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Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DAVID TANGIPA; et al., 

Plaintiffs,

vs.

GAVIN NEWSOM, in his official
capacity as the Governor of California; et al.;

Defendants.

CASE NO. 2:25-cv-10616 JLS (KESx)

DECLARATION OF SENATOR 
ROSILICIE OCHOA BOGH (SD-19) IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

Assigned to Hon. Josephine L. Staton

Action Filed: November 5, 2025
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I, Senator Rosilicie Ochoa Bogh, declare:

1. I am over the age of 18, and a United States citizen. I know the following facts of my 

own personal knowledge, and if called upon as a witness, I could and would testify competently thereto.

2. I am a duly elected Member of the California State Senate, representing Senate District 

19. 

3. I am the first Republican Latina elected to the California State Senate, representing 

nearly one million residents in Senate District 19.

4. I make this declaration of my own personal knowledge to describe what information 

was, and was not, provided to me when the Legislature considered measures placing what has been 

described as 'Proposition 50' on the ballot.

5. Senate District 19 encompasses cities and communities across Riverside and San 

Bernardino Counties. It is among the largest geographic senate districts and includes more than thirty-

five communities. Examples of communities served in the district include Banning, Barstow, 

Twentynine Palms, Helendale, and Grand Terrace.

6. This declaration concerns the Legislature's consideration of three interrelated measures 

related to placing Proposition 50 on the November 4, 2025, ballot: ACA 8 (Rivas/McGuire), AB 604 

(Aguiar-Curry/Gonzalez), and SB 280 (Cervantes) (collectively, the 'Measures'). On information and 

belief, these Measures addressed congressional maps and procedures that proponents publicly justified 

by references to the federal Voting Rights Act ('VRA') and to so-called 'VRA districts.'

7. I understand that when a State invokes the VRA as a reason to use race in drawing district 

lines, it must, before acting, have district-specific evidence showing that, absent the use of race, the 

State would likely face liability under Section 2. As a legislator, I therefore look for concrete analytical 

materials, not general assurances.

8. In July 2025, while the Legislature was in summer recess, I first heard rumors through 

the media that a mid-cycle redistricting push might occur in mid-August. Around that time, our caucus 

began sharing information about a possible bill and ballot question.

9. When we returned to Sacramento in early August 2025, caucus colleagues continued to 
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flag that a bill was coming. After coming back into session, I was shown bill language and received 

caucus analysis, the first non-press materials I saw regarding the Measures. 

10. This little information was not provided through official committee channels and only 

contained basic information about what the Measures did: placed a Constitutional Amendment on the 

ballot for a November 2025 special election to do a mid-decade redistricting effort.

11. In this information and in all of the official proceedings I was a part of, no one ever told 

us who drew the maps. The materials I saw did not identify any map author, consultant, or mapping 

source, and I received no district-by-district technical work explaining or justifying the lines.

12. I do not sit on the Senate Elections & Constitutional Amendments Committee and was 

not afforded an opportunity to ask questions there. By the time the Measures reached the Senate Floor 

on August 21, 2025, I had no say in the map-drawing process, no background about the maps, and I was 

forced to vote on the Measures with very little information.

13. On the floor, I spoke against the bills. Proponents’ principal theme was to “counteract 

what Texas was doing” and to put a ballot question to voters, not to explain the maps themselves.

14. We were given analysis from the Republican Caucus staff, but nothing in that analysis 

showed where the maps came from or why the specific lines were drawn.

15. When voting on the Measures and to date, I have not been provided any of the district-

by-district technical materials I would expect to see if the Legislature were relying on the VRA to justify 

race-conscious line-drawing. 

16. Specifically, I did not receive: (a) any racially polarized voting (RPV) analysis; (b) any 

expert report (or draft) addressing the Gingles preconditions; (c) any functional performance analysis 

(including candidate-of-choice results, turnout differentials, and evaluations using citizen voting-age 

population (CVAP)); (d) any compactness metrics for any proposed 'VRA district'; or (e) any side-by-

side race-neutral alternatives with an explanation of why those alternatives would not avoid a Section 2 

problem.

17. From my knowledge, even after the Measures passed through the legislative process, no 

such materials exist elsewhere in the legislative process. To my knowledge, and after reasonable 
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diligence on my part, I still have not seen district-specific RPV findings, expert submissions, or race-

neutral alternatives that were available to members before their votes on the Measures. If such materials 

existed, they were not provided to me.

18. Attached here as Exhibit 1 are the documents I recall receiving prior to my votes. None 

contained the sort of district-specific evidence justifying race-based line-drawing to create or maintain 

'VRA districts,' or to add a new Latino VRA district.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and of the United 

States that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on November 7, 2025, 

at ____________________, California.

_____________________________
Senator Rosilicie Ochoa Bogh
Member, California State Senate (R-19)
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