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Portorreal, Newton (x2854)

From: Michael Beato <mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com>
Sent: Monday, June 5, 2023 7:29 PM
To: Li, Alvin (x2184); Halper, Michael (x2336)
Cc: Zack Henson; ~chrisshenton@scsj.org
Subject: RE: Common Cause Discussion

  Caution: External Email!   

  

Thanks, Alvin and Michael.  
  
I’ll respond to both of your emails here. 
  
Michael: thanks for that informa�on. Our posi�on is that we would like documents evidencing standing. We think that 
would include documenta�on of the individual plain�ffs’ addresses pre- and post-enacted map, voter registra�on 
informa�on pre- and post-enacted map, and statements from the individual plain�ffs about the enacted map.  
  
Alvin: thanks for that informa�on as well. Pu�ng aside the Tom Bryan ma�er for the moment, our posi�on is that we 
would like a deposi�on of FairDistricts. In the amended complaint, FairDistricts alleged organiza�onal standing, and we 
would like to explore that in a deposi�on. And for Adam Foltz, we understand your posi�on.  
  
Having said that, perhaps we can reach a compromise whereby we reach get some of what we’d like:  
  

 For the individual plain�ffs, we can agree to affidavits in lieu of discovery documents  
 We won’t depose FairDistricts 
 And you agree that Tom Bryan can submit an affidavit in lieu of being deposed 

Let me know your thoughts on that. And below are the deposition topics for the organizational plaintiffs that we are 
thinking about. We will send out deposition notices soon. 
  
30(b)(6) Deposition Topics  
  

1. The number of members of each organiza�on, and the number of those members in each district of Florida’s 
enacted congressional map.  

2. The general purpose or mission of each organiza�on, and how implemen�ng the enacted or any other 
congressional map advances the purpose and mission.  

3. How the enacted congressional map results in diversion of the organiza�on’s resources, whether they be 
personnel, personnel �me, or monetary resources.   

4. Any change in ac�vi�es a�er the enacted congressional map was signed into law.   
5. Any affects on the organiza�on’s members who will tes�fy in this case.  

  
  

Michael Beato 
Associate 
Holtzman Vogel 
Office:    850.270.5938 
 

Mobile:  561.724.3883 
mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com // www.HoltzmanVogel.com 
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From: Li, Alvin (x2184) <ali@pbwt.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 1, 2023 1:46 PM 
To: Halper, Michael (x2336) <mhalper@pbwt.com>; Michael Beato <mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com> 
Cc: Zack Henson <zhenson@HoltzmanVogel.com>; ~chrisshenton@scsj.org <chrisshenton@scsj.org> 
Subject: RE: Common Cause Discussion 
  
Good a�ernoon Michael,  
  
Thank you for dra�ing up the summaries in the first and second emails on this chain. We’ll start zipping up the third 
party produc�ons to y’all shortly.  Just a few points of clarifica�on and follow-up below:  
  

 First, we don’t believe that a deposi�on of Fair Districts Now is necessary. As previewed on our call, we don’t 
intend to rely on Fair Districts Now for standing.  

 Second, we agreed with John Cycon that the ruling on the Kelly deposi�on would also apply to the Bryan 
deposi�on (see a�ached email). That means that we reserve 5 hours with the same constraints as the state 
court ma�er.  

o Given our discussions on the call, it should be a pre�y short deposi�on and we are more than glad to do 
it remotely—unless Zack wants to take a trip down to Richmond.  

 Third, in terms of Foltz, since we also agreed that he would be governed by the same parameters as Kelly, we 
would reserve our full five hours as well. While we will a�empt to coordinate with the state court plain�ffs, we 
suspect that it will not be possible to get through all of our ques�ons in one day. We therefore ask that Foltz be 
made available for another day as well.  

  
Please let us know if have ques�ons. Today is a bit hec�c for me, but I should be available tomorrow for any further 
discussions.  
  
Best regards,  
  
Alvin  
  
Alvin Li 
He | Him | His  
Associate 
Patterson Belknap Webb & Tyler LLP 
1133 Avenue of the Americas | New York, NY  10036 
T: 212.336.2184 
ali@pbwt.com | www.pbwt.com 
  
From: Halper, Michael (x2336) <mhalper@pbwt.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 1, 2023 12:32 PM 
To: Michael Beato <mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com>; Li, Alvin (x2184) <ali@pbwt.com> 
Cc: Zack Henson <zhenson@HoltzmanVogel.com>; ~chrisshenton@scsj.org <chrisshenton@scsj.org> 
Subject: RE: Common Cause Discussion 
  
Thanks, Michael. It’s correct that the individual plain�ffs don’t have anything to produce for 1 and 2. Regarding 3, can 
you please check with your team whether affidavits from the plain�ffs would suffice for standing purposes? Or, in the 
alterna�ve, what specific documents evidencing standing you would be looking for?  
  
Thanks, 
Michael 
  
Michael K. Halper 
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Patterson Belknap Webb & Tyler LLP 
T: 212.336.2336  
mhalper@pbwt.com | www.pbwt.com 
  
From: Michael Beato <mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 1, 2023 9:57 AM 
To: Li, Alvin (x2184) <ali@pbwt.com>; Halper, Michael (x2336) <mhalper@pbwt.com> 
Cc: Zack Henson <zhenson@HoltzmanVogel.com> 
Subject: RE: Common Cause Discussion 
  

  Caution: External Email!   

  

Good morning, Alvin and Michael,  
  
I reviewed the individual plain�ffs’ RFPs, and I think I can clarify things.  
  
I think the RFPs seek three buckets of documents: (1) documents used for court filings (complaint, discovery responses, 
etc.); (2) correspondence with state officials regarding redistric�ng; and (3) documents that evidence standing. Granted, 
I imagine that there may not be documents responsive to all the requests, but I think those three buckets are what we 
are looking for.  
  
Let me know if that helps; if not, I am more than happy to have another quick call.  
  

Michael Beato 
Associate 
Holtzman Vogel 
Office:    850.270.5938 
 

Mobile:  561.724.3883 
mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com // www.HoltzmanVogel.com 
From: Michael Beato <mbeato@HoltzmanVogel.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2023 7:26 PM 
To: Li, Alvin (x2184) <ali@pbwt.com>; mhalper@pbwt.com 
Cc: Zack Henson <zhenson@HoltzmanVogel.com> 
Subject: RE: Common Cause Discussion 
  
I also note that we would like the third-party documents you offered to provide for us.  
  
Best,  
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Michael Beato
  

Associate   
 

Tallahassee,FL
  

m 
  

561.724.3883
   

o 
  

850.270.5938
  

email
  

bio 

  

in 

     

  

DC  •  VA  •  FL  •  AZ
 

holtzmanvogel.com
 

     

 

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL 
This communication and any accompanying documents are confidential and privileged. They are intended for the sole 
use of the addressee. If you receive this transmission in error, you are advised that any disclosure, copying, 
distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance upon this communication is strictly prohibited. Moreover, any 
such disclosure shall not compromise or waive the attorney-client, accountant-client, or other privileges as to this 
communication or otherwise. If you have received this communication in error, please contact me at the above email 
address. Thank you. 
  
DISCLAIMER 
Any accounting, business or tax advice contained in this communication, including attachments and enclosures, is 
not intended as a thorough, in-depth analysis of specific issues, nor a substitute for a formal opinion, nor is it 
sufficient to avoid tax-related penalties. If desired, Holtzman Vogel Baran Torchinsky & Josefiak PLLC would be 
pleased to perform the requisite research and provide you with a detailed written analysis. Such an engagement may 
be the subject of a separate engagement letter that would define the scope and limits of the desired consultation 
services. 
 
     
From: Michael Beato  
Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2023 7:24 PM 
To: Li, Alvin (x2184) <ali@pbwt.com>; mhalper@pbwt.com 
Cc: Zack Henson <zhenson@HoltzmanVogel.com> 
Subject: Common Cause Discussion 
  
Thanks again, Alvin and Michael, for the conversa�on today. Feel free to forward this email summary to your aligned 
counsel. And please amend the summary if I got something wrong.  
  
During our conversa�on, we discussed: 
  

1. Plain�ffs’ Produc�on  
a. In terms of future organiza�onal-plain�ffs produc�ons, the State will receive: 

i. A produc�on from the NAACP either tomorrow or Friday 
ii. Perhaps a small produc�on from Common Cause this week 

b. The FairDistricts produc�on is complete 
c. I will get back re: individual-plain�ff produc�ons  

2. Deposi�ons and Deposi�on Dates  
a. We will exchange deposi�on dates for each of our experts, and the State will seek 30(b)(6) deposi�ons 

of the three organiza�onal plain�ffs  
i. I will get back re: deposi�on topics for the organiza�onal plain�ffs 

b. The deposi�ons are likely to occur outside of the June 9 discovery deadline  
i. A�er exchanging dates, we can submit a joint limited mo�on for an extension of �me to conduct 

the deposi�ons 
ii. Owens’s deposi�on is currently set for June 12 

c. Plain�ffs can ask Mr. Foltz, who is being deposed in the state redistric�ng case on June 16, ques�ons, 
including ques�ons about Tom Bryan 

3. Tom Bryan  
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a. The State doesn’t believe that Mr. Bryan should be deposed. The reasons are that he’s not being 
deposed in the state case; he hasn’t waived any privilege in this case; and he’s going to produce an 
affidavit evidencing his limited role. Granted, Plain�ffs take a different posi�on, but we are likely to have 
another conversa�on on this point 

4. Addi�onal ma�ers      
a. Plain�ffs are going to send a dra� confiden�ality agreement  
b. We can enter into an agreement regarding Zoom deposi�ons  

  
  
  

Privileged/Confidential Information may be contained in this message. If you are not  
the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the message to  
such person), you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone. In such case, you  
should destroy this message and kindly notify the sender by reply email. Please advise  
immediately if you or your employer do not consent to receiving email messages of this  
kind.  
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