer them 23 District 7?

24 Q And so when you said that they cut it 24 A Again, we try and naintain the core of

25 off at 51 percent, do you know who the "they" is? 25 existing districts. And this district was created
Page 117 Page 119

1A I would assunme | was referring to 1 in 1992 by the Reed Buskey plan.

2 M. Wl ker and M. Hi naman. 2 MS. WELBORN: | would like to take just

3 Q And how was that 51 percent nunber 3 a short break. W might be finished. | just want

4 chosen? 4 to doubl e-check.

5A I"'msure | was just reading the talking 5 MR- WALKER:  Would you like for us to

6 point. 6 | eave the roon?

7 Q And who prepared those tal king points? 7 MS. VELBORN: Let's go off the record.

8 A M. Wal ker and, | believe, M. Hi naman. 8 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W are off the

9 Q And did you discuss those tal king points 9 record. The time is 12:33 p.m

10 with either M. Wal ker or M. H nanan? 10 (Recess was taken.)

11 A They were getting themto nme as fast as 11 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: We are back on the

12 they could. This was rapid fire. 12 record. The time is 12:40 p.m

13 Q What is your understandi ng of how you 13 MS. WELBORN: The MIligan plaintiffs

14 can tell whether mnorities can elect their 14 are finished asking questions. |'mnot sure if the

15 candi date of choice? 15 Singleton or Caster plaintiffs have any questions

16 A I'n the congressional naps? 16 for you. But after that, we can break for |lunch and

17 Q Yes. 17 you'll be done.

18 A I don't really understand that question. 18 MR WALKER  Yay.

19 Wul d you repeat it, please? 19 MS. VEELBORN:  Yay.

20 Q How can you tell whether mnorities can 20 MS. FAULKS: Do the Caster plaintiffs

21 elect their candidate of choice in a particular 21 have any questions?

22 district? 22 MR OSHER: Can you hear ne?

23 A In a particular congressional district? 23 (Di scussion held off the record.)

24 Q Well, any district. But in this case, 24 EXAM NATI ON BY MR OSHER:

25 yes, we're tal king about a congressional district. 25 Q | only have a few questions. So this

Page 120
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1 should be -- this should be very quick. 1A I'massuning that |'ve had nunerous
2 Representative, thank you for your tinme. M nane is 2 conversations with both republicans and denocrats
3 Daniel Gsher. | aman attorney for the plaintiffs 3 yes
4 in the Caster litigation. 4 Q And do you have a general sense of how
5 You might have said this before. And | 5 one party views a nmjor issue in Al abama as opposed
6 apologize if you did, Representative. How |ong have 6 to another party?
7 you served in the A abana |egislature? 7 A I'msure we differ on specific issues
8 A I was first elected in 1994. | served 8 yes
9 two terns. | left in 2002. And | was reelected in 9 Q Ckay. So based on your 16 years serving
10 2014 and ' 18. 10 in the legislature, do the views of menbers of the
11 Q Ckay. So that's roughly how many years? 11 denocratic party in Al abama generally differ from
12 A 12. How many years total? |1'Il be 16 12 the nmenbers of the republican party in Al abama
13 years in the legislature with a 12-year gap. 13 generally when it comes to affirmative action?
14 Q Geat. Thank you. 14 A Again, your definition of affirmative
15 And have you been a nmenber of the 15 action | don't know.
16 republican party that whole tinme? 16 Q Policies inplenenting a preference for
17 A I've been an el ected republican 17 individuals while considering their race
18 official. But |'ve never been an official menber of 18 A I think given ny history of being in the
19 the Al abama Republican Party. 19 Al abama | egislature when the denocrats were in
20 Q | understand. Have you al ways 20 supermgjority, it's a pretty w de spectrum across
21 considered yourself a republican? 21 political lines
22 A Yes, sir. 22 Q So you're saying that the two major
23 Q Based on your 16 years serving in the 23 parties in Al abama do not have the -- have the sane
24 legislature, in your view, do the views of nenbers 24 view when it cones to affirmative action?
25 of the denocratic party in Al abama differ fromthe 25 A | couldn't answer that. |'ve run across
Page 121 Page 123
1 nenbers of the republican party in A abana when it 1 varying opinions in different menbers
2 comes to renoving confederate nmonunents from public 2 Q Ckay. Based on your 16 years in the
3 spaces? 3 legislature, do the views of nenbers of the
4 A I nean, you're asking ne to suppose what 4 denocratic party in Al abama generally differ from
5 other people are thinking. But | would say yes. 5 nenbers of the republican party in Al abama generally
6 Q And based -- based on your 16 years in 6 when it cones to crimnal justice reforn?
7 the legislature, do the views of menbers of the 7 A I think -- 1 think there's a divide
8 denocratic party in A abana differ fromthe nmenbers 8 yes. But | know sone -- some conservatives that are
9 of the republican party in Al abana when it cones to 9 in favor of crimnal justice reformthenselves
10 affirmative action? 10 Q And just to clarify, you're saying that
11 MR WALKER: Cbjection to form Dan, 11 there is a difference between the general views of
12 1'mnot sure that we have a clear understandi ng of 12 the denocratic party -- nmenbers of the denocratic
13 what affirmative action is these days. 13 party and nenbers of the republican party when it
14 MR OSHER: | didn't catch that, Dorman. 14 comes to crimnal justice reforn®?
15 Can you say that again? 15 A There coul d be, yes
16 MR WALKER: Yeah. |'mnot sure that | 16 Q Is it -- in your view, is there a divide
17 woul d have a clear understanding of what affirmative 17 between the nembers of the party or not?
18 action is these days. 18 A I think some menbers hold different
19 MR, OSHER:  Sure. 19 opinions, yes
20 Q Representative, in your 16 years of 20 Q And the sane question. Based on your
21 service in the legislature, have you had an 21 experience in serving in the legislature, do the
22 opportunity to view what the general views of each 22 views of the nenbers of the denocratic party
23 of the major parties in the state are? 23 generally in Al abanma differ fromthe nenbers of the
24 A On which issue? 24 republican party generally in Al abama when it cones
25 Q On various issues. 25 to the view of whether there's a significant amunt
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1 of discrimnation against black individuals in the 1A You were asking for a plan that had all
2 state? 2 whol e counties that created two opportunity
3 A Yes. 3 districts.
4 MR, OSHER Ckay. That's all | have. 4 Q Did he tell you that the lawsuit
5 Thank you very much for your tine, Representative. 5 contended that the plan that was enacted in 2011 was
6 MR- WALKER:  Thank you. Thank you, 6 racially jerrymandered?
7 Daniel. 7 MR WALKER: |'mgoing to -- |'mgoing
8 MS. FAULKS: Singleton plaintiffs, do 8 to assert privilege. You might be able to ask that
9 you have any questions? 9 question a different way, Jim But | think the way
10 MR BLACKSHER: Did | get called? 10 you've asked it, it calls -- or could call for an
11 MR WALKER  You did. You did, Jim 11 attorney-client conmunication.
12 MR BLACKSHER: Wl |, thank you. 12 Q Okay. | lost you. Al | seeis a
13 EXAM NATI ON BY MR BLACKSHER: 13 tel ephone screen now. ©Ch, there you are up in the
14 Q Representative Pringle, | hope you nmake 14 corner.
15 it back to Mbile before the night is over. 15 Let me ask it this way, Representative
16 A Thank you. So do I. 16 Pringle. Wre you aware and are you aware now that
17 Q I wouldn't want to stay in Montgonery 17 the Singleton conplaint alleged, when it was filed
18 overnight if | could get back to Mbile on a Friday 18 Septenmber 27th, that the plan enacted in 2011 was
19 night. 19 unconstitutional because it was racially
20 A See, we have a lot in comon, 20 jerrymander ed?
21 M. Bl acksher. 21 A Not specifically.
22 Q Yeah. 22 Q Okay. Were you aware that the state
23 A I'mnot -- 23 attorney general's office had said in a lawsuit in
24 Q I just have a -- 24 Birm nghamin 2019 that the 2011 plan was racially
25 MR WALKER: Go ahead. 25 jerrymander ed?
Page 125 Page 127
1Q | just have -- | have very few 1 MR DAVIS: (bject to the form
2 questions. 2 MR WALKER: Jim did you hear that
3 Representative Pringle, you said that -- 3 objection to formfrom Ji m Davi s?
4 and | haven't been in on your whol e discussion. | 4 MR BLACKSHER:  Yes.
5 confess | had to junp off on sone other calls while 5 MR DAVIS: That's not what it said.
6 it was all going on. So | apologize if | go over 6 Q Are you aware that that is what the
7 sonething that you' ve already spoken about. 7 conplaint that Singleton filed alleged, that the
8 But | did hear you say with a snile on 8 state attorney general had conceded in federal court
9 your face that there was a lawsuit filed even before 9 in 2019 that the 2011 plan was racially
10 you passed a plan. And that would be referring to 10 jerrymandered? Were you aware of that?
11 the Singleton case, right? 11 MR DAVIS: Object to the form
12 A | refer to it as the League of Wnen 12 MR WALKER: Cbject to form
13 Voters. But yes, sir. 13 Q You -- you can answer.
14 Q The League of Wonen Voters. It was the 14 MR WALKER: |'msorry. You can answer,
15 lawsuit that was advocating the League of Wonen 15 if you can.
16 Voters whol e county plan? 16 A No.
17 A Yes, sir. 17 Q You weren't aware of that.
18 Q Ckay. And who inforned you that that 18 Were you aware -- did anyone tell you
19 suit had been filed? It was M. Walker, wasn't it? 19 that the lawsuit contended that when drawi ng a new
20 A Yes, sir. 20 congressional plan with 2020 census data, that the
21 Q And did you get a chance to read the 21 legislature had a constitutional obligation to
22 conplaint? 22 remedy a racial jerrymandering?
23 A No, sir. 23 A No.
24 Q And did M. Walker tell you what the 24 Q Ckay. And as chair of the
25 lawsuit was about? 25 reapportionnent committee, you can testify that
Page 126 Page 128
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1 there was no effort made by the reapportionnment 1Q Are you aware of any -- anyone -- did
2 committee to remedy any racial jerrymandering in the 2 M. Wl ker, by the way, advise you that he had
3 2011 claim isn't that correct? 3 consulted other lawers to reach this opinion?
4 A | testified that M. H naman was 4 MR WALKER Jim |'mgoing to object on
5 directed to draw those seven congressional districts 5 the grounds of privilege to that. You can ask it
6 based on the guidelines of the committee. 6 some other way
7 Q Yeah. And no one informed you, and you 7 Q I"mjust trying to get everything you
8 -- excuse ne. 8 knew or did not know about the requirement of zero
9 The committee never attenpted to renedy 9 devi ation
10 a racial jerrymandering; is that correct? 10 And what |'ve heard you say
11 A I did not know there was a -- 11 Representative Pringle, is that you were aware
12 Q Raci al jerrymandering? 12 since you' ve been involved in one way or the other
13 A Yes. 13 with redistricting, that it had been going on for
14 Q Okay. Now, ny understanding from your 14 several decades, right?
15 testinony is that M. Wil ker advised you as chair of 15 A Zero deviation in congressional races?
16 the reapportionnent conmittee that the congressional 16 Q Yes
17 redistricting plan had to have zero deviation; is 17 A Yes
18 that correct? 18 Q Ckay. And when it came to drawing the
19 A Yes. 19 2020 plan, you were advised that that needed to
20 Q So did anyone el se give you that advice, 20 continue, zero deviation needed to continue. And
21 zero deviation? 21 that advice cane from M. Wal ker and M. Hinaman; is
22 A M. Hi nanan. 22 that correct?
23 Q So M. Hinaman advi sed you that the plan 23 MR WALKER: Cbjection to formto the
24 had to be zero deviation? 24 extent it calls for an attorney-client
25 A Well, M. Blacksher, was not the 2011 25 communi cati on
Page 129 Page 131
1 and the 2002 plans all zero deviations, and the 1992 1Q But you can answer, | think
2 plan? 2 MR BLACKSHER: Counsel, can he answer?
3 Q Vel l, what | asked -- the question was 3 Q Okay. Let me ask another question
4 did M. H nanman advise you that it needed to be zero 4 Did M. Wil ker also advise you that in
5 devi ation. 5 order to conply with the Voting R ghts Act, the
6 A Again, M. Hi naman has been part of this 6 congressional redistricting plan had to have a
7 for years. And | think every plan has been drawn to 7 majority black district? |Is that correct?
8 zero deviation. 8 MR WALKER: Cbjection, attorney-client
9 Q Ckay. Does that nean that he did advise 9 privilege
10 you to keep it at zero deviation? 10 Q Vell, that's in the talking points
11 A Yes. Because all the other plans had 11 isn't it? Isn't that -- isn't the requirement of a
12 been drawn to zero deviation. 12 majority black district one of the things that's in
13 Q Okay. That's fine. 13 the talking points that you' ve exchanged with us
14 And di d anyone besides M. \Wal ker and 14 that you -- that you read fromon the floor of the
15 M. Hinaman advise the committee that the plan had 15 legislature?
16 to keep a zero deviation? 16 A | don't have any direct recollection of
17 A Not to ny know edge. 17 that at this tine
18 Q Did the -- did you as chair or did 18 Q So did anyone advise you, as chair of
19 anyone on the committee seek the advice of the 19 the reapportionment conmittee, that in order to
20 Al abama attorney general's office on whether it 20 conply with the Voting Rights Act, the plan had to
21 needed to have zero devi ation? 21 have one majority black district, at |east one
22 A I did not. 22 majority black district?
23 Q Are you aware of anyone on the 23 MR WALKER: Cbject to the question to
24 conmittee who di d? 24 the extent it calls for an attorney-client
25 A No, sir. 25 communi cation. Ctherw se, you can answer.
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A We instructed M. Hi naman, quoting the

guidelines, to protect the core of the existing
districts to the extent possible and to draw it to
zero deviation.
Q Okay.

absolutely no nmention of majority black in the

Representative Pringle, there's
gui del i nes.
So the question is: |In conplying -- the

gui del ines say that you had to conply with the

ChrisPringle
12/17/2021
understand that you needed to have a mpjority black
district.
A | understood that we needed to draw

districts to help protect the incunbent, yes.

Q And to you, that neant a mmjority black
district, protecting the incunbent. |Is that your
answer ?

A Well, | acquiesced to M. H naman who

nmet with the nenbers of the congress and tal ked to

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

their choosing.

Q And did that nean a majority bl ack
district?

A It means we had -- we drew a district
that would allow -- that maintained the core of an
existing mnority district. But we didit in a
race-neutral way.

Q Your understandi ng of the requirenent of
mei ntai ning the cores and drawi ng a race-neutral

pl an neant that you needed to end up with a majority
bl ack district. Am| hearing you correctly?

A W -- we nmde every opportunity to

protect the incunbents who were seeking reel ection.
Q

about the incunbent.

That's not the question |I asked you

| asked if you were advised and did you
Page 134

10 Voting Rights Act, right? 10 them about their districts and what they wanted and

11 A Yes, sir. 11 how they wanted them drawn. And he presented a plan

12 Q Okay. But it doesn't say mgjority 12 to nme that he said the nmenbers of congress agreed to

13 black, right? 13 that were seeking reelection, that they had agreed

14 A The guidelines, | don't recall them 14 to.

15 saying that. 15 Q Okay. Let's talk for just a second

16 Q Right. So the question is: Wre you 16 about the League of Wonen Voters' whol e county plan.

17 advised that to conply with the Voting Rights Act, 17 According to the tal king points, you

18 there had to be a mpjority black district? 18 were advised that that plan would be

19 MR WALKER  (Objection that |'ve nade 19 unconstitutional because its deviation was too

20 before to the extent it calls for attorney-client 20 large; isn't that correct?

21 communi cation. Oherw se, he can answer. 21 A That was in nmy -- the analysis |

22 A Again, those plans are drawn in a 22 received, yes.

23 race-neutral manner based on the guidelines to 23 Q And that information cane from whoever

24 preserve the core of the existing congressional 24 wote the tal king points?

25 districts. 25 A Yes. That would be M. Hi naman and
Page 133 Page 135

1Q Yes, sir. |'ve heard that testinony. 1 M. walker.

2 My question, though, is were you advised 2 Q Ckay. And the tal king points al so

3 that the Voting Rights Act required there to be a 3 advised, didn't they, that the League of Wonen

4 majority black district? 4 Voters' plan would violate the Voting R ghts Act

5 MR WALKER:  Sane obj ection. 5 because it did not have a mpjority black district;

6 A The Voting Rights Act requires that we 6 isn't that correct?

7 in no way intentionally nor unintentionally dimnnish 7 A I't could potentially violate Section 2

8 the ability of a protected class of minority 8 by dimnishing the ability of a protected class of

9 citizens fromelecting or defeating a candidate of 9 citizens fromelecting or defeating a candidate of

their choosing, yes.

Q I"mjust asking if the talking points
said -- you know, | don't have themin front of ne.
You' ve probably been | ooking at themall norning.

A Actually, | haven't.

Q The tal king points actually said, didn't
it -- the talking points actually said that the
League of Wonen Voters' whol e county plan woul d

violate the Voting Rights Act because it did not
have a nmajority black district.
Now, did you -- did anyone el se give you

that advice other than what was in the talking

poi nts?
MR DAVIS: Object to the form
MR WALKER Object to the form
THE WTNESS: Can | answer?
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1 MR. WALKER  You can answer to the 1 "minimal deviation," you interpreted that on your
2 extent that you do not discuss any communication you 2 own as neaning zero deviation; is that correct?
3 may have received froman attorney, in particular 3 A Based on ny know edge and history of
4 one fromthe AGs office. 4 reapportionnment, congressional reapportionment, and
5A I was reading the talking points that 5 the fact that we have drawn zero deviation
6 you have before you. 6 districts, yes, sir.
7 Q Actually, | don't have them before ne. 7 Q Okay. So that would -- and you reached
8 I'msorry. 8 that conclusion independently of anybody's advice,
9 But in any event, let me -- let ne wap 9 right?
10 this up this way. Was the -- was the conmittee ever 10 A Vell, M. Walker and M. Hi nanan and |
11 presented in witing a statement that the League of 11 all concurred that m ni mum devi ati on neans zero.
12 Wonen Voters' whole county plan violated the Voting 12 And based on ny readings, | would concur with that,
13 Rights Act? 13 what | read.
14 A If nmy menory serves nme correctly, we did 14 Q Thank you, Representative Pringle.
15 not yet have the official League of Wnen Voters' 15 Those are the only questions that | have.
16 plan in the conputer at the time of the commttee 16 A M. Bl acksher, it's always a pleasure.
17 nmeeting. | think it was introduced |ater. 17 Q | hope to see you again soon.
18 Q Ckay. You're going to have to listen to 18 A I"msure you will.
19 the question again. 19 MR WALKER | think that can be
20 MR. BLACKSHER: Could | ask the court 20 arranged.
21 reporter to read the question back, please? 21 MS. FAULKS: Dorman, with that, | think
22 (Record read.) 22 that we are done. For lunch, how long do we want to
23 A Was the committee ever presented -- 23 break?
24 MR WALKER Was the committee ever 24 MR WALKER Wiit. Can we have 30
25 presented in witing. 25 seconds to confer?

Page 137 Page 139
1A I have no recollection of that. 1 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: We're off the record.
2 Q Ckay. Thank you. 2 The tinme is 1:05 p.m
3 And was the conmittee ever presented in 3 (Recess was taken.)

4 witing a statement that the League of Wonen Voters 4 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: W' re back on the
5 -- I'msorry. Let ne strike that. Let me start 5 record. The time is 1:08 p.m
6 over. 6 EXAM NATI ON BY MR DAVI S:
7 Was the conmittee ever presented in 7 Q Representative Pringle, this is Jim
8 witing a statement that the congressional plan had 8 Davis. | represent Secretary Merrill in this
9 to have zero deviation? 9 lawsuit. | have just a couple of follow up
10 A | don't understand the question. 10 questions.
11 Q Did the committee have in witing a 11 Did you instruct M. Hi naman to -- when
12 statenment that the congressional plan had to have 12 he drew a congressional plan, that it had to include
13 zero deviation? 13 a majority black district?
14 A The guidelines called for it, which has 14 A No.
15 been done for -- as you know, for years and years. 15 Q Did you instruct himto include
16 For decades, we've always drawn down to zero 16 districts with any particul ar denpgraphics?
17 deviation in congressional. 17 A No.
18 Q Ckay. So the guidelines say that the 18 Q Are you aware of any menber on the
19 congressional plan nmust have mninmal deviation. 19 reapportionnment conmittee who gave hi m such
20 A Wiich we interpret to be -- which we 20 instructions?
21 interpret to be zero deviation just like it was, you 21 A No.
22 know, in 2011, 2002, 1992. 22 Q Did you decide in advance that there had
23 Q Ckay. That's good. 23 to be a mpjority black district in Al abama's
24 So in other words, when you saw, as 24 congressional plan?
25 chair of the commttee, that the guidelines said 25 A No.
Page 138 Page 140
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1 MR, DAVIS: Thank you. No other
2 questions.
3 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: This ends the
4 deposition of Chris Pringle. The tine is now
51:09 p.m
6
7 (DEPGCSI TI ON ENDED AT 1:09 P. M)
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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1 STATE OF ALABAMA )
2 JEFFERSON COUNTY )
3
4 | hereby certify that the above
5 proceedings were taken down by ne and transcribed by
6 me using conputer-aided transcription and that the
7 above is a true and correct transcript of said
8 proceedings taken down by me and transcribed by ne.
9 | further certify that | amneither of

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

kin nor of counsel to any of the parties nor in

anywi se financially interested in the result of this

case.
| further certify that I amduly

l'icensed by the Al abama Board of Court Reporting as

a Certified Court Reporter as evidenced by the ACCR

nunber follow ng ny nane found bel ow.
So certified on Decenmber 17, 2021.

LeAnn Maroney, Conmi ssioner

ACCR# 134, pires 9/30/25
505 North 20th Street, Suite 1250
Bi rmi ngham AL 35203
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA

EVAN MILLIGAN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
Civil Case No. 2:21-CV-01530-AMM
V.
JOHN H. MERRILL, et al., PLAINTIFFS’ NOTICE OF DEPOSITION
FOR DEFENDANT CHRIS PRINGLE
Defendants.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 30(b)(1) of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, Counsel for Plaintiffs Evan Milligan, Khadidah Stone, Letetia
Jackson, Shalela Dowdy, Greater Birmingham Ministries, and the Alabama State
Conference of the NAACP, (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) will take the deposition of
Defendant Chris Pringle, in his official capacity as the Co-Chair of the Alabama
Permanent Legislative Committee on Reapportionment. The deposition will
commence on December 17, 2021, at 9:00 am CDT, at the law offices of Balch &
Bingham, 105 Tallapoosa Street, Montgomery, AL 36104 (or at such other time and
place as the parties may mutually agree upon), pursuant to the Court’s December 14,
2021, Order on Motion for Protective Order (ECF No. 59) and Order on Discovery
Disputes (ECF No. 64). The deposition will be recorded stenographically by a
certified court reporter and by video by a certified videographer. The deposition will
take place in-person and by videoconference, or according to a schedule mutually

agreed upon by the parties, until completed.
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DATED this 14th day of December
2021.

/s/ Sidney Jackson

Sidney Jackson (ASB-1462-K40W)
Nicki Lawsen

WIGGINS, CHILDS, PANTAZIS, FISHER
& GOLDFARB

301 19th Street North

Birmingham, AL 35203

(205) 549-4565
sjackson@wigginschilds.com
nlawsen@wigginschilds.com

Leah Aden*
Stuart Naifeh*

Kathryn Sadasivan (ASB-5178-E48T)

Brittany Carter*

NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE &
EDUCATIONAL FUND, INC.
40 Rector Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10006
(212) 965-2200
laden@naacpldf.org
snaifeh@naacpldf.org
ksadasivan@naacpldf.org

Jessica L. Ellsworth*

Shelita M. Stewart*

HOGAN LOVELLS US LLP

555 Thirteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20004

(202) 637-5600
jessica.ellsworth@hoganlovells.com
shelita.stewart@hoganlovells.com

David Dunn*
HOGAN LOVELLS US LLP
390 Madison Avenue

Filed 01/29/25 Page 62 of 184

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Deuel Ross

Deuel Ross*

NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE & EDUCATIONAL
FUND, INC.

700 14th Street N.W. Ste. 600
Washington, DC 20005

(202) 682-1300

dross@naacpldf.org

Davin M. Rosborough*
Julie A. Ebenstein*
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES
UNION FOUNDATION

125 Broad St.

New York, NY 10004
(212) 549-2500
drosborough@aclu.org
jebenstein@aclu.org

LaTisha Gotell Faulks (ASB-1279-163J)
Kaitlin Welborn*

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF ALABAMA

P.O. Box 6179

Montgomery, AL 36106-0179
(334) 265-2754
tgfaulks@aclualabama.org
kwelborn@aclualabama.org

Michael Turrill*

Harmony A. Gbe*

HOGAN LOVELLS US LLP

1999 Avenue of the Stars

Suite 1400

Los Angeles, CA 90067

(310) 785-4600
michael.turrill@hoganlovells.com
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New York, NY 10017 harmony.gbe@hoganlovells.com
(212) 918-3000
david.dunn@hoganlovells.com

Blayne R. Thompson* *Admitted pro hac vice
HOGAN LOVELLS US LLP

609 Main St., Suite 4200 Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Houston, TX 77002

(713) 632-1400
blayne.thompson@hoganlovells.com

Anthony Ashton*

Anna-Kathryn Barnes*
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE
(NAACP)

4805 Mount Hope Drive
Baltimore, MD 21215

(410) 580-5777
aashton@naacpnet.org
abarnes@naacpnet.org
Attorneys for Plaintiff Alabama
State Conference of the NAACP
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on December 14, 2021, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing was served on all counsel of record by electronic mail.

/s/ Kathryn Sadasivan

Kathryn Sadasivan

NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE &
EDUCATIONAL FUND, INC.
40 Rector Street, FL 5

New York, NY 10006

(332) 600-9546
ksadasivan@naacpldf.org
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REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE REDISTRICTING GUIDELINES
May 5, 2021

I. POPULATION

The total Alabama state population, and the population of defined subunits
thereof, as reported by the 2020 Census, shall be the permissible data base used
for the development, evaluation, and analysis of proposed redistricting plans. It is
the intention of this provision to exclude from use any census data, for the purpose
of determining compliance with the one person, one vote requirement, other than
that provided by the United States Census Bureau.

II. CRITERIA FOR REDISTRICTING

a. Districts shall comply with the United States Constitution, including the
requirement that they equalize total population.

b. Congressional districts shall have minimal population deviation.

C. Legislative and state board of education districts shall be drawn to achieve
substantial equality of population among the districts and shall not exceed an
overall population deviation range of +5%.

d. A redistricting plan considered by the Reapportionment Committee shall
comply with the one person, one vote principle of the Equal Protection Clause of
the 14th Amendment of the United States Constitution.

e.  The Reapportionment Committee shall not approve a redistricting plan that
does not comply with these population requirements.

f. Districts shall be drawn in compliance with the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as
amended. A redistricting plan shall have neither the purpose nor the effect of
diluting minority voting strength, and shall comply with Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act and the United States Constitution.

g. No district will be drawn in a manner that subordinates race-neutral
districting criteria to considerations of race, color, or membership in a language-
minority group, except that race, color, or membership in a language-minority
group may predominate over race-neutral districting criteria to comply with
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, provided there is a strong basis in evidence in
support of such a race-based choice. A strong basis in evidence exists when there
is good reason to believe that race must be used in order to satisfy the Voting Rights
Act.
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h.  Districts will be composed of contiguous and reasonably compact
geography.

i. The following requirements of the Alabama Constitution shall be complied
with:

(1)  Sovereignty resides in the people of Alabama, and all districts should be
drawn to reflect the democratic will of all the people concerning how their
governments should be restructured.

(ii) Districts shall be drawn on the basis of total population, except that voting
age population may be considered, as necessary to comply with Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act or other federal or state law.

(iii) The number of Alabama Senate districts is set by statute at 35 and, under
the Alabama Constitution, may not exceed 35.

(iv) The number of Alabama Senate districts shall be not less than one-fourth or
more than one-third of the number of House districts.

(v) The number of Alabama House districts is set by statute at 105 and, under
the Alabama Constitution, may not exceed 106.

(vi) The number of Alabama House districts shall not be less than 67.
(vii) All districts will be single-member districts.

(viii) Every part of every district shall be contiguous with every other part of the
district.

j- The following redistricting policies are embedded in the political values,
traditions, customs, and usages of the State of Alabama and shall be observed to
the extent that they do not violate or subordinate the foregoing policies prescribed
by the Constitution and laws of the United States and of the State of Alabama:

@) Contests between incumbents will be avoided whenever possible.

(ii) Contiguity by water is allowed, but point-to-point contiguity and long-lasso
contiguity is not.

(iii) Districts shall respect communities of interest, neighborhoods, and political
subdivisions to the extent practicable and in compliance with paragraphs a
through i. A community of interest is defined as an area with recognized
similarities of interests, including but not limited to ethnic, racial, economic, tribal,
social, geographic, or historical identities. The term communities of interest may,
in certain circumstances, include political subdivisions such as counties, voting
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precincts, municipalities, tribal lands and reservations, or school districts. The
discernment, weighing, and balancing of the varied factors that contribute to
communities of interest is an intensely political process best carried out by elected
representatives of the people.

(iv) The Legislature shall try to minimize the number of counties in each district.
(v)  The Legislature shall try to preserve the cores of existing districts.

(vi) In establishing legislative districts, the Reapportionment Committee shall
give due consideration to all the criteria herein. However, priority is to be given to
the compelling State interests requiring equality of population among districts and
compliance with the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as amended, should the
requirements of those criteria conflict with any other criteria.

g.  The criteria identified in paragraphs j(i)-(vi) are not listed in order of
precedence, and in each instance where they conflict, the Legislature shall at its
discretion determine which takes priority.

ITII. PLANS PRODUCED BY LEGISLATORS

1. The confidentiality of any Legislator developing plans or portions thereof
will be respected. The Reapportionment Office staff will not release any
information on any Legislator's work without written permission of the Legislator
developing the plan, subject to paragraph two below.

2. A proposed redistricting plan will become public information upon its
introduction as a bill in the legislative process, or upon presentation for
consideration by the Reapportionment Committee.

3. Access to the Legislative Reapportionment Office Computer System, census
population data, and redistricting work maps will be available to all members of
the Legislature upon request. Reapportionment Office staff will provide technical
assistance to all Legislators who wish to develop proposals.

4.  In accordance with Rule 23 of the Joint Rules of the Alabama Legislature
“[a]ll amendments or revisions to redistricting plans, following introduction as a
bill, shall be drafted by the Reapportionment Office.” Amendments or revisions
must be part of a whole plan. Partial plans are not allowed.

5. In accordance with Rule 24 of the Joint Rules of the Alabama Legislature,
“[d]rafts of all redistricting plans which are for introduction at any session of the
Legislature, and which are not prepared by the Reapportionment Office, shall be
presented to the Reapportionment Office for review of proper form and for entry
into the Legislative Data System at least ten (10) days prior to introduction.”
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IV. REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE MEETINGS AND PUBLIC
HEARINGS

1. All meetings of the Reapportionment Committee and its sub-committees
will be open to the public and all plans presented at committee meetings will be
made available to the public.

2. Minutes of all Reapportionment Committee meetings shall be taken and
maintained as part of the public record. Copies of all minutes shall be made
available to the public.

3. Transcripts of any public hearings shall be made and maintained as part of
the public record, and shall be available to the public.

4.  All interested persons are encouraged to appear before the
Reapportionment Committee and to give their comments and input regarding
legislative redistricting. Reasonable opportunity will be given to such persons,
consistent with the criteria herein established, to present plans or amendments
redistricting plans to the Reapportionment Committee, if desired, unless such
plans or amendments fail to meet the minimal criteria herein established.

5. Notice of all Reapportionment Committee meetings will be posted on
monitors throughout the Alabama State House, the Reapportionment Committee's
website, and on the Secretary of State’s website. Individual notice of
Reapportionment Committee meetings will be sent by email to any citizen or
organization who requests individual notice and provides the necessary
information to the Reapportionment Committee staff. Persons or organizations
who want to receive this information should contact the Reapportionment Office.

V. PUBLIC ACCESS

1. The Reapportionment Committee seeks active and informed public
participation in all activities of the Committee and the widest range of public
information and citizen input into its deliberations. Public access to the
Reapportionment Office computer system is available every Friday from 8:30 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m. Please contact the Reapportionment Office to schedule an
appointment.

2. A redistricting plan may be presented to the Reapportionment Committee
by any individual citizen or organization by written presentation at a public
meeting or by submission in writing to the Committee. All plans submitted to the
Reapportionment Committee will be made part of the public record and made
available in the same manner as other public records of the Committee.
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3.  Any proposed redistricting plan drafted into legislation must be offered by a
member of the Legislature for introduction into the legislative process.

4.  Aredistricting plan developed outside the Legislature or a redistricting plan
developed without Reapportionment Office assistance which is to be presented for
consideration by the Reapportionment Committee must:

a. Be clearly depicted on maps which follow 2020 Census geographic
boundaries;

b. Be accompanied by a statistical sheet listing total population for each district
and listing the census geography making up each proposed district;

C. Stand as a complete statewide plan for redistricting.
d.  Comply with the guidelines adopted by the Reapportionment Committee.
5. Electronic Submissions

a. Electronic submissions of redistricting plans will be accepted by the
Reapportionment Committee.

b. Plans submitted electronically must also be accompanied by the paper
materials referenced in this section.

C. See the Appendix for the technical documentation for the electronic
submission of redistricting plans.

6. Census Data and Redistricting Materials

a. Census population data and census maps will be made available through the
Reapportionment Office at a cost determined by the Permanent Legislative
Committee on Reapportionment.

b. Summary population data at the precinct level and a statewide work maps
will be made available to the public through the Reapportionment Office at a cost
determined by the Permanent Legislative Committee on Reapportionment.

c. All such fees shall be deposited in the state treasury to the credit of the
general fund and shall be used to cover the expenses of the Legislature.

Appendix.
ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION OF REDISTRICTING PLANS
REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE - STATE OF ALABAMA
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The Legislative Reapportionment Computer System supports the electronic
submission of redistricting plans. The electronic submission of these plans must
be via email or a flash drive. The software used by the Reapportionment Office is
Maptitude.

The electronic file should be in DOJ format (Block, district # or district #,
Block). This should be a two column, comma delimited file containing the FIPS
code for each block, and the district number. Maptitude has an automated plan
import that creates a new plan from the block/district assignment list.

Web services that can be accessed directly with a URL and ArcView
Shapefiles can be viewed as overlays. A new plan would have to be built using this
overlay as a guide to assign units into a blank Maptitude plan. In order to analyze
the plans with our attribute data, edit, and report on, a new plan will have to be
built in Maptitude.

In order for plans to be analyzed with our attribute data, to be able to edit,
report on, and produce maps in the most efficient, accurate and time saving
procedure, electronic submissions are REQUIRED to be in DOJ format.

Example: (DOJ FORMAT BLOCK, DISTRICT #)

SSCCCTTTTTTBBBBDDDD
SS is the 2 digit state FIPS code
CccC is the 3 digit county FIPS code

TTTTTT  isthe 6 digit census tract code

BBBB is the 4 digit census block code

DDDD is the district number, right adjusted
Contact Information:

Legislative Reapportionment Office

Room 317, State House

11 South Union Street

Montgomery, Alabama 36130
(334) 261-0706
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For questions relating to reapportionment and redistricting, please contact:
Donna Overton Loftin, Supervisor

Legislative Reapportionment Office

donna.overton@alsenate.gov

Please Note: The above e-mail address is to be used only for the purposes of
obtaining information regarding redistricting. Political messages, including those
relative to specific legislation or other political matters, cannot be answered or
disseminated via this email to members of the Legislature. Members of the
Permanent Legislative Committee on Reapportionment may be contacted through
information contained on their Member pages of the Official Website of the
Alabama Legislature, legislature.state.al.us/aliswww/default.aspx.

10213405.2

RC 044599



Page 72 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

89r¥10 Od

9'687LL06
‘uoiie|ndod |ejoy azijenba | 31835 paniun ay1 Yam A|dwiod [[eys
Aaya 1ey3 Juswalinbai ay3 Suipnpoul | 5111351g - ¥ 5e
‘UoIINHISUO)  SBIBIS PaLUN  3BY) | SE O {EHS SIS TeHOISSagH0D
yum Ajdwoo |jeys spuasiq ‘e jo—sueneRded—our €
FHOA 110A
INO- NOSHId INOINTNTHADTE | INO 'NOSYId INO ‘ININIHIND3IY
NOHVIdOd—1vAB3I—H | NOILVINdOd vNoO3 ll
ONILIIYLSIAIY HO4 VIHILIHD "l SLLIIYLSIAIY HO4 VIYALIYD Il euuop

‘neaing snsua) sajels panun
ayr Aq popinosd eyl ueyy uayio
“Wawatinbai 310A auo ‘uosiad auo
aylr yum aoueldwod 3ujuiwialap
Jo asodund ay3 4oy ‘elep snsuad Aue
asnh woJ4} apn|axa o0} uolsinouad siy3 jo
uonualul ays st 3 “suejd 3uioulsipal
pssodoud Jo sisAjeue pue
‘uonenjens ‘quawdojanap ayy 1oy
pasn aseq ejep 9jqissiwiad ay} aq
lleys ‘snsua) 0z0z 9yl Aq payodau
se  ‘JoaJayl syuungns  pauyap

‘neaing snsua)
sajels payun ayi Aq papinoid 1eyy
ueyl 49ylo ‘quawalinbal ajon auo
‘uosiad suo syl yum aoueldwod
guiuiwialep jo asodund ayy Joj
‘elep snsuad Aue asn wouj apnjoxad
03} uoisinodd Siy3 JO uonuaul 3y}
st 3 ‘suejd 3unolaysipas pasodoud
Jo  sisAjeue  pue  ‘uopenjead
“uawdojansp By} Joj  pasn
aseq ejep a|qissiwiad ayy aq |jeys
‘snsua) 0¢0¢ 6F6Z @Y1 Aq pamodal
se  ‘Joalssayl syungns  paulap
Jo uoneindod ay) pue ‘suesisd

‘neasng snsua) sajels paiun
ayr Aq pepirosd 3jeyy ueyy Jayjo
“1uawsauinbas ajoA suo ‘uosiad auo
3yl yum souejdwod Juluiwialap
Jo asodund ayy Joj ‘elep snsuad
Aue asn wouy apnpxa 03 uoisinoud
SIYyl Jo uonuajul ayy st y -sued
3uipuysipas pasodoisd jo sisAjeue
pue ‘uoilenjeas ‘yuswdolaAdp By}
1o} pasn aseq ejep ajqissiwiad ay3 aq
lleys ‘snsua) 0T0Z 2Y1 Aq pajodal
se  ‘Joasayl spungns  pauyap
jo uonejndod ayy pue ‘suosiad

jo uonejndod ayy pue ‘uone|ndod | 9e£'6/+—4e—uoneindod 93els | 9€/'6//'v  Jo  uoneindod  a1e1s
2lels eweqgejy |ejo} 9yl Hopises eweqe|y |e10) a3y Juapisas eweqgejy |eio0} 9yl
vindod i

NOIL

NOILLYTINdOd °I

NOILYINdOd I

e ln




Page 73 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

69v¥10 Od

9'68VLLO6
4

Jou saop leyy ue|d 3unduISIPal | ‘DoRHHHHOI—3udtauetzeddesy | 1ouIsIp |enpiaipul ‘@9111LIW0)

e anosdde jou |jeys as1WWO) jJuawuoloddesy ay) o} papiwgns

luswuoipuoddeay 3yl sp

uejd 3unouisipas A1ans u| q

"UOo[3IN}ISUOD) Sd3elS
palun 9yl Jo jusawpuswy Yt
3yl Jo asne|) uol0ld |enb3 ayy
Jo 9ajdipund 3ajoa suo ‘uostad auo
3yl yum Ajdwod |jeys a9spwwo)
juawuollioddeay ay3 Aq pasapisuod
ueid Bupouisipal Yy D

‘uofinjisuo)
$91e}S PaHUN 3yl JO JusBWpPUBWY
Yl 9yl JO Isne)) u0I3I3104d
jenby 8yl jo 9yduud ajo0a
auo ‘uossad auo ayy yum Ajdwoo
jleys as1iwwo) juawuoipoddeay
ay3 Aq paJapisuod

ueld Sunosipal vy O e

‘uonniisuo)
S91e1S Pallun 3yl JO JUBWPUIWY
YT 9yl JO asne|) uol3dalold |enb3
oyl jo 3jdpuud aj10A duo ‘uosiad
auo ayl yum Ajdwon |jeys asxnwwo)
1uswuoinoddeay ayl Aq pasapisuod
ueild Supouisipas Yy e

"%G JO a3uel uonelnap uonejndod
[|e49A0 ue paddXa jou |leys pue
spuMIstp a9yl 3uowe uonendod
Jo Aljenba |ejjueisqns anaiyoe o3
umesp aq ||eys spMISIp uolleanpa
JO pieoq 91els pue dAne|siga ‘q

"% JO 98uel uoieIASp
uoneindod [jeI9A0 UEB  poadxa
10U [[EeYyS pue -*S)oLISIp—SheHeA
ayy Suowe uonendod jo Ayjenbs
jennueisqns;  aAllyde 0} umeup
9q ||BeyS {tm S1olISIp” UOIIEDNpPa JO
pJeoq a1els pue aAle|SIdo] sAleisidat
SO HStpUItY —Hiu9sHReg
IO OSABI—HOHIDIOH—eRb3

. SIMISIP SNOLBA
3yl Suowe uonejndod jo Ayjenbs
|ennueisgqns, aAalyde 0} umelsp 3q
HIM S10LISIP BAIIE|SIZR] ‘UOIINNISUOD
Salels pauun 9yl 0} juswpuswy
Yluaalno4 ay} Jo asne|d) uoildaloid
fenb3 ay3 yum aouepiodde uj

‘uone|ndod |e10}

azilenba Asyl 1eyyr juswalinbai
3y} suipnjaul uoinNiIsuo)




Page 74 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

0LYYY0 DY

9°681LLO6

10 ‘10|03 ‘@lel JO SUOIleIIPISUOD
0} EBu3WD  Suipulsip  |esnau
-9deJ sajeuiplogns 1eyl Jauuew
B Ul UMmelp aq ||!m 1ou3SIp ON '}

adAloa4935—3BH3  SUOIIRIAPISUOD
0] eudMsd  Buppulsip  |edinau
-90BJ S3leulplogns leyl Jauuew
B Ul UMBIP 3q [|IM }OLISIP ON J “F

2dA102491S 1Byl  SUOIIRIDPISUOD
0} euausd  BulpPuIsSIp  |esinau
-9deJ sajeulpiogns eyl Jauuew
B Ul umesp a3q ||IM PUISIP ON T

S1Otdtsta

SLol1SIa

FIATVASIOIT RO+ — a3 Hdd—nd

JAILVISIOFT HO4  VIHALIHD Al

‘uoniNiIsuo) sajels
pajun ayl pue 19y s1y3iy Sujop aya
JO ¢ uoidas yum Ajdwod |jeys pue
‘418uauis Bunoa Aysouiw Sunn)p
JO 109y ayr Jou asodind ayy
Jayyau aney |eys uejd 3unonisipas
V ‘'pspuswe se ‘GoeT jJO 1Y
s1y3iy 3unop ayl yum adsueldwod
ul umeap aq |jeys spuIsIq "

‘uonniisuo)
S91e1§ pajun 9yl pue Py sysy
8unoA ays jo z uonas yum Ajdwod
[leys pue ‘Yyiduauis Sunoa Ayiouiw
Sunnjip Jo 109449 ayy iou e asodind
3yl Jaylsu oABY |[eysS oyHe
aney—3ou—iftm  ueld 3urloulsipal
V ‘papusuwie se 'G96T JO 10V Ss1ydiy
Sunop syl yum aouejdwodr—i
ur umedp aq jjeys spuIsIq 9

‘uoniniisuo) sajels pajun syl
pue 12y s1y31y 3uiloA ay3 JO  uolIasg
yum Ajldwod |jeys pue ‘yy8uasis
Sunon Ajuouiw Sunnjip jJo 10840
3yl 10 asodund ay1 4ayle aaey jou
[I'm uejd 3unpuIsIpal v "G96T 4O VY
Sys1y Sunop ayl yum asueldwod
Ul ui umelp aq [jeys sLISIq

1OV SIHOTE ONITOA H

e M

"Ssjuswalinbal
uoneindod asayr yum Ajdwod

INITAAIND AXTTOUNT

LIV SLHDIH ONILOA 'l

‘Syuswialinbal uonejndod 959y}

JustoHAba—stH: yum  Aldwoo

j0ou saop 3jeyy ueld Sunduasipad

e onaoudde jou” ||BYS  im
99)wwo) judwuolioddeay ay)

"JuswaJinbail siyl yum Ajdwod
jou sao0p eyl ueld Sunoulsipas
e aAosdde jou [Im 33NWWOD
juswuonioddeay ayj -uoneindp
uonnejndod jo  23ues  jjesano




Page 75 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

1Lyv10 DY

9'68YLLO6

‘yum paljdwond aq ||eys uolnyisuo)

yum
paydwod aq ||eys uoIIN}ISUO)

:yum paydwod

pasodwod aq ||Im s3o13sIq 8

Lk

Bweqely 9y} jo sjudwsadinbal | eweqely 8yl jJo sjyuswadinbaa | 9 |jeYS UOIINNISUO) eweqge]y 3y} JO
8uimoyjoy ayl 'y 8uimoy|oy ayl U€ Sjuawalinbais Suimoy||oy dyyl €
‘Aydes30a3 oedwod
‘Aydeadoad 1oedwod | Ajgeuoseal pue snon3iuoo ‘Aydes3093 Jpedwod Ajgeuoseal
Alqeuoseas pue snon3nuod  Jo |jo pesodwod 3q M SPUISIO [ pue  snongnuod  jJo  pasodwod

aq |pm s3SI aAne|si3e g

el
Sysiy Sunop ayl Ajsines o1 JapJo
ui pasn ag 1snw aded Jey) aA31|9q
01 uoseal pood sI JIJY} uaym
S1SIX2 2JUdPIN Ul siseq Suouls
V ‘9Jl0yd paseq-2ded B yons JoO
1toddns uj 22uapiad ul siseq Suouys
e S| aJay) papinoid Py sy
3unoA ayy jo z uoias yum Aldwoo
01 eusMd  Sunpuisip  |edinau
-3Jel 19A0 djeuiwopaad Aew dnoud
Aluoujw-agendue| e uj diysiaquiaw
10 ‘10)02 ‘@deu jey) 1dooxa ‘dnould
Ayiouiw-adensue| e ui diysiagquiaw

"1V SIYstY SUIIOA
3yl Ajsnes 01 19pi0 Ul pasn aq
1SN 32kl Jey) 9A3I1|3q 0} uoseal
POOT S 919y} U3YM SISIXD 20UIPIAD
ur SiISeq SuoOJ}S Y 9010Yd pasSeq
-92eJ e Ydns jO Joddns Ul 90Uapina
ut siseq SuoJls e Si a1ay3 papiaoid
Py sydily SunopA 8yr jo ¢
uoi323s yum Ajdwod o} “Aiessossu
f—elayud  3uppulsip”  [eaInau
-9Jel 494i® J9AO  3jeujwopaad
Aew dnoid  Auiouiw-adensuej
e ul  diysiaquaw 1o  "10|0d
“aoel jey) 1daoxa ‘dnosd Aysouiw
-a8en3ue| e u; diysiaquaw Jo

‘10|00 ‘9Bl JO-5iSeq-DHIHO-S51910A

e

"1V SIYS1Y SullOA 3y} JO 7 UolI8S
yum Ajdwos 03 ‘Auessadau Ji ‘elad
Sunouisip 1ayjo Jsno ajeujwopald
Aew does jeyy 1dooxs ‘dnosd
Aluoujw-agen3ue| e u diysiaquaw




Page 76 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

CLyYY0 Od

9'68VLL06

'SJ0LIISIP
9SNOH JO J3qwinu 3yl jo payr
-3UO0 UBY} dJOW JO Y}NO04-3uo ueyy
SS9| JOoU 3q [|eYS SIOLISIP D)eudS
eweqely Jo Jaqwnu ayj (1)

"S}2111SIp 9SNOH
JO Jaquinu 3yi Jo piiyl-auo ueyy
2l0W 10 yunoj-auo ueyy ssaj jou
aq ||eys S10UISIp Sleuds eweqely
Jo Jaqwnu ayy A} p

"S]21J3SIP 9SNOH JO Jaquinu
3Y3 JO p41Y3-auo uey3 aiow Jo yunoy
-9UO uey] Ss3| 30U 3q [|eYs SIOLISIP
91eUdS O Jaqunu 3yl °p

"GE Pa3IXa Jou Aew ‘uoilnIsuo)
eweqe]y 9y} Japun ‘pue G§
1e a1mels Aq 19s S| SIOLISIP d)euas
eweqe|y jo Jaquinu ayy (i)

‘GE Pa9IXa
jou Aew ‘uoinysuo) eweqeyy
3yl J1apun ‘pue gGg e 3njels
AQ 19s S| S1O14ISIP 91BUIS BWEQE|Y
JO Jdqwinu  ay| :

"GE pa9d3xa jou Aew
‘uoiniilsuo) eweqejy 3yl Japun
‘pue gg 1e ainjels Ag 39S Si SIPLISIP
9leuas Jo Jaquinu dyy -

"ME| 91815 10 |Be13pa} 1230 40 1Y
S1Y31Y SunOA 3y3 JO 7 U01303S YIM
Aldwod 031 Asessaodau se ‘pasapisuod
aq Aew uonejndod a8e Suinoa eyl
1dadxa ‘uonejndod |ej0} jo siseq ayy
uo umeup aq |jeys s1a141s1q (1)

‘Me| 93e3s 1o
|edapa) 19y30 10 1Y Sysiy Sunop
3yl jo z uondes yum Ajdwod o}
“Alessa03u SE # ‘pasapisuod ag Aew
uone|ndod age 3unjoa jeyy 1daoxa
‘uonjejndod jejol} jo siseq a3y
Uuo umeup 3q ||eys S1ISIQ SIHHISH
areuss—pue—oasnen (Il g

"V SIY31Y 8unlop ay3 jo
7 uo1323s yum Ajldwod o3 ‘Auessadau
4§l ‘paJapisuod aq Aew uonendod
a3e 3unoa jeyy idsoxs ‘uonejndod
|e101 JO siseq 8y} uo umelp 3q ||eYs
S12111SIp 9)eUdS pue ISnoH ‘g

3yl ul sapisas Awusiaianos (i)

‘paJnionaisal aq pjnoys
SJUBWUIaA03 119y} moy 3ululasuod
a|doad ayj |je JO ||IM d13RIO0WIP
3yl 108|J91 0} umesp 3q pInoyYs
SIOUISIP ||e pue ‘eweqe}y jo d|doad

T T g

"PaJn1onuisal 3q pjnoys
sjuawuian0d 419Y3 moy 8uiuiaduod
a)doad ay1 |je Jo ||1m d13e100WBp BY3
199|}3J4 01 UMeIpP 3q p|NOYS SI1ISIp
lle pue ‘eweqely jo 3ajdoad ayy
ur sapisas Ajusdiauanos (i) e

IdSOdOdUd

3y} uy sapisal Ajusiasanos e

‘painionJisal aq pjnoys
SJUSWUIBA0S 419y} MOy Suluiaduod
a|doad ayy e jo M 2d1leIO0WSP
9yl 109)§a4 01} umesp 3q pjnoys
S10L11SIp |je pue ‘eweqe|y jo djdoad




Page 77 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

eLyvY(0 O

9°68kLLOG

eweqe|y jo ajels
9y} JO pue sa1el§ pallun ayl JOo sme|
pue uonnuisuo) ayl Aq paquiasaid
saijod Sulo8ai0) ay} leuipiogns
lo aeoiA jou op Ay ey
1U231X3 3Y] 0] PaAIadsqo 3q ||eys pue
ewegqe|y Jo aiels ay) jo sadesn pue
‘Swoisnd ‘suolliped) ‘sanjea |eaiyjod
9y} ul pappaqws aJe sapijod
3unouIsIpal Buimol|oy ayy I

‘eweqe|y JO aiels ay3 Jo pue sajels
palun syj JO sme| pue uolilnisuo)
3y1 Aq paquosaud  sapijod
duiodaioy a3y} ajeulpiogns o
21e|0IA 10U Op Ady) jeyl JU3IXd By}
0} PaAlasqo 3q ||eys pue eweqe|y
JO 91e1s ay) Jo sadesn pue ‘swolsnd
‘suoljipeJy ‘sanjen |edipjod ayy ul
pappaqws ale sajdijod 3uiydiilsipal
sumojio)  ayy T

‘eweqe|y
JO 91e15 8y} JOo pue s21elS payun
3yl JO Sme| pue uonniIsuo) ayl
Aq paquasaud satjod 3uio8ai04 ay3
aleulpioqgns 10 31e|0IA J0U Op A3yl
1eY] JU31Xa 3y}l 0} PaAIdSqo 3] ||eys
pue ewegqe|y JO 93elS ay3 Jo sadesn
pue ‘swolsnd  ‘suoljipesy  ‘sanjea
|eanjod ay ul pappaqua aJe sajdijod
Sunpuisipal Buimolioy syl R

"10143S1p 9y3 Jo Med uaylo Aiana
Yyum snon3nuod aq ||eys 1oM3sIp
Asons Jo ped Aian3 (i)

"10141S1p 9y} Jo Med 1ayjo Asans
Yum snon3iuod aq ||leys ISP
Asona jo ued Aian3z (IA) =4

"JO143S1p @y} jo jed
19Y10 A1ans yum snonsipuod aq ||eys
uISIp Aland jo jed Alaag 'y _

‘S}OLISIp Jaquiaw
-813uIs aq [IM SIMISIP |1 (1A)

'S101I1SIP JquIBaW-3|8uls a( ||IM

S1LIsIp-SAtersiSet ||y (IA) 8

*S1O143SIp Jaqwiaw-3|3uls
3q ||m SILISIp 9ANe|sIBa) || 8 _

‘L9 "/9 uey} ssa| aq
uey3 sS3| aq 10U ||BYS SI211ISIP 3SNOH | 30U [|eyS SIOMISIP aSNOH Eweqefy */9 Uy} SS9 3q 10U ||eYS SILIASIP
eweqely Jo Jaqunu ayy (IA) jJo Jaqunu oyl (A 3 3SNOH Jo Jaquinu a3yl
‘90T PadIXa

‘90T Pa39xa j0u ABW ‘UOIIN}IISUO)
eweqely 8y} Japun ‘pue gQT

Je 91njels Aq 13s S| SIOLISIP 3SNOH

10u Aew ‘uopinyIsuo) eweqe|y

3y} Japun ‘pue GOT 1e aInjels
Aq 19s s sjouIsIp asnoH eweqejy

Jo Jaquinu

i

‘90T po3dxa jou Aew

‘uonniiisuoc) eweqely 3yl Japun

‘pue GOT 1e dImels Aq 19s sI S1UISIP
9SNOH JO Jaqunu 9yl o




Page 78 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

YLvvv0 DY

9°68VLLOG

pue spue| |equ} ‘saiyjedidiunw
‘syoupaud  8ujoa  ‘sanunod  se
yans suoisialpgns |eaiyjod apnjoul
‘Soouejswnagpd  ulenad ul ‘Aew
159491U| JO SdIHUNWIWOI WJd} 3y
"Sailluapl |ealiolsiy 4o 2iydesdoasd
‘le1dos ‘lequy 21lou029
‘leloes DUyl 0} papwi| jou ing
Suipnpour ‘s3sauajul JO SaMB|IWIS
paziudodas yum eale ue se
paulap s 1sa1alul Jo Ajlunwwod
Vv 1 ysnoayy 38 sydesBesed yum
soueldwod Jayje pue djgedijdesd
JUSIXa Byl O}  SUOISIAIpNS
|[eoijod  pue  ‘spooysoqys8iau
‘1sa123ul jJo S9IHUNWWOD
1adsaus |jeys siousia ()

Swos 31eyl ‘4aAamoy ‘s|geyiaaul
SI 1] ‘uonedo} dyads e ul ajdoad
Aq paijinuspi 1s2433ui JO SaIUNWIWOD
ajepowwodde 0} jdwane |Im
9911lWwo) juswuoloddesy a3yl
‘suoljesiunwiwod jo Ajjeuowwod
pue Isauepunoq 3duaid  Suljoa
Jo0 ‘jedpiunw  ‘Ajunoo  s3saualul
2110151y 40 ‘uesiued ‘jeinynd ‘|eros
‘leuoidas ‘|ejuswuianod ‘alydesdoald
Oluyia  ‘je;des 0}  paywi  jou
ang Suipnjdul ‘s3sa131ul JO SIIIIR|IWIS
paziudodal yum eale ue se paulyap sl
1S9491ul JO AjJunwwod e ‘sauljPping
959y} jo sasodund 104 ‘paldadsal
9Q |{|eys 131so49lul JO SIAUUNWWOD
Jo Ayagdayui Oyt o]

"JOu S|
Aun3nuoo ossej-8uoj pue A3ndi3uod
julod-o3-juiod g ‘pamoj|e
si Jayem Ag Aun3dnuo)y (n)

‘Jou S|
Aun8yuod osse|-3uoj pue A}n31uoo
juiod-o03-juiod g ‘pamoj|e
si ua1em Aq Aunsnuo) () =g

‘jou S|
Aungijuos ossel-8uo| pue Ayn3gizuod
jujod-o03-juiod g ‘pamo|je
s a91em Ag Aun3dnuo)y q

"9|g1ssod Janauaym
paploAe  2q  [IM  Sluaquwndul

U23MIaq (1)

'9]qissod Janauaym
paploAe  3q  [IM——aHmieisiSeT
SHI—jo—sdogwatt  Sjuaquinodul
usamlaq Ssisauo) (i) ==

uaamiaq

"9|qissod
J9A3U3YM PIPIOAE 3 ||IM dnie|si3aT
9yl JO  siqwBW  JuIdqWINdU|

$1591U0)




Page 79 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

SLyv10 Od

9°68vLLOG6

‘a|doad ay3 jo saaneluasaidal
pa123)2 Aq 1n0 palaied 31s3q ssadoud
jeaitjod Aj@suajur ue si 3sasaul
JO  Saiunwwod 03} 31nNguIuod
1Byl S1030ej patJeA ay3 jo supuejeq
pue ‘Sulyslom ‘QuUaWUIBISIP YL
"S]OLIISIP [00YIS JO ‘SUOI1BAIDSAI

"S10LIISIP |O0YIS 10 'SUOIIBAISSa) pue

Spuej |eqiil ‘samjedniunu 'sjoupaid

JuIl0A 'S313UNDI Se YyaNs SUOISIAIPgNS

[eoiod  apnpur  'SeoueIswinadn
ureysad ul Rew 1591a1ul
JO SSRIUNWWOd Wi} ay] Saniuapi
[e21101sly 10 owydeigoad  ‘jeos

‘leqli} "Jiwouods ‘ledes Dluyla 0}

pa1itlii] 10U INQ BUIpNUL 'S15a193ul JO

SOIJJE|IWIS PazIug0odal UM Eale ue

Se pauljap Sl }satajul JO AHUNWWOD

v

ysnoiyy 5 sydeiSeied (um

Jduejdwod Jaye pue ajqednoeid

JU21X2 9yl 01 SuoisiAlpgns [eonijod

pue  ‘spooyloqudiau  "3sai9jul

JO Samunwwod 39adsal |[eys s1oi1sig

UBY] 9J0W PIDUBAPE 3 ||IM SISI3UI

‘9)doad ayj jo sanjejuasaidal
pa1ds|a Aq Ino paued 1saq ssadosd
jeaijod AjRsuajuy ue S| 1sa4d)ul
JO  saljunwwod 0}  3JnguUIuod
1ey) sJ03doe} palnen 9y} jo Supuejeq
pue ‘Buiysiam JUBWUIAISIP
ayl ‘suoesn3yuod PUISIp
Jejnoiued jo 910y ayl Ag siayjo

S |




Page 80 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

9Lv¥v0 DY

9°68YLLO6

‘elI9H4I J3Yl0 Aue yum 1o1jjuod
B119}14D 9S0Y} jo sjuawalinbali ay3
pinoys ‘papuawe se ‘G96T JO 1V
S1y3iy 8uiloA 9yl yum aoueljdwod
pue spuisip uowe uonejndod
Jo Ayjenba 3Buuinbaa  sisasalul
21e1s 3uljjadwod ay3 01 UdAI3 9 0}
st Ajuonid ‘1anamoH -uialay eluamld
9y} ||e 0} uol}esapIsuod anp aAI3

"RII9ID 41330 Aue yHm 1II1jJuod
elS)4d  9soyl Jo  sjuldwadinbal
943 p|noys ‘papuswie se ‘G96T JO 1Y
sysiy 3uiloA ayy yum soueldwod
pue spuisip Suowe uonejndod
Jo  Amenbs Suuinbas  s)sausiu
91e1S 93e3s duyjjadwod ay) 0} uaAId
9q 0} sI Ajuoud ‘4onamoy ‘ulauay
BlIDMJID BY} ||le 01 UOI}eIaPISU0D

"BII3}IID J3Y30 AuB Y}IM 1D1]jU0d
BIJ}ID 9SOy} Jo  sjudwsadinbal

3yl pinoys ‘papuawe se ‘G96T JO VY
Sysiy Sunop ayi yum aduejjdwod

pue sjpulsip  Suowe uonjejndod
Jo  Ayjenba 3uunba:r  sysasajul
ojels 3uydadwod ayy o031 udAI8

9q 031 si- Ayuond ‘4anemoH ‘ulausy
B9340 3Y) || O} UuOoIeISPISUOD

8unsixa Jo sal0d 8y} aAlasaud 01
A4l jjeys aunie|si8a1 ayy (a)

{leys a91wwo) juswuoijsoddeay | anp aNnIg [leys 99]WwWo) | anp ans lleys 99)lwwo)

2y} ‘S)O1IISIP aAne|sida| | Juswuolioddesy Ayl  ‘sjoulsip | Juswuonuoddeay 8y} ‘syoulsIp

Surysyqelsa  uj (1n) aAne|si39] dulysijqelsa u| (in) @ 9Alle|SIZd] Sulysiiqeiss u| ‘3
'SIoISIp ‘SIOISIP

3unsixe Jo so402 9y} aA4asasd 0}
A1} |eys aanjejsida ayl (A) =

"J2113SIP Yyaea uj saijunod
JO Jaqwinu 3yl BLzjwuw 0}
A1y |jeys asnje|si8a7 ayy (a1)

PUISIP Yoea ul
$311UN0J JO Jaqunu 3y} AZiWiuiw 0}
A1y |jeys aunie|si3aq syt (A1) p

"UISIP Yo
Ul S3I3UNOJ JO Jaquinu 3y} dzZIWIUIW
0} A4} jleys ainie|sida] ayl 'p

a|doad ay3 Jo saAijejuasaldal
pald9|@ Ag Ino palied 1saq ssadoud
|eaiyjod  Ajpsuajul ue si 1S8431Ul
JO  S9IUNWWOD 0}  3INQLIU0D
1Byl si103oe} paleA ayy jo Supuejeq

T

pue ‘Sulydiom ‘udWIUIRISIP YL

NITAAIND 0107



Page 81 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

LLYYY0 DY

01

9°68YLL0OG

"99lwwo) Juswuoljioddeay
2yl Aq uoljelapisuod
Jo}  uoieyussasd  uwodn  Uo
‘ssa0.d aane|si3a| ayl ul ||iq e se
uolonpoJlul syl uodn uoljew.oul
a11gnd awo029q M ue|d
Sunoinsipas pasodouad vy g

"99)}lWwo) udwuollioddeay
3yl Aq uonjesapisuod 1oj uollejuasaud
uodn 1o  ‘ssadoud  aAne|siFa)
3yl ul ||1q e se uoinpoJiul sy uodn
uonjew.oyul oignd awo23q |jim uejd
duipuisipas pasodosd vy g

"991WWOo) Jusawuoilioddeay ayi
Aq uoneisapisuod Joj uonejuasaud
uodn 1o ‘ssadoud  aAne)siSa)
3y ul [|Iq e se uodnpoJjul sy uodn
uoljewJoyui a1ignd sawod3q |im ueid
unosipas pasodoud vy ‘g

'Mmo|aq om] ydessesed o) 103(gns
‘ueld ayy 3Buidojanap Joie|siSa
9yl Jo  uoissiwiad  uanm
Inoyum uom suole|sida]  Aue
uo uoijew.ojui Aue aseajas Jou |jim
}e31s ad14J0 uswuollioddesy ayy
‘pa1oadsad aq ||Im joasay) suoiniod
Jo sueid 3uidojonsap Joje|si8a
Aue jo Anjenuapiyuod ayj ‘1

"Mmo|aq om} ydeaSeused
01 oalgns ‘ued ayy Suidojanap
Jojelsige]  8yr jo  uoissiwaad
USIIM INOYLIM JJoMm s Joje|si3a Aue
uo uoijewJsojur Aue aseajal jou ||Im
Jeis 20140 wuswuoluoddeay oyl
"paladsas aq ||im Joaiayy suoijiod
10 sueid Suidojansp Jole|siSa
Aue jo Anjenuapyuod ayy ‘1

‘Mmojaq om} ydei3eied
0} 123fgns ‘ueld sy Suidojanap
Joleisida] 9yl jo  uoissiwiad
U311IM INoYUM 310Mm s J0le|s18a7 Aue
uo uonjewlojul Aue aseajas Jou ||Im
jeis a0 wawuoiioddeay sy
‘pa1dadsas aq |im joauayl suoiiod
Jo sueid Suidojonsp  uoje|siSa
Aue jo Aujennuapyuod ayy -t

‘Aysonad sayeyl yaiym auiwiziap
uoIaIdSIP S) e ||eys aunie|siSa
3yl 11uod Ayl asaym asuelsul
yoea ui pue ‘azuapadaid Jo Japuo
ui paisi| Jou aue (in)-(1)1 sydeaSesed

Ul payiuapl euald ay) '3
e esiche °

SHYOLVISIDIT SHOLVYISIDAT SHOLVY1SI931
A8 4d3dNA0¥d SNVYId ‘il | A9 Q3IDJNA0Ud SNVId ‘Il “A | A9 a3idnaoud SNY1d A
‘Aylsouid sayel yarym aujwialap ‘Anaond

uondIdSIp SH e (jeys aunie|si8a
3yl “iIuod Asyr assym aduejsul
yoea ul pue ‘sauapadasd jo Japio
ul paisi| Jou ale-ydetdeted-siyiio (IA]
- tp}-te} sydeideied —suensasgns

ur payiuap! euaysd ayl T4

S} YIdIYM ulwi3}9p UOIIDJISIP
SU 1e ||eys auniejsida] ayy ‘PIuod
Asy1 aisym sdueisul yoea ul pue
‘aduapadaud jo 19puo u) palsl| Jou ale
ydes3esed siy3 jo (p)-(e) suoipdasgns
ul paynuspr eusyld syl




Page 82 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

8LyYY0 DY

I

9'68VLLO6

3y} Jo uolssas Aue je uoianpodiui
104 ate yaym sue|d unouisipau |je
JO syeu[pl, ‘ainmoysibat bwoqoly
ayy fo sainy juror 8yy jo g
3|ny Yyum aduepaodde u| ‘g

jot—ote—HIM—pue—oineisiSet
10—pottasord—are—ydym—suetd
Q

1uswuoiuoddesy ayy Aq pasedasd
Jo0U ase yoiym pue ‘ainye|siga
3yl Jo uolssas Aue je uolonpouiul
Joj pojussasd aue yoiym sueld
Sunpuasipas e jo syeuq '

‘pPamoj|e jou ale sueid |ellied
‘ueyd ajoym e jo ped ag isnw
SUOISIAL 4O SjuswpuawWY 33140
luswuoluoddesy ayy Aq papelp
39 Jleys ‘|iIq e se uoiONpPoul

Suimojjoy  ‘sueid  Bunpulsipal
0} SUOISIAal U0 SjudwWpudwWe
li[el,, aun1p|s1ba bwbqo|y

ayy fo sainy julof 8aYyr jo €¢
9Ny YUM dduepiodde uj 'y

‘pPamoj|e jou ale sue|d
|enlied ‘uejd ajoym e jo jed oq 1snu
SUOISIABS 1O Sjuawipuawy 321440
Juawuoinioddeay ay) Aq payjelp aq
[leys ‘jiq e se uonanpotjul UIMmo)|o}
‘sueid BuolISIpal 0} SUOISIABL 4O
siuawpuawe ||[e],{sE07} 21n1D|s163T
bwoqoly ayy Jo sany ulof ayi jo
€C 9Ny Yyum adsuepiodde u| ‘f

9O
luawuolioddeay ayy Aq payesp aq
[1_Ys ‘|}iq e se uoiyonpoulul 3uImoj|o}
‘suejd  BuppUISIpal 01 SUOISIABI
10 sjuawipuawe ||e (STO¢) 24n1p|sibag
bwoqoly ay1 fo sainy julor ayl jJo
€7 3INY YyUM dduepiode u| ‘f

‘sjesodoud dojanap 01 ysim
oym sioje|sida jjle 01 aduelsisse
|eoluydey  apinosd  jpm jjels
22140 wawuouoddeay ‘3sanbal
uodn ainje|si3a7 sy} Jo siaquiaw
[le 031 a|qejieAe aq [jIm sdew diom
3unosipas pue ‘eyep uonejndod
SNSuad ‘wajsAg J9Indwo)
PO judwuoiuoddeay
9AIlR|SIZa7 Byl 0} SS9y €

e

‘sjesodoud
dojsAsp 01 ysm oym siole|siga
[le 01 aduejsisse |eauyda} apiaoad
[I!M jjers 310 Jusawuoiioddeay
"3sanbal uodn ainje|sida
9yl jo siaquaw |je 0} 3|gejiene
9q M sdew yJom 3Bupouasipal
pue ‘ejep uonendod snsuad ‘waisAg
Jaindwo) 20140 Iuswuoioddeay
9A11RISI397 3Y)} 01 SS9y ‘¢

aAnne|si8a] ayy 0} ssaddy ‘€

‘sjesodoud
dojonsp 031 ysim oym siole|sida
[fe 01 aJuejsisse |edtuyday apiaoad
II'Mm }jels 3240 Iswuoioddesy
1sanbau uodn 2anje|sida
3yl JO siagqwaw [|e 0} 3jqejleAe
9q |im sdew >Jom Supoulsipal
pue ‘elep uonendod snsuad ‘walsAg
Jaindwo) 20140 Juawuoiioddeay

“
|




Page 83 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

6Lv¥1¥0 Od

¢l

9°68VLLO6

a1qnd

31 01 3|ge|leAR 3pew aq ||IMm

sgunesw asNwwod 1e pajuasald

sueyd ||e pue 21jqnd ay3 0}

uado aq ||Im S231WW0I-gNS S}

pue 33111wwo) Juswuollioddeay
3y1 Jo sBunaaw ||y ‘T

"211qnd 3y} 03 3|ge|ieae

apew aq jjIm s3uijasu 393HWWO0D

1e pajuasaud sueyd |je pue 21gnd

3y} 01 uado aq ||Im S}UWWO0I-gNS

S1 pue 23lWwwo) Juswuoioddeay
93 jo s3uneaw |y 'T

*21|qnd ay) 0} a|ge|iene

apew aq ||Im s3ulleaw 931 WWO0I

je pajuasaud sued |je pue ajgnd

9y} 01 uado aq ||IM $331WW0I-gNS

S} pue 9allwwo) Jusawuoioddeay
33 jJo s3unsaw ||y 'T

SONIYV3IH JIndnd
ANV SONILIIN FFLLINNOD
INJININOLLYOddV3Y “Al

SONI¥VIH JI19Nnd
ANV SONILIFIN FALLINNOD
INININOILHOddYIY “Al 44

., uo1npoujul 0}
Jond sAep (0T) ua3 1se3| 1B WlsAg
eleq aAne|si8a] ayy ojur Asjua
Jo} pue wioj Jsadoad jJo malnal
0} 20O  uswuonsoddeay
9yl 01 pajuasasd aq ||eys ‘@0
juawuonsoddeay syl Aq pasedaud
J0U 3Jje yoiym pue ‘aunie|si3a

SONIHV3IH JInand
ANV SONILIIN FILLINNOD
LNININOILYOddV3Y ‘I

. UoI1dNpo.ui 61 101ud SAEp (0T)
U] 1589| 3B Wa3IsAS ereq aAne|siga]
3y} 01Ul A1jus 10y pue wioy Jadoid jo
M3IA3I 10} 901j}0 Iuswuoijioddeay
9yl 01 pajuasaid og [jeys edij0
Juswuoiioddeay ay3 Aq pasedaid
JouU ol yIym pue ‘ainiejsiga]
3} JO UuOISSas AUE je uoilpnpoanui
10} =18 yoiym sueld BunRdInsIpal
[le J0 s)yea[p], '2inipjsiba] bwbqo|y
YT Jo s3[ny UIOf 343 JO ¢ SNy YIM
SOUBPIOIIE U] Steeg-ered-oaneisisot

sjueg eleq dAI1e|SI397
31 ojui Asjus 10y pue wuoy 1adoud jo
MB3IA3J 10} DO Iudwuoloddeay
3yl 031 poaljussaid aq Isnw ‘321440




Page 84 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

08¥1¥0 DY

£l

9°68VLLO6

9Y31 1893W 01 jle} SjuswWpuawWe
Jo suejd yons ssajun ‘paJisap
‘a9111wwio) uswuoioddeay ay;
0} suejd Sunou3sIpal spuswpuswe
1o sue|d jJuasaud 03 ‘paysijqelss
ulalay eI 3Y] Yum
1U31SISU02 ‘suosiad yans 03 usaAId
aq |{im Anunyioddo ajgeuoseay
"8unolsipay annie|si8a) Suiplesdal
Indul pue sjudBW W0 J13y3 aAI8 0}
pue aaniwwo) yuawuonioddeay
9yl aJ104aq seadde 03 padesnodud
dJe suosiad pajysalalul ||V ‘v

"PaYs1|qe1sa ulauay elIaId jewiuIw

3y} 133w 01 |Ie} SJUSWpUSWE

10 sue|d yons ssajun ‘palisap

J1 ‘@a1twwo) juswuoiioddeay

9y3 03 sue|d 3unoilsipal

sjuawpuawe 4o sue|d jJuasaid 03

‘pPaysl|qelsa uiauay elaId 3yl Yum

JU315ISuU02 ‘suostad yons 03 uanld

aq [im Ajlunjioddo ajqeuoseay

"8uilonisipas anne|si8a) Suipiesal

Indul pue sjuswwod 419y} anI3

0} pue 331w wo) Juawuojlioddeay

9yl aJojaq teadde 0} padeinodua
ale suostad paisasalul ||V v

‘Paysi|qe1ss ulsiay elanId |ewiuiw

31 193w 0} |Ie} SJUBWIpUdWE

Jo sue|d yans ssajun ‘paJisap

J1 ‘@3111wwio) Juswuoiuoddeay

ay3 03 sue|d 3unoalsipal

sjuswpuawe Jo sue|d juasaid 03

‘paysi|qe1ss ulaiay eLdIId 3yl Yum

1U31sISu0d ‘suostad yans 0] UanI3

3q ||!m Anunjioddo ajqeuoseay

‘Buiousipas anne|si8a) Suipaedal

1ndui pue sjuawIWOod 113y} aAI8

0} pue 3aniwwo) usawuonioddeay

3y3 aiojaq Jeadde 03 padeinodua
2Je suossad pajsasalul ||V ‘b

lgnd a3

0} 3|ge|leAe aq ||eys pue ‘pi1odal

a1|gnd ay3 jo ued se pauiejuiew

pue apew aq ||eys s3ulieay
21ignd Aue jo syduasuel] ‘g

21qnd
9y} 01 3|qe|ieAe 3q ||eys pue ‘p4odal
21lgnd ay3 jo Jied se paulejulew
pue apew aq [|eys s8ulieay

aqnd Aue jo syduosued) ¢

lqnd
3yl 031 a|qe|ieAe aq ||eys pue ‘piodal
a1ignd ayj3 jo Jed se pauiejulew
pue spew a(q ||eys sduiieay

21gnd Aue jo sydudsuel| “¢

*21|gnd ay3 01 9|qejieae apew aq
lleys sainuiw jje jo saido) ‘p1odal
211gnd ay3 jo Jed se paulejulew
pue uaye) aq ||eys s8uilesw
99a111wwo) yuawuoijioddeay

[|E JO SaINUIA °C

*21jqnd ay3 03 ajgejieAe apew

aq ||eys sainuiwi [|e jo saido) ‘pJodal
a11gnd ay3 jo yed se paulejuiew

pue uae} aq ||eys sSuilasw

9911 WwWo) Jawuoloddeay

e 4O SaINULA

*211qnd ay3 03 d|qe|leAe apew
9q ||eys salnulw ||e jo saido) "piodas
21ignd ay3 o 1ed se paulejuiew
pue uaye} aq |jeys ssuilsaw
9911Wwwo) Juswuonioddeay

[|e JO S?INUIA °Z




Page 85 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

[8¥¥¥0 DY

14!

9'68¥LLO6

991}1lwwo) Juswuoipoddeay jo
92110U |BNPIAIPU| “31SHIM S,3)e1S
Jo Ale1audag ayy uo pue ‘aysqam
S,991Www o) Judwuoioddeay
9y3 ‘@SnoH a3e1s eweqe|y ay}
1noysnouy} sioyuow uo pajsod
3q [|1m s3ul1aaw 39 Iwwo)
juswuolyioddeay |je o 22130\ 9

'911Ssqam s,931e)s Jo Alelaldas
3yl UO pue ‘311Sqam S,931WWO)D
Juawuollioddeay ayl ‘asnoH a1eis

eweqe|y a8y} INOYSNoIY] SI03IUCLL

“4HH-o43 uo paysod 3q ||Im s3uizeaw
931} WwWo) Juawuollioddeay
{|E JO SSJ110N "9

JO 32110U |eNpIAIpU| “23SHIM S,3]B1S
Jo A1e124295 3yl uo pue ‘ajiIsqom
$,9911JWwWo) Judwuollioddeay
9yl ‘asnoH aiels eweqe|y ay3
J0 S100}} Yy1y31e pue ‘Yuaas ‘Yyixis
‘yyi ay1 uo paisod aq |jim s3uasw
291lwwo) Judwuoiuoddeay

. |Ie JO Sa210N 9

‘Paysi|qelss

uiaJay el [ewiuiw

31 193W 0] |le} SsudWpuUaWe

Jo sue|d yons ssajun ‘pasisap i

‘@a111wwo) uawuotioddeay ayy

0} sue|d SunoulsIpas sjuswpuawe

Jo suejd juasaud 03 ‘paysi|qeisa

ulaJay eualld 3y} yum

1U1S1SU0I ‘suosiad yons 0} uand

9q ||im Ajlunyoddo ajqeuoseay

‘Bunnorsipas aane|si3a) Suipaesau

ndui pue syusawwod 113Y3 aAiS 0}

pue aapiwwo) awuoioddeay

2yl aJojaq Jeadde 03 padeinodoua
a.le suosiad pajsalonul ||y 'S

"PaysI|ge1sa u1a4ay eLIdIID [ewUIW

91 193W 01 |iej SjUsWpUBWE

Jo sue|d yans ssajun ‘palisap

J ‘@911wwo) Juawuonioddeay

ay1 o3 suejd Sunaisipad

sjuawpuawe 4o suejd jJuasaid 0}

‘Paysi|ge1sa ulsuay eLIDIID 3Y) YUM

1U31sISu0d ‘suostad yons 03 uanid

3q |I!m Ajlunyioddo ajqeuoseay

"8u1d141s1paa aAne|sI3s) Buipiedal

1ndui pue sjudwIwod 43y} anI8

0} pue 99j}Hwwo) jJusawuonioddeay

9y1 aJo0jaq Jeadde o0} padeisnodua
aJe suossad pajsalaul ||V °S

"Paysi|qe1sa ula4ay eI jewiuiw

9Y] 193w 01 |le} SjUdWPpPUBWE

Jo suejd yons ssajun ‘palisap

J1 ‘@9iwwo) uawuoilioddeay

ay1 01 suejd 3ui3dllsipal

Sjuawpuawe 4o suejd Juasaud o}

‘paysijgelso uiaiay eiadd ayy yum

1U3151SU0d ‘suostad yans 03 uanId

aq ||!m Allunuoddo ajqeuoseay

"Bundulsipas aaile|sia) Suipiedal

ndu) pue sjuUaWIWOI 413y} dA18

0] pue aaj}llwwo) Juswuojlioddeay

3y1 a40j2q Jeadde o3 padeinooua
aJe suosJad palsatdul ||V 'S

‘paysi|qelss

U133y eANID [_WIUIW




Page 86 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

(43444 30!

SI

9°68¥LLOG

“Juswijulodde ue 3jnpayds

01 2214J0 awuoioddeay

9yl Joejuod ases|d ‘w'd Oy

0} "w'e Qg:g woudy Aepriq4 A1ans

3]qejieAe s| walsAs 1ayndwod

92140 Judawuonoddesy ayy

0} SS3J08 J1|gNnd "suolletaqiap sy

ojui Indul uaziyd pue uolew.ojul

211gnd Jo a8ueu 15apIm ay}

pue aa1wwo) ay3 Jo saniAloe jje

ur uoiniedioijied aqnd pawojul

pue aAI19e $)29S 991WWOo)
Jusawuonuoddesy ay) T

"Juswijuiodde ue 3|npayds 03
92140 1uswuolioddeay ay3 10e3u0d
aseald ‘wd Og:y 03 "w'e O€:g
wouy Aepri4 A1ana a|gejiene si walsAs
J31ndwod 31440 Jusawuoipioddeay
9Y3 0} $S322€ 21|gN{ ‘Suolesaqlap
s1 ojul Indul uszid pue
uoljew.oyul oljgnd jo aduea 1sapIm
3yl pue 333 1wwo) ay3 Jo SalMAIIEe
|le ul uonedidned s11gnd pawiojul
pue aAI1de $)39S 931IWWO0)
Juswuoinoddeay ay] 1

"Juawiulodde ue ajnpayds 01
921440 uawuonioddeay ay3 1oeIU0D
asea|d ‘wd gg:7 01 "we Q£:g
wouy Aepiiq A1ana ajqejiene si walsAs
J21ndwod 9210 uawuoiioddeay
93 03 SsaJ0e Jl|qNd ‘Suoiletaqiap
S11 ojut anduy uaziyd pue
uollewsojul 21ignd o a3ues 1sapim
91 pue asiwwo) ay] Jo sallAlde
{le ul uoniedidinied d1gnd pawJojul
pue aAl10e S)93s 93)UWW0)
juawuoloddeay ayy '

SS320V J119Nd °A

SS3I20V JI19Nd *A i

$S320V J1n4and ‘lIA

"8214J0 Wswuollioddeay

9y1 J0BIUOD p|NOYS uoljew.oul
SIY} @A19234 0] JUBM OYm
SUOIleZIURSIO JO SUOSID{ ‘}JB)S
99)11wwo) uswuouoddeay
3yl 0} uonew.ojul

Asessadau ay) sapinoud

pue ad11ou [enplAlpul s3sanbal
OyM uolleziuesio 10 uazin Aue
0} __mEm Ag juas aq jm mmc;mmE

"3214J0 udwuollioddeay

3Yy3 10ejuoo pjnoys

uollewJojul sy} aAI2234 0} Juem
OYm suolleziuesio J0 Su0sJIad °jjels
99RIWWO) uswuonioddeay ayy 01
uonewJojul Alessadau ay3 sapinoad
pue ad1ou jenpiaipul sisanbau

oym uoneziuesio 1o uaziyd Aue

0} |lewa Aq Juas aq [jIm sSunsaw
9a11lwwo) uswuonsoddeay

40 musoc |enplaipu|

"921J40 Wawuollroddeay

aYy1 10e1u0d p|noys

UoI1BWLIOHU! SIY} BAISD34 0] JUBM
OYM SUOI1eZIUBSIO 1O SUOSID( “}JJelS
939)3lWwo) Juswuonioddeay ayy oy
uoljewJojur Asessadau ayj sapinoad
pue adijou [enpiAlpul sisanbal

oym uoijeziuedio 4o uaziyd Aue

01 jlewd Aq Juas aq |m sdunasw

99 lwwo) EmE:o_toaammm




Page 87 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

£8vP10 O

91

9'68vLLO6

Ag uoneuapisuod 10} pajuasaid

aq 01 S| Yaiym asuejsisse

92140 Juawuoioddeay Inoyum

padojanap ue|d Suijouysipal e Jo

alnje|si3a7 ay1 apisino padojanap
ue|d Buoulsipal y

pajuasaid aq 03 S| yaiym aouelsisse

92140 wBwuooddeay 1noym

padojanap ue|d Suiouisipal e

10 24nje[sida] ay3 apisino padojanap
ueld SunoulsIpal y ‘v

pajuasaid aq 03 S| Ydiym asueisisse

32140 uswuoilioddeay yJnoyum

padojanap uejd unouisipal e

10 ainje|sida ayi apisino padojanap
ue|d 3unduIsIpal v 'y

'ssao0ud

9AIle|SI83| 9Y] 03Ul UOIPNPOIIUI

10} ainjejsi3a7 ay3 jo Jaquiaw

e Ag paJayjo aq 1snw uone|siSa)

01Ul pajjesp ueld Suiyolisipal
pasodoud Auy ‘¢

'ss@20.d anne|sida|

3y} 03Ul UoIdNpOIIUI 10} BIN3e|SISa

3y1 Jo Jaquiaw e Aq paJajjo

39 1snw uone|siga) ojul payelp ue|d
Sunouisipal pasodoud Auy °¢

'ssado.4d aAne|si33|

33 01Ul Uo1dNpPOIIUL 10 21Nnle|SISaT]

31 jo Jaqwiaw e Aq paiayjo

99 1snw uoie|sida| ojui pajesp ued
3unpusipas pasodoud Auy ‘¢

'993HWWOo) 9y} JO splodal
a11qnd 13y3o se Jauuews awes

931 ui d|ge|leAe apew pue piodas
oljgnd ay3 Jo 1ied apew aq ||Im
991}Wwo) awuoloddeay ayy
0} pajywqgns sueld ||y ‘291HWWOD
9y} 03 Sunum ui uoissiwgns Aq Jo
Sunesw o1qnd e 1e uonejuasaid
uanm Agq uoneziuedio

10 uaznd |enpiaipul Aue

Ag aa1wwo) uswuoilioddeay
3y3 01 pajuasalid aq

Aew ue|d Sunousipal y g

"'99111WWO0) 3y} JO SpJ0II

21|qnd 13y30 se Jauuew awes

93 Ul 3jqejieAe apew pue pi0odial

211qnd a3y jo 1ued apew aq |jm

99IWWOo) uswuoiuoddeay ayy
01 paywgns sueld ||y ‘933uWWo0)
ay3 01 Sunum ui uoissiwgns Aq

Jo 3unsaw oyqnd e je uonejuasaud
uanlum Ag uoneziuesio 1o

uazi}d jenpialpul Aue Ag 93131wIWI0)
Juawuoinioddeay ayy o3 pajuasaid
aq Aew ue|d Bunosipal v 'z

aq Aew uejd 3uiousipal y 7

"'9911WWO0) 9y} JO spJodal
21|gnd 49Y30 se Jauuew awes

9yl ul 3jqejieAe apew pue pJodal
21|gnd ay3 Jo 1ied apew aq ||Im
93)3lwwo) uawuolloddeay ay
01 panwqgns suejd ||y "2911WIWO)
ay1 01 Sunium uy uoissiwgns Aq

Jo unasw 21gnd e je uonejuasaud
uanum Aq uoneziuesio Jo

uazild jenpialpul Aue Aq aawiwo)
jJuswuoiyoddeay ayy 0} pajuasald




Page 88 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

Y8¥1v0 O

Ll

9'68vLL06

aq ||im sue|d Suirouasipal
JO suoISSIWgNS 21U0J}I3|T ‘e

paidadoe aq |jim suejd Sunoilsipal
JO suoIssIWgns 21U0J3239|] “e

paidadoe aq |jim suejd Suinosipal
JO suoIssSIWQgNs 21U0J1I3|3 "k

SUOISSIWIQNG 21U041I39|] °§

suoIssSIWLQgnG 21U0J43I39|3 °S

suoissiwgng 31U0J3I”|] g

‘991lWwo) Juswuoiioddeay
ay1 Aq paydope sauyaping
2yl yum Aidwo) p

"99IWWOo)
juswuolyioddeay ayy Aq pardope
saulapingd ay1 yum Aidwo) p

'99131Wwo)
jusawuonioddesy ayi Aq pardope
saullaping ayy yum Aldwo) ‘p

"8u1ou3sIpal 1oy uejd apimaiels
919|dwod e se pueis 2

{

je-3unousipal Jo) uejd apimalels
a19jdwoa e se pueis o

{(1o11351p swos

ul 10} pajunodae aq isnw Aydes30a8

Jo saoe(d ||e “3°1) ue|d apimalels

€ JO IX31u02 3y} U} palen|eAd aq

ued jesodoud ay3 1eys os ‘payipow

8uiaq st yoiym uejd ayy ojui

yoeq 14 ‘ueid jened e 8unuasaud

1 ‘40 ‘Bunduilsipau 10y uejd apimalels
919|dwod e se puels 2

J013s1p pasodoud yoea dn Supjew
Aydea3oa3 snsuad ay} Sunsi|
pue 3o11s1p yoes 104 uonejndod
|e103 3unisi| 393ys |eansiels

e Aq paluedwodoe ag 'q

10101s1p pasodoud yoea dn
gupjew Aydes30a3 snsuad ay3y Sunsy
pue 10113s1p yoes Joj uonejndod
|e101 3uilsi| 199ys |ed13sIlels

e Agq paiuedwodoe ag ‘q

1o11s1p pasodoud yoea dn
gunjew Aydea30a3 snsuad ayj Sunsy)
pue 1ou3s1p yoea uo4 uonendod
|e101 3uilsi) 199ys |ea13s1Iels

e Aq paluedwodoe ag ‘q

‘salrepunoq siydes30a8
SNSUa) 0Z0Z MO||0} Yyaiym sdew
uo paiaidap Ajueap ag ‘e

‘saliepunoq sydeis3093

SNsUa) 0Z0¢ 6TOHT MO||04 YaIym
sdew uo papidap Ajuesp ag ‘e

‘salsepunoq 21ydes3oas

sNsuaj) 0TOC MOJ|o) Yaiym
sdew uo pajaidap Ajead ag ‘e

2Ishw
99}1lWwo) Juswuollioddeay ay
- _ ____ _

Ishw 991wwio) Juswuoioddeay
9yl Aq uonesapisuod 1oy

ISnW 8aiwwio) Juawuoipoddeay
ay1 Aq uonesapisuod 1oy

TAAIND 010




Page 89 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

S8vP0 DY

81

9'68¥LL06

uswuollioddeay ayl ysnoayy

211qnd ay3 0} d|qejieae apew

3q ||Im sdew }40m apimalels

e pue |aA3| 1puaud 3yl 1e elep
uonejndod Asewwnsg 'q

1502 e 1e 321440 Juawuojlioddeay

2y1 y3nouys o1gnd ayy

0} 3|qejteAe apew 3q ||im sdew yiom

dpIMa31e]Ss e pue |9Ad)] Jouldaud Y3 je
ejep uonjeindod Asewwns 'q

1509 e e 321)J0 Juswuonioddeay

ay1 y3nouyz ayqgnd ayy

01} 3jge|ieAe apew 3¢ ||im sdew YJom

dpIMalels e pue |9A3)] 1ouaad ay3 je
ejep uonejndod Azewwng °q

‘Juswuollioddeay

Uo 391} WWO0) dAne|sI8a

luauewlad ayl Aq pauiwialap

1502 e 1e 321440 Judwuouoddeay

3yl y3nouyy s|qejiene

apew aq ||Im sdew snsuad pue
elep uone|ndod snsua) ‘e

‘Juswuoioddeay uo

9311WwWo) aAlle|sI3a7] Juauewlad

9yl Aq paulwialap 1sod e je

321440 Wawuoiioddeay syl ydnouayy

d|gejieAe apew 34 ||Im sdew snsuad
pue ejep uone|ndod snsuaj ‘e

‘Jusawuoioddeay uo

99111WWO0Y) dAI1e|SI897 JuUdUeRWI

ay1 Aq paulwualap 3500 e e

921}40 awuoiioddesay ayl ydnoayy

d|ge|ieAe apew 3 ||im sdew snsuad
pue elep uonejndod snsua) ‘e

s|elaleiA SuidLSIpay
puy ejeq snsuaj '9

sjelalepy Sunoulsipay
puy ejeq snsuaj ‘g

sjelsa1ej Suioulsipay
puy eleq snsuaj ‘g

‘sue|d Suyoinsipal

JO uolssiwgns 31U041I3|9

33 10} UoIi1eIUBWNIOP |BIIUYII)
9y3 Jo} xipuaddy ayl aas

‘sue|d
8U11011351p3J JO UOISSIWIQNS J1U041D3|D
33 104 UOIIEIUBWNIOP |BIIUYID)

2y3 Joy xipuaddy ay3 ass

‘sueld Sunoulsipal

JO uoISsSIWgnNS 21U0J1I3|3

91 104 uoljeIUaWNIOoP |BIIUYID]
3y} Joy xipuaddy ay3} 29s o

‘uoI3I3s
SIY1 Ul padualayal sjelalew
Jaded ayj Aq paiuedwodoe
9q os|e 1snwi Aj|ea1uoi1d9|d
palnwqns sueld °q

"U0I1323S SIY} Ul paduala)al

s|elsaiew Jaded ayz Aq paiuedwodae

9( os|e 1snw Aj|ea1uoada|d
pa1wqgns suejd ‘q

"U01195S Sy} Ul pAJUBIRYA

s|elialew Jaded ayy Aq paiuedwodoe

3q os|e 1snw Aj|ea1uoslds|d
pajiwqgns suejd 'q

‘99 lwwo)
luswuoiioddeay ayi Aq paidadoe

—_—

"991lWWOo)
Judwuoioddesay ayl Aq

=

‘@3l luwo)
lusawuolyoddeay ayl Aq

L, ]




Page 90 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

98¥v10 O

6l

9°68¥LL06

"apnudelp
S| PO juswuolioddeay
9y} Aq pasn auemyos ayj ‘aAup
yse|} e Jo jlewsa el aq 3shw sueld
9S3Y1 JO UOISSIWINS J1U0JIIJ|D Y|
‘sue|d SuidpisIpad Jo uoissiwgns
Jluoaoale ayy suoddns walsAg
Jo1ndwo) judwuoinioddeay
9AIIE|SI3a ayl

VIAVEVY1V 40 31V1S -
J3LLIANINOD LNJWINOILYHOddY3Y
SNV1d SNILIIY1SIa3y

spnndepy

H53—843 S| 921440 Iuswuolilioddesy
9yl Aq pasn auemyos 3yl —inod
@36 "ALIP Use|} B0 [[BWS BIA +243
#6 9( 1snwi sue|d asay} Jo uoissiwqns
21U0J43339|8 8y} ‘suejd SuidLsIpad Jo
uolissiwgns 21uo4129(3 ayy suoddns
wajsAs 1aindwo) jusawuoilioddeay
9AI1e|SI3a7 ayl

VINVEVVY 40 31V1S
- J31LLINNOD LIN3INNOILYOddY3Yd
SNV1d ONILIYLSIa3y

‘uonn|os (Oy) auuQ Sundulsipay
1S3 3yl SI IO Iuswuoinioddeay
ay3 Aq pasn 91eM}JOS
9yl 'INOY QD 40 3AUp Ysej} e jayus
uo aq i1snwi suejd asay} Jo uoissiwqgns
J1U0413|3 ay] ‘suejd 3uiloulsIpal Jo
uoissiwgns 21uoJ3d”d ayy syioddns
waisAs 1aindwo) juawuoijioddeay
9Al1e|SI397 3yL

VINVEVIV 40 31V1S
- J31LINNOD LNJIWNOILYOddVY3Y
SNV1d SNILLOIN1SIa3y

9y} 19A02 03 pash aq ||eys

pue puny |esauad ay) Jo }paJtd ays

01 AinseauJ) ajels ay) ui paysodap
aq ||eyYs s394 Yyons ||y 2

40 NOISSINGNS DJINOY1D313 (40  NOISSINENS  DJINOYLDIT1I |40  NOISSINGNS  DINOYIDIT3
‘Xipuaddy *Xipuaddy ‘Xipuaddy
"aanje|sida ay) Jo sasuadxd ‘9inje|sIda] a+r3eistsat oyl Jo ‘aJnie|si3a| ays jo

sasuadxa ay} JOA0I 0} pasn 3q ||eys

pue puny jesauag ay) Jo HpPaId 3y}

01 Ainseauy aie3s ayy uj paysodap
aq ||BYS S34 YaNns ||y 2

sasuadxa 3y} 4an02 0} pasn 3q ||eys

pue puny |eJauas ay3 Jo }IpaJtd ay)

01 Ainseausy a1e1s ay3 ul paysodap
aq ||_eYsS s394 Yyans ||y "2

‘Juswuoipioddeay uo
991IWWO) 3ANlEe|SIST JUBUEBWID
3yl Aq pauiwualap 1500 B 1e 321440

"Juswuoiuoddeay
uo 310D aAlle|sIFa
juauewlad ayl Aq pauiwialap

‘Juswuoilioddeay
uo 99)1lWWO)) dAl3e|SI8a
usauewad ayl Aq pauiwialap




Page 91 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

L8VYY0 Od

0¢

9'68¥LL06

‘elep ainquIe Uno yum pazijeue
3q 01 sueid 40} Japio u|

apnudey
ul }jinq aq 03 aAey |jim uejd mau e
‘uo JodaJ pue ‘1ps ‘erep anque
no  yum suejd ayy oazAjeue
0} JapJo u| ‘ueld spnudep uelq
e ojul syun ugisse o1 aping e se
Aeliano siya 3uisn 3ing aq 01 aney
pjnom ueld mau y -sAelsano se
PaMaIA aq ued sajiyadeys MaipdLy
pue 74N e yum Aj3oadip passadoe
9q Ued 1Byl S9IINIBS (M

18|
JUdWUSISSe 1011ISIP/X20|q 3y} WOy
uejd mau e sajeald ieyy moduwl
ue|d pajewoine ue sey apnudepy
dagquinu 1oMISIp 3yl pue “ojq
Yaea 10} apod Sdi4 ay3 Suiuiejuod
3|l PaHWIEP BLIWOID ‘UWINJOD OM]
B 3q p|noys siyl *(3201g9 ‘# 1M3sIp
10 # 1P1ISIP “)P0ojg) 1ewioy roQ ul
mn n_:o;m wE J1U0JIID|D mf

01 ‘elep 3Inquile Jno yum pazijeue
8q 01 sueld Joj} Jspio uj

‘apnide “vennes-or
343 Ul }jIng aq 03 aAey ||im uejd mau
e ‘uo podals pue ‘Upa ‘exep aynqune
4no yum suejd syy azAjeue o3 Japio
ul "uejd apnildeN—ueld—uenntes
Od Yuelg e ojul syun udisse o)
apIn3 e se Aej1ano siy3 Buisn 3ing aq
031 aAeYy pjnom uejd mau y ‘sAejsano
Se pamalA aq ued sajiyadeys MalpDIY
pue 4N B yum Ajoa4ip passadde
9C UBD 1By} SIJIAIBS QI

"1S1] JUswugisse
PISIp/20|q ayy wouy uejd mau e
sa1ea.d jey} 1odwi ueld pajewolne
ue sey apnuide|N venries—oOYHsT
SYf—JIaquinu 10U3SIP 3y} pue Hojq
Yyoea 1oy 3pod Sdi4 9yl Suiuiejuod
9} paywWiBp EwWwOd  ‘uwn|od
Om1 e 3q pjnoys siy| *(320jg ‘4 12141s1p
10 # PSP “Pojg) jewuoy rog

u1 39 pinoys ajy u_cobuw_w ayL

VHO ddS0dodd

pue ‘uo’ podas ‘upa 01 a|qe aq
0] ‘elep ajnquie uno yum pazAjeue
9q 01 sueyd Jo0j idpio u|

"uonnjos Oy ay1 utyfing aq o0}
aAey |im ueld mau e ‘uo jiodas pue
‘Upa ‘erep ainquie uno yum sueid
3yl azAjeue 01 Japuo uj ‘ueid uonn|os
OY >uejq e ojul syun udisse 03
aping e se Aejsano siyy Buisn 3jing aq
0} aney pinom uejd mau y ‘sAejuano
SEe PamalA ag ued sajljadeys maipdly
pue 4N e yum Apoauip passadde
9g UuBd 1Byl SIIINIBS (QIM

“3s1|
JudwugiIsse 101ISIP/AP0| By} wWods
uejd mau e sajeaud jeyy podwi ue|d
pajewolne ue sey uonn|os QY 1S3
9yl “Jaquinu 121ISIP 3y} pue “§oo|q
yoea 4o} 3pod Sdi4 9yl Suiuieuod
9l pPaUWIep ewwod  ‘uwn[od
0M3} B 3q p|noys siyL *(320]g ‘# 11ISIP

10 # 10Ms1p 0|g) Jewloy [0Q
ul aq p|noys 3|1} J1U0.I323|3 3y




Page 92 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

88¥vy0 DY

1T

9°68¥LLO6

19ans uolun yinos 11
9SNOH 91e1s ‘€0€ wooy
921330 uawuooddeay

199415 uoiun Yinos 11
9SNOH 31e1S ‘€0€ wooy
04O

193415 uolun Yinos 11
9SNOH 3)e)1S ‘€0E Wwooy
D0

‘JBWLI04 rOQ Ul 39 03 3HINDIY d4e
SUOISSIWQNS J1U0J323|3 ‘aanpadoad

BuiAes awi] pue a1e4Nd0R QUBIIYS
Jsow 3y} u sdew aonpoud
pue ‘uo podal ‘upa3 o3 s|qe aq 0y

aAlle|sIZa jJuswuollioddeay  anne|siga luawuoiyioddesy aane|sidan
:uonewlojuj 1oe3U0)H :uonewJoju| 39e3u0) :uoilewo4u) eyuo0)
pajsnipe jybu pajsnipe Jybu ‘1aquinu
Jaquinu joulsip ayj s aadaa |wpusip sy s daaada pajsnipe ybu ‘Jequinu
9P09 Y20|q snsuao Nbip 8p09 %20|q snsuad 10L)SIP BU} SI aaada
¥ 8y} sl SESESES| ubip ¥ sy} si 4449 9p092 }00|q SNSUaD
9p09 Joel) snsuao bIp 9po9 jJoel} SNsuad WBIp 8y si qag4aq
9 9y s IEEEENS ubIp g ayy si INNNENS 909 Joel) SNSUBD
9p02 Sd|4 Ayunood 9p03 5dj4 AJunod 16ip g ay) sI LLLLLL
H3Ip € ayy s 320 H3Ip € ayy s JJ20 3p02 Sd|4 Ayunoo
9p03 Sd|4 d1els 9p0dSdl4 [HBIp € 8yr s J20
W3ip gz ayy s SS 931e1s U3Ip Z ay3 s SS 9p03 Sdid
1815 U3Ip Z ays s SS
aaaadgaa.Lrtiii1d22ss aaaagdadaLi1i11322SS
aaaagg9g.LLi111222SS
(# LOIY1SIa MD079 (# 1D141SIa
IVINHO4 r10dQ) 9dwex3 120179 LVINYOL rOq) s|dwex3 (# 1o141s1a

‘JeWLI04 r0Q vl @q 01 Q3¥INDIY
aJe suolssiwqgns 21U041I39(3

‘@inpadoud 3uines awil pue ajeindoe
‘qusyye 3sow ayy ul sdew aosnpoud
pue ‘uo yodas ‘yups 01 3qe aq

S —

20149 LYIWYO4 r0Q) ajdwiex3

"1ewIo4 fOQ u! 39 03 434INDIY
ale suolssiwqgns J1u041I9d
‘@anpaooud 3uiaes swil pue ajesndoe

—_— e ——

‘quaiye 3sow ayy ul sdew aanpoud

NITAAIND 010T



Page 93 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

68v¥10 Od

ac

9°68VLL06

uonewlsojur y3noiyy paldeIUOD
9q Aew juswuoinoddesy uQ
931WWO0) 3AIe|SI397 JuauUBW.IRd
9yl Jo siaquly ‘auniejsiSa]
9yl JO si3qwaw 01 |lew?d
SIY3 BIA pajeUIWasSIp 10 palamsue
9q 3jouued ‘siapjew  |eoiyjod
Jayjo 1o uone|sids| oads 03
9A1le|as asoy} Suipnjoul ‘sadessaw
[ealyjod  "3unpuisipas  Suipsedal
uollewojul Sutuieqo jo sasodand
3y3 104 Ajuo pasn aq 03 siI ssasppe
llew-3 anoge ayj| :9J0N 9sed|d
AO
g'a1euas|e@uolsano euuop
3210 Wawuoioddeay

9Ane|sI3a
Josiaiadng
uilyo7  uoMdAQ  euuoQ
:}oe1U0D asea|d ‘Buijollsipal
pue jJuswuoloddea.
0} 3Buinejaa suonsanb o4
90L0-692 (vE€€)
0€ET9E
eweqe|y ‘Ardwo8iuon

‘ainie|si3a] eweqe|y ayl 4O a}SqaM
[eldy40 9yl Jo saded ssquiaiy J19Y)
uo pauieluod uoijewuojul ysnoayy
pajoeluod aq Aew juswuoipoddeay

uo 931lWwW0) 9A1e|S1897
juduewlad 9yl Jo  SIaqWIBIN
‘alnlejsidal 8yl jJo  siaquiaw

0] |[lews SIYl eIn  pajeulwassip
JO pasamsue 3q jouued ‘siapew
|eantjod 1ayio Jo uone|sida| Jiyoads
0} 9Al1eja4 asoyl Buipnjoul ‘sadessaw
[eonMjod  “Sunoinsipas Suipiesal
uonjewJsojui uiuieyqo jo sasodind
3y} 1o} Ajuo pasn aq o3 s ssaippe
llew-3 anoge 3y] :9)10N asedld
AOF'91eUdS|E® U0}IBA0 BULUOP

IHO

juswuoloddeay aaije|siga
Josinuadng

uijon UoIdaNQ euuoq

:3oeju0d asey|d
‘Bunouisipas pue juawuoiioddeas

0} Sunejds suonsanb 104
90£0-69C 6122 (VEE)
Asswoduon

MO I

HONVHO ddS0d0odd

0ETIE eweqe|y ‘Arswogiuo

"ainye|si3a
Blueqe|y syl JO aUSqa |eio 3yl
Jo saded Jaquiapy 413y} UO pauleIuod
uonjewuojul  y3noayy  pal1oeIUOD
99 Aew juswuoipoddesy uQ
991JWWO0) 93AIle|SIZ97 Jusuewlad
3y} Jo siaquidpy  -auanie|sidan
9y} JO siaquiaw 0] pPIIBUIWISSIP
J0 palamsue dQq Jouued ‘siayew
[eainjod Jayio Jo uone|sids| Jiyoads
0} aAle|aJl asoys sulpnjoul ‘sagessaw
|edijod  "3uipuasipas Suipiesal
uonewlojul 3ujuielqo jo sasodind
3y} 1o} Ajuo pasn aq 01 S| ssaippe
jlew-a aAoge ay| :3JON Isedld
>om..83m_m_mm_-_m@m:con
9140
jJuswuolioddeay aane|siga
J0sin13dng
J9z)joyueys euuoq
:3oeju0d asea|d
‘Bunoinsipas pue juawuolpioddea.
0} Sunes suonsanb o4
TV6L-TvT (VEE)




Page 94 of 184

Filed 01/29/25

Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

06¥v¥0 Od

£C

9°68pLLOG

"xdse-jjney
ap/mmmsije/sn’|e‘alels-ainie|sida)
‘ainie|si3a ewedqe|y

3Yyl JO BUSGIM [EIIO Y1 JO

‘Xdse'jn

BJOP/MMMS]|B/SN"|e"91EIS 94NE[SIFa)




Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 95 of 184

TRANSCRIPT OF
REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING
OCTOBER 26, 2021



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2

Reapportionment Committee Meeting
October 26, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

FEMALE 1: Senator Allen? Senator Holley?
SENATOR HOLLEY: Yes

FEMALE 1: Senator Livingston?
SENATOR LIVINGSTON: Here.
FEMALE 1: Senator McClendon?
SENATOR MCCLENDON: Here.
FEMALE 1: Senator Melson?

SENATOR MELSON: Here.

FEMALE 1: Senator Orr?

SENATOR ORR: Here.

FEMALE 1: Senator Roberts?

SENATOR ROBERTS: Here.

FEMALE 1: Senator Scofield?

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Here.

FEMALE 1: Senator Singleton?
SENATOR SINGLETON: Here.

FEMALE 1: Ms. Smitherman? Senator Williams?
SENATOR WILLIAMS: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative Boyd?

REPRESENTATIVE BOYD: Here.

Filed 01/29/25

FEMALE 1: Representative Clouse? Representative Ellis?

REPRESENTATIVE ELLIS: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative England?
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REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative Greer?
REPRESENTATIVE GREER: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative Hall?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative Jones?

REPRESENTATIVE JONES: Here.

FEMALE 1: Representative Lovvorn?

MALE 1: He’s on his way. He’s in traffic.

FEMALE 1: Representative Pringle?
REPRESENTATIVE CHRIS PRINGLE: Here.
FEMALE 1: Representative South? Representative Wood?
REPRESENTATIVE WOOD: Here.

FEMALE 1: We have 19 present. We have a quorum.
MALE 2: Thank you, members, if you would, please, you will see a copy of the Minutes from
the last meeting, May 5Sth of this year. I would ask you to quickly look over those. We have a
motion to approve and let’s have a roll call on that please.
FEMALE 1: Senator Allen? Senator Holley?

SENATOR HOLLEY: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Livingston?

SENATOR LIVINGSTON: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator McClendon?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Aye,.

FEMALE 1: Senator Melson?
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SENATOR MELSON: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Orr?

SENATOR ORR: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Roberts?

SENATOR ROBERTS: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Scofield?

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Singleton?

SENATOR SINGLETON: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Smitherman? Senator Williams?
SENATOR WILLIAMS: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Boyd?
REPRESENTATIVE BOYD: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Clouse? Representative Ellis?
REPRESENTATIVE ELLIS: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative England?
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Greer?
REPRESENTATIVE GREER: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Hall? Representative Jones?

REPRESENTATIVE JONES: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Lovvorn? Representative Pringle?

REPRESENTATIVE CHRIS PRINGLE: Aye.
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FEMALE 1: Representative South? Representative Wood?
REPRESENTATIVE WOOD: Aye.
FEMALE 1: We have 17 yes. The motion passed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. I’d like to make just a preliminary statement about the
workings of this committee. This time around has been rather unique because of the compactness
of the time. Federal Law requires Census Bureau to provide the states with the data no later than
March and the year after Census is conducted. In 2011, we received it in mid-February, about six
weeks before their deadline. This time, the Census Bureau seriously lied. Instead of getting the
data in February or March, we did not receive the data until August 12, actually became usable
to us closer to the 17th or 18th of August. It took some amount of time to convert that data to
match up our software. August 17 was the first time this committee and our staff, who I'm
forever grateful for, for all their hard work was the first time that we actually hadn’t data that we
could work with and dealing with the Congressional plan, State Board plan, the Senate plan and
the House plan.

[00:05:06]

Since that time, since August 17, we have met with seven Congressional Representatives, our
staff, eight Board of Education members and all the members of the Senate and the House that
are running for reelection. In most cases, there was not just one meeting with any particular
office holder. There were repeated meetings with individual officeholders and often with groups
of officeholders, these meetings continued right up to the close of business last Friday. It took an
enormous effort to prepare these plans in the short amount of time available. And unlike after the
2010 census, when we were able to split the redistricting over a two-year period, we did
Congressional and State Board in 2011, and then we did the two legislative plans in 2012. This
time, not only did we get the data late, but we had to prepare all four plans at the same time. And
I will -- you those of us who worked in this room in this office have seen the dedication of our
redistricting staff, of our attorney advising us, of our demographer drawing the maps, they have
literally worked day and night and over the weekends in order to reach this point. And I think
you’ll soon see that they have done a heroic job. I am very grateful to their dedication. At this
point, we are going to now go into consideration of these four maps I mentioned. We’ll do them
in this order for committee members. You’ll see, you have an agenda in front of you that shows
the order. We’ll do this and we’re going to start off with congressional districts. Representative
Pringle will handle that in the House. Then we’ll go to State Board districts. I’ll handle that for
introduction into the Senate. Then we’ll go to the state Senate districts that will first be
introduced into the Senate. And once it comes out of this committee, and finally, we’ll do the
committee plan for the State House, which Representative Pringle, of course, will handle and
will introduce on Thursday into the House of Representatives. Let me recognize the House Chair
for Redistricting Representative Chris Pringle turn your mic go.

REPRESENTATIVE CHRIS PRINGLE: Thank you, Senator. Again, I am Chris Pringle,
State Representative from House District 1 of Automobile. The members of the committee
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would go to the congressional plan and open your folder. You’ll see the proposed map that we’re
going to discuss here from this committee. You’ll have it. If you’ll note, this is a zero-deviation
plan with a minimum number of split counties. There’s a one-person difference between all
seven districts. Som the deviations on this plan are zero. In developing this plan, all
Congressional Representatives were met with in person and then subsequently over the phone
our Microsoft teams until their concerns have been addressed. An exception in the
Representative Mo Brooks was running for another office. He did not want to meet in person
instead of staff member instead. All representatives have had input into this plan. This plan
meets the Committee guidelines. It complies a Section 2 the Voting Rights Act and Equal
Protection Clause. There’s a minimal population deviation between the District 6.

[00:09:59]

Between the District 6 are districts who had ideal population of 717,754 and the second district is
one person over. In respects to counties that extend possibly given the requirement for equal
population. I’ll repeat, it respects counties to the extent possible given the requirements for equal
population. It does not require any incumbents to run against each other. All districts are
contiguous and reasonably compact. It respects communities of interests. It preserves the cores
of existing districts. It splits a minimum number of counties and precincts. Six counties are split
and seven are split to get to zero deviation an improvement over the current law which splits
seven counties. Splits are, Lauderdale County is split between District 4 and 5. Tuscaloosa
County is split between Districts 4 and 7. Jefferson County, between Districts 6 and 7. Chilton
County between Districts 3 and 6. Montgomery County between Districts 2 and 7. Escambia
County between Districts 1 and 2. This plan contains one majority black district with a black
voting age population of 54.22%, thank you.

MALE 2: Motion to adopt.

MALE 3: Mr. Chairman, I’d like to speak to the motion.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I would too.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. England.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: First of, thank you for recognition. I’m pretty sure

Ms, Overton probably would doesn’t like me very much right now because I harassed her for
days on end. Because as a member of this committee, I did not see these maps until yesterday. I
think we’re undertaking a pretty massive task to be told to come in here with the amount of
information presented to us to come here and say, “I need you to vote today.” Personally, I may
be just speaking for myself, but I think this is doing a disservice to the process and also to the
people that we represent because they haven’t seen this map either, unless you were following
me on Twitter. So, I think it needs to be said that this process itself, there’s got to be a better way
to do this. I think it’s flawed and I don’t really think this is the best way for us to walk into this
process without any information and to come in here today look at it and say, “I want you to
approve it.” With that being said, I’m not diminishing the fact this was probably a very difficult
task. It’s a lot of information to process, but I think it probably would have been better for all of
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us have we all seen the whole entire map and not be drawn into short meetings individually
where we can only see our district? For me, that’s how the process worked. I was only told I
could see the district. My district game me immediate area around my district, and I think it
would have been better for the public and all of us to digest the information in front of us by just
seeing the whole map so we could see how our district worked relative to the districts around us.
And with that being said in your initial statement, you mentioned that this map complies with the
Voting Rights Act. Several questions that I have about that. First, I’d like to know who drew the
map. Was it drawn in-house or did somebody else draw it? Also, I’d like to know how it
complies with the Voting Rights Act. Was there a racial polarization study done to figure out
exactly how we comply with the Voting Rights Act? And I’d also like to know since I wasn’t
afforded an opportunity to see the entire map, I would like to know if anybody else was, whether
it be staff, whether it be other members, or whether it be someone hired as a consultant to take a
look at these maps. Those are my three initial questions. One, who drew it? Two, can you
explain to all of us how it satisfies the Voting Rights Act and how this map was drawn? So, I just
like to start there, thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Senator Singleton?

SENATOR SINGLETON: You’re not going to answer those question?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I’ve done listened to it, and we’re going to get back with him, okay.
FEMALE 1: Oh Jesus.

[00:14:59]

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Point of order, so we’re not answering questions today?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I’'m going to answer your questions. We’re just trying to get all the
questions asked.

MALE 4: Ms. Chairman, point of order. The point is that I think that we opened ourselves up for
confusion of responses and questions and confusions of focusing in on the specific points. So,
we’re going to take all these varying questions. And then after we take all the various questions,

I think that the questions’ point of order are to be in relationship to the questions. The answer
should be in relationship to the questions as answered and they should be addressed. Questions
that [INDISCERNIBLE 00:15:45] may have over there, I saw his hand, and I have is may be
totally relevant, but maybe totally different at the same time in parts. So, I think in order to
understand that -- and I’m going to make a special request that we put these maps on the board.
We have a big old board up there, put the whole maps. Each one of these things we talk, it relates
to a map. It needs to be sitting up there in large, of the map.

[OVERLAY]

FEMALE 2: --so we can it.
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MALE 4: Yeah, we can see it. Not the small one where we don’t know what it’s touching and
what it’s doing, but actually a large one that deals which shows the precincts.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The map is on the board, ladies and gentlemen, I’'m hoping the people
online can see it. Can they see the map online?

MALE 5: Yes.
MR. CHAIRMAN: These maps are drawn in this room using the staff here and our lawyer that
we’ve hired has done redistricting for 25 years, has worked with us and told us that he thinks

these maps comply with section to the Voting Rights Act and the Fourteenth Amendment to the
Constitution.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Can you explain it now?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I’'m not the attorney, but Dorman Walker sat here and went through every
one of this our attorney. You know Dorman, he’s done this for 25 years.

[OVERLAY]

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Again, can I say that I was appointed to this committee.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah,

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: You stated that it complies with the Voting Rights Act.
You also stated that it complies with the Fourteenth Amendment Equal Protection, so I’m asking
you how. I just want to make this -- that’s obviously —

[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay, representative. That’s fine, let’s do this.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: That’s a very component of this.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I understand that and I see where you’re going and let’s do this. You tell
me where it doesn’t, how’s that?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: First and foremost, if we didn’t do a racial polarization
study you don’t know how it applies. I’ll ask you this question, you and the attorney that you
consulted, have you all done a racial polarization study?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah, the guy in Georgia did one. It was sent to him Friday and he came
back.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: So, who’s the guy in Georgia? Can we see the results of
that study?
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The attorney has hired a consultant out of Georgia and he’s looked at it.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Can we—

MR. CHAIRMAN: There’s nothing that’s going to be hidden. We’re getting it to you as fast as
we have it of course.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Okay.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We don’t have it. You understand, I had to do 28 public hearings. I had to
meet with 105 house members, 35 senators, seven members of congress and eight members of
the schoolboard and many of these people we met with multiple, multiple times to try and work
this out, all in a very short period of time. We didn’t have the luxury they had a couple of years
ago, having two years to do this. We had about three months.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: 1 could understand your frustration, but as the Chair,
you’re in charge with the responsibility of answering these questions.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: So, I sympathize with the smaller shortened timeframe, but
1 do still get as a response -- as part of my responsibility as being a member of this committee is
to ask these questions and to get answers because I’m not just asking for me. Because remember,
the entire State of Alabama, the first time they lay my eyes on this map was yesterday. I think
it’s pretty legitimate for us to have these questions since we could not get access to this
information before. One of the ways --

[OVERLAY]
MR. CHAIRMAN: The first time I saw it was yesterday too.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: That makes me feel worse, but to be quite honest with you.
So, you ask me, I’ll point out just that one thing. I need you to help me understand if a racial
polarization study was done. I need to know who did it. I need to know what the results are, so I
can tell you if I believe that one that matches up with the standards that have been set by federal
courts in the Supreme Court, because very recently we had issues with the Supreme Court. We
just lost the lawsuit behind some of this stuff, so I need to have something so I can draw some
comparative analysis between the two. So, on record, you’re telling me that a racial polarization
study has been done?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Our attorney looked at it and assured us that we are incompliance with
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: The question I asked you, you’re assuring me right now
that a racial polarization study has been done?
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MR. CHAIRMAN: According to my attorney, yes.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Okay.

MR. CHAIRMAN: According to the committee’s attorney.
[00:20:00]

It’s the attorney that’s done reapportionment for 25 years.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Okay. And you can provide that information to us so we
can draw an analysis between the maps, the numbers and the study?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have no problem when you look at all of our reports.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: All right. You said also that this map was prepared here in-
house?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeabh, it was drawn right here in this room.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: All right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I mean, you sat here with us, and I know several times why we drew these
maps.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No. Actually, I’ve only seen my district up until yesterday
when I got the maps.

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. I sat here when you’re on a call.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No. On that call, we looked at my district.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Period. I haven’t seen a map. This is the first time I’ve
actually seen a physical copy of the map since yesterday. Now, that I’ve answered your question,
can you answer mine? What other ways does this map --

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let me report. On district seven, there was not a functional analysis done
on it simply because it was drawn blind, the race was turned off on the drawing, and after the
district was drawn and we looked at the black voting age population, it was determined there was
no reason to do an analysis on it.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: So, you have not done analysis on that?
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MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 just found out seven because of the BVAP, no analysis was deemed
necessary.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: So, we don’t know if it complies with the Voting Rights
Act just based on an attorney's opinion?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah. I mean, it complies.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: We don’t know that.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Well, the attorney that his committee hired says it does.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: But he also didn’t do what’s necessary to figure that out.
Interestingly enough, the only district —

MR. CHAIRMAN: The BVAP of that district is 54.2%.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: But again, the study demonstrates how much of that actual
percentage is a voting percentage. So, there’s a difference between just throwing out a
percentage and actually knowing if that’s functional or not. And also, interestingly enough, the

Seventh Congressional District is the only district that splits counties. Is there a particular reason
for that?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That’s not true. I just told you, I just run off of the county to split.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: There’s one in District One, you have one in the Escambia
County?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. Lauderdale is split between four and five, Tuscaloosa is split between
four and seven, Jefferson is split between six and seven, Chilton is split between three and six,
Montgomery is split between two and seven, Escambia is split between one and two.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I’'m sorry.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Every district has at least one split.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I’ll rephrase. Seven has the most splits. That correct?
MR. CHAIRMAN: One, two, three. Yes, sir.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: All right. Is there any particular reason why seven has the
most splits?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No. Because four has got two, two has two, three has one, and one has one.

10
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REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Is there any particular reason why seven has the most split
districts? Including in Jefferson --

MR. CHAIRMAN: Trying to get the zero deviation, I’m assuming. We tried to respect -- we
had to get to zero deviation.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Do you think it has anything to do with making sure that
each split holds a particular percentage of African-Americans into it?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have no knowledge of that now.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Okay.

MALE 3: Senator, I was hoping that we wouldn’t be so contentious in here today, and I think
I’ve been here with you gentlemen over the period of time trying to ask that we can get to this
point. We sit around this table and I know that this is probably one of the most contentious
sessions that we can have because everybody’s for themselves. Everybody’s looking out for what
they got and it’s all about territory. But I just wanted to ask a question about the map, and I guess
go down the same line that Chris was representing England in terms of District Seven. In the last
redistributing, we saw and heard from the United States Supreme Court that basically said that
District Seven was the most gerrymandered district in the State of Alabama, and when you look
at that, it almost looks like a salamander and the way it shaped, 1 see where you tried to come
into your county boundaries to do that this time. But however, the Supreme Court has basically
already ruled that, and so I just want this body to know that I will be introducing another map
because when you look at the State School Board, it is representative of 26% of the African-
American community giving it two districts. The house and the Senate also. The congressional
district is the only district, the only map that we would draw as a body that does not represent the
26% of African-Americans. It only represents 13% of those African-American population. We
believe that based on whole county, and what you can draw based on zero percentage, we can get
two majority districts out of this, and I think that this body or the chairman has not tried to do
that, just stay with what they were used to doing, and it’s like we just drew over the same lines
and didn’t even try to come up with anything else different.

[00:25:08]

And that’s what you get when you don’t get input from everybody else, and when everything is
kind of hidden and indoor. And so, with that, I know this is not the proper time to introduce the
map, but I would do it officially when we have the next meeting, I will introduce a map even if it
gets voted down and we will introduce them again on the floor. It will be on the map to concept,
and I just want to let you know that I think that we can get two districts out of here that will show
favorably for African-Americans across the state outside of just gerrymandering in this district
with the unnecessary splits that we’ve gotten. Thank you very much.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Senator. Did you say you have a map that has two majority
black districts in it?

MALE 3: Yes.

11



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 107 of 184

Reapportionment Committee Meeting
October 26, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. All right. Senator Smithman.

SENATOR SMITHMAN: Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. Chairman’s, let me say this
first, I noticed the Senator mentioned a level of frustration, a level of uncomfortableness or
whatever words you want to use is coming from our leader. Let me say this, that’s what you get
paid the big bucks for. You asked to be chairman, you asked. Now, you accepted it. So, get all
that comes with it, so, relax and take a deep breath because it’s coming. Questions coming,
they’re coming, they’re coming. So, just relax and I understand, but you’re the leader, so, that
what comes with the territory. Let me piggyback first on starting with this map. In whether or
not, -- let me just say this; I asked for a map that shows the precincts, I know we got them. And
the reason I’m saying that to everybody in here to do that, yes. It’s going to take more time. It’s
going to be detailed, because you’re asking questions about this or that. But as a committee, and
thank you for putting me on the committee. Whoever appointed me, I know who did; so thank
you. But as a committee, we have to go through this mundane process if members have the
question. We are in a committee meeting now; and in here, any of those questions that we have.
the means of being able to provide, we have a right to get that information. Let’s not vote it all
up and down by memos, each member has that right to get that particular information. So, with
that in mind, that’s the first thing because I like to see what Senator was saying about the
drawing to see what it brings in and what it doesn’t. I can’t tell a lick about Jefferson County,
where the line cut off from this map. I don’t know if it cut off on south side, if it cut off on far
apart. I don’t know if it cut off above Fire Park above Center Point. I don’t know where it cuts
off by looking at this, and along with being here, I’m a citizen in that particular district as well.
So, I would like to see that number one. Number two, I think if that information is available that
the representative requested, I think that it should be provided immediately if we operated off of
it and didn’t have the actual information here, then I think that needs to be known. But I think
that any information in this meeting not a week later, not two days, not a month later, but should
be provided in here. If it’s on a computer, push a button, push print, print it out, and then give it
to whoever else have requested it. So, I said that to say that it may not happen, but to count all
these things right here, you might want to pipe in dinner[PH 00:29:00] because we need to go
through these and to ask questions, is going to seem whatever you want to call it, but that’s why I
say get the frustration down because we have questions, I have questions, and I like to get
answers as a committee member. Nobody else may not be concerned about these things, and I
understand. But if one member is, we need to address that. The other thing I want to say is this is
that there’s two other things, and I’ll move near the mic. Number one is that the Senator
mentioned correctly about the 26% African-Americans. But we we’re actually talking about 30
something percent of minorities. One third of them as it relates to minority population itself
should be represented. We’re talking about that it should be two as it relates to African-American
population as a minority because it’s a super population of minorities.

[00:30:00]
But there are other minorities, Asians, there are Latinos, there are all these people in this State
and men of my registered voters that make that percentage goes up to 30 something percent. The

third thing is that I’ve had opportunities to see the map that Senator Singleton is talking about,
and that map does not split one count, one county, the congressional map that he’s talking about.

12
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It keeps every county whole for all the congressional districts that exist on that map. So, I would
think that as a committee, whether the committee ultimately votes it up that as he said, I think
that as a committee, that we should consider any of those plans in this meeting if it made those
10 days, I think the requirement that you made that that would be submitted. If they were
submitted there in the committee, should take those up -- that was committee rules, that’s
committee adopted and last, but not least, I’ll say this is that I think that the process itself has not
addressed the area of compromise, and I’m not talking about somebody’s individual districts.
I’m talking about the issues that’s before you it relates to minorities. I know nobody sat down
and talked about the concerns that I split and when we get to that area in the [INDISCERNIBLE
00:31:28] plans, I expressed that I had a concern about that area and no other conversation has
been had about it. So, that kind of disappoints me because it’s kind of saying that “I don’t give a
heck what you think or say. So, take me to court.” That’s what it says to me. I don’t give a rip
what you think, I don’t want to talk to you. I don’t want to compromise; this is what I’m going to
do. So, take me, so I hope that isn’t what it’s saying, because I’m not saying anything but
anything. I think past involvement says that that has happened. So, I would hope if we are trying
to get around and work together in this situation, that we’ll find some way to compromise with
both sides. 1 know you’ve been working hard on your side because I've talked to some of my
colleagues and I know some of those concerns, but I’m talking about all of us as a whole. Thank
you very much.

CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Senator. Ms. Hall?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Chairman. I want to reiterate the
comment that was made earlier in terms of the response when questions are raised. That we are
all in here because we want to do what is right. So, I would hope that we would be considerate of
that in light of the fact of the response that I’ve heard with the comments that have been made up
to this point, I’d like to make a motion. I am going to make a motion. My motion is that we
postpone the votes on these proposed maps until members of this committee and the public has
had adequate time to review and consider the details as well as provide the ratio polarization data
study that you said was done.

FEMALE 2: Mr. Chairman, I second the motion.

MALE 2: Mr. Chairman, I think that motion is inappropriate. We have business to tend to at
this meeting. Everyone knows it and if it would be -~

[OVERLAY]

MALE 2: Would you mind if I get to my comment, please without interrupting? I have not
interrupted you and 1 don’t want to be interrupted.

FEMALE 2: 1 appreciate that, but when you make a comment like that, I’m sorry. I should have
held my --

MR. CHAIRMAN: Move to table. We have a motion to table. All in favor. Say, aye.

13
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MALE 2: Aye.

FEMALE 2: 1oppose.

[OVERLAY]

FEMALE 2: Roll call. I will ask that each vote just as you did on the minutes that you would
have the roll call vote on each action, thank you. And I would ask that you reconsider at this
time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: So, you have a motion to reconsider?

FEMALE 2: Yes, sir.

MALE 3: Second.

MALE 2: Isecond it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All in favor, say, aye.

[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Nay?

[OVERLAY]

FEMALE 2: 1did request a roll call on each motion hereon and that you didn’t.

[OVERLAY]

FEMALE 2: No, you didn’t, because you’d reconsider.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Oh, now we have a motion to give this plan a favorable report in a second.

MALE 4: Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Roll call, please.

MALE 4: Mr. Chairman?

CHAIRMAN: Yes, sir?

MALE 4: I’'m ready. I'd like to be recognized.
CHAIRMAN: Okay, sure.

MALE 4: So, are we saying that, it doesn’t matter what we think at all?

14
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[00:35:00]

We just come in here to go through the functions. We’re not going to consider anything
whatsoever that if we have a concern or anything, you’re saying it don’t matter that we’re in here
because that’s what we’re saying. I didn’t say what the final vote afier we go through the process
of consideration. But we’re not going to consider anything that we got to say?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No.

MALE 4: 1 mean, is this a segregated movement or something? Because you haven’t considered
nothing we’re saying over here. So, I’m just asking you as a chairman, is that where we’re going
with this?

MR. CHAIRMAN: And I’'m allowing each of you to speak. Ms. Boyd.

REPRESENTATIVE BOYD: Thank you so much, Mr. Chairman. We’ve sat around this table
many times. It’s disgusting when you walk into a room for me and somebody approach me.
“May I help you?” That was the first thing; but being as old as I am, and I haven’t taught school
45 years and 6 months I’ve been here, I’ve learned a lot. At our very first meeting, I asked, “Is
this one going to be better than any of those in the past that we do it fairly and collectively?” We
know the process, we know who has the vote, all we want, Mr. Chairmans, is the opportunity to
be heard fairly and from the way we are starting off here, it doesn’t seem that way. Only God
Almighty can change hearts. We can sit here forever and look at each other and do what we’re
told to do when it comes to voting. I would hope not. But we’re speaking, I have people at home
who are very much concerned about the senatorial. What is shown and as it relates to
congressional seats. If that shoe was on the other foot, that’s all I’'m going to ask you to do when
I close. Just think about if the shoe was on the other foot and you were sitting in my seat and my
place, oh, our places here, would you act in the same manner? Thank you so much for the

opportunity.
MALE 2: Roll call?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Another roll call vote on approving the congressional plan. Mr. Jones,
[INDISCERNIBLE 00:38:05]

REPRESENTATIVE JONES: Thank you for the recognition, Mr. Chairman. I think on my
visit here last week, I mentioned that this would be the way this process would turn out. It is not
logical to think that we can digest the data that’s here in the period of time that we received it.
Nor is it logical to think that we would vote on something that we actually have no knowledge
about and can’t even talk to anyone in our district about because we don’t know. How do you
vote and then go back home and explain when someone asks, “Well, why did you vote for this?”
and start asking the questions that’s being asked here? What do we do with that? I understand the
time. I understand how hard people have worked. I’ve been up here a couple of times, and I've
seen the work that’s taking place up here, and that’s admirable. I’ve seen a lot of people working
hard. The bottom line, though, we cannot disregard transparency based on urgency, especially in
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this process. I know that there are some time periods we have to meet. To me, the questions
that’s been asked are logical questions. If someone is really interested in what they’re doing and
the people they represent, they are logical questions. Now maybe because this is my first time in
this process, someone told, I think the attorney mentioned to me, “Well, they’ve been doing it
like this a long time” and let me respond to what I told him. “That does not mean that that’s right
or fair regardless of whether Democrats did it or Republicans did it, the right way is the right
way regardless to who’s doing it.”

[00:40:00]

And 1 just think that we ought to give some concern for some of the questions that’s being asked
here, because those same questions are going to be asked to me as soon as I get back to mobile
account and I have no answers. You give me a lot of data here, but it probably takes me a few
days to read through it, but it’s over then. I've already voted. So that’s really my statement and I
Just want you to consider some of those things as I go forward.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Ladies and gentlemen, let me point out. What we have before
today is simply a recommendation. It will be put in Bill Form. It will be introduced into both
chambers of the house. It will be assigned to committee in both chambers, and then it will be
debated fully on the floor of both chambers. We’re just trying to get to the point where we’ve
been called into extraordinary session. That deadline is set. We have to have something to put
into a bill by 04:00 Thursday afternoon, and we need to get something out of here so LSA can
put it into Bill Form so we can give it to everybody because it’s not in Bill Form until it comes
out of here. You will have the time in both the House Standing Committee and the Senate
Standing Committee and the floor of the house and the floor of the senate to fully vet and look at
these bills. But there’s not a bill yet. I don’t have a bill because I can’t say anything to LSA until
I get something from this committee. This is simply a recommendation to send to LSA for us to
begin the full-scale debate on the floor. Senator Smitherman.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Are you saying, I said you go to the chairman and you’re
speaking. Are you saying that we can’t vet it here wherein the committee itself that we denied
the opportunity to vet it? I’'m just asking a question. I didn’t say you said it or not. You answer,
we answer that. Are you telling me that what you just see, all that’s going to happen out there --
are you saying that we -- but however, in this committee, we are denied that opportunity to do
the same thing in our committee work on reapportionment?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: No.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Well, if we did that like for it to be done. That’s all I’'m at right
now. I like this [INDISCERNIBLE 00:42:09].

SENATOR MCCLENDON: You got the populations, the deviations of black age voting
population in every different. You have all the information that I have,

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: And I like to vet it in here. Me vet in at, we leave out here
means nothing because the vote is going to be taken.
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SENATOR MCCLENDON: 1don’t have a bill before you because I can’t get a bill draft until
after it comes out to LSA, and I can’t see anything to LSA until it comes out of here.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Unless I'm going to be on what -- we vote now. Whether we
vote now today. I would like for it to be vetted the same way that you said that it could be vetted
in those committees. Why? One of the main reasons we are supposed to have the experts in here.
Our reapportionment director will not be on the floor. If it’s not a public hearing, she cannot
come on the senate floor. This lawyer cannot come on the senate floor itself. This is where the
work has to be done to answer those questions in this committee. Not out there. You all know the
rules. I don’t have to even speak them. The people can’t come out there. They are going to be out
there. It’s going to be somebody at the mic going to be saying the same thing. Well, they did it.
And the answer is goes they did it. I would like to know how you came about it. Whatever the
process to get to what you said that they say, “Okay to.” And this is the place that it should be
done right in here, and that’s all that I’'m asking. The exposure of the process and information be
brought out in here so questions and follow up questions can be addressed to that information.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Yes, Ms. Hall.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: I needed to go back to make sure I have the correct information
as relates to what you said about the racially polarized voting study that was done. Did you say it
was done?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Because of the black age voting population in Congressional
District 7, there was not one needed because it was over 54% black voting age population.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So you're saying that we don’t have a black, we don’t have a
polarization, racially polarization study?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: None. Because the voting age is 54. What is it? I got it right here.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And you use District 7 as the basis for not having such a study
done?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: The black voting age population of the district is sufficient
enough to where you don’t need a study done on it.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Are you saying that would not be a part or should not have been
a part of this process?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Once we drew the process, once we drew the plan with no race
on the computer --

[00:45:00]
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-- then after the plan was drawn, we turned on the race and we looked at District 7 and saw that it
had a black voting age population that was sufficient enough to not require an analysis. And we
put any more African-Americans on the race. We’re afraid we’d be sued for packing.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So that was just District 7. What about the other districts? If we
did those on these, I really would like -- I was trying to get that information. I’d like to have that
information. I’m requesting that information.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: The demographics of the district. Yeah. It’s right here, it’s in
your folder.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So you’re saying the data that we have makes of the --?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Yeah. Here’s the data right here. It’s in your folder. It shows you
the percentage of African-Americans of whites, the 18 plus populations, everything. It tells you
to give you all that information.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: I just want to make sure what you’re saying that the data that
we’re receiving here today on each one of the districts provides us the data that we would have
received or that would be received as a part of a racial polarization voting study.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I’'m being told that at 54 plus percent of the African-American
vote, it was high enough not to warrant a polarization study. It was a majority-minority district.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And that came from our attorney or the committee’s attorney?
SENATOR MCCLENDON: Yes. That came from the committee’s attorney. Yes, ma’am.
REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And so, at this point, we do not have that.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Not on District 7. No, ma’am. Yes. Chris. The representative of
England, I’m sorry.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: All right. You’re referring to that -- as if the District 7 was
the only district that you did not do that on. So did you do that on other districts?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: We have the breakdown of black and white population.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No, not that. I’m talking about you mentioning that racial -
- that you didn’t do the study on seven. Did you do it on any other district?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Can I ask something? The question you’re asking, the answer is
our attorney, mine and your attorney set that data off for districts that it looked like there might
possibly be a racial issue. And we did that on all of these maps that we’ve done today. So he
received the information on those districts where it looked like it could possibly be questionable,
and wherever it was questionable, if necessary, we made adjustments. So the answer to your
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question would be a general statement that in any districts where it looked like it possibly was an
issue, we had those districts analyzed. And if necessary to make changes in those districts to try
to stay in compliance with the Voting Rights Act, then we made those moves. So you can ask
that question about any one district and I will answer that by saying any district that looked like
it needed to be done, we did it.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: It would appear that District 7 would look like that would
need to be done if the methodology that you said you used was, we didn’t think about race and
then we drew the map, and then we said, “Okay, well, this is a result.” So it appears to me that if
we’re doing this in the logical way, that District 7 just -- as it appears on a map, would produce a
certain percentage. Now, according to what you’ve been telling me, that the percentage is not the
decision that you made looking at it on the paper and saying that 54% is enough, you actually
consulted with an attorney to make sure. So it would appear to me that if you’re applying the
logic that you just gave me that if we just looked at the district to see if it was in compliance, we
would actually do District 7 before we did the others. So I would like to request that study be
done on District 7. And what is the relationship between the 54% that you’re citing and the
actual results or potential results of a racial polarization study? What is the relationship between
those two?

[00:50:00]

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I got no clue.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: And that’s the point.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: That’s, that’s the reason why we have the expert.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Again, but hold on. That’s point. If you can’t explain to me
why the 54% that you’re telling us satisfies the threshold that you have not created or satisfied
yet, that would probably make it necessary for you to conduct a study to see if that 54% actually
represent, which represents what you think it does. So for -- I would like to request as a member
of the committee that that study be done on the Congressional District 7. I would also like to
request because the way you keep describing the map itself, is that Districts 1 through 6 may
have caused the question or may not have caused to question so there is a situation where that
same study may have been done on the other districts. I would also like to see that information as
well. Can I get that? First, can I get the study done on Congressional District 7 to make sure that
the 54% represents what you think you’re saying? And then also, can I get this, the results of the
studies that they’ve been done on other district? Because Senator McClendon, you represented
that they had been. So I would like to see that data as well. Is that possible?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Is there a particular percentage you’d be interested in seeing in
District 77

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: That’s the whole point. I want the study done so I'll know.

I’m not going to -- I can’t just blindly tell you what are percentage I would need in an area to
make sure that it complies with the Voting Rights Act, one, but two, it is a -- I guess what you

19



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 115 of 184

Reapportionment Committee Meeting
October 26, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

would consider a safe majority-minority district. That’s the whole point of the study. So I would
like the study to be done on Congressional District 7 and I would also like for you to give me the
results of the other studies on the other districts that you mentioned may or may not have caused
to you some consternation.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Okay, Mr. England, here’s what I’'ll do. I’ll request a study on
District 7 for you, and I’ll request the study be done on Senator Singleton’s bill that he
introduced also. How’s that?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Yes.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: 1It’s possible to do it. I mean, we’re going to talk about it. Okay.
I’ll do on both of them.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: To also kind of take a step back, this process isn’t result-
oriented. Meaning, that we’re not collected here to go over the data and the maps just to meet the
deadline. We are actually supposed to do some qualitative work on the information that you
provided us so we don’t send maps or information to LRS to be drawn up into something that
can’t pass. I mean, and I get it. I mean, we work with deadlines all the time, but this committee
structure was set up especially for this component because it’s actually a joint committee for the
house and the senate that goes over all four maps. So we can actually take a deep dive in that
information, in the data and actually produce a map that actually satisfies all the things that
you’ve been mentioning since the very beginning about keeping counties whole, about not
splitting precincts, about making sure that equal protection is valid and making sure that the
Voting Right Act is complied with. That’s what this process is for, is to vet the information that
we’re getting. Because we may go through this process and discover that some of the is
corrupted and it’s not reliable or, we may actually if we had done a racial polarization study, we
may actually find out that that 54% that you’re talking about doesn’t actually represent the
information that you’re giving us, and that you have made an assumption that could jeopardize
an entire map. So again, not trying to diminish the effort, the herculean effort that you had to
undertake to get us to this point, the point here isn’t just to get it done so we can get a bill
prepared. The point here is to actually vet the information so we know what we’re actually doing
in this process.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I understand, and I tell you we’re going to spend a lot of time on
this differential privacy, and that’s going to come up sooner or later. Senator Smitherman?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: I would just -- if you all, I would like to know first on any of the
congressional districts, did you all receive a written report regarding the study that he is
requesting on 7? We say it that on some of them, it was done. All right. So whatever ones that
were done, do we have a written report from that attorney, from whoever it is that we had to do
it. We are saying that it was done on A B, C, or D. Do we have anything in writing that was sent
to this committee to you all or sent to the community itself that would suggest that that is
actually a fact? That’s the first question. Do we have anything?

[00:55:13]
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SENATOR MCCLENDON: When we saw that 54% plus in the Seventh District majority-
minority, we didn’t think it needed a racial polarization analyzation and a lot to be analyzed and
we didn’t request racial voting polarization study on the majority of white districts.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. So we don’t have that, that’s the correct answer. We don’t
have anything in writing that’s been sent to you all regarding that you should --

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I have not seen anything.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. All right. So we can’t hold out then that that has been
done. Okay. So that’s the first thing. The second thing is this. We have an attorney that as you
say very capable of being able to do what’s necessary. I cannot understand the most important,
the most important and really the only opportunity we as a committee member while we are
going through these maps. I cannot understand for the love of life why he is not even sitting over
there or he is not on Zoom. That doesn’t make any sense. We are asking questions and we can’t,
you all cannot give the detail. I didn’t say it to generalization, but you cannot give the detailed
answer -- we keep telling them whether attorney need, an attorney and that’s fine. Because if
that’s the answer. But then, that attorney need to be over there to answer what you just said that
he did. I mean, that’s an attorney for the committee and that is the most important meeting that
he could ever be at being able to get him on there to give those responses as to the things that
you all don’t have first of all, documentation and secondly, that he in fact was the person who
created, who suggested it and it was adopted to present to us by you all. So I’'m asking to get him
on here. I don’t care if the phone.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: [INDISCERNIBLE 00:57:18]

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yeah. I don’t care if you get the phone or we can’t Zoom, we
deserve to have those people in here where we can ask those questions to get answers. Thank
you.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Yes, Ms. Hall?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Thank you. You indicated in your report about meeting with all
of the members of congress, except for one. Are you able to tell me that once the maps were
drawn, did they have an opportunity to view this map? And, what was their impression?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: They all saw. The one that we didn’t meet was Mo Brooks
because he’s no longer running. But they’ve all had the opportunity to look at them and make
suggestions, make requests in what they would like to see in their district, yes.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And did they indicate that they felt that what you’ve presented is
fair and --?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: To the best of my knowledge, yes. I was not in the meetings.
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REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Thank you.
MALE 1: Mr. Chairman, our renewed motion for roll call vote.

M SENATOR MCCLENDON: We have a motion before us to adopt the congressional plan.

Clerk, recall the roll.
CLERK: Senator Holley?
SENATOR HOLLEY: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Allen?
SENATOR ALLEN: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Levison?
SENATOR LEVISON: Aye.

CLERK: Senator McClendon?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Aye.

CLERK: Senator Melson?
SENATOR MELSON: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Orr?
SENATOR ORR: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Roberts?
SENATOR ROBERTS: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Scofield?
SENATOR SCOFIELD: Aye.
CLERK: Senator Singleton?
SENATOR SINGLETON: No.

CLERK: Senator Smitherman?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: No.

Filed 01/29/25
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CLERK: Senator Williams?
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yeah.
CLERK: Representative Boyd?
REPRESENTATIVE BOYD: No.
CLERK: Representative Clouse?
REPRESENTATIVE CLOUSE: Aye.
CLERK: Representative Ellis?
REPRESENTATIVE ELLIS: Aye.
CLERK: Representative England?
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No.
CLERK: Representative Greer?
REPRESENTATIVE GREER: Aye.
CLERK: Representative Hall?
REPRESENTATIVE HALL: No.
CLERK: Representative Jones?
REPRESENTATIVE JONES: No.
CLERK: Representative Lovvorn?
REPRESENTATIVE LOVVORN: Aye.
CLERK: Representative Pringle?
REPRESENTATIVE PRINGLE: Aye.
CLERK: Representative South?
REPRESENTATIVE SOUTH: Aye.

CLERK: Representative Wood?

Page 118 of 184
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REPRESENTATIVE WOOD: Aye.
CLERK: Fifteen yeses, six nos. The motion passed.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Thank you committee members. Coming forth now is the State
Board of Education in development of this plan. All state board members were met with in
person or by phone, follow up meetings were held, sometimes by phone, some on Microsoft
Team until all of their concerns were addressed. All board members had inputs. This plan meets
our committee guidelines, complies with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act and Equal
Protection clause. There is a minimum population deviation between the districts, all population
state board is 628,035 plus or minus five.

[01:00:10]

Respects counties to the extent possible of taking into consideration requirements for equal
population does not require incumbents to run against each other. District continuous and
reasonably compact, respects communities of interest, preserves the course of existing districts,
the precinct splits, five counties are splits, five counties with zero splits. It’s an improvement
over the current law with 12 versus 5 splits. Tuscaloosa County, Jefferson, Talladega,
Montgomery and Mobile each have our split. Contains two majority-black, Districts 4 and 5. The
BVAP for 4 is 51.2 1%. BVAP for 5 is 51.2 7% and the functionality studies that we’ve talked
about indicate that Section 2 requires no further adjustment to these BVAPs in order to fulfill our
obligation under the Voting Rights Act. With that introduction, I move adoption of the plan as
you have received. I have a second on that, a motion and adoption and I recognize my good
friend Senator Smitherman.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Thank you Senator. I can’t speak for anybody that’s in here, but
I have no knowledge of which changes had to be made in here. Is that I would like to go through
the changes in each district adjustments. What is the adjustment that you had to make in drawing
some out? We can start with warning going all the way to the last one there.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: The changes are detailed. You’ve got a folder Senator.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: [ would have to read.
SENATOR MCCLENDON: That’s the changes in it and from -- let me tell you this.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, do you want me to -- if you recognize me, I’ll
take this folder and then read them out. But tell me, I got, so Smitherman is that last vote. 1 don’t
like them. I am not even seen none of these until I just walked in at one o’clock. So I don’t
understand. But I’'m requesting either that we go over or I’m requesting the opportunity to -- if I
got to read it, let me read it out loud and everybody sit here and we read and then we have
discussions about it. I don’t mind doing whatever you tell me to do. But I do want to go over
these. I mean just to ram them down my throat, that is not right. If I can’t go over them, then
you’re ramming it down my throat because I just got this. I mean, I came down here and you
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meet you and nobody said nothing about change, anything, it was about this. Nobody gave me
anything. I am not saying nothing until I got this right now. So I’'m asking, please tell me
whether we change in one? What we change in two, that’s reasonable.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Would you like a little five-minute break to read over that thing
Senator?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: It’d take more than five minutes to read because I still got
questions. Reading don’t eliminate the questions because I need a big old map up there. I need a
map, I need the overlay. Since you all know what I need, I will need to overlay and then I could
see where that is and I could say, “Well, what area is that and then what’s the result of that?
What impact did it have on initial?”” So that I’ve been asking for the maps and I know that they
have it because I saw overlay when I came in here. So I know we have the capability and that’s
all I’'m asking.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I wish you’d let us know ahead of time. Well Senator, if you want
to talk about this, this is your opportunity to go ahead and do that. Now, I will tell you as far as
asking me a lot of details on the BOA map, I was not involved and I was involved peripherally
but not in detail. So if there’s things you would like to discuss and ask and talk about on this
thing that you have the floor and you’re just welcome to do so.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: 1 could do a decent job of that if I got the map up there, well 1
can ask. That doesn’t tell me anything. I’m looking at the one, it didn’t tell me anything. It just
tell me that these are the new lines. They didn’t tell me what’s the overlay, what we’re taking
out, what we had to add in anything like that in terms of the precincts.

[01:05:05]

SENATOR MCCLENDON: So do you have specific questions about parts of the map and I’ll
see what I can find out.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yes sir.
SENATOR MCCLENDON: I narrow it down and help me out here and I’ll see what I can do.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: The basic question I like to overlay, like to see the comparison
and contrast, either way that it’s set up that you got to set up in the machine -- presently and what
changes this.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Okay I’ll see what you want. I don’t know if we’re capable of
doing that but why don’t you talk about any parts of this that catches your attention and I’ll
check and see what our IT folks can do as far as complying with your request. We might be able
to put them side-by-side with the new one. We might be able to do that. I don’t know, but I’ll be
glad to check on that and see what we can do.
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Well specific questions, I can’t give them to you because 1 don’t
know the overlay. That’s why I got to have it. I mean, this is the finished product and I’m asking
about the contrast between old product and the finished and I don’t even have that before me in
this where I can do that sitting in, you can think of anything. I don’t have it. That’s why I'm
asking for it and I know we got it because like I said, I was here and I saw that we have
overlaying capabilities.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: We did have, and I think we put online. I’m not sure, but I think
we put online today old map, new map. We’ll see.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: 1 did the first time, I’ve seen this.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: While he makes that request, is anybody else. We’ll get back to
you Senator.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Ihave questions.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Under the current map that we’re looking at now, was this drawn
based on the 5% deviation plus-minus?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Yes, sir.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Could you tell me in District 4 and District 5 what was the
population gain or population loss for you to be able to -- because in order for you to do the 5%
deviation, you had to look at the gain or loss in that. So therefore, you had to move around in
precincts.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Idon’t have a -- it’s 27,686 people under that deal. It’s
228,659 whites, 319,828 blacks.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: So there’s about 27,000 population loss in that district?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: It’s under population idea by 27, has a deviation of minus
4.61%. It’s 38.9% white, 53.27% black.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Where would you have made that part pull more citizens black
there in Jefferson County to make up that deviation?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I’'m not sure where it came from Senator. I’'m sorry.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: See, that’s the kind of stuff we would need to know in order to be
able to approve maps when you start making these kinds of adjustments. I definitely would like
to know that because it’s not detailed on these maps where your adjustments came in terms of
making adjustment to make up that. If you look at the next one and which covers most of the
black built, I’'m certainly there was some loss there.
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REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: District 5?7

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Yes.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Which is 621,817 people which is a 6,218.
SENATOR MCCLENDON: How many?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: 6,218.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Okay.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: 252,012 whites, 326,931 blacks. That’s 40.53% white,
52.58 blacks. In fact, voting age population is 51.27%.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Okay. And again, you can’t tell me where the makeup of that
population, which direction you went to get the makeup in that population in your precincts?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I can’t tell you right off the top of my head, no sir.
[01:10:00]
SENATOR MCCLENDON: Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Senator Smitherman rest assured. We’re over here chasing some electrons
around trying to.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Thank you Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Representative Hall, did you have something to say in the event?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: 1do. I'd like to ask a question that I asked earlier as it relates to
the school board plan. Did we do the ratio polarization polarized voting study on these districts?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. My answer would be the same as it was before. Any time there was
any suspicion that there might be a racial issue, we did submit these to a political scientist to give
us an analysis.

MALE 1: Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Just a minute,

MALE 1: Okay.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You're still up.
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REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Okay. Yeah. So you’re saying that when you felt that was not a
given, that was not part of the process of drawing the maps. So I’m going to get the same
response on each one of the --

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, ma’am we didn’t. I’m sorry, I didn’t mean to interrupt you, Ms. Hall.
We didn’t automatically do every district on every map. We only sent the district’s offer analysis
where it looked like there might be an issue. If there’s any suspicion of an issue, we had them
analyzed, and then using that data, we tried to make them -- that wouldn’t be an issue where we
comply with the voting rights there. Does that answer your question?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Yeah. I’'m just trying to make sure I was understanding
correctly. So, we didn’t do that for congressional and we didn’t do it for school boards. I’ve done
it for any of the others.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. I'm going back if you’ll hang on just a minute. Senator
Smitherman, have we got the map up done? Okay. There you go.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Now, what’s the overlay? I’m okay side by side or whatever you
want to call it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: According to my expert, the blue lines are the old and the colors are the
new.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay.

MR. CHAIRMAN: So he said there’s been a good bit of rearranging. But there always is when
you have the population changes like we’ve had in Alabama this past decade.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: My first question would be, why is Jefferson County split three
different ways? I mean, we just split Chow for every one of these maps we got. Why come into
our county and split it three different ways?

MR. CHAIRMAN: You know, these maps were created pretty much in the same style that the
senate maps which you participated in and house maps, and that we worked with each of the
existing board members, and so many times these changes were made in consultation with the
existing board members. Just like you had input into your senate map, they had input into this
map.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: I appreciate you giving them input but I will say this, after the
input and everything is done. They don’t vote for this. We do.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Right.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So, the input all right, but the input are not like ours, because we

don’t want going to vote. And so that’s why it’s important for us to understand. They may like
something. I got constituents that don’t like it. I got a lot of them that don’t like the fact that we
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split up three ways in here. I’m talking about seriously. They don’t want to be split up like that.
That’s why I said what I said in that regard. What about the other ones? What was the
rationalization for the other changes that exist in the other ones? And this one, too. What was the
rationalization? Why was it split three ways?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That was probably the biggest part of it is dealing with the existing
members. That’s where the most input came from.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. So, we took in consideration what individual people
won’t, and I’m not saying you didn’t take it at all but it seems to me that, and you correct me if
it’s not right. I don’t mind being corrected. Well, we seem that we were focusing more on what
they wanted than what the citizens wanted or what the better way to draw that map without
splitting those counties.

[01:15:02]

Because I'm telling you what citizens are concerned about, they telling you what individual they
want and don’t want and that takes us out of the game, because we’re represent those same
citizens and we vote. So I would ask that you all go back and look at where you don’t have to
split Jefferson County like that, and then provide a map that does not do that. But now what’s the
other deviations and the changes? In the other deviations, what did you all have to pick up and
what did you lose?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Well, the deviations of course are in compliance with the guidelines that
this committee adopted and every district within plus or minus 5% of the target. So we’ve stayed
-- this map is inside the deviations that we established really is our own guidelines to how to do
this and how to do it in a sense of faimness.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. In regards to follow up on Senator Sings question, I know
he mentioned something about one of those districts. It was 26% population. Can you tell us
what population each one of those? On each one of them.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I think you’ve got that data.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Idon’t have it all in one though. I got what you say it is in the
new district.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Well, because we know what the target. So we got that in this folder?
Okay. It’s in the back of your folder. You got it in writing.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: The old and under?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Well, you may have to add or subtract from the target to see what the
difference is.
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Well in that case, I move a 30 minutes recess. I got to do some
math, [INDISCERNIBLE 1:17:03] some math. Give me time to do. The figure is all over that
low. I mean, I know they are. You all could tell me about my own district. You know about
every district in every plan it is.

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. I’'m looking at the data that you’ve got in your folder, and I’'m
looking at district five. It gives the ideal population, gives the actual population then it gives the
deviation. So, you’ve got all of that information in writing in your folder?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: What’s the ideal population? The actual population?
MR. CHAIRMAN: It’s at the very back of your

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: I see that part what you’re saying right. I see it. Now, the other
question there, where did we make of those numbers from? What precincts?

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 was moved around to create the district.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yeah.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Idon’t know the answer to that. Oh, no.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Do we have the answer in this room?

MR. CHAIRMAN: A Iot of precincts. Well, it doesn’t matter. What you know is what the old
district is and now, before you, you have what the new district is. So now where some people
came from, that is the overlay.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: You said it don’t matter, it does to me. I just wanted to say that
it may not to nobody else, but it does. That’s why I’m asking the question. I wouldn’t ask the
question being dealing --

MR. CHAIRMAN: Are you asking me and listen Senator Smitherman, I’m trying to get what
you want here, but you want to know where people came from or where they went. That’s what
your overlay map shows us, where the changes were made, which precincts were in a district
before and which ones are in our district now. Does that answer your question?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: It answers 50%.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: But the other part is that it does not talk about what area.
[INDISCERNIBLE 1:18:56] and put it over here. That’s what I’m saying. We don’t have any
writing up there. I wouldn’t have to ask, and we do have maps that is that detail. You all know

that. I know you do, because you all the chairman’s. You know we do, and that’s what I was
asking. I mean, do we have capabilities of doing that? Yes. And that’s all I’'m asking. In every
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one of these things, we’re going to do -- I would like to see that. So that at the, we can make a
better understanding of what we vote on and taking places from people, because people ask us
especially up in mayor. They don’t want to be over here. They want the county to be whole. And
so when you make the moves, and that tells me what people will move and what people will left
and that has a basis too of the way I feel about this plan because all of us, we are here to
represent the people in our district, and these are concerns of people in the district. Is there any
way to know that?

[01:20:02]
MALE 1: No, sir.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: It’s not? You sure now? I mean, I was here when we did it,
when we provided it.

MALE 1: Well, it could be that.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So even in man, I saw precincts. You remember you were in
here when I came. I saw precincts. So I’m not making up some, you was in there with me when
we saw those precincts.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Now we can bring that down and we can get that to you but as far
as it’s coming before this committee, what we have presented and this is what we’ve got before
us today.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: And I have no problem with you presented and that’s what
before us. 1 just want some answers of what’s before us. That’s all I’'m asking.

MALE 1: Allright, sir.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So, can we get that information? Can we break it down? Let me
just say this, I understand that we can, all we have to do, even out there is take number one and
then put the details in and put it across there. That’s all we got to do and then we’ll see where it
comes from. We should put that old, that blue line or whatever that line over there and that’s like
it is right there. The old and new and put the detail in there and it’s over there in that computer
right there. That’s all we got to do. It’s right there. I ain’t asking for the man who ain’t that
available lawyer we got. I’m asking him about that computer right there.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Okay, where we’re examining on the capability of this system
that we have now to the extent that we can.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. There we go. That’s what I’m talking about. That’s I’m
saying pop up there.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Is there any particular area that you would like to look at?
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: 1 like to --
SENATOR MCCLENDON: Do you want to look at your area and --

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: First all [INDISCERNIBLE 01:22:03], I like to look at the one
above and I think that’s six or whatever that is above that, every part, me particularly every one
of those districts that Jefferson County, I like to see that part, that district that touches. It’s three
of them and I like to be told what I'm looking at, so I’ll be sure of what I see. Yeah, you getting
it. I was looking over that Tarrant and I’m looking at Inglenook, Brownsville. I'm looking at
those.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Senator Smitherman.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yes, sir.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: We’re going to spend, if you want to spend, we’re going to spend
about 10 minutes with you.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: That’s fine, I’ll take it here.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:23:10] on this and then we’re going to get
you back on business.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: 10 is better than zero. Take the 10.
SENATOR MCCLENDON: You’re always a 10 Senator Smitherman.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Thank you, Senator. Sun Valley, so that the blue is the new,
right?

MALE 1: That’s right.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: The blue is old. Blue is old and the colors are new. Okay. What
district is that green? What number district? Four? It’s number four? Blue, that y all call it blue.
Okay. All right. So, it’s the color is a change? Let me see. And it’s four, four is the C5 and what
six is the majority of the districts, five and; no, five and what? What number Mr. Chairman? I
was just trying to speed up the process. Which one is five and what’s the other one you say is a
majority? African-American district, [[INDISCERNIBLE 01:24:42] voting population? It’s five
and it’s four and five?

MALE 2: Five, fouris 51.2. Five is 51. [INDISCERNIBLE 01:24:57].

[01:25:00]
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: How can we tighten it up that you don’t have already splits in
that county? Did y ‘all look at that? Did you play with the map and look at it and see what it
looked like?

SENATOR MCCLENDON: We played with a map and you certainly will have an opportunity
if you’ve got a better plan for us. You’ll have an opportunity to like that proposal to the legislator
when we meet.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So, that’s four, that all the four right there? I see some more at
the bottom, is that part of four? And above four is what, seven? That’s at the top of Jefferson
County?

MALE 2: Yes, sir.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: What percentage of seven is in Jefferson County? Anybody can
tell me that? So we got three in Jefferson County and we got four and we got seven. Now, those
are three at [INDISCERNIBLE 01:26:13] Jefferson County?

MALE 2: Yes.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Three, four and seven. It’s seven, four and three. So in four, we
went straight up. We did like the old seven in congressional. We went straight up in the Jefferson
County to pull those people out, is that correct? Why we could not make Jefferson County whole
or Tuscaloosa whole and keep those whole and satisfy that population? Did y ‘all try to do that?
And if you did - -

SENATOR MCCLENDON: I’m sure that was looked at and considered.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: But you’re not sure though. Okay, I was going to ask why. I'm
not going to put you on the spot if you don’t know, you know. Okay. All right, Mr. Chair, I see
what’s been done and I know what the people want. Thank you very much on that.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: Senator Smitherman, thank you for your participation and your
comments. As always, a pleasure. Call a question. Roll call vote. There’s no more discussion and
let me see, Senator Singleton, do you have a question before we call roll? Call roll, please.
FEMALE 1: Senator Allen?

SENATOR ALLEN: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Senator Holly?

SENATOR HOLLY: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:27:59].

FEMALE 1: Senator Livingston?
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SENATOR LIVINGSTON: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator McCLendon?
SENATOR MCLENDON: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Melson?
SENATOR MELSON: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Orr?
SENATOR ORR: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Roberts?
SENATOR ROBERTS: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Scofield?
SENATOR SCOFIELD: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Singleton?
SENATOR SINGLETON: No.
FEMALE 1: Senator Smitherman?
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: No.

FEMALE 1: Senator Williams?

Filed 01/29/25

SENATOR WILLIAMS: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:28:20].

FEMALE 1: Representative Boyte?
REPRESENTATIVE BOYTE: No.
FEMALE 1: Representative Clouse?
REPRESENTATIVE CLOUSE: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative Ellis?

REPRESENTATIVE ELLIS: Aye.

Page 129 of 184
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FEMALE 1: Representative England?

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No.

FEMALE 1: Representative Greer?

REPRESENTATIVE GREER: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Hall?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: No.

FEMALE 1: Representative Jones?

REPRESENTATIVE JONES: No.

FEMALE 1: Representative Lovvorn?

REPRESENTATIVE I: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Pringle?

REPRESENTATIVE CHRIS PRINGLE: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative South?

REPRESENTATIVE SOUTH: Aye.

FEMALE 1: Representative Woolett?

REPRESENTATIVE WOOLETT: Aye.

FEMALE 1: 16 yes, 6 no. It’s passed.

SENATOR MCCLENDON: BOE, bill to favorable report by this committee. We are now
moving into the Senate bill. I’'m going to take that bill. All senators were met with multiple
times. Most of them wanted to. Sometimes we met on the phone, sometimes in person, sometime
over Microsoft Team when there was a group. Senator Don, who is not running for re-election.
We met with her representative speaking on her behalf. All senators had input into the plan. This
plan follows our guidelines, compliance with Section 2. Minimal population deviation. Ideal pop
is 143,551. All of the districts that are on this map that you have in your folder and which will

get displayed are within plus or minus 5%.

[01:30:00]
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We respect County Lowndes to the extent possible, given the requirement of equal population.
We are not requiring any incumbents to run against each other; districts are continuous and
they’re not reasonably compact. We try to respect calamities of interest and we preserve the
cores of the existing district. The existing plan, the one we’re under right now splits 26 counties
under the plan that is being proposed that you have on the Board now. We are split 19 counties.
This plan contains eight majority black districts. These districts fulfill the state’s obligation under
the Voting Rights Act. I have a Motion for a favorable report and a second Senator Melson, are
there any -- Senator Smitherman, it’s about time you chimed in. Got involved in this.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: This is one that goes even deeper than that what I've been
talking about. I got serious concerns about the fact -- let me say this first.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes sir.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: I'm going to make a personal comment; and then I’'m going to
get into this. I enjoy very much working with my delegation, let me make sure you understand
that. We’ve done a lot of good things together; so by no means that I have any problem with any
individual in my district, I mean, in my delegation. But let me say this to you, there’s no reason
under the earth why Jefferson County is split among seven senators. We have a population of
670,000 people. When you do the math, just divide it into that, that’s 4,7 senators. That’s what
we should have in terms of our county. Whole county, keeping the county whole. Number one,
let me say this; and I think -- that’s why 1 wish the lawyer was here because he wouldn’t have a
choice but to say you were right. The Constitution in Section 199 and Section 200 states and 1
state that the counties are to be maintained to be kept whole in terms of drawing these districts.
The only deviation that it talks about is simply this; is that where you have to provide a minority
district; then you go outside of the counties to succeed to do that. In Jefferson County, that does
not apply. All three minority districts are inside of the county. So, as a result of that, there is no
reason that that county should have those splits, based on the constitution, not based on an
opinion or how I feel. I've mentioned that when I was in here, I mentioned that my concern,
when 1 was asked the question that you satisfied, not the word satisfied, but that’s with the
district, and my comment is that I was concerned about whole counties, and 1 say that even if the
Supreme Court ruled that way that I had to have this district then I will live with it, that’s what
my comment so I don’t want to be misconstrued or what I say it in there. I’'m saying it officially
here. But in terms of Jefferson County, there’s no reason why we should be split seven ways and
I mentioned that to it made that known, no effort was made to deal with that issue. No effort was
made to deal with that issue based on the constitution. So, I want to make that known that I put it
out there, nothing was done about it, so, that is my concern. If you remember, that last time that
we went to the Supreme Court, they took up the house issue and they addressed it in the house
and said that the house should be a certain way because of dealing with this issue. Now, we’re
looking at the senate district that the committee has made no changes whatsoever and as a result
of that, as I said, we have seven senators who represent one county. So, I’'m asking the
committee to go back to address section 199 and section 200 of the constitution that talks about
whole counties and has laid out the proper legal basis of why we should do that especially as it
relates to Jefferson County where all three minority districts encompass inside of the county.

[01:35:00]
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay, anyone else? Seeing no other discussion, I call for the roll call vote.
Representative England, I missed you over there, hold that roll call vote. Representative
England, you are recognized sir.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I'm just trying to figure out almost the same lines that
Senator Smitherman identified that’s Lucy County for whatever reason has three senators and it
is carved up. It’s going to be 200,000 people total and it has three senators that come from --
don’t really represent the same sort of communities of interest and Senator Singleton is my
friend. He is my senator, but his district goes from Tuscaloosa County all the way down to
Choctaw. Senator Reed who is also a friend, his district goes from Tuscaloosa County all the
way to the northern tip of Walker all the way to Lamar. These are not communities of interest.
The City of Tuscaloosa proper only has average three-member senate delegation; only one of the
senators live actually inside of Tuscaloosa County. So, the people in Tuscaloosa County, there
are people who have more influence or just as much influence of his own city in county business
that live outside the county as members that who do. Now, we’re not talking about the house
delegation yet, but the house delegation is worse. So, I am just as many other senators and
representatives, where you have a major city, it is often sacrificed in order to make up population
for other districts. As a result, it sacrifices the amount of representation that we have. So, I just
want to go on record once again to state that Tuscaloosa County is possible to draw a map
without splitting it into three different districts, thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you Representative England for your remarks. Senator Smitherman,
back to you.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: At the proper time, I have a substitute motion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let’s see, anyone else have anything else to say? Yes, sir, Mr. [PH
01:37:24] Myer. Did you want to get in on this?

MR. MYER: I’m just concerned about, I guess the Senate District 33 is now in Baldwin County
but it’s traditionally all in Mobile County and then some of the Baldwin County senators are now
in Mobile County; I didn’t quite understand that. The Baldwin County is the largest grove county
around the state. How did we get a senator from Baldwin County in Mobile and then the senators
from Mobile in Baldwin? Who are they coming to cross path like that?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is that a question?

MR. MYER: Yes, itis.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You know, the answer is pretty easy, isn’t it? Just like in the house
districts, we had to sit down and work with each of the incumbents to resolve their issues and

that appears to be the resolution. Senator Smitherman, are you back?

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yes sir, I'm back.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes sir, I recognize you. You’re okay?

MALE 1: No, I’'m not okay but -- Senator Smitherman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes sir, Senator Smitherman, you’re recognized.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I like to make a substitute motion
that we carry over this plan and the motion ask the committee to go back and to look at making
the basis for drawing this plan to perseveration of this provision of the constitution which is
Section 199, 200 deals with whole counties and that in particular, the counties who have an
excess amount of representation as it relates to the population in reference I’m talking to
primarily Jefferson County, but all other counties that we would not go forward with this until
that issue is addressed and corrected to reflect out of the 678 -- 70 something thousand people
that the proper number of representation in the senate honoring whole counties would be five
senators, 4.7 or 5 senators, thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you Senator Smitherman. Now, my commotion to table, I would ask
that you all vote aye all in favor, say aye.

[01:40:00]

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: That’s a rollcall, remember --

[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Senator Smitherman, you’re recognized.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: A request was made for rollcall on all the votes from --
[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, sir, the chairman decided to make that a voice vote.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So you’re not honoring her request for -- she made a formal
request.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That’s okay.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay, what’s the rule does a committee regarding? I know on
the floor what you had two or three hands up. Is there any rules that we can -- as a committee be
recognize so that we can have a roll call vote?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That’s a discretion of the chairman.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: So they go back to what I say. Okay. All right, thank you.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Senator Singleton, did you decide you want to join in?

SENATOR SINGLETON: Obviously not now.

Filed 01/29/25
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: You have time later, don’t worry, you have time later. You have

some time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Do you want the floor Senator Singleton?

SENATOR SINGLETON: No sir.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay. Thank you. Let’s roll call vote. Please call the room.
FEMALE 1: [PH 01:41:10] Barry Allen.
MALE 1: Let’s make it a voice vote.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

FEMALE 1: Senator Allen.
SENATOR ALLEN: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Holley.
SENATOR HOLLEY: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Livingston.
SENATOR LIVINGSTON: Aye.
FEMALE: Senator McClendon.
SENATOR MCCLENDON: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Melson.
SENATOR MELSON: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Orr?
SENATOR ORR: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Roberts?

SENATOR MELSON: Aye.
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FEMALE 1: Senator Scofield.
SENATOR SCOFIELD: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Senator Singleton.
SENATOR SINGLETON: No.
FEMALE 1: Senator Smitherman
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: No.
FEMALE 1: Senator Williams.
SENATOR WILLIAMS: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative Boyte.
REPRESENTATIVE BOYTE: No.
FEMALE 1: Representative [PH 01:41:45] Clouse.
REPRESENTATIVE CLOUSE: Aye
FEMALE 1: Representative Ellis.
REPRESENTATIVE ELLIS: Aye
FEMALE 1: Representative England.
REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: No.
FEMALE 1: Representative Greer.
REPRESENTATIVE GREER: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative Hall.
REPRESENTATIVE HALL: No.
FEMALE 1: Representative Jones.
REPRESENTATIVE JONES: No.

FEMALE 1: Representative Lovvorn.

Page 135 of 184
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REPRESENTATIVE LOVVORN: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative Pringle.
REPRESENTATIVE CHRIS PRINGLE: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative South
REPRESENTATIVE SOUTH: Aye.
FEMALE 1: Representative Wood.
REPRESENTATIVE WOOD: Aye.

FEMALE 1: 16 yeses, 6 nos. It’s passed.

MALE 1: Thank you, senator. Ladies and gentlemen, now we move to the House of
Representatives plan. In developing this plan, house members were met with in person. And
subsequently over the phone on Microsoft teams and told many of their concerns have been
addressed. All representatives had input into this plan. The exceptions are a handful of members
who are not running for re-election and who chose not to meet with us. This plan meets our
committee guidelines. It complies of section two of the Voting Rights Act and the Equal
Protection Clause for the Constitution. There is a minimal population deviation between the
districts, ideal population for house district is 47,850. All districts are within plus or minus 5% of
ideal population. It respects counties to the extent possible, given the requirements for population
on the 14th Amendment of the Constitution. It is not required incumbents to run against each
other however there are a few members who are not running who are in other districts. All
districts are continuous and reasonably compact under the Gingles test. It respects communities
of interest and preserves the course of existing districts. It splits a minimum number of counties
in voting precincts, 39 counties for split and 57 voting precincts for split to get the deviation.
This is improvement of the current law which split 46 counties. This plan contains 27 majority
minority black districts including the creation of a new majority black district in Montgomery
which is House District 74. In addition, House District 53 held by minority leader Daniels has a
black voting population of 48.15% which he said he was comfortable having. Well that ladies
and gentlemen, are there any questions?

MALE 2: Motion to adopt.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: 1 have a question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay, Representative England.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: Its seems like the whole county constitutional requirement

applies everywhere but Tuscaloosa County. Again, there are 200% people inside the Tuscaloosa
County and as it stands, there are seven members in that delegation. Of the seven, only four live
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within the county. You mentioned in your discussions, you said we try to keep communities of
interest together, representative Ralph Howards, district now draws all the way into Tuscaloosa -
- not only Tuscaloosa County but in the city limits. He goes into the west side of Tuscaloosa
which is majority minority.

[01:45:08]

MR. CHAIRMAN: And he is very happy with that by the way because he told me how excited
he was.

REPRESENTATIVE ENGLAND: I appreciate you offering editorial for me. Secondly,
District 71 goes into downtown or to the west side of Tuscaloosa. It also encompasses Pickens,
Sumter and Marengo counties. It also goes into the west of Tuscaloosa and it captures the other
half of the black population on the west side of Tuscaloosa. I don’t think that’s by accident. As it
stands, the City of Tuscaloosa also now has a seven-member delegation of which three do not
live anywhere near the county. The minority majority area of the city is represented by
representatives that live an hour and hour and a half away. It is carved up in the City of
Tuscaloosa to the point where it is very difficult to say for us to suggest that people that live in
the county that the people that live outside the county don’t have as much influence on what we
do as the people who live inside of the county, especially the city limits. You also mentioned that
it [PH 01:46:35] complies with the Voting Rights Act. I would also like to request the same
information that I have requested all day long. I would like the same results from the same
studies that we’re conducting and that there has not been a study done on my District, District
70, 71, 72 or any district within the city of Tuscaloosa, I would like to have the results of those
studies but not only that, I would like to also know who conducted the study and I would like to
see the results. As far as across the state, I get the whole concept of try to keep counties whole
and whatnot. But it does not appear that that was a guiding principle whenever you got to areas
that where districts were minority. It seems like you dove into cities just to capture the black
population and to pack them into districts to re-establish a population but to make sure that their
influence does not spread outside to potentially impact an election in what would be a
traditionally white or republican district specifically, in Tuscaloosa. So as I said, I would love to
see -- I’'m requesting the same information I have requested about the congressional districts and
also, if there’s any districts out where there are racial polarization studies were done, 1 would
also like to see those as well.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you and duly noted, we will get back to you. [PH 01:48:06] Senator
Smitherman.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Two questions, one statement one question. I would request the
same thing for all senator districts, okay. That study that they are trying to get, I would like for
all senator districts. So I wanted to say that, I’m not saying you would but don’t make a
judgment [INDISCERNIBLE 01:48:28]. As a member, I am entitled to and I would ask for that.
If we don’t have it, spend the money and why we [PH 01:48:36] appropriate it. So any savings of
money, either is about getting the necessary stuff that we need to get. The other question I would
ask because I kind of heard you. Un your statement you said, you went on like you spoke to in
your statement but I would like to know how many districts have been combined to where you
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have now someone who is either waiting for a position that’s open, that’s obviously right now or
who is -- or has been placed where two incumbents are now having to run against each other?

MR. CHAIRMAN: In the house plan, there is zero.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: What about that [INDISCERNIBLE 01:49:20]?
MR. CHAIRMAN: No.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: There is not?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Okay. So he is not in the district with -- what’s the other [PH
01:49:27] sister that’s in Montgomery?

MR. CHAIRMAN: He passed away but the candidate -- there are no two candidates that I
know off. I don’t know if he is going to run but no.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Can she run? Ms. [PH 01:49:40] Morris and that’s --
MR. CHAIRMAN: Idon’t know the name of anybody.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: No, I was just saying Ms. Morris, that’s [INDISCERNIBLE
01:49:49] putting Ms. Morris’ district. Not understanding. Is that right? Am I wrong or right?
Correct me if I'm wrong because I try to make statements that’s right.

[01:50:00]
MALE 2: Yeah, couple of house district.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Right. So, you know, what are we going to do to correct that?
And I’ll stop when you said it, I want to make a comment. All I want to say is this and the
records speak for itself and if Senator [INDISCERNIBLE 01:50:16] was in here, he would, 1
think vouch for that. We made sure that no districts when we were in the majority ever, to
republicans or to democrats that they had to run against each other. That’s traditionally what
we’ve done in here. All the time that I’ve been had the blessings and opportunity to be on
Reapportionment and that since 1994. So now why are we doing that? And why are we doing it
in a minority district? I mean, we got 105 seats out there now, why are we picking these minority
district? They have two of them run against each other.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Not that I’m aware of in Montgomery County. And I know when I ran in
94, 1 defeated -- two incumbents were put in the same district and I beat two of them. Not to get
two incumbents.
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SENATOR SMITHERMAN: There was a 94 run. Remember I said I’ve been here since 1994,
it hasn’t happened. He will vouch how much I folded in my [INDISCERNIBLE 01:51:10] and
make sure that wouldn’t happen.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We did not place any incumbents together.

MALE 2: Mr. Chairman, why you may say you didn’t have any incumbents together, but you
did have a candidate that was out there running in 76. That are currently running in 76. You have
candidates that are currently running and 76 who would now not be in 76 because if they wanted
them, they would not represent 76.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Idon’t believe that’s the best the case anymore.

MALE 2: That is the case.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Idon’t believe it is anymore.

MALE 2: Explain the new district 74 if Represented [INDISCERNIBLE 01:51:50] was living
today.

MR. CHAIRMAN: He would be in another district but--

MALE 2: 1t will be in another district, so he wouldn’t be in 76.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah but the person running his district is in that district.

MALE 2: In what district in the new district?

MR. CHAIRMAN: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:52:01].

[BACKROUND CONVERSATION]

MALE 2: No but now, they are tagged with another incumbent, who lives in that area now.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I’m aware of what you believe, but I promise you the plan has been
changed.

MALE 2: The plan has been changed?
MALE 1: Can you show us a change?
MALE 2: Could you explain the changes?
[OVERLAY]

MALE 1: We can’t see it. It doesn’t clearly show here. Yeah, help me out with that.
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[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]
MALE 1: 76 is the new 74 that’s been fixed.
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

MR. CHAIRMAN: While we’re doing that, Mr. Clouse is there anything you would like to
say? We are going to pull that.

MALE 2: Yeah, well you can be seen.

MR. CLOUSE: 1 just want to make a clarification on my friend Senator Smitherman. It might
have been after 2000 census when the democrats were in the majority there were no republicans
put together in the Senate.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: That’s what I’m talking about.

MR. CLOUSE: Right. But in the house, there were two districts, where two republican
incumbents were put together.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Yeah well let me come down and I’ll [PH 01:53:45] refer it.
MR. CLOUSE: Yeah okay.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Republican Senate did that they won. See, we’ll be fair about
this thing. That’s what I’'m talking about. They’ll tell you, I’ll hide them for them. There isn’t
anybody allowing for them right now, but us.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: Is that a new district now?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That’s a new district.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: That district?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is.

SENATOR SMITHERMAN: That has been in the county though but that is?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is. That’s whole precincts. So are there any more questions? Now we
have a motion? Move to have a final approval to this.

FEMALE 1: Question.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Yeah, I have done that once. Call roll.
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: She had a question.
MR. CHAIRMAN: All right, let Ms. Hall ask her question.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Iwas just trying to follow up with what you were saying in
terms of the counties. Are we clear and what you’re saying in reference to the county that
Singleton and Smitherman mentioned as it relates to the candidates, whether the candidate is
alive or not does that --

[01:55:00]
MR. CHAIRMAN: Where is perfectly thought.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: All right, and so the -- this is the last activity that we are doing,
right?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, ma’am.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: I would also like to request precincts for each one of these
proposals that you provided today. I'd like to have that.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I will be more than happy to give you all breakdowns with all this stuff,

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And then as we look at the rules, it says a legislator shall try to
minimize the number of counties in each district. It seems like we’re being a bit confused here
with what we’ve heard today. We use the word “shall,” it says that you must follow, trial
indicates that you might not. And so, would you tell me based on what we have today and what
instant would you not minimize the number of counties or the process that you’ve used here
today?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Ma’am we did our very best to respect voting precincts and county lines
and keep as many counties hold as possible but the overriding principle of reapportionment is
one man one vote. When we went by whole counties in the State of Alabama -- in 1947 the
United Supreme Court said the redistricting was a judicial ticket in which the court should not
weighed and declared it non-despicable. Until the State of Alabama came and rentals [PH
01:56:37] via sims and our whole our whole county plan where they ruled that it was so
egregious that denied people their constitutional right to fair representation. And that’s the
lawsuit just started all redistricting and the Fourteenth Amendment requires one man one vote
and we respect county lines as much as we could but the overriding principle is to draw districts
that each person in this room represents the [PH 01:56:59] apportionment the same number of
people as every other person.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So it still appears that we’ve still dividing counties and it’s just -
- and so you’re saying that process was necessary.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: We split counties and precincts solely for the purpose of population
deviations.

MALE 3: Mr. Chairman?

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: But we did not do the population study on all of these counties?

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, well, we’re going to do the voting studies on the ones we think are
necessary, but you don’t need a voting study on my district. It’s just not needed.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: ButI’'m saying if we’re being fair, when you do a study, you
study all you don’t study what you think.

MR. CHAIRMAN: No reason.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So help me to understand what the standard is.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Why would you study racial polarized voting in my district?
REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Idon’t know.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I mean, you just --

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Other than in fact you want a process --
[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: I mean the reason we do this to ensure we don’t run up against a regression
on law suit and violate section two of the Voting Rights Act.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: Ishouldn’t have said I don’t know. I would think you don’t do it
because you would --

MR. CHATIRMAN: We were doing everything we can to prevent a regression problem and
violate section two of the Voting Rights Act. I mean we’re trying to follow the law and we don’t
have a retrogression issue and violate section two.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: So would you violate the law if you did all of this information --
[OVERLAY]

MR. CHAIRMAN: We asked for polarized voting analysis on districts that we were concerned

about whether we whether intentionally or unintentionally diminish the ability of a protected
class of minority citizens from electing or defeating the candidate of their choice. That’s what
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we’re looking at. We are making sure a protected class minor and compact and cohesive but
minority class is able to elect to defeat the candidates of their choosing.

REPRESENTATIVE HALL: And I want to make sure that the record is clear. I’'m not asking
you to violate the law but I would ask you to be consistent and fair and across the board in the
process.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We have met with every member trying to make him happy. Yes, senator?
SENATOR SMITHERMAN: 1 would just add that you quoted [INDISCERNIBLE 01:59:12]
but if you go further it addresses what I see it. You did say what you said but you see what I see
it after they said all that bizarre stuff they said however, counties should be made whole where
there’s possibility except one of the criteria was when you were trying to create a minority
district. Unless you’re getting ready to give up four in Jefferson County instead of three then we
got out inside the county and that does not apply.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I’'m a humble contractor and you’re a scholared attorney. Well, that we had
a question before us, I believe we have a roll call vote, clerk call the roll.

FEMALE 1: Senator Allen
SENATOR ALLEN: Aye.
FEMALE: Senator Holley.
SENATOR HOLLEY: Aye.
FEMALE: Senator Livingston
SENATOR LEVISTON: Aye.

[02:00:00]
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REP. BARBARA BOYD: Right there, isn’t that generally, the request that is made that on all
district, a polarization study is done.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, again, there are a lot of things I can do if I had time to do it,
but in this horrifically compressed timeframe, if I look at a district that’s 85% white, is it going
to be racially polarized voting, that’s going to show up in there.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: But that’s your perception, that is not based on a study.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I'm trying to get you the information you need on the districts that
are in question as fast as I can possibly get to you. We can play this game, but you could do
more, couldn’t you? You can, you can always do more.

[OVERLAY]

There’s always somebody to come down this well, and tell me, “I can do more to appease them”
but there’s only so much I can do in the amount of time I’ve been given.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: And you know what, you are so right.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: But the other side of that, while we were talking about building
prisons; to me, if I was doing this, this would have been the process that would have been in
place. You would not have had that pressure, just think about that. If you’re done, and we came
into a special session dealing with building prisons, as opposed to dealing with -- and then you
tell me about all of this pressure that you’re under, because of such a slim timeline we have, you
at least would have had an opportunity doing that, if that had been first, and then move to. You
know, I said, “if you want my opinion.” And I know that’s not something that you would be
asking for, but I thought I’d share it anyway. I mean, to me it’s a self-inflicted crisis that we are
in. We blame the Census Bureau. So, I plan the prison system in terms of [INDISCERNIBLE
00:02:06] And then you tell me, you’re not going to do the polarization study, because you -- if a
district based on your experience, and based on your information that is not necessary, because
you are going to have a district that’s 87% black, no white. Why would you do that?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I really don’t know what my percentage is. It’s just some of them are
very high, so.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Some of your percentage is what?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Some of the percentages are high. I don’t even know what the
percentages of my district.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Yeah, and that’s another question I have. How do you have such
high percentages in a predominantly white district, and it’s not stacked. But you do that, --
[OVERLAY]
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REP. BARBARA BOYD: --you look at some of the districts we have are the percentages are
quite questionable. Good. I mean, that’s my observation.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We preserve the existing core of the districts to the extent possible,
and I'm —

[OVERLAY]

REP. BARBARA BOYD: [ am sorry; you do what?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And I am not — you know, the bit of that prison special session, you
know what I was? It gave us the opportunity to begin meeting with every single member of this
body, because they were here, that we meet with you in person, and go over your district with
you in person.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: No.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: You didn’t even also at all.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Yes. I met. No, I didn’t meet with neither one of the chairs. I met
with a man called [PH 00:03:22] Hannaman.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes. He was working for — he was working for the committee.
REP. BARBARA BOYD: Well, I'm just saying.
[OVERLAY]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And you met with him, and you went over your district, and he
showed you what was in your district.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: He did.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And he showed you the numbers, and he asked you if that was okay,

[OVERLAY]
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: -- and you agreed to it.

[OVERLAY]

REP. BARBARA BOYD: And you know what I said. No. You know what I said to him? I do

not agree to anything until I get the following things: precinct centers in my districts, and I am
able to sit, and look at the changes in the district, and how they are impacting what I had before.



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 148 of 184

House Floor Debate
November 1, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

And what have been - no, you didn’t get an okay from me. No, sir. You got -- what I just told
you, and that’s fine.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: You know, as I look at this process and look at where we are, I did
hear you say you were bringing, and admit a substitute?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes.
REP. BARBARA BOYD: Did I hear that?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: All right. So obviously, some of the concerns that have been raised,
those have gotten your attention since the committee met.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: [ just want to know if that was the same opportunity that was
provided for every other member?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Every other member in here?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: 105 members had an opportunity.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: 1didn’t hear anything about that. When did you put that out?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ma’am, they will come to me, and we will meet with them.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Oh, you had to come see you.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Members that expressed concern with their districts were met with.
And if you had a concern with your district, all you had to do is talk to me or anybody else in the
reapportionment offers.

[OVERLAY]

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Really?
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REP. RUSSELL BEDSOLE: Yeah.
[00:04:58]

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Everybody had that opportunity. My colleagues, how many of the
colleagues, well anyway, I didn’t hear anybody else saying they had that opportunity. Now,
remember, I did not hear those members that are in the cognizant I’m in had that opportunity. I
did not hear that. And I will, when I finish my few minutes, I will certainly check to see how
many of them had problems, and they spoked, because I think that is so important. So, would
you tell me about the report from the hearings that were held? I made a request also for a report,
the report, information that was gathered during the hearings that went around the State. Where
is that report?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: They are in the Reapportionment Office. The testimony was — in the
28 public hearings we got all this State.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Right. And so, from that report, how much of that information, and
what part of that information was used in the process of joining the district.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: In fact, I personally went back and re-read some of the testimony
given, personally I did.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: How much of that information?
[OVERLAY]
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: All of it. We took notes.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: How much of the information that was done during the hearing,
presented during the hearing was used to —

[OVERLAY]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We looked at all of it, and our attorney was there doing the whole
thing, the whole process, and I went back and actually re-read some of the transcripts, yeah.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: But you didn’t say that. In what part of that that you read? What I
am asking for a specific, what specific part in the hearing was used during the join of the
districts?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Which part are you asking about?
REP. BARBARA BOYD: If we had here is all over the state, how many we did? 28, right?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And I sat there, and the chairman sat there. The whole part, the
whole thing.
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REP. BARBARA BOYD: And you went through all of it? My question is still —
[OVERLAY]
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I sat through all of the public hearings, yes ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: My question still is, what part of that hearing? It sounds like, things
in that going quite right, because they are about to tell you something. That, at what part of the
hearing was used in the process of drawing the districts?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: The whole process, the whole part.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: The report? So, are we able to have a copy of that report?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am. Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: Well, is that available now?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: So, may I? Make sure we request that, that I get a copy of that
report.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, it’s not a report. It’s the whole series of court reporters. I mean
you are more welcome to go down, and read the transcript from all 28 hearings.

REP. BARBARA BOYD: It is my understanding generally. And let me say this, I’'m talking
about a process, and I'm talking about a process by, which there creates a certain level of
comfort. It doesn’t mean that you agree or disagree with it. One, we had 28 hearings. It seems to
me that at some point during that hearing, we would have received a report from the hearings.
That’s one thing. That to me is significant. Two, the polarization study. According to the Voting
Rights Act, that is a statement that should, and is requested that should occur. You indicated that
that is not the case, only if you thought that might be necessary. But that is not what the process
says it should be. That concerns me. When we are talking about doing things that is right in
there. I don’t have to agree with it. And it doesn’t have to be in my favor. But at least, the
process by which it was done should help me to feel like, “Okay, I didn’t get what I wanted, I
don’t like it. But at least, they were fair, and they followed the rules.” Thank you.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Andy! And the Chair thanks the lady. The Chair now recognizes the
gentleman from Elmore County, Representative Holmes.

REP. MIKE HOLMES: Thank you Mr. Speaker. I’ve been in this Body now, and working on
the 8" year. And I want to say to everybody, and particularly the Chairman of this committee,
and the Speaker, I have never seen this kind of confusion and frustration of anything we faced in
the eight years I’ve been here. It’s discouraging to me, because we’re hurrying up every step, and
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we really don’t have adequate, accurate information to make the kind of the momentous decision
that we are being asked to make.

[00:10:03]

I think we need to slow this process down, and let’s get the answers that we need. And then, let’s
move on and make a deliberate informed decision on these very, very important questions. And I
know Mr. Chairman that, this mostly caused by the census, and the tardiness of the census, I
understand that. But we have now, we’re in what? Third or fourth day in this special session. We
still got nine days to go. We could take that time, and use it for education in discussions over
some of these very important decisions. One of the ones I want to talk about now is the one
we’re on now, as congressional races. One of our former colleagues Congressman Barrymore in
District 2 has made some requests that the committee has already been through it, and considered
them. I think they agreed there pretty much neutral. So, I brought a substitute that I would like to
offer.

MR. SPEAKER: All right. Proceed to the substitute.
REP. MIKE HOLMES: Substitute House Bill No. 1, by Representative Holmes.
MR. SPEAKER: And Representative Holmes.

REP. MIKE HOLMES: As Isaid, it impacts Congressional District 2. This substitute impacts
Congressional District 2, and that will make it, that the changes that have been proposed would
make it the largest landmass in the State for one congressional district. It’s going to be about 1/4
of the State’s going to be in Congressional District 2. And I understand that a lot of this is pure
arithmetic Mr. Chairman. I understand that, when you push with numbers, like we’ve had, the
growth we’ve had in Huntsville. But essentially, what to we’ve come up with actually pushes the
numbers around to reduce the geography a little bit. And come up with the same balances, the
same numbers; all those things, pretty much stay the same. So, with that, unless there are
questions, I would like to move the passage of this substitute.

MR. SPEAKER: And Chairman Pring will comment.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ladies and gentlemen, this plan is identical to the plan that you see
here with two changes. Now, let me go over them. The committee’s plan more has a sliver of
east Escambia County with a population of only 739 people. In Morris’ plan that county split has
moved to Monroe County where it gets through an additional 739 people. So, it’s a person for
person split. However, under Morris has two county splits, and Sewell has three currently. Under
Morris plan, he has only one county split and Congresswoman Sewell now has four county
splits. So, he’s given one of his splits to her. That will make her have more county splits than any
other member of congress in Alabama. The congressman’s argument is that, he has 16 districts in
this plan, and that’s more districts than anybody else.

REP. MIKE HOLMES: 16 Districts?
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REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: 16 counties, I’m sorry 16 counties. Ladies and gentlemen,
Representative Terri Sewell is the only Democrat member of the United States Congress from
the State of Alabama. That would give her more county splits than any other member of
Congress. And it’s going to be awfully hard to explain to a three-judge federal panel while we
stuck the Democrat with all the splits, and not the Republicans. We have to be fair. We have to
be equitable, and I think that’s putting two new splits in her district. This 739 people that
Congressman Moore would receive in this plan are very rural; there’s no city, there’s no elected
officials. I mean, as far as a city councilor or mayor or anything. It’s probably not more than 260
voters. Congressman Carl has no problem with this, and keeping it. And I think, it would give
the Democrats a tremendous advantage, and argue in a racially-motivated plan that we adopt this
plan over the committee plan. And I think, it’s something that Democrats will have a strong
argument against us, and against the plan we adopted. With that, Mr. Speaker, I move to table.

MR. SPEAKER: All right members, you’ve heard the motion before, there was a substitute
offered on the floor by Representative Holmes and the sponsor of the bill Chairman Pringle has
brought forth the tabling motion. If you are in favor of the tabling motion, your vote will be.
“Aye”, if you are opposed, your vote is “No”.

[OVERLAY]

For the table motion your vote is “Aye”, if you opposed your vote is “No.”

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Please both Yes.

MR. SPEAKER: All right and the clerk will lock the machine, the members will vote.
[00:15:00]

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

MR. SPEAKER: All the members are voting. -- All the member are voting. And the clerk will
lock machine. Members are called to vote, and the tabling motion does prevail. And the Chair,
thanks the gentleman. All right, let’s move on who Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Jefferson, Representative Faulkner.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

[OVERLAY]

MR. SPEAKER: Representative Faulkner, you are recognized.
[OVERLAY]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Representative Pringle.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes Sir.
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REP. DAVID FAULKNER: How are you?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I'm wonderful my good friend, how are you?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: I’'m good. We had talked about this, and before I make these
comments, I want to make sure I tell you I understand how much work, and how much time you
had put in on this process, and that is not been missed by me or anybody, I don’t think. And I
also know that your considerations of this whole process are bigger than looking at anyone
district or congressional district. So, what I am asking for is to allow the status quo, and you’re
aware of this to allow the status quo members to two of my voting precincts. In my district, that
have always been represented by the 6th Congressional District in Gary Palmer’s district, had
been proposed under this plan to be moved into Terri Sewell’s district. The counter to that is, is
that some voting precincts in Center Point that had been in the 7th Congressional District had
been moved into Gary Palmer’s district. Rolanda Hollis represents those boxes in Center Point.
Rolanda is on her way here, and I"ve spoken to her. I’ve also gotten word from the Center Point
mayor, that they would like to remain in Terri Sewell’s district. This is a 700 -- and may be
Representative Pringle, you can tell me. This is the 7th District has about how many 750,000?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: They’re all the same.
REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Somewhere in that. It’s over 700,000 people, right?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yeah. So, these congressional districts over 700,000 people. And
all I’m wanting to do is keep two districts, two voting precincts in the 6th Congressional District,
and keep four precincts that are in the 7th Congressional District, where they are? And the
people that live in those districts, the ones that have reached out to me want to keep it that way.
So, we’re talking about keeping things for two minor voting districts in a congressional district
that’s over 700,000 people keeping them the way that they were, and just by the Justice
Department approved, the last go around. There’s no way those two small precincts can mess
anything up for this entire congressional district. And so, I am asking for those two small voting
precincts to be kept where they were and the foreign Center Point to be kept where they are,
where the people that live there would like. And that includes the mayor of Center Point that
represents those boxes, that are being proposed to be switched to the 6th Congressional District.
So, in the total scheme of that of over 700,000 people, we’re talking about an equal population
deviation to keep those four boxes in Center Point in the 7th, and keep the two in Homewood in
the 6th --

[00:20:13]
REP. DAVID FAULKNER:00where they’d been, and in that huge congressional district, that
cannot be messing up anything that would violate the law. And with that, Mr. Speaker, I have a

substitute, because they don’t let you do amendments. Members, you have to do a substitute.

MR. SPEAKER: All right, and --
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REP. DAVID FAULKNER: That accomplishes moving -- keeping those two boxes.

MR. SPEAKER: All right, and the clerk receive the substitute.

MR. CLERK: Substitute to House Bill No. 1 by Representative Faulkner.

MR. SPEAKER: And Representative Faulkner, any other comments.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Well, members, I think that sums up what we’re trying to do,
keep two boxes where they are that are in my district. And I want you to know, I didn’t see this
before. I’ve never saw the congressional district map. I"d had no idea that these two voting
precincts in my district were coming out. I'm not talking about my State house district now. I’m
talking about the congressional district.

MR. SPEAKER: Okay, and Chairman Frank or Representative Daniels, you, you -- okay.
REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Mr. Faulkner, I want to make certain that I heard you correctly.
You’re saying that the Mayor of Center Point, and some other member of politician is asking you
to remove two precincts from congressional districts area?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No. No, no, no.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, --

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Representative Daniels --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: You want to remove two precincts?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: So, I am -- there are two precincts in my house district that are
being proposed to be moved from the Sixth Congressional District to the Seventh.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Yes -
[OVERLAY]
REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Those were in my --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: I'm sorry. They newly proposed lines, congressional lines,
right?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yes, the newly proposed lines would take two of my voting
precincts in my house district, and move them from Congressional Six to Congressional Seven.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, what you’re saying is —
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[OVERLAY]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: And then at the same time, it’s moving some voting precincts that
are in seven into six, and those are in Center Point. I don’t represent Center Point. I’'m
representing Hollister.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, can you help me understand the reason that you are against
moving those precincts, because they’re in your districts, and what else?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Because the people in my district, they have been in the Sixth
Congressional District, and they have reached out to me and they want to stay in the Sixth
Congressional District. And the people who are in Center Point, this has come into me, I didn’t
speak with him directly, but I’m being told that the Mayor of Center Point would also like to stay
in Terri Sewell’s district. So —

[OVERLAY]

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, are the people in the area saying they want this district,
these lines to be moved or the politicians are saying that?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Now, the people are fine where they are. The people are fine
staying where they are and what’s been approved previously. The plan is to change that.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: But it appeared to me that, the politicians are the ones indicating
that they want to move back to their original districts, proposed districts before the proposal.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No, the people.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, the people, I guess we hadn’t heard from many people that
have mentioned. I have not received an email as a member of this Body. I don’t know that the
Reapportionment Committee members have --

[OVERLAY]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Idon’t think anybody knows about this change largely but the
people who have found out about the change have been saying, “Wait a minute. I don’t want to
move. Why can’t we stay exactly where we are,” and the same goes for and I will let her speak
for her district.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Have you have you explained to the people that, they’re moving
in a district where these members on the Appropriations Committee, which is the most powerful
committee in Congress?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: 1did not tell them that.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: I think these are important points for these folks to understand
when you’re talking about moving on because of an individual or because of party label versus

10
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being taking advantage of resources in moving that district. So, I’m just trying to -- I think for
me, and you referenced a couple of politicians. I think for me; it’s -- we should be beyond the
point of where we are allowing politician to choose their constituents instead of the politicians.

[00:25:07]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yeah, this is not politicians.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Well, you mentioned you referenced some politicians —
[OVERLAY]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: As far as the people who have reached out to me, the district I
serve, all of those are people who have reached out to me and said, “I want to remain in the Sixth

Congressional District.”

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Well, they can remain in the Sixth Congressional District by
finding some type of residency somewhere else in that district. So, tell them they have options to
move, and they move in the district that they want to be in or try to work with the current, the
proposed, the representative, their new representative, to figure out how they can maintain the
same quality of life that they’ve been enjoying up until this point. So, I’m just trying to
understand the reasoning for that. I don’t want to make any assumptions, all right? But I have
looked at some of the data on the precincts that you’re referencing, and it lands to some
interpretation that is obvious that, I don’t want to make the assumption about, but I'm just really
disturbed that as diverse as we’re trying to be as a state, and as a country and as inclusive as
we’re trying to be, that individual would be paying this close attention to two precincts will be
paying that much closer attention.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: The people in those precincts do care. Yeah.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Yes, the two precincts to say they want to move, but they don’t
know what reason.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No, they don’t. One, they want to stay where they are, and the
people in Center Point want to stay where they are.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Iunderstand that. So, the way the lines are drawn, I’d say that,
I’m just trying to understand.

[OVERLAY]

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Somebody, not the people, the people didn’t draw these lines.
Politicians drew the lines. The people are who are saying, “We didn’t want to be moved.”

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Demographer drew the line.

11
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REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Who?

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Demographer. Demographer -- they are the team drawing the
lines based upon not wanting to go to court, right? So, they’re reasonable for drawing the lines --

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yeah, but that’s not the people.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, does these two precincts, are they contiguous to -- how close
are they, these four precincts?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: So, Representative Daniels, I have a district that’s like you that
represents 50,000 people. And two of my voting precincts in that district, all the district -- all the
precincts in my house district are under the Sixth Congressional District. Right now, currently,
this proposes to take two of those and move them out of the sixth.

[OVERLAY]

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, let me ask you this question. Did any precincts move out of
your district this time in your new map in the house? Did you pick up any additional precincts?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No, my district doesn’t change, precinct wise.

[OVERLAY]

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Your district doesn’t change at all?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Correct.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So, all of the other members that have had different precincts in
their respective districts or add precincts or whole precincts as opposed to strict split precincts,
right? So --

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No, they said, we were not going to avoid that.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Yeah, well, my point is --
REP. DAVID FAULKNER: And itis --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Well, my point is, have we -- do we know why these particular
lines were drawn and the manner to change those four precincts out?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: I’'m not a member of the Reapportionment Committee. What I’m
saying is --

[OVERLAY]

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: But you’ve been involved process.

12
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REP. DAVID FAULKNER: This does not split precincts. This does not split a county. This is
putting two precincts back in the sixth where they were, keeping them there, and keeping four in
the seventh where they were.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: I understand what you’re saying, but I’m saying, there has to be
some reasoning for them to draw those two particular precincts out of all of precincts that we’re
dealing with.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Well, no, there are words that as you know, that congressional
district changed more than that.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: The guidelines for congressional maps are of slightly different
than State maps. Right?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: And so, I didn’t draw those —
[OVERLAY]

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Precincts in counties can be split in a congressional map. But it
is very unlike -- they should not be as much as possible split in a house district, a State house
district with State city district. But in congressional district there are guidelines that allow them,
and they were to expand to that point.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: There were more changes made to the congressional districts in
this particular congressional district, I’'m sure. But taking two precincts out of the sixth, and
putting them in the seventh, and taking four precincts that were in the seventh, and putting them
in the sixth is not going to violate the law, and I don’t know why they made them, but the ones
I’m interested in, all the other changes made, the only ones I’m interested in, are the ones that are
in my house district where my constituents have called me.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Well, I'm getting a call saying that, “If David Faulkner passes
this, if this amendment passes, we’re sure to go to court.”

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: You’re sure to go to court probably anyway because I understand
lawsuits are already filed.

[00:30:03]
But I mean, I think we know that, but I can assure you it won’t be over this little change.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Are you willing to put the bill for the state going to court in
these maps because of their change?

13
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REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Let me tell you something, if I find out that putting -- keeping two
districts that were already justice department approved back in the 6 and keeping 4 were at the 7
that that is the whole reason we go to court, then yes, I’d be happy to --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: You’ll be happy to --

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: If that is the only reason we go to court, yes. Because this isn’t
going to make it go to court [INDISCERNIBLE 00:30:40]. That’s what --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Members, you heard him. David Faulkner is putting the bill for
all lawsuits moving forward to the State of Alabama.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: No. My good friend, no. I do hear these lawyers.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: But, David, I'll pray for you on that effort.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: The lawyers that are involved in this probably didn’t make a good
hourly rate, Representative Daniels, and I would love to make that, but no. What I'm saying is
this little minor change to keep the status quo for these few boxes --

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: So ask this question. Is it an even swap in population?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yes.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: Is it contiguous to --?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Yeah, it’s keeping its just keeping two districts in the 6th
congressional and it’s keeping four in the 7th.

REP. ANTHONY DANIELS: And the two is the equal population of the four?

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Right. The two for the four. It’s an equal population so there’s no
deviation. It’s all within Jefferson County. It’s keeping them where they were, where they’ve
been justice department approved before. It’s not splitting a precinct and this is none of that.

MR. SPEAKER: End of gentleman’s time.
REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Oh, thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: Alright, and now we’re back on the motion and the substitute that’s been
introduced, Mr. Chairman.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ladies and gentlemen, this is a substitute bill -- let me -- it does do
exactly what he says. But remember when I told you earlier, we drew this plan with no race up
on the board. It was turned off. And what we were attempting to do is take that finger that sticks
up into Jefferson County, and make it rounder, and take more Jefferson County and put it into

14
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the 7th Congressional District. Under this plan right here, if we do it, the Congressional District
7, it changes the black voting-age population in Congressional District 7 from 54.22%, to
57.58% African-American. Ladies and gentlemen, that won’t draw an allegation of vote packing
African-Americans into a district. If it was a neutral move, it’d be one thing. But if you take and
we pull two districts out and put two district in, they’re going to hang a racial packing charge
against us and it violates Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. In my opinion, it is a clear
violation. That’s the reason why we didn’t do it. And with that Mr. Speaker, I move to table the
substitute of Mr. Faulkner.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: Can I ask the Chairman a question?

MR. SPEAKER: Well, you’ve been talking for 20 minutes. You’ve had two times. I mean,
really, we’ve had plenty of debate. I’ll let you make one comment though.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: I just wanted to ask a question on those figures that you said it
would change that percentage, and it’s a 730,000-member congressional district and there -- I
don’t see how there’s any possible way switching these boxes to keep them where they were,
could make a change in the racial makeup as you’ve described in the entire congressional
district.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Because you take two white precincts, move them out of the 7th, put
them in the 6th and take two black precincts out of the 6th and put 7th. By the very nature of that
action, you are packing more African-Americans into the 7th District.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: What? No, it’s 10,000 people and it’s keeping them where they
are. There’s no way that could make that variation in percentage.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, the computer which is much smarter than me kicks out that it
goes from 54.22% to 57.58%. That, my friend, is packing.

REP. DAVID FAULKNER: 1Ijust don’t think that those numbers are right, Mr. Chairman.
With all due respect.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: The computer spits it out when we point-and-click, point-and-click,
the computer kicks back and says, that’s what it does to the district. And again, Mr. Speaker, 1
move my motion to table the substitute by Mr. Faulkner.

MR. SPEAKER: All right, members, the question before us now is going to be on a tabling
motion to vote on the tabling motion for the substitute entered by Representative Faulkner.

You’ve heard the explanation on both and we’ve had about a 20-minute -- more over 20-minute
debate on it. So, at this point, we are ready to vote on the tabling motion.

[00:35:00]

If you’re in favor of the tabling motion, your vote is aye. If you’re opposed, your vote is no.
Carefully unlock the machine, the members will vote.

15
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[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

MR. SPEAKER: All the members voted.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

MR. SPEAKER: All the members voted? Carefully unlock the machine recorded the vote.
There are 51 yeas, 18 nays, 24 extensions and the tabling motion does prevail. All right, we’re
back now on the bill on the floor, and the chair recognizes the gentleman from Marengo County,
Representative McCampbell.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for the recognition. Will the
gentleman yield? I know you got quite a few things going on.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: That’s okay. For you, Sir, I will yield gladly.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay. I just have some general questions that I want to see if 1
can get answers to. The first one is --

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Thank you. I'm listening, I’m hanging.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Who actually drew the congressional maps? Who actually
drew them?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: They were drawn in the office in the committee, the staff and a man
named Mr. Randy Henneman.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Who was --

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Randy?

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Randy Henneman. He was hired by the committee?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I’'m not sure if he was hired by them.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay. But -- all right.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: He’s the one that’s done it for several years.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: He’s drawn these maps for several years.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: He did it 2002 and he did it in *12 and now, yeah.

16
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REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay. Is he a state employee, do you know?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Not to my knowledge, no.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: He’s not. So, can you find out then for me who actually hired
him because that to me is important. As you’re looking at drawing maps of this nature, I want to
know what was his -- who instructed him because whoever is paying him, and I know he’s not
doing it out of the goodness of his heart. Do you think he is?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I think he’s a very nice gracious young man.
REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: You think he is doing it out of the goodness of his heart.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I would rather doubt that.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay. Well, if you will, I’d like to know, you know, who
actually hired him to draw the maps.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I'll tell you who instructed him, is he followed the committee
guidelines that are adopted by the committee.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay, he followed the committee guidelines adopted by the
committee. And what members of the committee, other than yourself, had contact with the
monographer before he actually began drawing? What other members were involved in it, if
there were any others other than yourself.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I was not there for every meeting but he was available to meet with
everybody and he met with every member of this room, every member of the Senate, every
member of Congress and every member of the school board was asked to come in and meet with
him and everybody had access to him and everybody had access to look at their districts. She
was a man that was available to meet with everybody.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: But I’'m asking about your committee and in particular, What
members of your committee, as you all were looking at the different drawing of the
congressional maps, what members were involved of your Committee in looking with you and
whatever Congressman had the maps themselves?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Again, I was not available for every meeting, so I don’t know who
came in and met with them, but I’m assure you that anybody that wanted to could. But I wasn’t
there, so I can’t -- I'm not going to answer that question. If any answer I give you, it would be
second hand knowledge.

[00:40:11]

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay. And what were the committee’s instructions in terms of
-- the specific instructions in terms of the drawing of the congressional maps?
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REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: That we would maintain the core, the existing districts, we would
reach zero deviation and comply with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, but in a nutshell I
mean there’s more to it than that but that’s the main point you’re after.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay, so and when I look at the makeup of the different
districts, you have a copy of this.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, I do not. I’m frantically looking for it.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: There’s one right there.

[OVERLAY]

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Allright, let’s go to page one of your -- let’s see it there.
When I look at it is each district has a population of 717,754 except for District 2, which means

it has one additional voter am I -- or one additional person because this is not the voting
population, This is merely the population in general.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, sir.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: So when you divide it out into seven districts, that number
seven 117,754 people is the number we are working with so we had to put that one extra person
in some way and they just fell into House District. I mean Congressional District 2, am. I
correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, sir. There are 253,000 census blocks in the State of Alabama
that all had to be assigned to a district and we cannot break a census block. Do you understand, a
track and a block are different, you cannot break a census block.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Right.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: That block had one person in it or whatever.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: And so my colleagues and I will all understand the
congressional census blocks are different from the precincts that we normally are talking about
when we talking about House and Senate Maps, am I correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, the blocks are the same. The precincts are the same.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: The blocks are the same.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: The blocks and the precincts are exactly the same. House, Senate
and Congress.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Blocks and precincts are exactly --
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[OVERLAY]

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: Okay, and what I’m looking at is in District 1, we have a 64 to
26 break in terms of the population diversity. We have 6% to 4% white population. In District 2,
we have a 60% white population. District 3, 6% to 6.8% white population. District 4, 81% white
population. So, then I want you to look over on page -- look at the front page of the map. If you
would look at the map, if you would look at District 4, it runs from one -- from our Westernmost
Border, all the way through the state to our Easternmost Border, am I correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, sir.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: And the little connecting part is between Coleman and
Marshall, am I correct there?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, sir.
REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: But we have a split up in Lauderdale, do we not?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes sir.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: And my question then, would it have been a more fair map I
guess you could say, if either Lauderdale was a whole and either DeKalb or Marshall or Etowah
or Jackson or any of those were combined in that manner making it a more condensed area
because what I look at is when you are coming from the West all the way to the East.

[00:45:07]

Yeah, there may be similarities up there, but I’'m thinking that’s a long road to travel and you
know, I just questioned why we would go and configure something of that nature. Can you -- and
that’s a district that has 81% white population if I’'m not mistaken, am I correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: According to this yes sir. 81.18%.

REP. ARTIS MCCAMPBELL: And 7% black population, am I correct? But in order to
achieve that, we have to go from all the way West to the all the way East and I think we could
have changed that and it could have been a bit more condensed and it would then, you know, be
a much better district. Thank you. Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: And Chair, thank you gentlemen. All right, the Chair now recognizes the
gentleman from Tuscaloosa Representative England.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Thank you for the recognition Gentleman [INDISCERNIBLE
00:47:14].

MR. SPEAKER: I sure do.
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REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Okay, it’s good to be here. For the second time -- for the third time
this year, this is beginning to become a real bad habit. And, you know, I always wonder why
they call these things special sessions because there ain’t nothing special about them, you know.
But anyway, I’'m not going to be here long, I just want to follow up on some things that we
talked about in committee, and I just wanted to reiterate that there was some requests for
information concerning racially polarized voting studies that it was sort of alluded to in our
committee meeting that they had been done on when I guess when it was deemed necessary to do
them and then also deemed you know, if you reached a certain threshold you decided not to do it.
So as far as that’s concerned, I wanted to make sure this reiterate that I’ve you know, requested
that and ’m still hopeful to get those before we adjourn or before we walk out of the building at
some point this week. That’s the first thing, and the second thing is, because you mentioned, I
think you said the 7th Congressional District was 54%, is that right? As far as black voting-age
population is concerned?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: The 7th or is now 55.77%, this is what the sheet is telling.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Okay, you said 55.7%?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Okay. And you said on its phase, you felt like without any other
further study or any other further information that you felt like that satisfied the Voting Rights
Act.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Under the 7th Congressional District?

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Yes.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: But I'm aftaid is if we do it Mr. Faulkner we’ll run a ground of a
packing allegation.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: No, I'm asking you about you mentioned that you said before and
we in the committee that the reason why you did not do a racial polarized voting study is because
of the 55% and that was -- because there were that many 1 guess African-Americans in the
district then you decided that whoever it was decided that that wasn’t necessary, correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Correct.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: All right, and at the time, you also mentioned that you would do it
if we requested it?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We thought it was necessary but they cut it off I think at 51%.
Anything under 51%, they did it on, anyone over that, they didn’t do it.

[00:50:04]
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Not yet. I mean, we’re just -- we’re working on it. But I can assure you no one was coming that
somebody is going to do a racial polarization analysis on that district.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Yeah. That’s what I’'m hoping, that we get before we adjourn. And
also, you mentioned something else that I did not know; you said that prior to the maps being
created, that race wasn’t taken into account at all, --

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We tumed them on, drew maps, then turned on the race, yes, that’s
what I was told. That race was not on when the maps were originally drawn. The original brush
through, yes.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: So, it’s just by coincidence that seven congressional district ended
up with a 55% black voting age population?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Remember, we attempt to maintain the core of the existing districts.
Seven congressional district was drawn how many years ago? 1990, 1992? It was drawn by--
yeah. I think Mr. Joe Reed played a large poll on the Alabama democratic conference and
creating the seventh congressional district and we’ve maintained the core of that district ever
since.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: Not necessarily. I mean because as we’ve gone over the last 20 or
so years in the quest to make sure that there is a certain percentage of voters in the seventh
congressional district and the fact that population is shifted, the demographics have changed, the
seventh congressional district has actually worked its way down into Montgomery County where
it did not use -- I mean, it’s actually taking in more and more the City of Montgomery. I mean, it
has grown significantly in the quest to continue to put as many African-American voters as you
can find into the seventh congressional district.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Now, what is done is it has grown because it is 53,000 people off
and we had to go find, I think it was 53,000 people, it was underpopulated. Every district had to
gain population and I believe the seventh had to gain the most.

REP. CHRIS ENGLAND: No question. I think that’s one of the kind of one of the two things
that do not really kind of work well in this discussion is that we’re trying to maintain the core of
a seventh congressional district that really doesn’t exist as it did 20 or so years ago, and the fact
to the matter is, it’s not necessarily the quest to maintain a core as it is to maintain one
Democratic district at a seven and I think -- and that’s kind one of the core issues here is like
when you got a list of things that you have to comply with, whether it’d be minimizing deviation,
whether it’d be trying to keep communities of interest together or whether it means trying to
make sure that one district in particular remains packed as possible with African-Americans in it
when you got the lofty goals, the political goals kind of always keep you from reaching those
lofty goals. So, what is happening is, the State of Alabama changes the demographic shift people
move, but the districts never do because -- I mean, I’m not crazy, this is a political process. There
are states across the country that are using this particular process to allow politicians to pick their
voters, one; but two to also try to change the markings in a very tight house. So, it wouldn’t be to
your political benefit if someone who’s drawing the map is a republican to create two
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opportunity districts for example. It wouldn’t be in your best interest if somebody who’s drawn
the map for the republicans to potentially lose a congressional seat considering how close the
balance is in congress. I mean, I don’t think you should be shy about that, it’s a political process.
But when that is your quest, when your quest is to do that, other things start getting sacrificed.
So, one of the things that you mentioned, when you were talking to Representative Faulkner
about that rounding off of that finger in Jefferson County, part of the reason that you’re doing
that is because drawing in a particular way maintains what you believe is safely creating a safe
seventh congressional district for the only black member in the delegation, but it also serves the
other purpose to make sure that those folks can’t go into the sixth congressional district and have
any real impact of what goes on there.

[00:55:07]

So, it’s kind of hard to say we’re complying with the voting rights act and we’re trying to keep
communities of interest together, but then there’s always that shadow concern that lurks in the
background; we need to make sure that we’ve got -- we want to make sure that we minimize the
influence of those folks whether they can impact the second congressional district if you
expanded the second congressional district into Montgomery County or their impact in the sixth
congressional district if he moves that line a little bit further south, west or southeast; or four
congressional district as well. So, I mean, it’s not, I don’t think these things happen by
coincidence. Just like when you say we didn’t have race on, but the seventh congressional
district manages to maintain somehow almost the same exact shape that it’s had the last 20 years;
but specifically, the same sort of black voting age population. I mean; so, that’s why I think the
racial polarize study is so important because it gives us a better understanding and perspective of
the work that’s being done, what that 55% actually means, and also, it’s impossible to make
more than one congressional district that’s minority-majority. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: Thanks the gentleman. All right, the Chair recognizes the lady from Jefferson,
representative Givan.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Representative Pringle.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Since your chief of staff is up here Mr. Speaker you need to
give me some of my second. He needs to come on back to the house of representatives, but we
love Ms. [INDISCERNIBLE 00:57:25].

MR. SPEAKER: He’s doing his job.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: He is. Let me say he’s doing it mister speaker, not you.
MR. SPEAKER: Okay.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Listen; thank you all for the recognition Mr. speaker. Pringle?
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REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes ma’am?

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: I am standing up here today for the first time in 14 years to
honestly say I haven’t a clue what is going on. So, could you just tell me what in the slim
shiggity is going on? What are we doing? I got here a little late. And I’'m not embarrassed to
come up here and say that. I just wish some of my colleagues would take note that when they
don’t know what they’re doing and they come up here [INDISCERNIBLE 00:58:04] the ball on
the one-yard line, they just need to take some time to acknowledge that they just don’t know
what’s going on. But I promise I was going to be good this week, let me stop, let me be good.
But no, seriously, I’ll be good. I’ll be gone. What’s is going on? What are we doing? Because I
was listening to Faulkner who was tap dancing like he was on a Broadway stage and he
should’ve just come here to tell the people what it was really about and that was the fact that
Congresswoman Sewell represents a portion of Center Point and that he did not want those lines
to cross over into his lily white district and he had problems with it. And that’s really what it’s all
about. And he knows, and we know it, and us from Jefferson County definitely know it, and then
he came alive on my colleague about it; and he should’ve just said what it is; I think we should
Just speak truth to power when we come to this microphone and I’m going to do it and I don’t
care if I don’t get onto the community or what I don’t have, I'm going to be free. Free. I had
somebody to tell that to just be you. So, I'm going to be me, and 1 like it. So, I'm just trying to
get some understanding and clarity what are we doing now with regards to these maps, what’s
going on, I’'m just trying to get brought up to speed.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ms. Givan what we’re doing is the committee on reapportionment
has brought forth an excellent plan that complies with the law, it complies with our guidelines of
the committee. It’s a good plan, it’s a fair plan, it’s an [INDISCERNIBLE 00:59:46] plan, and I
look forward to you voting with me to pass my plan.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: You do?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes ma’am.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Now, Pringle, you and I have been here together right here,
right here, all of these years.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

[01:00:00]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: And I think we worked very, very well together. But I guess
my question is, I'm seeing from not only on my side of the aisle, some of your good Republican

folks have some issues with their maps or the Congressional Maps. Can you address what those
issues are for me because I’'m trying to understand them.
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REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well I can tell you that Mr. Faulkner bought a plan that switched
two voting precincts out of the 7th and put them in the 6th and gave two from the 6th to the 7th. I
said, I thought it was violation of Section 2 and a racial gerrymander and I move.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: I agree with you on this, we’re on the same page.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And the committee agreed with me. I mean the body agreed with
me. We have a motion.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Okay, I agree with you on that one.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Mr. Holmes bought forth a plan that --.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: You don’t have to do nothing to say his name, next.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, I said it was a violation of Section 2 as a racial gerrymander,
so we table and that’s where we are now. I’'m waiting on Ms. Coleman; she has a plan that I’ve
gotten some statistics on it. We carried --.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Are we going to Ms. Coleman’s plan?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, we can’t carry over a substitute, so we put it down, it’s good to
roll, but she’s going to be called on in a few minutes to reoffer her substitute and we’ll discuss
her substitute to this plan.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Well she’s going to reoffer next?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: She’s already offered it.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah, but you can’t carry over a substitute, it had to be withdrawn.
REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: So she withdrew herself?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Graciously yes ma’am, to allow me some opportunity to look at,
which has been done and when the time is appropriate, Ms. Coleman is going to be invited back
up, really up for her.

[OVERLAY]

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: So then when she comes back, you’re not going to vote to
table it?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: The plan I think if fraught with problems. So we’re going to go over
those problems when they’re up here.
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REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Okay, so when you start out with the word “problem” that
means it’s not going to get any better because we’re not going to have an opportunity obviously
to mitigate those problems.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I’ll be more than happy to talk to her and explain the problems I
found with the plan.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Oh okay.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well the problems the attorneys have found with it.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: So explain but not mitigate?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, I have a good -- sorry about that.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: You go ahead and take your call.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: That’s my brother.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: My brother is in the hospital; he fell very ill this Friday.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I’'m sorry.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Yeah.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Is he here in Alabama?

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Yes. But you know, that’s okay, I remember -- everybody, I
remember the other year about the fathers and mothers was dying and everything and Mr.
Speaker made sure that he acknowledged everybody. I had a death and nobody even knew it, but
that’s the story of my relationship in the House at this point. But anyway 1 digress. Okay, so we
are at this point where you want to -- we’re going to bring back the Congressional Map that was
proposed by Representative Coleman for which you already have some problems and I don’t at
this point see an avenue to mitigate those problems at this point. So right now, it’s just going to
be going through a formation, so at least at this point to vote it up or vote it down. Do you know
what’s the schedule is like this week? I know we probably won’t get the bill back from the
Senate. I’'m assuming this whatever is going to pass today, what are we passing today? The
congressional or --,

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: In calendar today is Congressional plan then the State House plan.
REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: So we’re going to pass out both of those plans?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: And the Senate has, the Senate plan and the State School Board plan.
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REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: And the Senate has State School Board plan. We will get
those probably today and we’ll vote this out probably sometime today, am I correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: If that’s the will of the body, we will pass it both today, yes ma’am.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Okay, and then so at least by Friday, do you think we’ll finish
this session by Friday?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: If that’s the will of the body, but I’'m not in control.
REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Oh you’re in control now.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: You’re in control to a lot of this process Mr. Pringle. Okay,
well, at least we know a little bit more now about what’s going on. Okay well, I just want to
come up here because I saw Mr. Faulkner tap dance and then doing an electric slide and a cute
shuffle and the hustle and everything else. So I just thought it’s just quite interesting that he came
up to speak about Representative Hollis’ district and she comes in and says that he’s telling a lie
about it. So I just wanted to come back up and just see what was going on and make sure that
there was some clarity for the folks in House District 60 and House District 7 as would exist to
understand that we have a representative that has problems with the way the lines are drawn
because they don’t want Congresswoman Sewell to represent any portion of the 6th
Congressional District.

[01:05:17]

And so I just believe that when we come to this microphone that we should not try to sprinkle
and tinkle on the little legs and toes and hands and feet of the people, and we should just speak
the truth, the power and say what it is, but I’'m glad that piece of legislation was voted down and
that it went up in flames. I think you’ve done a decent job in trying to bring everybody together
as it relates to their lines. I know we have a little more work to do and I’'m glad I had this
opportunity to come to the microphone to speak to you about these issues. And then I hope when
I get a chance to come back up and talk about House District 60, why you’re laughing Pringle?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Because I know how excited you were when you came out and met
with us.

REP. JUANDALYNN GIVAN: Oh Lord, now that’s supposed to be my secret and your secret,
you are telling our secret now, you can’t tell our secret. But you know, I don’t have many issues
with a lot of things these days. I’m trying to say just float through this process and live my best
life and be through with it. I’ve only got one life to live and I’m going to -- I had a great
weekend, I talk about that when I come back up here, hopefully this week will allow me to come
back and I’ll give a chance to finish this discussion and hopefully give a chance to speak with
you about my map once we get to the house legislative maps here in Alabama House of
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Representatives with such distinguished men and women, boys and girls, all the great little
people of the world, thank you.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: And the Chair thanks the lady. The Chair recognizes now the lady from
Jefferson, Representative Coleman, I think we’re now ready to address your issue back and keep
in mind your earlier motion was withdrawn, so we’re back on fresh.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Thank you Mr. Speaker for the recognition. I’m going to have to
tell, first of all, would the gentleman yield?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes ma’am.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Now you know you had me going downstairs, running
downstairs fussing at the wrong folks. Because you know, what you said and I want to make sure
the staff is clear about why I was fussing downstairs. So of course the process is you put
reapportionment on notice which I did with my substitute, and then they generate everything,
send everything to LSA, which they did. And so, I thought I heard you in our exchange that you
were told that no -- I need my mask down?

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Okay, from our exchange I was under the impression that you
said you were told that they didn’t have the map which I knew that they did because they had
done the work and I went down there and they explained to me that one person had been working
the map which was Donna and Randy had not seen it, which is who you text instead of Donna.
So, I had to apologize to the staff for fussing a little bit. I just had my mother fussed mode on just
a little bit because we had worked really hard on the fair and equitable map because I have that
social justice personality.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes ma’am.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: And so just really quick to reiterate the point just in case those
folks -- it’s been a lot of other substitutes right now. This is the 7th Congressional District, the
ideal district size we agree on, 717,754. This plan meets the one person one vote requirement by
the US Constitution, five of the seven districts have the same population. Two districts though
one, District 4 has 43 persons more District 6 has 43 persons less than the ideal number just to
preserve the counties. I think, I remember you saying -- well I feel confident I remember you
saying that you had eight or nine county splits and our plan or in the fair and equitable plan
there’s only four county splits and with that Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer the substitute to
Chris Pringle’s plan, the Chairman’s plan, the Coleman Congressional Plan 1.

MR. SPEAKER: All right [INDISCERNIBLE 01:09:44] the substitute.

MR. CLERK: Substitute to House Bill No. 1 by Representative Coleman.
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MR. SPEAKER: And Representative Coleman.
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]
[01:10:00]

MR. SPEAKER: Where is your map?

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Yeah, do you need the big version of the map and for the
members, there are copies of the map here, I have a really big one.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]
REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: I need that big version myself,
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Thank you so much Mr. Speaker, if there are no questions on the
map, I move passage of the Coleman Congressional Map Plan 1 substitute.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ms. Coleman, let me ask you, because I'm looking at some numbers
here, go over with me real quickly, Congressional District 1 has, what’s the number of people

over ideal?
REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: The total number 717,764 then 717,754 and so on and so forth.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: What’s the number over ideal?

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: 43 was supposed to be, now I’m not a mathematician, you
know, I’'m political science, but it’s supposed to be 43 over ideal in two of the separate districts.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I've got Congressional District 1 has seven people over ideal
population.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Oh it does say that, seven over here and then 44,251 over
negative 71 and 6 and 22 and 7.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Okay, yeah.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: But what’s the phrase should be used? De minimis? Those
would still constitute de minimis deviations.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: So, you’re over by 0.02% population. Ladies and gentlemen, what

this bill will do, it creates a district that District 1 is seven people overpopulated, District 2, zero,
District 3, zero, District 4.
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REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: 42,

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, there’s no district -- congressional, yeah, District 4 is 42 people
overpopulated. District 5 is one. District 6 is 71 people underpopulated and District 7 is 22
people overpopulated.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: So can 1 ask you a question of what that definition de minimis
means? Tell me what that means as it relates to numbers? Would you?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: It means if you have a map and you can prove you can get the zero,
you have to get the zero.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: But if part of the court cases that we’ve been dealing with have
been about preserving county lines, correct?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: How many splits did your map have?
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Six counties.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Okay, 16 splits?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Six.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Six splits. Well that’s a little bit less than what we talked about
earlier, but it’s still more than the four splits that I have in my substitute.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah it is and if you look at District No. 1, it runs all the way down
the western side of the state, the whole -- it splits Mobile, splits Washington County and it
separates Mobile and Baldwin County.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: So can I ask you this question? So you just mentioned, let’s look
at your map.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

[OVERLAY]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well I mean, these counties are big, I realized that but you’re
splitting Mobile and Baldwin County which as you probably know are a very strong community
of interest, a very cohesive community that we all work and live together and interchange back

and forth across that day way where by the way we need a new bridge in order to keep our
community of interest together.
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REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Well on the house maps because we will get to those, we feel
that same way in Jefferson County and while didn’t respect that in Jefferson, so they’re going to
be some situations where you’re going to have to go down the state across the state. And again,
remember I told you that personality test I took, fair and equitable. This is the most fair and
equitable plan in my opinion that we have before us today and I’'m going to ask the members to
support this plan.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ladies and gentleman, also let me point out under this plan, the
BVAP, the black population under this plan will take this district. I’m getting two different
numbers here, one minute. It would go to 62.63% African-American.

[01:15:07]

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: The only reason -- thank you so much for asking that question.
So the only reason it goes, so then you’re talking about Congressional District 7?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes ma’am.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: It’s only because we were trying to preserve those counties.
That’s how we got to that number.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am. I understand that and that you kept that finger in
Jefferson County very skinny and you obviously drew basically on racial lines in Jefferson
County.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Well, that’s not true. That was supposed your plan not mine.
Well because actually -- well if you make the allegations so you know, you have to let me defend
the allegation. Now again remember, this is about a fair and equitable plan, this is not about
Merika Coleman, because if it was about Merika Coleman, then the entire seven congressional,
all of Jefferson County would be in the 7th, because I have the opportunity to be able to -- that
particular congressperson speaks directly to me, so this is not about me. This is about what’s fair
and equitable.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, ma’am.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: And so if you make the allegation, I have to defend myself. It
was only done to be able to preserve those other counties.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Iunderstand that. I do. But if we pass a plan out of here with 62.63%
African-Americans packed into the 7th Congressional District, it’s going to clearly be a red flag
for the court system and they will probably throw this plan out.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: I don’t think it’ll be a red flag for the point system if an African-

American woman is carrying it and we end up voting for work because an African-American
voted for [INDISCERNIBLE 01:16:34] and we all voted for, it won’t be a red flag, it’ll be a red

30



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 176 of 184

House Floor Debate
November 1, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

flag on your plan if there’s nobody African-American that supports it, that’s where the red flag
is.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I don’t know the courts are going to pay attention that have voted for
against the plan as much as -- they’re going to look at that.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: But you just brought the issue of -- Mr. Chairman.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, no, no [INDISCERNIBLE 01:16:51]. You’re packed in that
district with African-Americans and raised in the black population up there, a high and it doesn’t
need to be in this. Look, the courts are going to look at that as a plan that packs.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: So since you know, go ahead and tell me then, tell all of us then,
you just said as a number of for African-Americans that it does not have to be. So tell me what
that number is because I actually was not talking -- I didn’t bring up race in the discussion, I
brought up equity. You brought up race, I didn’t.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: All right it’s --,
MR. SPEAKER: The lady’s time has expired but go ahead and respond.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We have a plan that proves it can be a majority-minority district the
way it is that we can say complies with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act but if we go back and
pack it with more African-Americans when we’ve proven we don’t need to, we’re going to run
into a packing allegation and I think we’ll go run a file of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: So just the last comment --,

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Because the last time, the reason they left that finger in Jefferson
County was under Section 5, we would be faced with a retrogression issue if we didn’t maintain
it. We don’t have retrogression anymore because Section 5 was gone, but we still have Section 2,
we have to comply with fully.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: So just to round it off, thank you so much. The gentleman did
not give us the number. I asked him the question. He did not give us the number. Again, this is
the fair and equitable plan and I would ask the members to support the substitute,

MR. SPEAKER: All right, and Mr. Chairman, you need to make a comment, how do you want
to handle this motion?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I’'m going to move the table floor in a count.
MR. SPEAKER: All right members, the question on the floor now is going to be the substitute
offered by Representative Coleman, and the Chairman has recommended that we table. We’re

voting on a tabling motion. If you are in favor of the tabling motion, your vote will “Aye”, if
you’re opposed your vote is “No.” The clerk will unlock the machine and the members will vote.
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REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Vote “No” please on the tabling motion, vote “No.”
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]
MR. SPEAKER: All the members voted. All the members voted?

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: If you want to be fair and equitable vote “No.” Don’t send the
message to the rest of the country that this is not -- that we’re going to end up having a plan
that’s not fair and equitable.

MR. SPEAKER: All right, hold on. All the members voting. All right, Clerk will lock the
machine. Go with the vote. All right, the 74 yeas, 28 nays, 0 abstention and the substitute does
not prevail.

REP. MERIKA COLEMAN: Well, we’ve sent the message. We are, thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: All right and the Chair thanks the lady. All right. And gentleman from
Jefferson, Representative Rogers, you’re recognized.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Thank you Mr. Speaker. Now, I know the votes that are due -- well I
can’t wait to Mr. Speaker tell what our scheduling going to be all rest of the week because they
get interesting.

[01:20:02]

The thing I was concerned about that [INDISCERNIBLE 01:20:08] is that in looking at all the
numbers here that on this anything is that there is no deviation in any district, right?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: In the congressional plans --.

[OVERLAY]

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Yeah, basically we got one that’s 0% deviation.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yes, sir.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Okay. If you were to do the plus or minus deviation, you’re really
going to get two -- basically, you got a black district and you got an influence district. You went
ahead -- because of the fact yeah, 1 know what we say we don’t -- I don’t even admit to the fact
about by the race or not, but it’s clearly a clear example of stacking and packing in a way

because if you look at that one district with 81% white, that could be spread out. Do you think
so? I mean, I know you drew the plan, it’s part of drawing a plan, but talking to the senators, it
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clearly could be a black district and a good influence district because in fact I don’t forget the
plan.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: So you’re saying that the 81% white district could be spread out and
made an influence district?

REP. JOHN ROGERS: O yeah. I mean I’ve talked to Terri Sewell. I’ve talked to several
people who draw maps and back 10 years ago, we could’ve had two black districts, two basically
districts where we could win. That was 10 years ago and it went freed the horn all over the
drawing maps [INDISCERNIBLE 01:21:45] all those drawing maps, you can either clearly get
out of there, but when you start -- I don’t want to try and say it’s racial, but it’s a little stacking
and a little packing there on the side that looked like to me, especially with the 81%. If you did a
2% or 1% deviation, all listen to our district, you can make it. And you still would have to break
out too many [INDISCERNIBLE 01:22:09]. And the reason I know you can do it because we lay
it on the floor and drew the maps earlier. Ten years ago you could have done it.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: There are a lot of things you can do but that doesn’t make it legal. I
mean, I can do a lot of things that are --.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: What’s illegal about it? You’re not stacking or packing, you spread an
area around, so it’s like you don’t need a district without a chance you take they telling me
sometimes that if you try to divide up two equally, you stand a chance of losing a minority
representative, but you could have a district where it’ll be influenced district. So therefore, you
can almost do it when you get to about 50%, 55% or 51% minority district, 52% minority
district,

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: That’s what Ms. Sewell’s district is.
REP. JOHN ROGERS: Iknow, but you get two of them.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, if you bring a plan down here that gives two majority-minority
districts, we’ll look at it.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Okay, I can do that. I can bring a plan from 10 years ago that we drew.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Idon’t think 10 years ago would work as the census have changed.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Iknow, but yes it won’t work the same as it is now, but it’s the same
thing. It’s basically the same, the numbers are there.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, this changed.
REP. JOHN ROGERS: But you got to do 1% deviation. You can do a 5% deviation or you can
do a 1% deviation, you got your numbers. No trouble about two, but 1% deviation will get you

where you want to get to. And the other question I need to ask is that you said one time that you
had done a racially poor voting study. Who did it? I’ve been checking since you told me that.
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[OVERLAY]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Well, I'm working on getting that. It was a gentleman out of Georgia
and I don’t know his name.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Well, we need to know because that could be part of the law.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Iknow it. I’'m going to get it to you. I’'m going to have the
information. Everything Ive done is going to be part of the law, it’s all going to be open, it’s all
going to be in the record.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Okay. I've now see a real full here, everybody said it’s fine. I mean, I
don’t see anybody here with this plan, which makes it kind of funny, but Republican against it,
the Democrats against it, only body supporting it you and [INDISCERNIBLE 01:24:34] and they
haven’t been linked. But the thing about it is that the guy -- where you say he’s from?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Out of Georgia, the gentleman out of Georgia did the racial
polarization study. I have no clue what his name is.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: When we did that, just because the district is a -- you don’t need a
65% black district to win.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I don’t know what you need. I’m not going to give you a number.
[01:25:02]

REP. JOHN ROGERS: 1 think the most out is 62%.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I believe that’s 65% came when Joe Reed was drawing the district.
REP. JOHN ROGERS: Yeah, let’s say disagreement in the district.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Who?

REP. JOHN ROGERS: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:25:14].

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: He’s doing primarily Caucasian, but they’re Democrats and a lot of
people in his House were feeling real short [INDISCERNIBLE 01:25:28] they feel that they
could make a new district -- I'm going to run, they’re telling me because of the fact that this map
is causing him to have some heartburn because of the fact that they can’t win. I even have one
telling that I’m going to vote for the plan because I’'m part Republican and I got you, but I can’t

win, I’m not going to run again. So what I’m saying to you that there’s a way they could draw
this where it’d be like -- draw it in line where they’re much better.
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REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Are we talking about Congress or the House.
REP. JOHN ROGERS: I'm talking about Congress.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Okay. So a member of Congress.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: I'm really talking about both of them really.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah, a member of Congress told you they weren’t going to run
again because of where this was going?

REP. JOHN ROGERS: It’s not Congress but the House, a lot of the House members.
REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Okay. I'm just trying to figure out which House.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Everybody cover, hey, they got -- Congress got two House map. Hey,
if T was [INDISCERNIBLE 01:26:29], I"d run too. With this deal here, they guarantee to win. I
mean, because of the fact that I agree we’re going to have to start going to [INDISCERNIBLE
01:26:43] country store. We’re going to do that this time. In fact, I talked to some people who

are basically are Republican, but they’re liberal Republican, they talk. We got to get them to
realize that we’re all in the ballgame together. It’s not me against you or you against me. But
think we can do a lot of recruits so to speak. But if we shared the map -- this congressional map a
little bit, a little tweaking here and there, we could have a good district. We can get probably a
55, 54 district out of this map beside you’re still having the settlement we got, we could have
eight congressmen in Washington.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: We can’t have eight congressmen.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Because we’re getting two black, we can get a black district and we
can get an influence district. You keep that.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Mr. Rogers, let me explain this. We can’t decide how many
members of Congress we have. They apportioned it and they gave us seven seats. We can’t just
tell them, “No, we think we’re going to draw eight.”

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Hey, we could get seven, but out of that seven, we could have a black
district [INDISCERNIBLE 01:28:05] black district and an influence district out of the seven.
Now that could have -- but you would have -- you had 6th coming as one of those numbers down
like 81% down, we would have 81%, you would have 81% district. You could spread that out
[INDISCERNIBLE 01:28:25]. And so that way, it’ll be a much fair representation and we’ve
drawn that map several times. As a matter of fact, one of the maps you going to get submitted
going to have two plans to it. They got two, but you can still have one, they can have two. 1
mean, we can go back -- like where there were a lot of Democrats who speak to other Republican
Party. They still basically have not run again. They just switch and just run at a party, so they can
run again but they’d run as a more liberal Republican, whatever if there is such liberal
Republican. Therefore, we would have a better chance at getting an influence district. Otherwise,
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you can’t have a majority of black district, but you’d be a district where you got influence. They
both not totally Republican and we can draw that. I mean, I got those maps they drew from two
years ago where we sit on floor because we didn’t have no computer. We draw them there. When
they first had the first congressional black district.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Then what year was that? Was it 1990?

REP. JOHN ROGERS: That was that two years ago.

MR. SPEAKER: And the gentleman’s time.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: No, it was longer than that. It was 1990.

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Hey, I could show it to you.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: [INDISCERNIBLE 01:29:52]

REP. JOHN ROGERS: Yeah, but we could’ve had two winners here. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: And the chair thanks the gentleman. All right. Chair now will recognize the
lady from Madison, Representative Hall.

[01:30:08]

Representative Hall in the chamber. All right members I thank Mr. Chairman. Hold on, they’re
checking the restroom to make sure we didn’t miss anybody.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Ms. Hall, I thought Ms. Hall was coming. I'm not going to deny Ms.
Hall the ability to ask me questions.

MR. SPEAKER: Well, I wouldn’t want to do that either. Okay, all right. Well, let’s go ahead. I
think we’re ready for the question, Mr. Chairman.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Mr. Speaker, I move to pass this as House Bill 1.

MR. SPEAKER: Allright, the question before us is going to be passage of House Bill No. 1. If
you’re in favor of this bill, your vote will be “Aye.” If you’re opposed, your vote is “No.” Clerk
will unlock the machine and the members will vote. Final passage of House Bill 1.
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

MR. SPEAKER: All the members voted?

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

36



Case 2:21-cv-01291-AMM  Document 285-2  Filed 01/29/25 Page 182 of 184

House Floor Debate
November 1, 2021
Transcript by TransPerfect

MR. SPEAKER: All the members had an opportunity to vote. All right. Clerk will unlock the
machine and record the vote. There are 65 yeas, 38 nays, 0 abstention and House Bill 1 is passed.
All right, members, we’ll move to -- the first bill. Now Mr. Clerk, let’s go to the next bill on the
calendar.

MR. CLERK: On Page 1 of the calendar, House Bill No. 2 by Representative Pringle relating
to reapportionment and re-districting of the Alabama House of Representatives.

MR. SPEAKER: Chairman Pringle, you’re recognized.

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. Can I get me a second to reload
here?

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: They all should be up there. The House maps are supposed to be up
there. Ladies and gentlemen, there are supposed to be House maps here in the chamber for the
House plan and I’'m going to need somebody to bring me a copy of the House -- the big copy of
the House plan.

[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION)]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: I need a big map for my House plan. They never sent it up me.
[BACKGROUND CONVERSATION)]

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: Yeah.

MR. SPEAKER: They have it down there?

REP. CHRIS PRINGLE: They should. But I need the existing and I need the substitute.

[01:33:44]
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