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EXPERT REPORT OF M.V. HOOD 11

I, M.V. Hood Ill, affirm the conclusions | express in this report are provided to a reasonable
degree of professional certainty. In addition, | do hereby declare the following:
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I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

My name is M.V. (Trey) Hood I11, and | am a tenured professor at the University of Georgia
with an appointment in the Department of Political Science. | have been a faculty member at the
University of Georgia since 1999. I also serve as the Director of the School of Public and
International Affairs Survey Research Center. | am an expert in American politics, specifically in
the areas of electoral politics, racial politics, election administration, and Southern politics. |
teach courses on American politics, Southern politics, and research methods and have taught
graduate seminars on the topics of election administration and Southern politics.

I have received research grants to study election administration issues from the National Science
Foundation, the Pew Charitable Trust, the Center for Election Innovation and Research, and the
MIT Election Data and Science Lab. | have also published peer-reviewed journal articles
specifically in the area of election administration, including redistricting. My academic
publications are detailed in a copy of my vita that is attached to the end of this report. Currently,
I serve on the editorial boards for Social Science Quarterly and Election Law Journal. The latter
is a peer-reviewed academic journal focused on the area of election administration.

During the preceding five years, | have offered expert testimony (through deposition or in court
[including remotely]) in the following cases around the United States: Ohio A. Philip Randolph
Institute v. Ryan Smith, 1:18-cv-357 (S.D. Ohio), Libertarian Party of Arkansas v. Thurston,
4:19-cv-00214 (E.D. Ark.); Chestnut v. Merrill, 2:18-cv-907 (N.D. Ala.), Common Cause v.
Lewis, 18-CVS-014001 (Wake County Superior Court); Nielsen v. DeSantis, 4:20-cv-236 (N.D.
Fla.); Western Native Voice v. Stapleton, DV-56-2020-377 (Montana Thirteenth Judicial District
Court); Driscoll v. Stapleton, DV-20-0408 (Montana Thirteenth Judicial District Court); North
Carolina v. Holmes, 18-CVS-15292 (Wake County Superior Court); Singleton v. Merrill, 2:21-
cv-01291 (N.D. Ala.); Milligan v. Merrill, 2:21-cv-01530 (N.D. Ala); Caster v. Merrill, 2:21-cv-
1536 (N.D. Ala); Robinson v. Ardoin, 3:22-cv-00211 (M.D. La.); and Turtle Mountain Band of
Chippewa Indians v. Jaeger, 3:22-cv-00022 (E.D. ND).

I am receiving $400 an hour for my work on this case and $400 an hour for any testimony
associated with this work. In reaching my conclusions, | have drawn on my training, experience,
and knowledge as a social scientist who has specifically conducted research in the area of
redistricting. My compensation in this case is not dependent upon the outcome of the litigation or
the substance of my opinions.

11. SCOPE AND OVERVIEW

I have been asked by counsel for the Defendants to provide an expert report to answer the
following questions:

1. How do black voting patterns in Alabama compare to other states? (I11)

2. Are racial disparities on various sociodemographic factors present outside of Alabama? (1V)
3. How does 2016 Republican presidential primary candidate Ben Carson’s vote share compare
across states? (V)

4. Do white voters support minority Republican candidates? (V1)

5. How have black political metrics changed over time in Alabama? (V1)

2
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111. BLACK VOTING PATTERNS

In this section, | compare black voting patterns in Alabama to Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia.
These states were selected because, according to the most recent decennial Census, they each had
a black population of 10% or greater.! For each of these states | have recorded the percentage of
the black electorate casting ballots for the Democratic candidate in the following statewide
contests: U.S. President, U.S. Senate, and Governor. In addition, | also collected some data for
U.S. House elections using the pooled statewide vote for all Democratic candidates.? My analysis
spans eight election-cycles, from 2008 through 2022.

In the absence of survey data, it would be necessary to produce statistical estimates of black
voting behavior. In this matter, however, we can rely on survey data from which such estimates
can be derived. | make use of two well-known surveys, the National Exit Polls® and the
Cooperative Election Studies (CES) (see also Appendix B). Both are large-scale surveys
designed to provide representative samples of voters at the state-level.* In addition, the CES
undergoes a vote validation process following each election-cycle. The vote estimates produced
for this report from the CES are restricted to those cases that had a validated record of turnout for
each of the elections analyzed.

A summary of results for the set of comparison states using National Exit Poll data is found in
Table 1 (Appendix B, Tables A-P display detailed election data collected from the National Exit
Poll and the CES). These results exhibit very high levels of black support for Democratic
candidates across elective offices from 2008 through 2022. For example, average black support
for Democratic presidential candidates was 93.1%; for Democratic gubernatorial candidates
average support was 88.7%; and for Democratic U.S. Senate candidates it was 90.1%. Across all
contests analyzed, the average black Democratic vote was 90.8%. The exit poll data provides
five elections to analyze from Alabama during this time period (see Table 2). The average black
Democratic vote for these three contests was 92.4%.

1Source: Table P2. 2020 PL 94-171 (Redistricting Data).

2All elections used for analysis, including U.S. Congress, are two-party contested.

3Note: In a given election-cycle, an exit poll is not necessarily conducted in every state.

“For the CES, in order for a state to be included in my analysis | set a minimum threshold of thirty unweighted
respondents. Using this data source, | was also able to calculate a 95% confidence interval around each estimate.

3
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Table 1. Black Voting Patterns in Comparison States, 2008-2022

Year President Governor Senate
2008 95.6% 94.0% 91.2%
2010 91.2% 89.4%
2012 95.1% 88.5% 91.5%
2014 87.8% 92.2%
2016 89.1% 90.0% 86.2%
2018 87.8% 89.6%
2020 90.7% 92.0% 89.3%
2022 85.5% 90.0%
2008-2022 93.1% 88.7% 90.1%
All Races 90.8%
N 165

Note: Entries are the average Democratic vote share by office.

Source: National Exit Polls.

Table 2. Black Voting Patterns in Alabama, 2008-2022

Year President Governor Senate
2008 98% 90%
2010
2012 95%
2014
2016
2018
2020 89% 90%
2022
2008-2022 94.0% 90.0%
All Races 92.4%

Note: Entries are the Democratic vote share by office.

Source: National Exit Polls.

Table 3 displays results for the twenty comparison states using data from the CES, from 2008 to
2022. Once again, these results indicate black voters are highly likely to support Democratic
candidates. For President, Democratic support averaged 94.5%. Comparable figures for other
offices include 88.4% for Governor, 91.7% for U.S. Senate, and 90.6% for U.S. House. The
average Democratic support across all offices was 91.4%.

From the CES there are a total of twenty contests available to analyze for Alabama (see Table 4).
In Alabama, average Democratic support for President stood at 98.2% among black voters. The
comparable figures for other offices were as follows: Governor 94.6 %, U.S. Senate 94.1%, and
U.S. House 91.0%. Average Democratic support from black voters across these twelve elections
stood at 93.9%.
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Table 3. Black Voting Patterns in Comparison States, 2008-2022

Year President Governor Senate House
2008 96.9% 96.8% 97.1% 94.7%
2010 90.7% 91.1% 91.9%
2012 95.9% 95.6% 95.5% 92.6%
2014 87.6% 93.0% 91.8%
2016 93.5% 90.9% 89.7% 87.7%
2018 90.8% 93.1% 93.2%
2020 91.2% 85.6% 90.3% 88.3%
2022 82.5% 85.9% 86.5%
2008-2022 94.5% 88.4% 91.7% 90.6%
All Races 91.4%
N 338
Source: CES.

Table 4. Black Voting Patterns in Alabama, 2008-2022

Year President Governor Senate House
2008 98.7%
2010 94.0% 84.5% 74.0%
2012 99.8% 96.0%
2014 100% 100%
2016 96.3% 99.3% 97.3%
2018 93.4% 94.3% 93.0%
2020 97.9% 95.1% 85.4%
2022 90.8% 97.2% 91.1%
2008-2022 98.2% 94.6% 94.1% 91.0%
All Races 93.9%
Source: CES.

Overall Summary

The analysis in this section reveals that Democratic support among black voters, on average,
exceeds 90%. This fact is true both for Alabama and a group of twenty comparison states that
have a black population of 10% or greater. Of the 528 races analyzed from the National Exit
Polls and the CES combined (including Alabama), there was not a single instance where the
estimate for black support of Democratic candidates ever fell below a majority. In regard to the
CES analysis where it was possible to compute a 95% confidence interval for the derived vote
estimates, there were three cases (0.8%) of the 358 analyzed where the lower bound on the
confidence interval dipped below 50% Democratic support. For all other elections analyzed
(99.2%), one can be confident from a statistical perspective that the Democratic candidate
received a majority of the black vote. This pattern transcends both geographic region (South
versus non-South) as well as party control (Democratic versus Republican) at the state-level. In
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summary, black support for Democratic candidates across these jurisdictions could be
characterized as being close to monolithic.
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V. RACIAL COMPARISONS

I was asked by counsel for the Defendants to determine if racial disparities present in Alabama
also exist in other states. In this section | analyze racial disparity rates between white and black
residents in Alabama on a number of commonly referenced criteria. | also provide these same
comparisons for the twenty states listed in Section 111 of this report. In analyzing disparity rates, |
collected data from government agencies on a number of socio-demographic measures including
educational attainment, food stamps, median household income, per capita income, the poverty
rate, home ownership rates, unemployment rates, infant mortality rates, vehicle ownership,
health insurance, internet access, and incarceration rates. For each of these measures | calculate a
difference measure in order to determine if a disparity rate between whites and blacks is present
(see Appendix A for a list of data sources). Data on Alabama are also provided for each measure
as a point of comparison. From these tables it is possible to determine if disparity rates in
Alabama are higher or lower than the comparison states and, second, is there a pattern in white-
black disparity rates across states.

A. Education

Table 5 below compares educational attainment rates for whites and blacks on two metrics: the
percentage of the population with at least a high school degree (or equivalent) and the percentage
of the population with a college degree or higher. The table also provides the arithmetic
difference between the white and black percentages, with a positive difference evidence of a
racial disparity on that measure. For example, in Alabama 89.8% of whites have a high school
degree compared to 85.0% of blacks—a difference of 4.8. The remainder of the table lists these
same values for the twenty comparison states. There is a positive disparity on this measure for all
twenty of the comparison states. The mean difference (excluding Alabama) in the disparity
measure is 5.5 points.

The second part of Table 5 examines differences based on the percentage of the whites and
blacks who have obtained a bachelor’s degree. In Alabama there is a 10.9-point difference
between the white and black populations on this measure. The mean difference measure for the
comparison states is 14.1.

In summary, for both levels of educational achievement analyzed there is a positive disparity
difference for all twenty states, as well as Alabama.
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High School or Equivalent B.S. or Higher
State White Black Difference White Black Difference
Alabama 89.8% 85.0% 4.8 30.1% 19.2% 10.9
Arkansas 90.7% 86.9% 3.8 26.6% 18.1% 8.5
Connecticut 95.2% 87.9% 7.3 46.5% 25.4% 21.1
Delaware 94.0% 91.0% 3.1 37.0% 25.3% 11.7
Florida 93.8% 85.0% 8.8 35.9% 21.8% 14.1
Georgia 91.9% 88.7% 3.2 37.2% 26.6% 10.6
Illinois 94.8% 87.9% 7.0 40.8% 23.9% 16.9
Louisiana 90.0% 82.4% 7.7 30.1% 17.4% 12.7
Maryland 94.6% 91.4% 3.2 47.4% 32.7% 14.7
Michigan 93.4% 87.7% 5.7 32.3% 18.7% 13.7
Mississippi 89.6% 81.9% 7.6 27.7% 17.5% 10.1
Missouri 92.3% 88.4% 3.9 32.2% 20.3% 12.0
New Jersey 95.2% 89.6% 5.6 46.9% 27.1% 19.8
New York 93.9% 84.9% 8.9 45.4% 25.9% 19.5
North Carolina 92.7% 88.0% 4.7 37.6% 23.7% 14.0
Ohio 92.7% 87.2% 5.5 31.5% 19.3% 12.2
Pennsylvania 93.7% 88.4% 5.3 35.3% 21.0% 14.3
South Carolina 92.2% 85.0% 7.3 35.4% 18.2% 17.2
Tennessee 90.8% 88.1% 2.7 31.1% 22.3% 8.8
Texas 94.8% 91.1% 3.7 41.0% 27.7% 13.3
Virginia 93.8% 88.4% 5.5 44.2% 26.6% 17.6
Average 93.0% 87.5% 5.5 37.1% 23.0% 14.1

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)
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B. Food Stamps

The next table (Table 6) displays the proportion of a state’s population, by race, that is receiving
food stamps. In this case a negative difference measure is indicative of a lower percentage of
whites on food stamps compared to blacks. In Alabama, 8.1% of whites receive food stamps
versus 26.7% of blacks, producing a difference of -18.6. The difference measures for the group
of twenty comparison states are also negative. The mean difference measure is -17.4.

Table 6. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Households Receiving Food Stamps,

2022
State White Black Difference
Alabama 8.1% 26.7% -18.6
Arkansas 8.3% 24.4% -16.0
Connecticut 6.4% 24.1% -17.6
Delaware 6.9% 20.2% -13.3
Florida 7.2% 26.1% -18.9
Georgia 6.9% 22.2% -15.4
Illinois 8.1% 32.8% -24.7
Louisiana 9.3% 30.2% -20.9
Maryland 6.3% 18.9% -12.6
Michigan 9.1% 32.7% -23.6
Mississippi 7.1% 24.8% -17.6
Missouri 7.9% 24.8% -17.0
New Jersey 4.1% 18.0% -13.9
New York 8.5% 26.7% -18.2
North Carolina 7.7% 25.2% -17.4
Ohio 9.4% 28.1% -18.8
Pennsylvania 9.7% 33.0% -23.4
South Carolina 6.0% 22.4% -16.4
Tennessee 9.1% 23.4% -14.2
Texas 5.6% 20.0% -14.4
Virginia 5.6% 18.2% -12.6
Average 7.4% 24.8% -17.4

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)
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C. Median Household Income

Table 7 displays median household income (MHHI) levels by race. For this table, a positive
value in the difference column indicates that the median household income value for whites is
greater than that for blacks. In Alabama, the median household income for whites is $69,303
compared to $40,661 for blacks, producing a difference of $28,642. For all twenty comparison
states there is a positive difference measure, indicating that white MHHI is greater than black
MHHI. The mean difference for these states is $31,168.

Table 7. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Median Household Income Levels, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama $69,303 $40,661 $28,642
Arkansas $60,932 $37,395 $23,537
Connecticut $102,023 $59,728 $42,295
Delaware $87,027 $58,385 $28,642
Florida $74,121 $51,249 $22,872
Georgia $82,329 $55,010 $27,319
Illinois $86,254 $46,717 $39,537
Louisiana $70,652 $37,015 $33,637
Maryland $110,044 $79,161 $30,883
Michigan $73,276 $42,171 $31,105
Mississippi $65,751 $36,263 $29,488
Missouri $69,746 $44,293 $25,453
New Jersey $109,096 $65,351 $43,745
New York $92,218 $58,805 $33,413
North Carolina $74,488 $47,088 $27,400
Ohio $72,111 $40,499 $31,612
Pennsylvania $78,481 $45,944 $32,537
South Carolina $73,611 $42,672 $30,939
Tennessee $68,793 $46,708 $22,085
Texas $88,575 $55,459 $33,116
Virginia $93,942 $60,201 $33,741
Average $81,674 $50,506 $31,168

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)

10
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D. Per Capita Income

Table 8 examines per capita income (PCI). For this analysis, a positive difference measure is an
indication that white per capita income is greater than black per capita income. In Alabama,
black PCI lags behind that of whites, with the difference being just under $15,000. The same
general pattern is evident when examining the twenty states being used for comparison—a
positive difference measure. The average difference figure for these comparison states is
$19,417.

Table 8. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Per Capita Income, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama $38,479 $23,722 $14,757
Arkansas $35,771 $21,388 $14,383
Connecticut $62,193 $33,759 $28,434
Delaware $48,743 $32,390 $16,353
Florida $47,905 $25,347 $22,558
Georgia $46,410 $28,566 $17,844
Illinois $51,660 $27,904 $23,756
Louisiana $40,130 $21,652 $18,478
Maryland $61,021 $39,971 $21,050
Michigan $41,536 $24,972 $16,564
Mississippi $35,781 $20,635 $15,146
Missouri $39,533 $25,435 $14,098
New Jersey $62,009 $34,568 $27,441
New York $57,916 $32,376 $25,540
North Carolina $44,360 $27,102 $17,258
Ohio $40,903 $24,910 $15,993
Pennsylvania $45,539 $26,303 $19,236
South Carolina $42,658 $24,282 $18,376
Tennessee $39,561 $26,283 $13,278
Texas $52,081 $29,861 $22,220
Virginia $53,959 $33,634 $20,325
Average $47,483 $28,067 $19,417

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)

11
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E. Poverty Rate

A comparison of the percentage of the population falling below the poverty level is found in
Table 9. In Alabama, the Census estimates that 11.1% of the white population is below the
poverty line, compared with 25.3% of the black population. The negative difference calculation
is an indication that a greater percentage of blacks in Alabama are living in poverty compared to
whites. This same finding is also evident for the twenty comparison states, each of which has a
negative difference measure. The mean difference for this group of states is -12.7.

Table 9. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Poverty Rates, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama 11.1% 25.3% -14.3
Arkansas 12.9% 28.9% -16.0
Connecticut 6.3% 17.3% -11.1
Delaware 7.6% 17.2% -9.7
Florida 9.6% 20.0% -10.4
Georgia 9.4% 19.0% -9.5
Illinois 8.2% 24.8% -16.6
Louisiana 12.2% 29.8% -17.7
Maryland 6.3% 13.0% -6.7
Michigan 10.3% 26.1% -15.8
Mississippi 11.7% 30.0% -18.3
Missouri 10.7% 23.8% -13.1
New Jersey 6.2% 16.1% -9.9
New York 9.4% 20.5% -11.1
North Carolina 9.4% 20.5% -11.1
Ohio 10.3% 27.3% -17.0
Pennsylvania 8.5% 24.5% -16.0
South Carolina 9.8% 23.6% -13.8
Tennessee 11.2% 22.8% -11.6
Texas 8.3% 18.8% -10.5
Virginia 7.8% 16.5% -8.8
Average 9.3% 22.0% -12.7%

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)

12
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F. Home Ownership

Rates of home ownership, by race, are compared in Table 10. For Alabama, 77.7% of the white
population are homeowners, compared with 51.3% of blacks. The positive difference measure of
26.4 indicates that the rate of home ownership for whites is greater than the rate of home
ownership for blacks. This difference measure is also positive for the twenty comparison states,
evidence of racial disparity in home ownership rates. The mean difference across the comparison
states is 30.4.

Table 10. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Home Ownership Rates, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama 77.7% 51.3% 26.4
Arkansas 72.4% 44.2% 28.2
Connecticut 75.8% 40.7% 35.1
Delaware 81.3% 51.5% 29.7
Florida 76.0% 47.6% 28.4
Georgia 75.6% 49.0% 26.6
Illinois 74.8% 40.2% 34.6
Louisiana 77.6% 48.9% 28.6
Maryland 77.5% 52.5% 25.0
Michigan 78.7% 43.3% 35.5
Mississippi 79.1% 54.4% 24.7
Missouri 72.8% 39.3% 335
New Jersey 76.4% 39.7% 36.7
New York 66.8% 32.7% 34.1
North Carolina 74.4% 46.3% 28.1
Ohio 73.1% 36.1% 36.9
Pennsylvania 75.0% 43.4% 31.6
South Carolina 78.9% 53.5% 25.4
Tennessee 73.6% 43.6% 30.0
Texas 70.7% 41.3% 29.3
Virginia 73.8% 48.6% 25.2
Average 75.2% 44.8% 30.4

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2022 ACS (5-year)

13
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G. Unemployment Rates

Unemployment rates by state and racial category are provided in Table 11. In Alabama, the 2022
unemployment rate for whites was 2.1%, compared to 3.9% for blacks. In this case, the
difference between these two figures is -1.8, an indication that the black unemployment rate is
higher than the white unemployment rate. For the twenty states used as comparisons to Alabama,
the difference measure is also negative. The average difference across the comparison states is
-3.1.

Table 11. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Unemployment Rates, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama 2.1% 3.9% -1.8
Arkansas 3.4% 5.0% -1.6
Connecticut 3.8% 5.9% -2.1
Delaware 3.5% 7.2% -3.7
Florida 2.5% 4.3% -1.8
Georgia 2.1% 5.1% -3.0
Illinois 3.5% 10.9% -71.4
Louisiana 2.7% 5.8% -3.1
Maryland 2.8% 4.5% -1.7
Michigan 3.6% 7.4% -3.8
Mississippi 2.6% 6.0% -3.4
Missouri 2.5% 4.0% -1.5
New Jersey 3.3% 6.4% 3.1
New York 3.5% 8.7% -5.2
North Carolina 2.9% 6.5% -3.6
Ohio 3.4% 7.1% -3.7
Pennsylvania 3.7% 7.4% -3.7
South Carolina 2.8% 5.2% -2.4
Tennessee 3.0% 6.0% -3.0
Texas 3.5% 5.4% -1.9
Virginia 2.4% 4.6% -2.2
Average 3.1% 6.2% -3.1

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics.

14
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H. Infant Mortality

Table 12 presents data on infant mortality by race of mother which is calculated as infant deaths
per 1,000 births. In Alabama, the infant mortality rate for white mothers is 6.13. The infant
mortality rate for black mothers is 11.14. The difference between these two rates is -5.01, an
indication that the infant mortality rate is higher among black mothers as compared to white
mothers. For the twenty comparison states, the difference measures are all negative as well. The
mean difference for this group of states is -6.44.

Table 12. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Infant Mortality Rates, 2021

State White Black Difference
Alabama 6.13 11.14 -5.01
Arkansas 7.44 15.01 -7.57
Connecticut 3.29 9.87 -6.58
Delaware 2.78 9.22 -6.44
Florida 4.42 10.89 -6.47
Georgia 4.83 9.02 -4.19
Illinois 3.86 12.27 -8.41
Louisiana 5.15 10.93 -5.78
Maryland 4.54 9.19 -4.65
Michigan 4.30 13.40 -9.10
Mississippi 6.85 13.00 -6.15
Missouri 4.83 11.86 -7.03
New Jersey 2.39 8.42 -6.03
New York 2.93 9.26 -6.33
North Carolina 5.30 11.32 -6.02
Ohio 5.49 13.64 -8.15
Pennsylvania 412 9.79 -5.67
South Carolina 5.18 12.87 -7.69
Tennessee 5.10 10.26 -5.16
Texas 4.13 9.73 -5.60
Virginia 4.47 10.28 -5.81
Average 4.57 11.01 -6.44

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: Centers for Disease Control.
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I. Vehicle Ownership

Table 13 presents data on vehicle ownership rates by race. In Alabama, 3.6% of white
households do not own a vehicle, compared to 5.6% of black households. The difference
between these two figures is -2.0, which indicates that black households are more likely not to
own a vehicle compared to white households. For all twenty comparison states there is also a
negative difference measure, with an overall mean for this group of -2.7.

Table 13. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Vehicle Ownership Rates, 2021

State White Black Difference
Alabama 3.6% 5.6% -2.0
Arkansas 4.6% 5.9% -1.4
Connecticut 5.4% 8.5% -3.0
Delaware 4.1% 5.9% -1.7
Florida 4.6% 6.0% -1.4
Georgia 3.4% 6.1% -2.6
Illinois 7.8% 10.7% -2.9
Louisiana 4.7% 8.3% -3.6
Maryland 5.3% 8.7% -3.4
Michigan 5.3% 7.3% -1.9
Mississippi 3.6% 6.2% -2.6
Missouri 4.9% 6.5% -1.6
New Jersey 6.6% 11.3% -4.7
New York 18.9% 28.9% -9.9
North Carolina 3.6% 5.5% -1.9
Ohio 5.6% 7.5% -1.9
Pennsylvania 7.4% 10.6% -3.2
South Carolina 3.6% 5.8% -2.2
Tennessee 4.1% 5.4% -1.3
Texas 3.6% 5.2% -1.6
Virginia 4.3% 6.0% -1.7
Average 5.6% 8.3% -2.7

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021 ACS (5-year)
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J. Health Insurance

Table 14 presents data on health insurance coverage, specifically the percentage of the
population 19 to 64 years of age that lacks health insurance. The Census Bureau data estimates
that 12.5% of white Alabamians and 16.7% of black Alabamians have no health insurance
coverage. The difference between whites and blacks, at -4.2, indicates that there is a racial
disparity on this measure. This same pattern is present for all twenty comparison states with an
overall average difference of -4.3.

Table 14. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Health Insurance Coverage, 2021

State White Black Difference
Alabama 12.5% 16.7% -4.2
Arkansas 10.0% 12.6% -2.5
Connecticut 4.4% 8.4% -4.0
Delaware 6.2% 7.8% -1.7
Florida 14.7% 20.7% -6.0
Georgia 14.2% 18.7% -4.4
Illinois 6.2% 11.6% -5.4
Louisiana 9.5% 12.6% -3.2
Maryland 4.2% 7.6% -3.4
Michigan 6.7% 9.5% -2.8
Mississippi 15.1% 20.7% -5.6
Missouri 12.0% 18.2% -6.2
New Jersey 5.3% 11.4% -6.1
New York 4.6% 8.2% -3.6
North Carolina 11.7% 16.0% -4.3
Ohio 7.6% 11.3% -3.6
Pennsylvania 6.2% 9.9% -3.7
South Carolina 12.7% 16.9% -4.2
Tennessee 12.1% 16.4% -4.3
Texas 14.0% 20.5% -6.5
Virginia 7.7% 12.2% -4.5
Average 9.3% 13.6% -4.3

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021 ACS (5-year)
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K. Internet Access

Table 15 presents data on the percentage of households lacking internet access. The American

Community Survey estimates that 12.7% of white households in Alabama lack internet access,
compared to 20.9% of black households in the state. This is reflected in the difference measure
of -8.3. For the twenty comparison states, there is also a negative difference figure. Such is an

indication that more black households lack internet access compared to white households. The
average difference measure for the comparison states is -5.8.

Table 15. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Internet Access, 2021

State White Black Difference
Alabama 12.7% 20.9% -8.3
Arkansas 15.3% 21.3% -6.0
Connecticut 8.0% 11.9% -3.9
Delaware 7.8% 9.7% -1.9
Florida 8.0% 15.2% -7.1
Georgia 9.6% 14.3% -4.7
Illinois 9.5% 16.0% -6.5
Louisiana 12.9% 23.0% -10.1
Maryland 7.3% 10.0% -2.7
Michigan 10.1% 16.4% -6.3
Mississippi 15.8% 23.5% -1.7
Missouri 11.4% 15.8% -4.4
New Jersey 7.7% 12.7% -4.9
New York 9.7% 14.3% -4.6
North Carolina 10.5% 17.1% -6.6
Ohio 10.5% 16.2% -5.7
Pennsylvania 11.5% 15.0% -3.5
South Carolina 10.1% 22.0% -11.9
Tennessee 12.6% 18.2% -5.7
Texas 7.5% 13.6% -6.1
Virginia 9.3% 14.9% -5.6
Average 10.3% 16.1% -5.8

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2021 ACS (5-year)
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L. Incarceration Rates

Table 16 presents data on incarceration rates by race measured as the number of persons
incarcerated per 100,000. For each racial group, this statistic is calculated as: [Number
Incarcerated/Population 18 and older]*100,000. In Alabama, there are 471 whites incarcerated
per 100,000 residents and 1,387 blacks incarcerated per 100,000 residents. The difference of -
916 indicates that the black incarceration rate exceeds the white incarceration rate. The same
pattern, noted by a negative difference measure, is present for all twenty of the comparison states
in Table 16. Across these states, the average difference is -1,044.

Table 16. Comparison of non-Hispanic White and Black Incarceration Rates, 2022

State White Black Difference
Alabama 471 1,387 -916
Arkansas 586 2,068 -1,482
Connecticut 158 1,471 -1,313
Delaware 324 1,813 -1,490
Florida 354 1,585 -1,231
Georgia 408 1,122 -714
Illinois 155 1,184 -1,029
Louisiana 442 1,639 -1,197
Maryland 140 779 -639
Michigan 221 1,537 -1,316
Mississippi 592 1,433 -842
Missouri 396 1,502 -1,106
New Jersey 71 825 -753
New York 79 651 -572
North Carolina 232 873 -641
Ohio 305 1,825 -1,520
Pennsylvania 248 1,687 -1,439
South Carolina 240 933 -692
Tennessee 330 1,157 -827
Texas 497 1,699 -1,202
Virginia 275 1,144 -869
Average 303 1346 -1,044

Notes: Averages exclude Alabama.
Source: U.S. Department of Justice. Bureau of Justice Statistics.
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Summary of Findings

For the thirteen measures analyzed, there is evidence of a racial disparity in Alabama between
whites and blacks. This same pattern of disparity also exists for the twenty states used for the
purpose of comparison. For the 260 total cases analyzed for this group of states, the same pattern
of disparity between blacks and whites is also present. Again, it should be noted that this patten
of racial disparity is present across a diverse group of states, both politically and geographically.
In sum, neither in Alabama nor any of the twenty comparison states is there a single instance
where black residents fare better than white residents on the metrics surveyed. For ten of the
thirteen measures analyzed (77%), the disparity rate for Alabama is below the average disparity
rate calculated for the comparison states. Additionally, for none of the thirteen measures does the
disparity rate for Alabama constitute the maximum value among the states analyzed.

V. CARSON VOTE

In this section | have gathered vote return data for candidate Ben Carson, who is black, during
2016 Republican presidential primary race (see Table 17 below). Vote returns were compiled
from the first primary contest, the lowa caucus, through the primaries held on Super Tuesday.’
Carson dropped out of the GOP presidential primary after Super Tuesday.® In all, Carson
participated in 15 primaries and caucuses, including the primary election held in Alabama.
Carson’s vote totals ranged from a low of 2.6% in Massachusetts to a high of 10.8% in Alaska.
Carson earned his second highest vote total, at 10.2%, in Alabama. The difference between
Carson’s vote share in Alaska and his vote share in Alabama is 0.6 points.

Table 17. Carson Vote in the 2016 Republican Presidential Primary

Date State Vote Share
Feb. 1 lowa 9.30%
Feb. 9 New Hampshire 2.31%
Feb. 20 South Carolina 7.23%
Feb. 23 Nevada 4.81%
March 1 Alabama 10.24%
March 1 Alaska 10.83%
March 1 Arkansas 5.72%
March 1 Georgia 6.23%
March 1 Massachusetts 2.57%
March 1 Minnesota 7.37%
March 1 Oklahoma 6.22%
March 1 Tennessee 7.59%
March 1 Texas 4.16%
March 1 Virginia 5.87%
March 1 Vermont 4.18%

5The Super Tuesday contests were held on March 1, 2016. Source for vote returns: CQ Voting and Elections
Collection (https://library.cgpress.com/elections).

David Jackson and Erin Kelly. “Ben Carson Drops Out of GOP Presidential Race.” USA Today. March 4, 2016.
Accessed at https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/2016/03/04/ben-carson-republican-presidential-race/80047678.
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VI. WHITE SUPPORT FOR MINORITY REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES

Are white voters willing to vote for minority Republican candidates? This was a research
question that | analyzed in a peer-reviewed journal article. In this article, a co-author and |
examined the voting behavior of white voters as it related to support for minority GOP
candidates in U.S. Senate and gubernatorial elections in 2006, 2010, and 2012.” In short, we
found that white conservatives support minority Republican candidates at the same rates or at
significantly higher rates than Anglo (non-Hispanic white) GOP nominees. In our study, voting
on the part of white conservatives is shown to be colorblind—the primary explanatory factor
appears to be ideological congruence between the voter and the candidate. Stated succinctly,
ideology trumps race in the case of white Republicans and their support for minority GOP
nominees.

Other peer-reviewed research has also examined the question of white support for minority
Republican candidates. Looking at congressional races from 1996 and 1998, one study examined
white support for both black Democrats and black Republicans. The author found no empirical
backing for the hypothesis that white voters discriminate against black candidates of either
party.®

Two studies examined elections from South Carolina in 2014. The first examined the two U.S.
Senate races in South Carolina in 2014, with one race featuring black Republican Tim Scott and
the other white Republican Lindsey Graham. The analysis in the article found that “the results of
the current research demonstrate that black Republican candidates are not disadvantaged due to
anti-black sentiment among white voters.”® The second study, using another data source,
examined the two Senate races along with the Governor’s race featuring minority Republican
candidate Nikki Haley. The study found high levels of support for Haley and Scott among white
Republicans, equal to or greater than white Republican support for Graham. Rather than a
candidate’s race, the authors conclude that “the most important litmus test seems to be
ideological purity” when it comes to an individual’s calculus for determining how to cast their
ballot.

In Alabama specifically, Republican State Representative Kenneth Paschal (HD 73) is one
example of white voters electing a minority candidate. Paschal is an African American who ran
in a Shelby County district that is 84.1% white VAP.!* Given the racial composition of HD 73,
no candidate can win elective office without the support of white voters. In order to fill a
vacancy for HD 73, a special Republican Primary was held on March 30, 2021 in which five
candidates participated. In this contest Paschal came in second to Leigh Hulsey, a white
candidate.? With no candidate in the primary having received a majority of the vote, Paschal and
Hulsey were forced into a runoff. In the April 27" runoff, Paschal defeated Hulsey 51.1% to
48.9%.13 Finally, Paschal faced a white Democrat, Sheridan Black, in the Special General
Election held on July 13, 2021. In this contest, Paschal won with 74.7% of the vote to 25.1% for
Black.* In 2022, Representative Paschal was unopposed and reelected to serve as the
representative for House District 73.1°

21



Case 2:21-cv-01531-AMM Document 189-5 Filed 09/24/24 Page 22 of 41

Vil. COMPARISONS ACROSS TIME

I was also asked, to the extent possible, to compile some comparison data for black Alabamians
at approximately the time that the Voting Rights Act was initially signed into law (1965), the
reauthorization of the Voting Rights Act in 1982, and present-day.

Table 18 below details the percentage of black legislators elected to each chamber of the
Alabama Legislature for the three time periods of interest.'® In 1965, there were no black
legislators in either chamber. Sixteen years later, 8.6% of State Senate seats and 12.4% of State
House seats were held by black legislators. Today (2024), 20.0% of State Senate seats and 24.8%
of State House seats are held by black legislators.

Table 18. Black State Legislators in Alabama

Year Senate House
1965 0.0% 0.0%
[0] [0]
1981 8.6% 12.4%
[3] [13]
2024 20.0% 24.8%
[7] [26]
Total 35 105

Notes: Entries represent the proportion of total seats in each
Chamber held by black legislators. Number of seats in brackets.

"M.V. Hood II1 and Seth C. McKee. 2015. “True Colors: White Conservative Support for Minority Republican
Candidates.” Public Opinion Quarterly 79(1): 28-52.

8Benjamin Highton. 2004. “White Voters and African American Candidates for Congress.” Political Behavior
26(1): 1-25.

Paul White, Jr. and Robert W. Oldendick. 2016. “Can Partisanship Trump Racism? White Support for Black
Republican Candidates.” The Journal of Political Science 44: 135-156. Quoted material from page 148.

103¢ott H. Huffmon, H. Gibbs Knotts, and Seth C. McKee. 2016. “Similarities and Differences in Support of
Minority and White Republican Candidates.” Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics 1(1): 91-116. Quoted material
from page 111.

"Howard Koplowitz. “Kenneth Paschal Wins Alabama House Seat.” AL.com. July 14, 2021. Alabama Legislative
Black Caucus v. Alabama (2:12-cv-00691). Document 337-1. Page 25.

1250urce: Alabama Secretary of State (https://www.sos.alabama.gov/sites/default/files/election-
2021/Certification%200f%20Primary%20Results.pdf).

13Source: Alabama Secretary of State (https://www.sos.alabama.gov/sites/default/files/election-
2021/HD73_Republican_Party-Certification_of Results-Special_Primary_Runoff_Election.pdf)

14Source: Alabama Secretary of State (https://www.sos.alabama.gov/sites/default/files/election-
2021/Canvass%200f%20HD73%20Results.PD).

15Source: Alabama Secretary of State. (https://www.sos.alabama.gov/sites/default/files/election-data/2022-
11/Final%20Canvass%200f%20Results%20%28canvassed%20by%?20state%20canvassing%20board%2011-28-
2022%29.pdf).

18Sources: 1965 and 1981: Table 2.2 in Charles S. Bullock 111 and Ronald Keith Gaddie. 2009. The Triumph of the
Voting Rights Act in the South. Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press; 2024: The Alabama Legislature
(https://alison.legislature.state.al.us).
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Table 19 examines black voter registration rates over time in Alabama. Percent black registered
is calculated as the number of blacks registered to vote over the black voting age population.t’ In
1965, black registration was 23.5%. By 1982, black registration had increased 34-points to
57.7%. Today, most blacks (95%) in Alabama are registered to vote.

Table 19. Black Voter Registration

Year % Black Registered
1965 23.5%
1982 57.7%
2024 95.2%

Obtaining consistent data across a sixty-year timeframe does limit the metrics available for
analysis. On at least two measures for which longitudinal data are available, representation in the
Legislature and voter registration, there have been significant gains for black Alabamians across
the last six decades.

7Sources: 1965: VEP [Voter Education Project] News. Vol. 3, No. 12 (December 1969); 1982: The Triumph of the
Voting Rights Act in the South. Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press. Table B.1; 2024: Alabama Secretary of
State (https://www.sos.alabama.gov/alabama-votes/voter/election-data) and the U.S. Census Bureau. Note: CVAP is
not consistently available across this time series.
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IX. DECLARATION

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is true and
correct to the best of my knowledge.

Executed on March 29, 2024.

M.V. (Trey) Hood Il

Department of Political Science

School of Public and International Affairs
180 Baldwin Hall

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

Phone: (706) 583-0554

FAX: (706) 542-4421

E-mail: th@uga.edu
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Appendix A: Data Sources

Voting Data:

National Exit Polls, 2008-2022.
2008: www.cnn.com/ELECTION/2008/results/polls/
2010: www.nytimes.com/elections/2010/results/senate.html
2012: www.cnn.com/election/2012/results/race/president/
2014: www.cnn.com/election/2014/results/exit-polls
2016: www.cnn.com/election/2016/results/exit-polls
2018: www.cnn.com/election/2018/exit-polls

Cooperative Congressional Election Studies, 2008-2018
https://CES.gov.harvard.edu/

Socio-Economic Comparisons:

Educational Attainment

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table C15002.
Food Stamps

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B22005.
Median Household Income.

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B19013.
Per Capita Income

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B19301.

Poverty Rate

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B17001.
Home Ownership

U.S. Census Bureau. 2022 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B25003.
Unemployment Rates

Bureau of Labor Statistics. 2022. “Table 14. Employment Status of the Civilian

Noninstitutional Population, by Gender, Age, Race, Hispanic or Latino Ethnicity, and

Marital Status, 2022.” (https://www.bls.gov/opub/geographic-profile/home.htm).
Infant Mortality

Centers for Disease Control. CDC Wonder Database (https://wonder.cdc.gov/).
Vehicle Ownership

U.S. Census Bureau. 2021 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B25004.
Health Insurance Coverage

U.S. Census Bureau. 2021 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B27011.
Internet Access

U.S. Census Bureau. 2021 American Community Survey (5-yr.). Table B28002.
Incarceration Rates

U.S. Department of Justice. Bureau of Justice Statistics. “Prisoners in 2022-Staistical

Tables.” Appendix Table 1. (https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/p22st.pdf).
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Appendix B: Detailed Vote Data

Table A. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2008

State President Governor Senate Senate
Alabama 98% 90%
Arkansas 95%

Connecticut 93%

Delaware 99% 97% 97%
Florida 96%

Georgia 98% 93%
Illinois 96% 95%
Louisiana 94% 96%
Maryland 94%

Michigan 97% 94%
Mississippi 98% 94% 92018
Missouri 93% 90%

New Jersey 92% 87%
New York 100%

North Carolina 95% 95% 96%
Ohio 97%

Pennsylvania 95%

South Carolina 96% 87%
Tennessee 94% 72%
Texas 98% 89%
Virginia 92% 93%

Average-All Races 93.9%

Source: 2008 National Exit Poll

183pecial Election.
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Table B. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2010
State Governor Senate
Alabama
Arkansas
Connecticut
Delaware 93%
Florida 92% 76%
Georgia
Illinois 90% 94%
Louisiana
Maryland
Michigan
Mississippi
Missouri 92%
New Jersey
New York 93% 94%
North Carolina
Ohio 90% 85%
Pennsylvania 91% 92%
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

Average-All Races 90.2%
Source: 2010 National Exit Poll
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Table C. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2012

State President Governor Senate
Alabama 95%

Arkansas

Connecticut 93% 88%
Delaware

Florida 95% 90%
Georgia

Illinois 96%

Louisiana

Maryland 97%

Michigan 97% 87%
Mississippi 96% 88%
Missouri 94% 92% 94%
New Jersey 96% 96%
New York 94% 94%
North Carolina 96% 85%

Ohio 96% 95%
Pennsylvania 93% 91%
South Carolina

Tennessee

Texas

Virginia 93% 92%
Average-All Races 93.2%

Source: 2012 National Exit Poll
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Table D. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2014

State Governor Senate
Alabama

Arkansas 90% 97%
Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 85%

Georgia 92%
Illinois 93% 95%
Louisiana 94%
Maryland

Michigan 89% 90%
Mississippi 92%
Missouri

New Jersey

New York

North Carolina 96%
Ohio 69%

Pennsylvania 92%

South Carolina 92% 89%
Tennessee

Texas 92% 87%
Virginia 90%
Average-All Races 90.2%

Source: 2014 National Exit Poll
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Table E. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2016

State President Governor Senate
Alabama

Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 84% 80%
Georgia 89% 79%
Illinois 87% 87%
Louisiana

Maryland

Michigan 92%

Mississippi

Missouri 90% 92% 90%
New Jersey 89%

New York 92% 91%
North Carolina 89% 88% 90%
Ohio 88% 79%
Pennsylvania 92% 90%
South Carolina 94% 90%
Tennessee

Texas 84%

Virginia 88%

Average-All Races 88.1%

Source: 2016 National Exit Poll
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Table F. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2018

State Governor Senate Senate
Alabama

Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 86% 90%
Georgia 93%

Illinois

Louisiana

Maryland

Michigan 90% 90%
Mississippi 88% 91%%
Missouri 91%
New Jersey 90%
New York 91% 90%
North Carolina

Ohio 84% 89%
Pennsylvania 91% 91%
South Carolina

Tennessee 85% 85%
Texas 82% 89%
Virginia 91%
Average-All Races 88.9%

Source: 2018 National Exit Poll

193pecial Election.
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Table G. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2020

State President Governor Senate Senate Senate
Alabama 89% 90%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 89%

Georgia 88% 87% 83%2° 93%?
Illinois

Louisiana

Maryland

Michigan 92% 90%
Mississippi

Missouri

New Jersey

New York 94%

North Carolina 92% 92% 88%
Ohio 91%

Pennsylvania 92%

South Carolina 90% 93%
Tennessee

Texas 90% 87%
Virginia 89% 93%

Average-All Races 90.1%
Source: 2020 National Exit Poll

2Gpecial Election.
ZIRunoff.
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Table H. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2022

State

Governor

Senate

Alabama
Arkansas
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Illinois
Louisiana
Maryland
Michigan
Mississippi
Missouri
New Jersey
New York
North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

Average-All Races

86%
90%

94%

67%
92%

84%

87.5

90%
90%

93%
86%
91%

Source: 2022 National Exit Poll
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Table 1. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2008

State President Governor Senate House
Alabama 98.7%
Arkansas 97.5%
Connecticut 99.5%
Delaware 97.8%
Florida 92.3% 93.5%
Georgia 96.2% 96.8% 89.4%
Illinois 98.9% 98.8% 97.5%
Louisiana 89.6%
Maryland 97.2% 98.7%
Michigan 97.7% 96.7% 92.7%
Mississippi 100.0%
Missouri 94.3%
New Jersey 98.5% 98.3% 96.2%
New York 97.7% 97.2%
North Carolina 98.3% 96.8% 98.0% 94.3%
Ohio 95.6% 92.2%
Pennsylvania 97.9% 95.8%
South Carolina 96.8%
Tennessee 99.1%
Texas 97.8% 94.0% 93.8%
Virginia 94.5%

Average-All Races 96.3%
Source: CES.
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Table J. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2010

State Governor Senate House
Alabama 94.0% 845% 74.0%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 90.9% 88.9% 84.0%
Georgia 91.5% 90.2% 85.5%
Illinois 96.3% 95.6% 98.4%
Louisiana 90.2% 82.1%
Maryland 90.5% 90.8% 91.8%
Michigan 94.3% 95.4% 96.4%
Mississippi 98.3%
Missouri 94.9%
New Jersey 97.1%
New York 96.5% 95.0% 93.4%
North Carolina 92.9% 93.9%
Ohio 86.8% 85.9% 95.2%
Pennsylvania 88.2% 96.9% 96.1%
South Carolina 84.2% 80.0% 79.7%
Tennessee 87.2% 94.6%
Texas 91.3% 88.5%
Virginia

Average-All Races 90.8%
Source: CES.
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Table K. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2012

State President Governor Senate House
Alabama 99.8% 96.0%
Arkansas 97.4%

Connecticut 92.4%

Delaware 100%

Florida 93.8% 89.4% 90.2%
Georgia 97.3% 95.3%
Illinois 98.8% 95.5%
Louisiana 93.4% 61.0%
Maryland 96.1% 100%  99.7%
Michigan 96.7% 98.2% 94.2%
Mississippi 90.2% 91.2% 97.4%
Missouri 96.1% 98.3% 99.5% 98.3%
New Jersey 96.9% 92.8% 97.4%  99.0%
New York 96.6% 98.8%  94.9%
North Carolina 93.7% 94.5%
Ohio 92.8% 97.5% 88.5%
Pennsylvania 98.4% 98.4% 97.3%
South Carolina 98.6% 90.3%
Tennessee 98.0% 93.9% 94.4%
Texas 96.4% 86.7%  94.0%
Virginia 94.1% 94.4% 89.7%

Average-All Races 94.8%
Source: CES.
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Table L. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2014

State Governor Senator House
Alabama 100% 100%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 95.5% 89.0%
Georgia 92.9% 96.4% 97.8%
Illinois 91.9% 97.6% 97.1%
Louisiana 100%

Maryland 81.4% 90.5%
Michigan 87.2% 97.9%  98.3%
Mississippi

Missouri 82.7%
New Jersey 96.1% 94.0%
New York 87.9% 97.3%
North Carolina 94.8% 88.6%
Ohio 67.1% 79.4%
Pennsylvania 97.5% 96.2%
South Carolina 90.5% 89.4% 96.9%
Tennessee 81.9% 86.7% 91.1%
Texas 89.5% 80.5% 90.3%
Virginia 90.7%  88.4%

Average-All Races 91.3%
Source: CES.
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Table M. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2016

State President Governor Senate House
Alabama 96.3% 99.3% 97.3%
Arkansas 93.7%

Connecticut 94.0%

Delaware 92.3%

Florida 92.9% 91.8% 94.4%
Georgia 94.0% 91.5% 81.3%
Illinois 93.7% 98.9% 92.7%
Louisiana 93.0%

Maryland 94.2% 95.0% 84.5%
Michigan 96.6% 93.2%
Mississippi 89.7% 72.4%
Missouri 95.0% 97.0% 98.8%  93.0%
New Jersey 89.4% 94.6%
New York 95.7% 98.6% 91.6%
North Carolina 90.6% 84.8% 87.7% 90.9%
Ohio 90.0% 81.7% 85.1%
Pennsylvania 96.1% 93.0% 96.3%
South Carolina 92.9% 60.0% 64.8%
Tennessee 99.5% 91.8%
Texas 92.1% 85.4%
Virginia 93.8% 90.8%

Average-All Races  91.1%
Source: CES.
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Table N. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2018

State Governor Senator House
Alabama 93.4% 94.3%  93.0%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 95.1% 93.9% 94.9%
Georgia 92.2% 86.9%
Illinois 97.7% 97.1%
Louisiana 90.6%
Maryland 73.2% 94.7%  98.1%
Michigan 99.4% 96.7%  97.0%
Mississippi 89.3%  89.9%
Missouri 90.6% 96.1%
New Jersey 95.1% 95.1%
New York 95.1% 97.2%  99.2%
North Carolina 89.4%
Ohio 89.4% 93.1% 93.9%
Pennsylvania 98.9% 98.4%  96.9%
South Carolina 98.4% 97.8% 97.2%
Tennessee 73.6% 77.7%  75.6%
Texas 86.0% 92.3%  90.8%
Virginia 93.0% 96.0%

Average-All Races 92.6
Source: CES.
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Table O. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2020

State President Governor Senate House
Alabama 97.9% 95.1% 85.4%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 89.8% 90.8%
Georgia 90.3% 82.1% 81.3%
Illinois 95.2% 99.2% 96.0%
Louisiana 96.2% 89.3% 93.1%
Maryland 95.6% 95.1%
Michigan 85.8% 85.6% 82.3%
Mississippi 90.9% 95.2% 76.8%
Missouri 80.4% 80.0% 78.0%
New Jersey 94.4% 96.2% 95.6%
New York 93.5% 95.9%
North Carolina 90.5% 91.2% 84.0% 90.6%
Ohio 93.6% 91.2%
Pennsylvania 97.2% 96.1%
South Carolina 90.7% 89.2% 83.5%
Tennessee 89.9% 89.0% 80.4%
Texas 88.3% 89.0% 89.1%
Virginia 88.8% 94.1% 84.8%

Average-All Races  89.9%
Source: CES.
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Table P. Black Support for Democratic Candidates, 2022

State Governor Senator House
Alabama 90.8% 97.2% 91.1%
Arkansas

Connecticut

Delaware

Florida 66.1% 75.5% 74.7%
Georgia 88.0% 91.9% 91.7%
Illinois 85.0% 93.3%  96.0%
Louisiana 70.6%  74.6%
Maryland 99.1% 99.1%  98.5%
Michigan 91.3% 92.3%
Mississippi 90.9%
Missouri 87.6%  90.8%
New Jersey 84.4%
New York 88.7% 91.9% 89.5%
North Carolina 79.2%  82.0%
Ohio 58.5% 78.8%  76.5%
Pennsylvania 86.1% 84.8%  83.4%
South Carolina 90.0% 91.7%  92.7%
Tennessee 78.7% 87.9%
Texas 76.0% 77.9%
Virginia 86.7%

Average-All Races 85.8
Source: CES.
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