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I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF GEORG A
ATLANTA DI VI SI ON

ANNI E LO' S GRANT; QUENTIN T.
HOWELL; ELROY TOLBERT; THERON
BROWN; TRI ANA ARNOLD JAMES; EUNI CE
SYKES; ELBERT SOLOMVON; DEXTER
W MBI SH;, GARRETT REYNOLDS;
JACQUELI NE FAYE ARBUTHNOT;
JACQUELI NE BUSH; and
MARY NELL CONNER,

Plaintiffs,

ClVIL ACTION FILE
VS.
NO. 1:22-CV-00122-SCJ

BRAD RAFFENSPERGER, in his official
capacity as the Georgia Secretary
of State; WLLIAM S. DUFFY, JR.,
in his official capacity as chair
of the State El ection Board,
MATTHEW MASHBURN, in his official
capacity as a nenber of the State
El ecti on Board; EDWARD LI NDSEY,
in his official capacity as a
menber of the State Election Board;
and JANI CE W JOHNSTON, in her
official capacity as a nenber of
the State El ection Board,

Def endant s.

TAKEN BY REMOTE VI DEO- CONFERENCE
DEPOSI TI ON OF DEXTER W MBI SH
Decenmber 6, 2022, 9:31 a.m

Carolyn J. Smth, CCR, RPR, RMR, CCR-A-1361
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DESCRI PTI ON OF EXHI BI TS
Def endant ' s
EXHI BI TS DESCRI PTI ON PAGE
Exhibit 1 Def endant's Notice to Take 8

t he Deposition of Dexter

W mbi sh
Exhibit 2 Second Amended Conmpl ai nt 47

| NDEX TO EXAM NATI ON
Page

By M. Jacout ot 5
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APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL:

On behalf of the Plaintiffs:
MAKEBA RUTAHI NDURWA (Via Virtual)
Attorney at Law
Elias Law Group LLP
Suite 2100
1700 Seventh Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98101
(206) 656-0177

On behal f of the Defendants:

BRYAN F. JACOUTOT (Via Virtual)

DI ANE LAROSS (Via Virtual)

Speci al Assistant Attorneys Gener al

Tayl or English Duma LLP

Suite 200

1600 Par kwood Circle

At |l anta, Georgia 30339

(678) 336- 7249

(Pursuant to Article 10(B) of the Rules
and Regul ati ons of the Georgia Board of Court
Reporting, a written disclosure statement was
submtted by the court reporter to all counse

present at the proceeding.)
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THE COURT REPORTER: Due to the need for
this deposition to take place renotely, the parties
wi Il stipulate that the court reporter may swear in
the witness tel ephonically or via Veritext Virtual
Vi deo- conference, and that the w tness has verified
that he is in fact Dexter W nbish, Attorney at Law.

DEXTER W MBI SH,
havi ng been first duly sworn, was exam ned and
testified as foll ows:

MR. JACOUTOT: We're on the record now?

THE COURT REPORTER: Yes, sir.

MR. JACOUTOT: OCkay. Great. Well, hello,
M. W nbish. Thank you for taking the time to join
us today virtually.

Un for the record, this will be the
deposition of Dexter W nbish, taken by Defendant,
Secretary of State Brad Raffensperger and Menbers of
the State El ection Board for purposes of discovery
and all purposes allowed under the Federal Rul es of
Civil Procedure. Unh, all objections except those
going to formof the question and the responsiveness
of the answer are reserved until trial or first use
of the deposition.

Are those stipul ations agreeable to you?

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  Yes.

Veritext Lega Solutions
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MR. JACOUTOT: Thank you. And |'m just
going to ask one nore tinme so | get it right every
time. Uh, am | pronouncing -- pronouncing your | ast
name correctly? Rutahi ndurwa.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: That's correct, thanks.

MR. JACOUTOT: OCkay. Rutahindurwa. It is
very phoneti c.

Um okay. Movi ng on. Ms. Rut ahi ndur wa,
how do you wi sh to handl e the signature? Do you
want to review and sign?

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  Yeah, we'll, uh, review
it. Thanks.

MR. JACOUTOT: OCkay. Great. And the
wi t ness has already been sworn.

EXAM NATI ON
BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q So, M. Wnbish, ny nane, as | said, is
Bryan Jacoutot. | represent the State Defendants in
this case. The purpose of this deposition is not to
confuse you. So if |I ask you a question that you
don't understand or | -- or | phrased poorly, uh,
can we agree that you'll let me know? And I'Il do
my best to kind of rephrase it.

A Yes.

Q Good. Um for the court reporter, |I'm not

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions
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sure if she nentioned this earlier, but, uh, given
this is virtual, we need you to speak very clearly
and |l oudly so she can hear you. Um and be sure
when you're respondi ng, uh, say yes or no audibly,
rat her than an uh-huh, or uh-uh or noddi ng your
head.

And also, it's pretty inmportant that we
don't speak at the sane time so that she can get an

accurate record. Uh, so if you can just wait until

| conplete nmy question before you answer -- | nean,
sonetimes we won't be able to do that. But, uh, you
know, if you could do your best, |'d appreciate

t hat .

| s that agreeabl e?

A Yes.

Q Great. |If you need a break at any tine,
just et me know. Uh, the only thing I would ask is
t hat you answer the question that's been posed to
you before we go off and take the break.

WIIl that be agreeable to you as well?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And, lastly, we, uh -- we ask that
you don't have any el ectronic devices sort of
avai |l abl e and around you during your deposition,

I ncl udi ng your cell phone or having your e-mail up

Veritext Lega Solutions
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on your desktop or | aptop.
Um you are still going to need Zoom up
to -- to do this depo. But, uh, if you could keep

t hose for the side and confirmthat for nme, that
woul d be great.

A Yes. | agree. Put ny phones away, and |
don't have ny e-mail up.

Q Excellent. Thank you. Okay. Now, so |I'm
going to go into the screen share real quick. And
this is how we are going to show depositions for the
pur pose of this -- or, excuse ne, uh, exhibits for
t he purposes of this deposition. Um and there
won't be many, so it shouldn't take very long. But
| got to find that one -- there it is.

Ckay. Has the Notice to Take your
depositi on appeared on your screen?

A Yes, it has.

Q Okay. And |I'm just going to scroll
t hrough to the second page here.

Um does this |ook accurate to you in
the -- and is this a copy of the version that you
received as wel | ?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Thank you. Stop screen share.

THE COURT REPORTER: Counsel, is that

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696
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going to be marked as Exhibit 17

MR. JACOUTOT: Yes, thank you. We'll mark
that as Exhibit 1.

(Defendant's Exhibit 1 marked)
BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q M. W nbi sh, have you ever given any
testinony prior to this, whether at deposition or in
atrial?

A No, sir.

Q And when | ask that question, | -- |
understand that you're an attorney. So |I'm asking

that nore in your personal capacity, not as an

attorney.

A | understand. Um --

Q Ckay. And so the answer is the -- the
same with the -- with respect to you in your

personal capacity?

A Uh, yes, (w tness nodded head
affirmatively). | have not -- | don't remenmber
testifying in a personal capacity.

Q Ckay. Great. Thank you. Have you taken
any nmedi cations today that m ght keep you fromfully
or truthfully participating in today's deposition?

A No.

Q Do you have any nedi cal conditions that

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions
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m ght keep you fromfully and truthfully
participating in today's deposition?
A No.
Q Uh, have you ever filed any
el ection-related |awsuits in the past?
A On behalf of nyself or soneone el se?

Q Uh, let's start with yourself.
A On behal f of nyself, no.
Q Ckay. Have you ever filed any

el ection-rel ated cases on behalf of soneone el se?

A Yes.

Q And is that in your capacity as an
attorney?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. How many woul d you say you've filed
as --

A One.

Q -- an attorney?

A One.

Q Do you renmenber the case cite of that
case”?

A | don't renmenmber the case cite. |
remember the -- It was in re: Athens versus, um

At hens- Cl ar ke County El ecti on Board.
Q Ckay. Thank you. And is that case, uh,

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions
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still pending?
A No, it was resolved.
Q Ckay. And when was it filed?
A Oct ober 2022.
Q Cct ober 2022. And how did the case

resol ve?
A Uh, we | ost.
Q Ckay. VWhat -- uh, what court was that in?
A At hens- Cl arke County Superior Court.
Q Great. Um what sort of allegations
did -- well, let ne rephrase that.

What were the allegations of that, uh,
case”?

A It was a Wit of Mandanus. | filed the
action on behalf of the menbers of District 2 of
Cl arke County. Their conm ssioner resigned. Uh,
t he governor failed to appoint sonebody to take her
pl ace. A special election was set originally for
t he general election. The Board made a decision to
nove that election to March of 2023.

We filed based on the fact that that would
| eave District 2 unrepresented by -- uh, for six
nmont hs. And we felt that was, uh, unconstitutional,
and it denied the Plaintiffs the right to have | egal

representation.

800.808.4958
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Q Ckay. Great. Thank you. Um so |
understand that that's in your capacity as attorney,
and that you haven't personally filed any
el ection-rel ated cases.

Um have any direct famly nmenbers of

yours filed any election-related cases?

A No.
Q Ckay. Have you ever been charged with a
crime?

A Ot her than a traffic ticket, no.

Q Ckay. So never arrested?
A Never.
Q And then | woul d assune never convicted of

a crime either, with the exception of notor vehicle
vi ol ati ons?

A Correct.

Q Have you discussed this -- this particular
case with anyone other than your |awer?

A No.

Q Have you di scussed this deposition with
anyone other than your |awer?

A No.

Q Did you review anything to prepare for
your deposition today?

A No.

800.808.4958
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Q Do you have any docunents or notes with
you today?
A No.
Q Do you have any notes or nenos or other

docunents that relate in any way to this particul ar
case?

A No.

Q Ckay. Nice and easy. M. Wnbish, wll
you, uh, just once again, state your -- your full
name for the record?

A Dexter Maynard W nbi sh.

Q Ckay. And what's your current address?

A B G iffin, Georgia
I

Q And could you say the -- the nunmber again?

| m ssed that at the begi nning.

A IR

Q Okay. And is that in Spalding County?
A Yes.
Q And what city was it?
A Giffin --
Q Griffin?
A -- Georgi a.
Q And how | ong have you lived at that
address?
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696
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Si X years.
So 2016, about?
Correct.

Where did you live before that?

I \tDonough, Georgia
B ' believe.

THE COURT REPORTER: Was that (i
I

A I .
THE COURT REPORTER: Thank you.

> O >» O »

BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q And is that -- is that also in Spal ding
County?

A That is in Henry County.

Q Henry County. And how | ong did you, uh,
live at the | 2ddress?

A Two years.

Q 2014. Al right. Let's go back a little
further. Um where were you at -- where did you
| ive before that?

A
I \edi son, Georgia, Geene County.

Q Greene County. Thank you very nuch. You
anticipated ny next question.

And how | ong were you at that address for?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A Two years.

Q Back to 2012. Have you lived in Georgia
your whole life?

A Yes. Well, actually, it was a two-year --
a four- -- a three-year break.

Q And what was that break for?

A Uh, | aw school, Des Mbi nes, |owa, Drake
Uni versity.

Q Ckay. Okay. We mght conme back to that,
because | do want to go through, uh, your education
as well. Unh, but we can, | think, nove on.

Let's see. And where are you testifying
fromtoday, since we're virtual?

A B G iffin, Georgia.

Q And is your |awer there with you, uh, or
anyone el se?

A No.

Q Now, you've listed through your
residences, um for the |ast about a decade or so.

Um during that time, did you ever split
time between residences, or did you have nultiple
resi dences?

A No.

Q Okay. Do you rent any property, apart

from-- or excuse nme, strike that.

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696




© 00 N o o0 b~ W N

N N N N NN N P P PR R R R R R
ga A W N P O © 0O N O 01~ W N+, O

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 Filed 03/17/23 Page 15 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 15
Do you rent any property at the -- at the

current time?

A Yes.

Q And what -- uh, what property is that?

A

Q Ckay. So you're not -- and that's your
current residence, so you're -- you're currently
renting?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Do you own any residential property
at the time -- at this time?

A No, no.

Q Ckay. And any other rental properties at
this tinme?

A No.

Q Have you had any other rental properties
in the |ast two years?

A No.

Q Ckay. And this |GG
residence is your sole residence at this time; is
that correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Great. Thank you. Uh, so we'll
nove on to your educational background a little bit.

Um did you, uh -- well, you said the | aw school.

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions
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So where you go to high school ?

A Greene-Taliaferro, T-A-L-I-A-F-E-R-R- O,
Conpr ehensi ve Hi gh School, Greene County, GCeorgi a.

Q Ckay. And what, uh -- what was the, uh,
dates that you attended that school ?

A 1983 to 1987.

Q And where did you -- or did you attend
under grad?

A Morris Brown Coll ege, Atlanta, Georgi a,
1987 to 1991.

Q And did you go directly into | aw schoo
fromthere?

A Yes.

Q And that was '91, to '94, | believe you
stated?

A Drake University, Des Mines, |owa, 1991
t hrough 1994.

Q Perfect. Thank you. Do you have any
ot her education?

A Drake University, 1992 to 1994, Master's
Public Adm nistration. Grand Canyon University,
2017 to 2022, uh, doctorate in higher education.

Q Uh, you nmentioned 2022. So have you
conpl eted that Ph.D. work?

A Yes, (w tness nodded head affirmatively.)

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Q Ckay. Did you have to wite a thesis for

that -- for that degree?
A Di ssertation.
Q Di ssertation? Uh, what was the subject

matter of your dissertation?
A Um the relationship between fornal
ment ori ng progranms for African-Anmerican faculty on
j ob satisfaction and engagenent.
Q And when did, uh, you defend that
di ssertation?
A February of 2022.
Q Okay. |Is that dissertation publicly

avail abl e?

A It's published on ProQuest.

Q ProQuest? Do you have any other |icenses
or certifications or vocational training -- let ne
ask -- too many questions.

So I'll start with one. Do you have any
ot her |icenses?

A Ct her than bar |license, no. Georgia Bar

Li cense, Bar Nunber 769908.

Q When did you, uh, receive that bar
| i cense?

A Novenmber 1994.

Q '94. Have you been in good standing

800.808.4958
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t hroughout that tinme period?

A Yes.

Q Do you have any certifications?

A Georgia -- um |'ve got a certification.
Um just expired though. Uh, it was on
adm ni strative -- education adm nistration heari ngs.

Q Ckay. |I'mnoticing just now a | ot of, uh,
hardware on your wall. So this m ght take sone
time. So | do apologize. It's a little |longer than
usual . But you've got quite an acconplished career,
It sounds Iike.

A Alittle bit.

Q Uh, so we've got certifications. Any

particul ar vocational training that we haven't
menti oned yet?

A No.

Q Ckay. And while you were a student, uh,
in Taliaferro Conprehensive Hi gh, were you involved
I n any social organizations?

A Not soci al .

Q Ckay. Uh, were you involved in any
political organizations at Taliaferro?

A No political organizations.

Q Ckay. \What about in undergrad? Were you

I nvol ved in any social organizations?

800.808.4958
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A Al pha Phi Al pha Fraternity, |ncorporated.

Q Ckay. Did you serve in any, uh,
particul ar | eadership capacity in Al pha Phi Al pha?

A No.

Q Are you currently a nmenmber of Al pha Phi
Al pha?

A |'"'ma menber. | am not financial.

Q Ckay. And when you say you're not
financial, is -- is there a distinction between --
sois it -- is there a distinction between being a
nonfinanci al menmber and a financial nmenmber in terns
of what you can do?

A No. There's no -- it just neans | haven't
paid my dues for 2022.

Q Ckay. Okay. But were you paying dues,
uh, previously?

A At some point, (w tness nodded head
affirmatively,) yes.

Q Ckay. And in |aw school, were you
i nvol ved in any social organizations?

A Bl ack Law Students Associ ati on.

Q Ckay. \What about any political
organi zations in | aw school ?

A No.

Q Any activist organi zations in |aw school ?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A No.

Q Ckay. Are you currently involved in any
political or activist organizations?

A Denocratic Party of Spal ding County.

Q Ckay. And in what capacity do you serve
in the Denmocratic Party of Spal di ng County?

A Member .

Q And help me, uh, sort of understand what
bei ng a menber entails.

Is it simlar to being a nmenber of just

t he Georgia Denocratic Party or the Nati onal

Denocratic Party? O are there -- are there nore,
um activities in the -- in Spalding County?
A It neans | gave them $25, and | attend

Denocratic nmeetings.
Q Got you. Thank you. And, um we can just
go ahead and nove on to your enploynent history.
Um where do you currently work?
A | have -- um |'m enpl oyed, self-enployed
as a sole proprietor. Practice areas include

crimnal |aw, personal injury, and genera

litigation.

| am an adj unct professor for Mercer
Uni versity. | teach business ethics, uh, and
enmpl oyment law. [|'ve been there from 2013 to

800.808.4958
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current.
| am the general counsel for the Southern

Partners Fund in Atlanta, Georgia. |'ve been there
since June of 2022. | amthe Muinicipal Court judge
for the City of Greensboro, Georgia. |'ve served in
t hat capacity from 2014 until now.

Q Ckay. And you're an adjunct professor at
Mer cer.

Uh, is that in the undergrad school or the

| aw school ?

A The under graduate.

Q Under graduate? And you nentioned --
think it was in conjunction with your work at
Mercer, you teach -- uh, you teach enploynment |aw?

A Teach enmpl oynment [ aw, and | teach ethics.

Q And ethics. And both of those are in the
under graduate university systenf

A Yes, (w tness nodded head affirmatively.)

Q Ckay. \When did you start your, uh -- your
sole prop law firnf

A Novenmber 1994.

Q Ckay. So right out of |aw school ?

A Yes.

Q And between the start of that firm and

your work on the municipal court in 2014, uh, did

800.808.4958
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you hold any other -- any other jobs, apart from
being the -- the attorney at that law firnf

A From 1996 to 2000, I was enployed by the
Center for Denocratic Renewal. From 2004 to 2006,
was enpl oyed by Denmocracy South in Carrboro,
C-A-RRB-OGRO North Carolina. From 2000 -- hold
on, what did | | eave out?

Q You said 20047

A 2004. And then | went back to the Center
for Democratic Renewal from 2006 to 2008. Um in
2009, | joined the Southern Christian Leadership
Conf erence, served there from 2009 until -- oh, no,
' m sorry, not 2009 -- 2004 until 2010, as the
general counsel. Uh, and then went back full-tinme
as, uh, a sole practitioner after that.

Q And so you went back full-time as sole
practitioner roughly around 20107

A Yes.

Q Ckay.

A 2010, 2011.

Q Ckay. Now, during that time period where
you were sort of both a sole practitioner and
wor ki ng in these organi zati ons you just descri bed,
woul d you say your primary source of inconme was in

your capacity as a sole practitioner or through

Veritext Lega Solutions
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t hese ot her organi zations?
And if it varies, we can get into that,
but |I'm just kind of curious generally.
A Um probably half and half.
Q Ckay. That's fine. Uh, have you ever run
for -- well, strike that.
Let nme start with you nmentioned that you
serve on nmunicipal court. And i n what, uh, |ocation
I's that again?

A Greensboro, Georgi a.

Q |s that as an el ected position?

A Appoi nt ed.

Q And who appoints that?

A Mayor and the city council.

Q Mayor and the city council. And to be

appoi nted, do you have to apply in any way to put
your -- sort of put your nane in a hat, or is it

nmore i nformal ?

A | was originally, um-- | originally
applied for the job. | was appointed in 2014. And
in 2018, | was reappointed, uh, automatically. |
didn't know | was even reappointed until nmy sister

told me it was in the newspaper.
Q So, um what kind of -- what kind of cases

do you handle in that capacity?

800.808.4958
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A Uh, traffic tickets, m nor possession
charges, and city ordi nances.

Q And how many hours a week woul d you say
you devote to that job?

A Uh, four hours a nonth.

Q Four hours a nmonth? Okay. Have you run
for any political office before?

A In 2021, | ran for the district attorney

for the Giffin Judicial Circuit, as a Denpocrat.

Q Ckay, (nodded head affirmatively.) Did

you -- is there a primary process for that, or is it
a kind of -- a large pool regardl ess of party?
A It was a special runoff. Uh, it was a

speci al runoff that was held because the governor of
Georgi a appointed the district attorney after the
previous district attorney, uh, noved up to a
Superior Court position.

Uh, it was a special -- it was a speci al
runoff that was mandated because of the Gonzal es
decision in Athens-Cl arke County where the governor
attenpted to appoint a district attorney there
beyond, uh, the term and the Supreme Court decl ared
that law to be unconstitutional.

Therefore, when our district attorney here

noved up to a Superior Court judge, a speci al
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el ection was held. | decided to run because |I did
not want the person who he had al ready appointed to
district attorney to run unopposed, because | feel
| i ke every American has the right to participate in
the political process, and that district attorneys
are elected. And therefore we should have a choice
in an el ection.

Q Ckay. Un so it was -- Iin that el ection
was it just you and the other candi date who was --
l et me just ask that way.

Was it just you and the other candi date?

A Republi can i ncumbent was, (inaudibl e,

cutting out) --
THE COURT REPORTER: l''m sorry, can you

repeat your response, sir? | couldn't hear you.

A It was the Republican incumbent, Mrie
Broder, B-R-O-D-E-R
BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q Thank you. And what -- what was the
result of that election?

A | got beat badly.

Q Ckay. Any other political offices that
you've run for?

A No.

Q Have you served -- apart fromthe, uh,

800.808.4958
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Muni ci pal Court work that you do, have you served in
any other politically appointed positions?

A Currently serve as a menber of the
Spal di ng County El ecti on Board.

Q And who appoints the Spal ding County
El ecti on Board?

A | nteresting question. Let me answer it
this way -- let me answer it this way. Spal ding
County is a test site for election board takeovers.
Prior to 2020, the five-person election board, you
had -- the Denocratic Party appointed two
i ndi vi dual s, the Republican Party appointed two
i ndi viduals. The fifth and deci ding vote was
deci ded by a coin toss, Republican or Denocrat.

In 2021, uh, the | aw was passed that
effectively gave control of the election board to,
uh, the political power -- the political party, uh,
with the nost power in that particular district.

Uh, because what happened was, now that fifth person
Is selected by a commttee of Superior Court judges.

I n Spal di ng County, all of our Superior
Court judges -- or the vast mpjority of them are
Republ i cans, independents. Uh, and so they make the
selection. So, essentially, as long as Republicans

control the district here in Spalding County, they

Veritext Lega Solutions
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wi Il control the election board because they appoi nt
the fifth person.

Q Uh- huh (affirmative). And are the
Superior Court judges in Spalding County elected?

A Yes, they are. Although they run
nonparti san.

Q Ckay. Do they identify thensel ves as
Republ i can?

A In some cases, they do. |In some cases,
they don't. The mpjority of themidentify
t hemsel ves as Republi can.

Q Well, um you seemvery well-versed in
this | aw.

Was the -- was the law that you're
referring to that changed that structure froma coin
flip to an appointnment style, um was that |aw
SB202?

A No, it -- uh, it was a house bill. I
don't know the nunber right offhand. Uh, but it was
a state bill, uh, that is now being used across
Georgia to identify Republican strongholds to
facilitate the election of |ocal election boards by
Republican Party.

Q And what do you -- how do you feel about
the wi sdom of that -- of that |aw?

800.808.4958
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A | think that the wi sdom of that | aw, um
reinforces what |'ve seen in the -- and how |'ve
seen in America currently and historically, and that
Is the intent to disenfranchise African-American
voters and other mnority voters who do not bel ong
to the Republican Party.

Q Woul d you change that law if you coul d?

A In a heartbeat.
Q Do you feel that |law works to the
advant age of Denocrats -- or, excuse ne, to the

di sadvant age of Denocrats?

A | feel it works to the advantage of
Republ i cans, who are systematically attenpting to
suppress the vote of African-Americans and ot her
m norities.

Q Do you -- do you -- but, um | guess
the -- the nore targeted question is do you feel
that that |aw works to di sadvant age Denocr at
candi dat es?

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Obj ecti on, asked and
answer ed.

BY MR. JACOUTOT

Q You can answer.
A | believe that | aw under-girths the white
supremaci st nodel of disenfranchisement. Denocrats
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and Republicans have two very distinct ideol ogies.
The ideol ogies -- ideol ogies of Denocrats are nore
in line, | believe, with nost African-Anmericans and
other mnorities because the Denocrats pronote
exclusion [sic], while Republicans pronote
excl usi on.

Q Ckay. I'll move on to your voter
regi stration and history.

Um are you registered to vote in Georgia?

Sounds like a silly question, but | do have to ask
you.

A | have been registered to vote since 1987.
Un and in that time, that vote was -- our

regi stration was automatic. Uh, as | graduated --
when | turned high school -- turned 18 and graduated
hi gh school .

And so | registered in 1987. |[|'ve voted
I n every presidential election since that time. |
may m ssed one or two | ocal elections, but | never
m ssed a presidential election.

Q Ckay. And you -- you said you registered,

uh, sort of straight out of high school.

Was it, uh, through sonmething that was
done -- it was automatic, but was -- was there any

voter fair that you had to attend, or was it your

800.808.4958
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driver's |icense?
A | don't think the Motor Voter |law was in
effect back -- I'ma -- I"'ma little older than you,

but, it may have been the Mtor Vehicle Act where,
when you got your driver's |license, once you turned
18, you were automatically registered to vote.

Uh, | believe that's -- | believe |I just
received ny voter registration card in the mail.

Li ke | say, that's -- you know, that's 30-sonething
years ago. | don't renmember going downtown to get
an el ection card.

" m al nost for certain that, at that tine,
voter registration was automatic, uh, when you
turned 18, if you had a driver's license.

Q Ckay. | understand. That's kind of what
| was | ooking for.

Uh, have you ever been regi stered anywhere

el se out- -- outside of Georgia?

A | think |I probably registered in lowa in
order to vote for the election, but I'"'m-- for the
president. But |I'mnot 100 percent sure. |
think -- | think I did, | think |I remenber

transferring my voter registration to Des Moines
during |law school so that | could vote in |Iowa.

And then | transferred back to Georgia
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when | came back in 1994.
Q And you -- you said you voted in every
presidential election for sure.
Uh, are you registered at your current

address, the -- the Spalding --

A
Q -- County -- yeah.

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Uh, what district -- actually,

before we get to that, hold on one second. |[|'l]|
save that question. You nmentioned you voted in the
presidential elections basically since you've -- you
were originally registered.
Did you also vote in the primaries of

t hose el ections?

A Yes.

Q What about the off year uh, gubernatori al
year el ections?

A Yes, | voted in every gubernatorial race.

Q Ckay. \What precinct did you vote in for
t he Novenmber 2022 el ection?

A | voted here at my precinct at the UGA
canmpus. |'m not sure of the precinct number.

Q Ckay. That's -- that's fine. Have you
voted in, uh, this -- this current runoff?

800.808.4958
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A No. [|'mgoing to vote today for Reverend
Raphael Warnock.
Q Ckay. Besides |owa and Georgia, have you
voted in any other state?
A No.
Q Uh, at any point in your time as a voter,

have you ever

t he Republican Party?

A No.

Q And is it fair to say that you generally
support Denocratic candi dates for
Geor gi a?

A Yes.

Q And | know you said you've never

consi dered yourself a nenber
Party, but

Georgia that you' ve ever voted for?

consi dered yourself to be a nmenber of

el ection here in

of the Republican

Is there any Republican candidate in

A Probably.

Q Probably, but you don't know in particular
anyone?

A | don't generally -- | nean, | don't
del egate ny vote to a party solely. [If there's an
I ndi vidual that | don't think serves ny -- ny
beliefs, uh, I would entertain voting for sonebody
el se.

Veritext Legal Solutions
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But, uh, the -- | don't renmenber
specifically voting for anybody -- any Republican
ot her than not voting for Bill Clinton during his --

his reelection. And that was because | had a issue,
uh, with his inmpeachnent and |ying under oath. And
| couldn't bring nyself to vote for himthe second
time.

Q Uh- huh (affirmative).

A And it --

Q And in that year, um Bill Clinton's
reel ection, uh, did you sit that one out, or did you
vote third party or --

A | voted for Ral ph Nader.

Q (Nodded head affirmatively,) okay. Are
there any -- now, we just cane off an el ection.

Um are there any Denopcrats in this 2022

el ection that -- that, uh, you chose not to vote
for?

A No. | voted straight ticket in this
el ecti on.

Q Ckay. Okay. So noving on to this
| awsui t . Un you're a Plaintiff in the case,
obvi ously.
Now did you -- how did you first hear

about this lawsuit? O did you initiate it

800.808.4958
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yoursel f?
MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  Obj ecti on.
A | was approached by El bert Sol omon of --
MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Sorry, let me --
A -- (inaudible, overtal king) Denocrats.
THE COURT REPORTER: l'msorry, | can't

get both of you at once.

MS. RUTAHI NDURA: Let ne just get ny
objection to the conpound question. But you can
answer .

MR. JACOUTOT: Thank you. e e
rephrase. Um and |I'Il just split that up.

BY MR. JACOUTOT

Q So how did you first hear about this
| awsui t ?

A El bert Sol onon, Spal di ng County Denocratic
Party.

THE COURT REPORTER: What was the first
part of that? Sorry, M. W nbish.

MR. JACOUTOT: Yeah, sorry, for, uh,

Ms. Smith, Elbert Solonmon is also a Plaintiff in the
case. So his -- uh, his name is on there.
BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q Um which brings me, M. Wnbish, to ny

next question that Elbert Solonmon is also a

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Plaintiff in this case. And you said he's also on
t he Spal di ng County Board of Elections with you?
Or, excuse ne, sorry. Strike that. He's
i n the Spal ding County Denocratic Party with you?
A Ri ght .
Q Ckay. And | assune that he is not on the

Spal di ng County Board of Elections?

A No, he's not.
Q And, uh, describe sort of the context
of -- of how M. Sol onon approached you and, um how

you decided to join as a Plaintiff in this case.

A For the past five years, Elbert Sol onon
has been working to reinvigorate the Spal ding County
Denocratic Party. Um Spal di ng County denographics
are changing. Uh, they are nore mnorities noving
into this comunity. And, therefore, there has been
an effort to, uh -- to get those voters registered.

He, uh -- so the last five years, um we
worked to pronpte voter registration, uh, through
Sunday voting -- well, attenpting Sunday voting, had
Saturday -- had Saturday -- uh, Saturday voting, uh,
canvassi ng nei ghborhoods, getting people to register
to vote, um because the denographics are changi ng.

Um and so we are seeing nore Denocrats,

um cone into the comunity, even though this is

800.808.4958
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a -- undoubtedly a red -- uh, red district, it is,
um 77 percent Republican. Uh, we believe that the
| i nes have been drawn here to exclude and suppress
the voting interests of African-Anmericans and ot her
m norities.

And so |'ve worked with El bert Sol omon now
for five years now to change those denographics so
t hat we can have nore people involved and in the
denocratic process to ensure that mnority voters,
especially black, African-Americans and Hi spanics,
are able to have their interests represented.

Q Okay. So it's been basically an ongoing
conversation between you and M. Sol onon.

And when the districts were drawn, um is
It correct to say that you saw an opportunity to --
to effect some change via this lawsuit?

A An opportunity? Uh, it is -- we are
fighting to ensure that every Anerican has the right
to cast a vote and have their vote matter. Um
| i nes are being drawn to suppress the votes of
Afri can- Aneri cans, um Hispanics, and ot her
m norities.

And the opportunity that we see is an
opportunity to increase denocracy in Anmerica.

Q Uh- huh (affirmative). And you've been

Veritext Lega Solutions
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talking with M. Sol onon about this for, as -- as
you nmentioned earlier, about five years?

A Um since |I've been here in Spal ding
County, | met M. Solomon probably in 2017. Um and
then | just con- -- |'ve worked alongside himin
ot her organi zations that pronote voter registration,
vot er enpower nent .

Q Uh- huh (affirmative). Un now, the -- the
|l ines for this map were redrawn, uh, this year;
correct? 2022, early?

A Yes.

Q Un were you satisfied with the -- the
| ines as they were drawn in the prior map?

A |'ve -- I've never been satisfied with any

| i nes that have been drawn because, um the |ines

are drawn, uh, what | believe is probably a

gerrymandering process. | think the lines that are
drawn in this comunity are drawn so that the -- the
bl ack vote is -- is diluted. And so it's historical

in this area.
Q Did you and M. Sol onmon ever discuss the
prior map or the pre, uh -- the map that was, um in

exi stence before the current enacted map?

A No.
Q Ckay. But you nentioned earlier -- and
Veritext Lega Solutions
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correct me if I"'mwong -- that you weren't
satisfied with the map as it was enacted back in

2017 and 2018?

A | don't think |I said anything specifically
about the maps. | -- I've spoken in ternms of
hi storical. But | don't -- w thout having the maps

in front of ne --

Q Uh- huh (affirmative)

A -- uh, what | said was, historically
speaking, in the state of Georgia, |lines are drawn
to disenfranchi se African-Ameri cans.

Un as it -- as it is related to here, um
even here in Spalding County, | believe the |ines
are drawn to disenfranchise African-Americans. |
t hink we need new lines and new districts created so
t hat individuals have the right to participate in
denmocracy. Uh-huh (affirmative.)

Q So what, | guess -- strike that.

Considering the fact that you haven't sued
the Secretary of State in the past for the way the
maps have been drawn, what is it about this
particul ar drawi ng of the enacted map that caused
you to sue the Secretary of State and the State
El ecti on Board?

A Uh, it just continued -- we live in a

800.808.4958
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district where the nunmbers are 65, 70 percent
Republican and thirty- -- 35, 40 percent Denocr at.
And the maps are drawn, uh, to that effect,
especially, we live in a -- in a county where the
vast mpjority of the city population are African- --
African- Aneri cans.

Uh, the County, um those denographics are
| argely so the maps are drawn to bring in those
voters fromoutside the city limts, you know, to
effectively elect Repub- -- elect Republicans.
There's not a -- it's not rocket science for ne.
Maps are drawn for those who are in political power.

Um and unfortunately, what that neans,
oftentimes, is that mnorities, their votes are
diluted. |If you have a -- you have a map where
mnorities are participating at high rates, and they
are having -- they will have the ability to el ect
t hose who subscribe to their interests, oftentines,
after the maps are redrawn, they're redrawn in the
manner that you split those -- you split those votes
up.

And, all of a sudden, you've got nei ghbors
i ving next to nei ghbors who are voting for two
different districts and getting two different

results. Even though they sit side by side and have
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the same interests, they're unable to -- they're
unable to vote in individuals who represent them
because the maps are drawn in ways that are just
crazy. um - -

Q Um what are you hoping this |awsuit
acconpl i shes?

A | " m hoping this lawsuit creates
districts -- um senatorial districts and house rep
districts, um where African-Anmerican voters,

Hi spanic voters, and other mnority voters have a
fair chance of, uh, electing individuals who
represent their interests.

Q Ckay. |I'mgoing to switch gears a little
bit here. Um but it's going to seem|like an abrupt
change of topic.

Um but when did you first communicate
with a | awyer about this case?

A | have no idea.

Q Woul d it have been, uh, in 20217

A It woul d have been shortly before the
conmpl aint was fil ed.

Q Ckay. Matter of weeks, probably? 1Is that
fair to say?

A | have no idea, (wtness shook head

negatively.)

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696




© 00 N o o~ wWw N

N T T N T S R e N T
a A W N P O © 00O N OO 01~ W N+, O

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 41 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 41

Q No i dea? Okay. Do you recall who you
communi cated with first in terns -- uh, excuse ne,
uh, strike that.

Do you recall which |awer you
communi cated with first about this case?

A | cannot recall, (w tness shook head
negatively.)

Q Do you recall what law firm you
communi cated with first about this case?

A | cannot recall, (wtness shook head
negatively.)

Q Can you recall if you reached out to
contact the |lawyer to conmmuni cate about the case, or
do you recall -- or was it the |Ilawer that reached
out to you?

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  Obj ection, conpound.
MR. JACOUTOT: Yeabh. "Il rephrase.
BY MR. JACOUTOT

Q Uh, do you recall if a |lawer reached out
to you, uh, to initiate this case?

A (Wtness shook head negatively,) | recal
M. Sol onmon called me and said they were | ooking for
Plaintiffs. And then the law firmcontacted nme to
verify ny interest. And that was that.

Q What was -- uh, you said M. Sol onpn
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called you and said that they were | ooking for
Plaintiffs for this case?

Um what did -- what did you and
M. Sol onon say in that conversation?

A | said yes.

Q And that was it?

A There was just -- it was just really no
di scussion to be had.

Q Did M. Solonon tell you what he was
hoping to achieve with this |awsuit?

A Di dn't have to.

Q So then, no, he didn't tell you what he
was hoping to achieve?

A | don't recall if he framed it in that
term He said that the comunity needs to respond
to the redrawing of the maps. | agreed. Um I'min
the position of being able to participate in such
| awsuits because I'minsulated. Uh, and | recognize
t hat .

| recognize that | sit in a very, uh,
uni que position in terns of being able to work for
myself. | don't have to bow down to certain
political, uh, and social pressures in this
community. Uh, I'"'m-- so |I'"'mable to stand up and

speak for those who normally can't speak.

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696



© 00 N o o~ wWw N

N T T N T S R e N T
a A W N P O © 00O N OO 01~ W N+, O

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 43 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 43

Uh, we live in a community where people
are, uh, sonmetinmes threatened and di scouraged from
voting. And so it's incunbent upon nyself and
others to take the position of |eadership. | don't
have an issue with taking the hits and the | unps
that conme along with this process because |
under st and how white supremacy i s enmbedded in the
voting rights system and how it works to
di senfranchi se voters.

And so if sonebody asks me to serve as a
plaintiff -- a plaintiff to -- um to ensure that
I ndi vidual s are able to participate in the
denocratic process, and | understand that a | ot of
this comes from uh, changing the political |ines.
Uh, when Georgia went blue in the |ast, uh,
gubernatorial election, uh, is -- there is a
strategy put in place by the Republican Party to
dilute voters of mnorities.

And | stand firm on, uh, making sure that
mnority voters, uh, who are oftentines Denocrat,
are able to participate in the denocratic process.
And they should not be excluded fromthe denocratic
process because those in power tend to draw the
| i nes and create obstacles -- um obstacles that are

made -- uh, capsulized in the Senate Bill 202, uh,
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where it is clear that these are draconi an measures
to suppress the vote of African-Anericans and ot her
m norities.

Q You said M. Sol onon -- uh, when he --
when you were speaking with himabout joining the
case, he said that the community needed to respond
to these maps, essentially; is that correct?

A The maps are part of an overall strategy
to dilute power of African-Anericans and ot her
mnorities to participate in the political process.
It is not sinply about the maps. It is about the
strategy of the Republican Party to disenfranchise
m nority voters.

Q Uh- huh (affirmative). Um and that's
fair. Uh, ny question though is, the -- he
references the community.

Um would you m nd describing the
community that he's referring to?

A He's referring to mnority -- uh, menbers
of the mnorities who are also, uh, nenbers of the
Denocratic Party because the Denocratic Party shares
the interests and the agenda of many of those
mnorities. And those mnorities voting pop- -- um
t hat voting popul ation, their power has been

di | ut ed.
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Q Ckay. And that's where -- regardl ess of
where those individuals exist in the state, the
community involves mnorities and Denocrats all over
the state?

A It's regardl ess of where individuals |ive
in the United States of America, the United States
of America. We have a political systemthat
systematically disenfranchises the rights of voters
who happen to be mnorities.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  And, apologies. |I'm
going to give a bel ated objection, to the extent,
uh, he's speaking on behalf of M. Solonmn. Um
t hat (inaudible, cutting out) -- but I'msorry |
didn't do it beforehand, but --

MR. JACOUTOT: No, that's fine, that's
fine. | appreciate that.

BY MR. JACOUTOT

Q So after speaking with M. Sol onon, you
said you were contacted by a law firm And you --
Is it true that -- well, let ne -- so | don't get a
compound objection, let me say that again.

After speaking with M. Sol onon, you were
contacted by a law firn correct?

A Correct.

Q And you don't renmenber which |law firmthat
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| s?
A | remenber that Makeba is ny attorney.
Uh, I'"ma practicing attorney. And for nme to be
able to remenber law firms, |, uh -- if | can't -- |

need to pick the file up because | probably deal
with 100 law firnms in a year's tine, so |l -- | don't
know.

Q Ckay. Apart fromyour own sort of |ived
experience, did you do any research concerning the
I ssues in this case, um-- yeah, let's start with
t hat .

A No.

Q Ckay. And it sounds |ike there wasn't
much research done with respect to your -- the
attorneys that were, uh, contacting you to represent
you?

A Not my j ob.

Q Ckay. Um are you getting any sort of fee
contract for your participation in this |lawsuit?

A Am | getting paid?

Q Yeah.

A | s that what you're asking?
Q Yeah.

A No.

Q

Ckay. Okay. Unh --

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A | ' ve never known for plaintiffs to get
pai d.
THE COURT REPORTER: ' m sorry, what?
Pl ease repeat?
BY MR. JACOUTOT
Q Ch, yeah, | understand. |It's a rather

boi | erpl ate question that we have to ask.

MR. JACOUTOT: So |'mgoing to nove us to
what wi || be marked as Exhibit 2. 1'mgoing to pull
up screen share again. Oh, hold on one nmonent. Got
to | og back in.

(Defendant's Exhibit 2 marked)

BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q Ckay. |Is that showi ng up on your screen,
M. W nmbish?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. We'll mark -- this is, uh -- excuse
me, let me change the file here.

So do you see where it says, Second
Amended Conpl aint at the bottonf

A Yes.

MR. JACOUTOT: Ckay. Great. And, for the

court reporter, we'll mark this as Exhibit 2.
BY MR. JACOUTOT:
Q M. W nbish, have you seen this docunent

Veritext Lega Solutions
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bef ore?
A Yes.
Q When was t hat ?
A Early -- is this the -- this is the recent

second anmended that was filed in October. So it
woul d have been sent out sonmetinme in October of
2022. | don't know what day -- | don't know what
day | received it.

Q Uh- huh (affirmative), but you did receive

it, um at sone point after October 28 --

A Ri ght --
Q -~ 20227
A -- right.
Q Ckay. Have you actual- -- have you read

this particular version of the conplaint, the Second
Amended Conpl ai nt ?

A | have not.

Q Ckay. Do you know all the allegations
contained in this docunent?

A Uh, | guess | know the overall, um tenor
of the docunment and the allegations that are
br ought, yeah.

Q Ckay. |I'mgoing to direct your attention
to paragraph 18. Getting there. Uh, here on page 9

of the second amended conpl ai nt.
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Uh, do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And is the information -- or let ne
first ask you.

Uh, have you read through paragraph --
paragraph 18 of the Second Anended Conpl ai nt that,
uh, 1I'"m show ng here?

A |'mreading it now for --

Q Ckay.

A -- the first tine.

Q Yeah. Take your time. |t goes to the
next page too. So if you want nme to flip down, | et
me know.

A Yeah, flip it down. Okay.

Q Ckay. So you've -- you've read the
paragraph 18 now?

A Uh- huh (affirmative).

Q And is the information contained in this
paragraph accurate as it relates to you?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Now, you -- according to

paragraph 18, you reside in Senate District 16; is

t hat correct?

A

Is that Marty Harbin's district?

Q Un | am not sure. Does that nunber --

800.808.4958
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does that district, uh, sound famliar to you,
Senate District 167

A Yes, | think that's ny district. M
representative is Marty Harbin.

Q Ckay.

A And ny State House rep is, uh, Karen
Mat hi ak.

Q Ckay. And, um when you voted in the 2022
general election, uh, did the candi date you voted
for in Senate District 16 succeed?

A No.

Q Did the candi date you voted for in House
District 74 succeed?

A No.

Q Did you reach out to any | egislature --
or, excuse nme, uh, did you reach out to any
| egi sl ator during the 2021 special session
concerning the redistricting issues that are raised
in this conplaint?

A (No audi bl e response.)

Q What about after the special session
occurred?

Did you, um reach out to any | egislator
concerning the redistricting issues described in

this conplaint?
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A No.
Q So then | assunme | have the answers to
these, but I'll ask them anyway.
Did you testify in the -- in the Georgia

General Assenbly on any issues pertaining to
redistricting in 20217

A No.

Q Did you attend any hearings in the Georgia
| egi sl ature pertaining to redistricting in 2021 or
20227

A No.

Q Did you attend any other neetings
concerning redistricting in 2021?

A No, (witness shook head negatively.)

Q Ckay. Uh, do you have an understandi ng of
what the term community of interest neans?

A Yes (barely audible).

THE COURT REPORTER: Can you speak up for

me, sir? | think | heard you say "yes." But --
A Yes.
THE COURT REPORTER: -- thank you. Just
make - -
A Yes.
THE COURT REPORTER: -- sure you're

speaki ng | oud and clear. Thank you so much.

800.808.4958
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BY MR. JACOUTOT:
Q Um what would you consider your community
of interest?
A African- Anericans, mnorities who al so,
uh, oftentinmes are a nmenber of the Denocratic -- uh,

Denocratic Party, um who are seeking to have

i ndi vi dual s el ected that represent their conmmon

| nt erest s.
Q Sorry about that. | realized we were
still on Exhibit share.
Um would you say that comunity of
i nterest, in your opinion, that you just
described -- strike that. [1'll start that over.

Woul d you say that the comunity of

I nterest that you just described transcends
geogr aphi ¢ boundaries?

A Yes.

Q When you're speaking with people, uh, in
t he nei ghborhood or in the area or really in any
capacity, and they ask you where you're from how
woul d you respond where you're fronf

A Giffin, Georgia.

Q Giffin, Georgia? Now |l m ght have
covered this. So if | have, | think your attorney

will stop ne.
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But, um have you -- do you participate in
any nei ghborhood or community associ ations?
A Ct her than our unofficial HOA no.
Q Ckay. Just an --

A Um - -
Q -- unofficial HOA?
A -- are you tal king about community-based

organi zati ons?

Q Um yes, yes. | am

A (Wtness shook head negatively,) Urban
Qut reach Associ ation.

Q And what is that?

A Smal |, nonprofit here in Spal ding County
t hat does voter registration.

Q Ckay. And how | ong have you been invol ved
with -- with that organization?

A Um probably 2017.

Q Ckay. Are you a nenber of any faith-based
or gani zati ons?

A Chur ch.

Q What church is that?

A Ri sing Star Baptist Church, Griffin,
Geor gi a.

Q Giffin, Georgia. So that's pretty cl ose

to home, you'd say?
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A About 3 m |l es.
Q Ckay. And how | ong have you been a nenber
of -- of that church?
A 2016.
Q Do you ever, uh -- do you regularly attend

any other sort of church services in the area?

A (Wtness shook head negatively,) ny pastor
woul dn't approve of that.

Q Ckay. Do you participate in any
activities or groups within your church?

A Un |I'ma part of the nmen's mnistry. Um
we do -- and then whatever volunteer activities they
have for the community, whether it's Feed The
Hungry, whether it's Toys for Tots, um we have a
ment or program for young peopl e.

Q Apart from-- | think you nmentioned one
communi ty organi zation.

Uh, it was urb- -- can you rem nd ne what
that was? It started with Urban.

A Ur ban Outreach Associ ati on.

Q Ur ban Qutreach Association. Apart from
Ur ban Qutreach Association, do you have any
I nvol vement with any sort of civic organizations?

A (Wtness shook head negatively,) no.

Q Ckay. Uh, where do you socialize

800.808.4958
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typically? 1Is it a -- is it in your |loca
nei ghbor hood, or do you -- do you go el sewhere?

A Netflix and chill.

Q Not bad, not bad.

A | don't do nmuch socializing these days
with -- um with COVID.

Q Ri ght .

A It sort of changed a | ot of things.

Q Sure. Before COVID, did you, uh -- did
you socialize in any particular areas or |ocations?

A Um nothing nore than an occasi onal novie,
di nner, (witness shrugs), things like that.

Q Ckay. Would you say you take trips into
Atl anta when you -- when you do have that novie or
t he dinner?

Do you go into Atlanta, or do you kind of

stay | ocal ?

A It just depends on the nood.
Q Ckay.
A Atl anta is about an hour away, so
that's -- that's a drive.
Q Ri ght .
A Un and with traffic, that's soneti mes two

hours, just to get downtown, and two hours to get

back. And so going to dinner or a novie or a
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concert in Atlanta is |like an all-day event. So it
t akes a whole | ot of energy.

Q And you can't ever count on that Peach
Pass | ane goi ng your direction.

A Exactly.

Q Ckay. Um outside of sort of work and
church, where -- where would you say you spend npst
of your tinme?

A Home.

Q Ckay. So I'mgoing to switch gears here
again. These are going to be some kind of typically
nore rapid-fire questions. But, uh, we are nearing
t he end.

So if you d like to take a break, we can
do that. | -- | don't think we've got a whole | ot
nore time, but | guess it also depends on your
answers as well .

A No, |I'm fine.

Q Ckay. Great. Um have you ever been
prohi bited fromregistering to vote based on your
race?

A No.

Q Have you ever been prohibited from
participating the political process based on your
race?

Veritext Legal Solutions
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A No.

Q Uh, do you have any personal know edge of
di scrimnation by the governnment of Georgia against
menbers of a mnority group related to participation
in the denocratic process?

A No.

Q Um do you know what racially polarized
voting is?

A Not really.

Q Ckay. That's fine. Um in your -- in
your opinion, do black voters in Georgia generally
vote for Denocratic candi dates?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Do you know if -- if, uh -- excuse
me, strike that.

Do you know if CGeorgia uses a majority
vote requirement in its elections?

A | do not know. | know that in order to
wi n, you have to have 50 plus one.

Q Ckay. Yeah. That's what I'mreferring
to. Um you'd agree with me that that requirenent,
which we'll refer to as the majority vote
requirenment, um led to the runoff election in 20217

A Which election in 2021?

Q Uh, | believe it was Senator Per- -- or
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excuse me, |'11l rephrase.
In 2021, was -- the election between
Senat or Ossoff and -- and former Senator David

Perdue had a runoff election?

A Ckay. And what was the question again?

Q Sure. Uh, and I mght -- 1"l just
rephrase it a little -- little differently too.

Do you recall that in 2021, the election

bet ween Senator -- then Senator Perdue and
Senat or Ossoff went to a runoff?

A Okay, (nodded head affirmatively). |
recall that because | voted for, uh, Ossoff.

Q Ckay. And Senator Ossoff won that runoff
el ection; correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. Are you famliar -- oh, excuse ne.
Are you famliar with the term candi date slating
process as it's used in elections?

A Yes.

Q Is there a -- in your opinion, is there a
candi date sl ating process in Georgia?

A Uh, | don't know how | would be able to
answer that question. Because | don't know how --
no. | don't know if that's -- | don't know how to

answer that question.
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Q Ckay. Un in this case, if the answer is

| don't know, um that's a -- that's a perfectly
acceptable response as well. Um so that m ght be

t he answer, but I'Il just -- I'll ask it again. And
if it's -- if that's the answer, we can go with
that. |If not, we can go with whatever you say.

Um is there a candidate slating process
I n Georgia, in your opinion?
A You mean for each political party?
Q Uh, well, let's start with that. For --
we can start with, um is there a candidate sl ating

process in CGeorgia for the Denocrat Party?

A | don't --

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: |'m going to object --
A -- know.

MS. RUTAHI NDURA: Sorry. Let me -- |I'm

going to object as vague as to the definition of
candi date sl ating process. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

You can answer .

MR. JACOUTOT:  Sure.
BY MR. JACOUTOT

Q Uh, and let ne rephrase. Uh, it's --

let's go back a little bit.

How do you -- what do you understand the

Veritext Lega Solutions
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term candi date slating process to nean as it
pertains to el ections?

A That each party that produce -- that
presents a -- a slate of candidates for each office.
Now, how they end up with that slate, | don't know
how t hat process happens.

Q Ckay. Un we can -- we can npve on. [ "1
nmove on.

Um so back to your personal experience.
Has -- has any |l ack of education kept you from
participating in Georgia politics?

A No.

Q Have any | ack of enpl oyment opportunities
kept you from participating in Georgia politics?

A No.

Q And has any | ack of access to adequate
heal th services kept you from participating in
Georgia politics?

A No.

Q Uh, okay. Are you aware of the term
raci al appeals, um when used in the context of
el ecti ons?

A Uh, I"'mnot sure if I"'m-- |I"mnot aware
of that specific termnology. | can -- | can infer,

um what it m ght mean.

800.808.4958
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Q Sur e. Let's -- let's, um go with, uh,
what your -- what is your understanding of the term
raci al appeal -- of racial appeals as used in the
context of elections, if any?

A | ' massum ng that you're talking about

appeals that are targeted towards a particul ar race,

ethnicity.
Q And -- and sort of using that definition
that you just -- you just, um spoke, have you

personally seen canpaigns in Georgia that
characterize by racial appeal s?

A Al'l politics is characterized --
characterized by racial appeals, whether it's spoken
or unspoken.

Q Uh, and to make sure |'ve got your
definition sort of, um correct, in ny mnd, um
when you say all politics is characterized by raci al
appeal, um is it uniformy a neg- -- in your
opi ni on, a negative that such appeals are mde?

Or do you find racial appeals to be

potentially positive in canpaigns?

A | think politics, to a |large extent, are
corrupt. | think politics, to a |large extent, is
racially based. | think that you have appeal s that
are, uh -- that sonme use clear racial appeals. And

800.808.4958
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you have others that use code words, uh, that
essentially have the -- the sane -- the sane effect.
| think, at the end of the day, they're --
uh, in ny personal opinion, you have two maj or
political parties, Denmocrats and Republicans, |
stated before, that have two separate ideol ogies.
And the distinction for me is that the Denpcratic
Party believes inclusion, believes -- they want --
t hey encourage voting. |If they -- if -- if we had

our way, we'd have same-day voter registration,

we -- uh, we have advanced voting, we'd have Sunday
voting, we'd have -- we'd have Saturday voting, we'd
have mail-in ballots. W -- we would have any

avai | abl e opportunity for an American to cast the
bal | ot .

Conversely, | believe the Republican Party
strives to suppress the vote of those who don't
share their sane ideology. They don't want a | evel
playing field. They don't want everybody to
participate in the political process.

And so you have individuals who don't have
political, social, econom c neans, educati onal
means. | nean, you -- you ask ne these questions,
but ook at my wall. |I'm53 years old. |'m an

attorney, got a Ph.D., a Master's, ny own |law firm

800.808.4958
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For me, politic- -- participating in the political
process, who is going to stop ne from participating
in the political process? Because they know I'm
going to challenge them at every turn.

But that's not the case for people who are
struggling just to |live day-to-day. And they got to
make a choi ce between standing in line for an hour
to cast their ballot or going out and trying to work
and take care of their famly. And so we can play
this -- this gane that we all don't know t hat
America is still clouded in white supremacy and the
i ntentional desire to suppress the votes of those
who are not in the majority.

| don't know if | answered your question
(wi tness shrugs), but that's just how | feel.

MR. JACOUTOT: | suppose | will object to
t hat on the basis of -- of nonresponsiveness.

BY MR. JACOUTOT:

Q Un and | do want to actually get -- just
get this question onto the record, and, you know,
answer as best you can. | certainly understand, uh,
your position and your willingness to sort of, um
expand on your Vviews.

Um but for the record, have you

personally seen canpaigns in Georgia characterized

800.808.4958
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by racial appeals? And, if so, which ones?

A ' mgoing to say -- | want to say yes, and
then |'m going to say, nothing junps out at me right
now.

Q Ckay. Yeah. And so | did ask a conmpound
guestion just then, and so |I'm going to just
separate it apart real quick

So it's your testinmony that you have seen
raci al appeals -- excuse nme, it's your testinony
t hat you have personally seen canpaigns in Georgia
characterized by racial appeals; correct?

A Yes.

Q And it's also your testinony that you
can't really think of one off the top of your head
at this moment; is that correct?

A Ri ght .

Q Ckay. That's fine.

A Well, uh, actually, I can. ['Ill give
you -- I'Il give you a prime exanple. Um the
Senat or WArnock canpaign, and in the canpaign
where -- where they're saying that Senator WArnock
votes with, uh, President Biden 96 percent of the
time.

That's a racial -- that's a racial appeal,

because what it is is it is a message to -- to white

Veritext Lega Solutions
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people that if you vote for Senator Warnock, he's

going to vote against white interests. You know,

it's coded. And -- and so that's what we have.
We -- we have nore coded, rather -- this is not the
whole -- or the WIllie Horton, uh, ad that we saw
years ago.

This is not -- this is not necessarily a
WIllie Horton ad, but these ads have to cone -- |
mean, there's billions of dollars being spent on
t hese -- devel oping these ads. And -- and they are
devel oped to reach the -- the racial beliefs that we

all have, (witness shrugs).

Un there's -- there's -- there's no doubt
t hat el ections are about -- they're black and white.
And it's about the decision to elect sonebody who is
going to be inclusive, who wants a diverse cabi net,
or you -- a party that's going to put somebody up
for election who has virtually no connection to the
Afri can- Aneri can comunity, does not have -- uh,
does not share the sanme val ues and beliefs of the

Afri can- Anerican comunity, and who, if el ected,

will be nothing nore than a puppet.
| mean -- so, yes, they're racial appeals.
That's -- that's our political system now.

Q Ckay. Uh, do you know how many bl ack

800.808.4958
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peopl e have been elected to public office in
Geor gi a?

A | have no idea.

Q Do you know that -- are you famliar wth,
uh, former Chief Justice Harold Melton?

A Yes, know him well.

Q Do you know that he was el ected statew de
to be in that position?

A Yes.

Q And you're certainly aware that
Senat or Raphael Warnock was el ected statewi de to the
United States Senate in 20217

A | -- yes, | am aware that certain
i ndi vi dual s who have the financial neans to
negoti ate through the political process, despite
their -- their racial background, are able to win at
that level. But also | understand that nost
I ndi vi dual s do not have the neans to get el ected.

And, in those cases, it is |ess about race

and nore about noney.

Q Ckay. And | think that you alluded to
this earlier.

Um but are you -- you're aware that

Herschel Wal ker is running on the Republican ticket

for the U.S. Senate runoff?

800.808.4958
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A Unfortunately, yes.

Q And he is a black Georgian; is that
correct?

A Some m ght dispute that, but, yes.

Q Um that's interesting. On what basis,
uh, woul d you say soneone woul d di spute that
characterization of M. Wal ker?

A In the black community, there is an
under st andi ng that everybody who | ooks |Iike you is
not necessarily your brother. Um so when it cones
to political ideology, and you are tal king about
sonmebody |i ke Herschel Wl ker, who espouses -- uh,
he does not necessarily espouse the same val ues and
beliefs of African-Anmericans.

Now, | don't have an issue with him
running in that position. Uh, but | aminsulted by
t he Republican Party, the Republican Party that
beli eves that they could essentially put anybody up
for election who is black and think that bl ack
peopl e woul d vote for them sinply because they're
bl ack.

We have cone further than that. This is
not about being able to elect a black person. It is
about being able to elect a black candi date of your

choice, or a candidate of your choice. He

Veritext Lega Solutions
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doesn't -- the person does not have to be black in
order to be ny candidate of choice. The issue is

t hat person having conmmon interests to a voter.

Uh, and -- and so that's what this is
really about. It's -- there are many layers to
this. W are a -- not a nonolithic comunity. And

| think that's what people fail to understand, that
we're sinply argui ng about black and white.

We're not arguing about black and white.
We're arguing about denmpcracy. As an
African-Anerican, | should be able to vote and el ect
somebody who shares ny conmmon i nterests.

And when |ines are being drawn to separate
communi ties, neighbors, from being able to have a --
to el ect candi dates of their choice, | think that's
unconstitutional. And | think it is, uh, in direct
opposition to what denocracy is.

Q Ckay. And, now, when you were just
responding there, | think, um--

A Herschel Wal ker is black. Let me ask --
| et me answer that question for you. He is black.

Q Thank you. Um and, now, regardless of
t he outcone of today's election -- when | say
today's election, | mean, the runoff, you know,

el ection that's occurring today -- um Georgia wl

800.808.4958
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be represented by a black man in the United States
senate; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Ckay.

A (Wtness nodded head affirmatively.)

Q And you did -- am 1 correct in -- in, um
referring back to your earlier response that, just
because the representative fromthe state of Georgia
I's black, that does not nean that you are personally

satisfied; is that correct?

A No, correct.
Q And | want to go back, too, just a little
ways further fromyour -- from what we were just

t al ki ng about.

You mentioned earlier, | believe, uh,
that -- | think, that elections are black and white.
Do you recall that?

A Yes.

Q Can you kind of just expand on what you --
what you neant by that?

A This country was founded on white
supremacy. It is the building block of our
political system Race is always at the forefront
of every discussion, whether explicit or whether

i nplied. There is a constant battle in this country

800.808.4958
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for the majority to maintain control.

One of the things | discovered in ny
doctoral, uh, process, the changi ng denographics,
t he browning of America, for -- since the inception
of this country, we have abided by the rule of the
majority rule. And so now that we nobve to a pl ace
where the mpjority is not a mgjority of one col or,

l.e., white, but a majority of different

nationalities, different -- different ethnic groups,
there is a strategy to nove the goal- -- the
goal posts.

That what is we are seeing now. W are
seeing -- even in terns of a former president
t al ki ng about suspending the Constitution. This is
the future of America. And this is what we're
fighting against.

The majority that had been in majority for
t he past 400 years is about to be, at sonme point in
the near future, the mnority. And so the question
beconmes, how does the now majority control how the
new mapjority treats then? Whether they're going to
treat themwi th equity and fairness or whether
they're going to do to them the sane thing that has
been done to bl ack people for the past 400 years.

That's what this fight is really about.

800.808.4958
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That's the fight nobody wants to tal k about.

Because for 400 years, the white majority has

deni grated, enslaved, and controll ed

Afri can- Anericans and other mnorities. There is a
fear in the white popul ation that once we are in
charge and we are the nmpjority, are we going to do
the same thing to the white population that they did
to us.

And that's what that is really about. It
I s about political control because that is how this
country has operated since its inception. That's
why we had what we had in the January insurrection,
because there are people in this country who, for
generations, their forefathers have noved with a
white supremaci st nentality and caused undue harmto
communi ties.

And there is a fear in this country that,
once the mnority becomes the majority, they're
going to enact the sane type of treatment upon them

Q And you said --

A That's what --

Q -- you -- sorry. | didn't nmean to
I nterrupt.

A That's what this fight is about.

Q Ckay. And to be clear, you're speaking --

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696



© 00 N o o~ wWw N

N T T N T S R e N T
a A W N P O © 00O N OO 01~ W N+, O

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 72 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 72

| know you nmentioned that you sort of canme upon
this -- this viewpoint, this belief, and this

i nformation through your doctoral thesis -- or,
excuse nme, dissertation.

Um but you're speaking in your sole -- in
your capacity as a Plaintiff inthis -- in this
situation; correct? Not as an expert w tness or
anything like that?

A (Wtness shook head negatively,) ny
personal experience.

Q Ckay. Are there any needs of the mnority
community in Georgia that, in your opinion, differ

fromthose of white residents of Georgia?

A Yes.
Q And what needs, uh, are you referring to?
A The need to understand that black people

in this country cane here as slaves, and their
entire existence in this country, up until the Civil
Ri ghts Movenent, was -- uh, and we're the only group
in this country where the Constitution had to be
amended in order to give us rights.

And so you -- you can't say that you don't
| ook at the needs of African-Americans through that
| ens, because we are the only community that

has to -- had to have to fight that fight since we

800.808.4958
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were forced to be brought here to this country.

MR. JACOUTOT: Okay. | believe that is
all the questions |I have for you, M. W mbish.

THE W TNESS: (W tness nodded head
affirmatively.)

MR. JACOUTOT: Uh, | really do appreciate
your time, um and your willingness to talk with nme
in this case. Un | think that 1s all | have.

Ms. Rut ahi ndurwa, do you have any?

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  No. | don't have any
guestions. Thank you.

(Signature reserved)

(Deposition concluded at 11:09 a.m)
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The followi ng reporter and firm
di scl osures were presented by nme at this proceeding
for review by counsel
REPORTER DI SCLOSURES
The followi ng representations and

di scl osures are made in conpliance with Georgia Law,

nore specifically:

Article 10(B) of the Rules and Regul ati ons
of the Board Of Court Reporting (disclosure fornms)

OCGA Section 9-11-28(c) (disqualification
of reporter for financial interest)

OCGA Sections 15-14-37(a) and (b)

(prohibitions

agai nst contracts except on a case-by-case basis).

- | ama certified reporter in the State of Ceorgia.

- | am a subcontractor for Veritext Legal Sol utions.

- | have been assigned to make a conplete and
accurate record of these proceedings.

- | have no relationship of interest in the matter
on which I am about to report which would
disqualify me from making a verbatimrecord or
mai nt ai ning my obligation of inpartiality in
conpliance with the Code of Professional Ethics.

- | have no direct contract with any party in this
action, and ny conpensation is determ ned solely
by the terns of my subcontractor agreenent.

FI RM DI SCLOSURES

- Veritext Legal Solutions was contacted to
provi de reporting services by the noticing or
taking attorney in this matter.

- There is no agreement in place that is
prohi bited by OCGA 15-14-37(a) and (b). Any
case-specific discounts are automatically
applied to all parties, at such tinme as any
party receives a discount.

- Transcripts: The transcript of this proceeding
as produced will be a true, correct, and conplete
record of the colloquies, questions, and answers
as submtted by the certified court reporter.

- Exhibits: No changes will be made to the exhibits
as submitted by the reporter, attorneys, or
wi t nesses.

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Passwor d- Prot ected Access: Transcripts and
exhibits relating to this proceeding will be

upl oaded to a password-protected repository, to

which all ordering parties will have access.
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CERTI FI CATE
STATE OF GEORG A:
COUNTY OF FULTON:

| hereby certify that the foregoing
transcri pt was taken down, as stated in the caption,
and the coll oquies, questions, and answers were
reduced to typewriting under ny direction; that the
transcript is a true and correct record of the
evi dence given upon said proceedi ng.

| further certify that | amnot a relative
or enpl oyee or attorney of any party, nor am/l
financially interested in the outcome of this
action.

| have no relationship of interest in this
matter which would disqualify me from maintaining ny
obligation of inpartiality in conpliance with the
Code of Professional Ethics.

| have no direct contract with any party
in this action and nmy conpensation is based solely
on the terms of ny subcontractor agreenment.

Not hing in the arrangenents made for this
proceedi ng i1 npacts ny absolute commtnment to serve
all parties as an inpartial officer of the court.

0 St , 2022.

CAROLYN J. SM TH, RMR, CCR-A-1361
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To: Makeba Rut ahi ndurwa
Re: Signature of Deponent DEXTER W MBI SH
Date Errata due back at our offices: 30 days

Greeti ngs:
Thi s deposition has been requested for read and sign
by the deponent. It is the deponent's

responsibility to review the transcript, noting any
changes or corrections on the attached PDF Errata.
The deponent may fill out the Errata electronically
or print and fill out manually.

Once the Errata is signed by the deponent and
notarized, please mail it to the offices of Veritext
(bel ow) .

When the signed Errata is returned to us, we w ||
seal and forward to the taking attorney to file with
the original transcript. W wll also send copies
of the Errata to all ordering parties.

If the signed Errata is not returned within the tine
above, the original transcript my be filed with the
court wi thout the signature of the deponent.

Pl ease send conpleted Errata to:
Veritext Production Facility

20 Mansel |l Court

Suite 300

Roswel I, GA 30076

(770) 343-9696

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696



o O~ W

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

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 78 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 78

ERRATA for ASSI GNMENT #5609293
|, the undersigned, do hereby certify that | have
read the transcript of ny testinony, and that

_ There are no changes noted.
_ The followi ng changes are noted:

Pursuant to Rule 30(7)(e) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure and/or OCGA 9-11-30(e), any changes
in formor substance which you desire to make to
your testinmony shall be entered upon the deposition
with a statement of the reasons given for making
them To assist you in making any such corrections,
pl ease use the formbelow. If additional pages are
necessary, please furnish same and attach.

Page Li ne Change

Reason for change

Page Li ne Change

Page Li ne Change

Page Li ne Change

Page Li ne Change

Reason for change

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696



© 00 N oo o b~ W N PP

e e e = T S
© 0O N oo o0 M WO N B O

20

21
22

23
24
25

Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 79 of 147

Dexter Wimbish

December 6, 2022

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

Page 79
Page Line Change
Reason for change
Page Line Change
Reason for change
Page Line Change
Reason for change
Page Line __ Change
Reason for change
Page Line Change
Reason for change
Page Line Change
Reason for change
DEPONENT" S SI GNATURE
Sworn to and subscri bed before me this __ day of
NOTARY PUBLI C
My Conmm ssion Expires:
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696



Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 80 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022
Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.
[00122 - activist] Page 1
0 2008 22:10 30076 77:22 9
00122 1:9 2009 22:11,12,13 | 30223 12:14 9 4824
. 2010 22:13,17,20 | 30245 13:6 0.11-98 746
. 2011 22:20 30339 3:19 6.11.30 787
1 258134 2012 14:2 336-7249 3:20 .
: : 91 16:14
10 3:21 74:5 2013 20:25 343-9696 77:23 417
: : 94 16:14 17:25
100 30:2146:6 2014 13:1821:6 35 39:2 96 64:22
119 1335 21:25 23:20 4 s
: - 2016 13:2 54:4 . : :
h : 40 39:2 9:31 1:20
12th 76:15 2017 16:2237:4 | 400 70.18.94
1361 1:22 76:18 38:353:17 P a
13618 76:16 2018 23:21 38:3 42701'212_13 17 am. 1:2073:13
1491 13:21 202 43:25 14:14 15;5 316 abided 70:5
15-14-37 747,19 | 2020 26:10 S ability 39:17
16 49:2250:2,10 | 2021 24.8 26:15 | 1 28 able 6:11 36:11
1600 3:18 40:19 50:17 S 42:17,21,24
1700 3:8 51:6,91357:23 |5 222 43:12,21 46:4
18 29:1530:6,14 | 57:2458:2,8 50 57:19 58:22 66:16
48:24 49:6,16,22 | @p:12 53 62:24 67:23,24 68:11
1983 16:6 2022 1:2010:4,5 | 5609293 78:1 68:14
1987 16:6,10 16:22,23 17:11 6 abrupt 40:14
29:12,17 19:14 21:4 6 120 absolute 76:13
1991 16:10,16 31:21 33:16 65 539_1 acceptable 59:3
1992 16:20 37:10 48:7,12 656—01.77 310 access 60:16
1994 16:17,20 50:8 51:10 678 320 ' 75:1,2
17:24 21:21 76:15 : - accomplished
3L1 2023 10:20 18:10
1996 22:3 206 3:10 7 786 accomplishes
1:22 1.9 2100 3:7 70 391 40:6
2 25 20:14 74 50:13 accurate 6:9
2 28101522 |28 48110 PRt | r2048i9
47:9,12,23 3 ' 7410
20 77’,26 3 541 770 7723 achieve 42:10,13
200 317 . 8 act 30:4
2000 22:3,6 78:6 8 2:5 8 10.
, ' 74:14 76:8,11
2004 22:4,89,13 | 300 77:21 Vig 10:2
2006 22:4,10 activist - 19:25
20:3
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 81 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

[activities - atlanta]

December 6, 2022

Page 2

activities 20:13 | agree 522 7.6 63:21 68:21 approached 34:3
54:10,12 57:.21 answered 28:21 35:10
actual 48:14 agreeable 4:24 63:14 approve 54.8
ad 65:5,8 6:14,20 answers 51:2 arbuthnot 1:6
additional 78:9 |agreed 42:16 56:17 74:22 area 37:2052:19
address 12:12,25 | agreement 74:14 | 765 54.6
13:16,25 31.5 74:19 76:12 anticipated areas 20:20
adequate 60:16 | ahead 20:17 13:24 55:10
adjunct 20:23 allegations anybody 33:2 arguing 68:8,9
21:7 10:10,12 48:18 67:18 68:10
administration 48:21 anyway 51:3 arnold 1.5
16:21 18:6 allowed 4:19 apart 14:24 22:1 | arrangements
administrative alluded 66:21 25:25 46:8 76:12
18:6 alongside 37:5 54:16,21 64.7 arrested 11:11
ads 65:8,10 alpha 19:1,1,3,3 | apologies 45:10 | article 3:2174:5
advanced 62:11 19:5,6 apologize 18:9 asked 28:20
advantage 28:10 | amended 2:8 appeal 61:3,18 asking 8:11
28:12 4720 48:5,16,25 | 64:24 46:22
affirmative 27:3 49:6 72:21 appeals 60:21 asks 43:10
33:836:2537:8 | america 28:3 61:3,6,11,13,19 | assembly 51.5
38:8,17 44:14 36:24 45:6,7 61:20,24,25 64:1 | assigned 74:10
48:9 49:17 63:11 70:4,15 64:9,11 65:23 assignment 78:1
affirmatively american 17:7 appearances 3.1  assist 789
8:19 16:25 25:4 28:4 36:18 | appeared 7:16 assistant 3:15
19:18 21:18 40:9 62:14 applied 23:20 association
24:10 33:14 65:19,21 68:11 74:20 19:21 53:11
58:11 69:573.5 H americans 28:14 | apply 23:16 54.20,21,22
african 17:7 29:336:4,10,21 | appoint 10:17 associations
28:4,14 29:3 38:11,14 39:6 24:21 27:1 53:2
36:4,10,21 38:11 | 44:2,952:4 appointed 23:12 | assume 11:13
38:14 39:5,6 67:1471:4 23:16,20 24:15 35:6 51:2
40:9 44:2,9 52:4 72:23 25:2 26:2,11,12 | assuming 61.5
65:19,2167:14 | annie 14 appointment athens 9:23,24
68:11 71:4 answer 4:22 27:16 10:9 24:20
12:23 6:10,18 8:15 appoints 23:13 atlanta 1.2 3:19
agenda 44:22 26:7,8 28:23 26:5 16:9 21:3 55:14
ago 30:1065:6 34:1058:23,25 | appreciate 6:12 55:16,20 56:1

59:1,4,5,20 45:16 73:6

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 82 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022
Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

[attach - canyon] Page 3
attach 78:10 back 13:18 14:2 57:25 62:16 break 6:16,19
attached 77:7 14:9 22:9,14,16 69:15 73:2 14:5,6 56:14
attempted 24:21 30:3,25 31:1 believes 62:8,8 bring 33:6 39:8
attempting 38:247:11 67:18 brings 34.24

28:13 35:20 55:25 59:24 belong 28:.5 broder 25:17
attend 16:7 60:9 69:7,12 best 5:236:12 brother 67:10
20:14 29:25 773 63:21 brought 48:22
51:8,12 54.5 background beyond 24:22 73:1
attended 16:5 15:24 66:16 biden 64:22 brown 1:516:9
attention 48:23 | bad 5544 bill 27:18,20 browning 70:4
attorney 3:54:6 | badly 25:21 33:3,10 43:25 bryan 3:135:18
8:11,139:13,18 ballot 62:1563:8 | billions 65:9 building 69:22
11:2 22:2 24:8 ballots 62:13 bit 15:24 18:12 bush 1:7
24:15,16,21,24 baptist 53:22 40:14 59:24 business 20:24
25:346:2,3 bar 17:20,20,21 | black 19:21 c
52:24 62:25 17:22 36:10 37:19 . .
74:18 76:7 barely 51:17 57:11 65:14,25 gabzirz{gt 74(1356 16
77:12 based 10:21 53:7 67:2,8,19,19,21 called 41:22 42:1
attorneys 3:15 53:18 56:20,24 67:23,24 68:1,8 calls 59:18
25:5 46:15 61:24 76:11 68:9,20,21 69:1 campaign 64:20
74:24 basically 31:12 69:9,16 70:24 64:20
audible 50:20 36:12 72:16 - .
51:17 basis 63:1767:5 | block 69:22 Cagf’ﬁg(%‘?zf 110
audibly 6:4 74:8 blue 43:15 64:10
automatic 29:14 | battle 69:25 board 1:12,13,14 campus 31:23
29:24 30:13 beat 25:21 1:16 3:22 4:18 candidate 25:9
automatically beginning 12:16 9:24 10:19 26:4 25:11 32:16
23:21 30:6 behalf 3:3,12 9:6 26:6,9,10,16 50:9.12 58:17 21
74:20 0:8,10 10:15 27:135:2,7 59:7’11 18 60:’1
available 6:24 45:12 38:24 74:6 67-24.95 632
17:13 62:14 belated 45:11 boards 27:22 L o
) ) candidates 28:19
avenue 3:8 belief 72:2 boilerplate 47:7 3211 57-12
aware 60:20,23 | beliefs 32:24 bottom 47:20 60:4 68:15
66:10,13,23 65:11,20 67:14 | boundaries :
. canvassing
b believe 13:6 52:16 35:92
. . 16:14 28:24 bow 42:22 .
b zgﬁ 542152 19 | 293307,7362 brad 110417 |00 16:21
v 37:16 38:13

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 83 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[capacity - completed] Page 4
capacity 1:10,11 | certainly 63:21 | charges 24:2 color 70:7
1:13,14,15 8:12 66:10 chief 66:5 come 14:9 35:25
8:17,209:12 certificate 76:1 | chill 55:3 43:6 65:8 67:22
11:2 19:3 20:5 certification choice 25:6 63:7 K comes 43:14
21:6 22:25 18:4 67:25,2568:2,15| 67:10
23:25 52:20 certifications chose 33:17 commission
72:6 17:16 18:3,13 christian 22:11 79:24
capsulized 43:25 | certified 74:9,23 | church 53:20,21 & commissioner
caption 76:4 certify 76:4,7 53:22 54:3,6,10 10:16
card 30:8,11 78:2 56:7 commitment
care 639 chair 1:11 circle 3:18 76:13
career 18:10 challenge 63:4 circuit 24:9 committee 26:20
carolina 22:6 chance 40:11 cite 9:20,22 common 52:7
carolyn 1:22 change 28:736:7 city 12:2021:5 68:3,12
76:18 36:16 40:15 23:14,15 24:2 communicate
carrboro 22:5 47:18 78:11,13 39:5,9 40:16 41:13
case 5:199:20 78:14,16,17,19 | civic 54.23 communicated
9:21,22,25 10:5 78:20,22,23,25 civil 1:84:20 41:2,5,9
10:13 11:18 79:1,34,6,79,10 | 72:18 787 communities
12:6 33:22 79:12,13,15,16 | clarke 9:24 10:9 68:14 71:16
34.22 35:1,11 79:18 10:16 24:20 community
40:17 41:5,9,13 | changed 27:15 clear 44:151:25 35:16,25 37:18
41:20 42:2 44:6 55:8 61:25 71:25 42:15,24 43:1
46:1059:1 63:.5 | changes 74:23 clearly 6:2 44:6,16,18 45:3
73:8 74:8,8,20 77:778:4,5,7 clinton 33:3 51:16 52:2,11,14
cases 9:1011:4,6 | changing 35:15 | clinton's 33:10 53:2,7 54:13,17
23:24 27:9,9 35:2343:14 close 53:24 65:19,21 678
66:19 70:3 clouded 63:11 68:6 72:12,24
cast 36:1962:14 | characterization | club 12:1314:14 | compensation
63.8 677 15:5,19 74:14 76:11
caused 38:22 characterize code 62:174:13 | complaint 2:8
71:15 61:11 76:10 40:21 47:20
ccr 1:22,22 characterized coded 65:3,4 48:15,16,25 49:6
76:18 61:12,13,17 coin 26:14 27:15 50:19,25
cell 6:25 63:25 64:11 college 16:9 complete 6:10
center 22:4,9 charge 71.6 colloquies 74.22 74:10,22
certain 30:12 charged 11:8 76:5 completed 16:24
42:22 66:13 77:18

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 84 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.
[compliance - democr acy]

December 6, 2022

Page 5

compliance 74:4
74:13 76:10
compound 34:9
41:16 45:21

64.5
comprehensive
16:3 18:18
con 375
concerning 46:9
50:18,24 51:13
concert 56:1
concluded 73:13
concluson 59:19
conditions 8:25
conference 1:18
4:522:12
confirm 7:4
confuse 5:20
conjunction
21:13
connection
65:18

conner 1:7
consider 52:2
considered 32:7
32:15
considering
38:19
constant 69:25
constitution
70:14 72:20
contact 41:13

context 35:9
60:21 61:4
continued 38:25
contract 46:19
74:13 76:11
contracts 74.8
control 26:16,25
27:170:1,20
71:10
controlled 71:3
conver sation
36:13 42:4
conversely 62:16
convicted 11:13
copies 77:13
copy 7:21
correct 55
11:16 13:3
15:21 36:15
37:10 38:1 44:7
45:23,24 49:23
58:14 61:16
64:11,15 67:3
69:2,6,10,11
72:7 74:22 76:6
corrections 77:7
789
correctly 54
corrupt 61:23
council 23:14,15
counsel 3:1,24
7:2521:2 22:14

72:17,18,20 73:1
county 9:24 10:9
10:16 12:18
13:13,14,15,22
13:23 16:3 20:4
20:6,13 24:20
26:4,5,9,21,25
27:4 31:7 34:16
35:2,4,7,13,14
37:4 38:13 39:4
39:7 53:13 76:2
court 1:13:22,24
4:1,3,11 5:25
7:2510:8,9 13:5
13:7,9,10,16
21:4,25 23:8
24:17,22,25
25:14 26:1,20,22
274 34:6,18
47:3,2351:18,21
51:24 74:6,23
76:13 77:16,20
covered 52:24
covid 55:6,9
crazy 404
create 43:24
created 38:15
creates 40:7
crime 11:9,14
criminal 20:21
curious 23:3
current 12:12

cutting 25:13
45:13
cv 1.9

d

d 13:8,21,21
25:17

date 77:3
dates 165
david 58:3
day 48.7,856:1
62:3,10 63:6,6
76:15 79:20
days 55:577:3
deal 465
decade 14:19
december 1:20
76:15
decided 25:1
26:14 35:11
deciding 26:13
decison 10:19
24:20 65:15
declared 24:22
defend 17:9
defendant 4:16
defendant's 2:2
25844712
defendants 1:16
3:12 5:18
definition 59:17
61:8,16
degree 17:2

contacted 41:23 74:2 15:2,7 21:1 31:4 )

45:19,23 74:17 | count 56:3 31:25 37:23 g:ﬁ%itrch 22222 5
contacting 46:15 | country 12:13 currently 15:7 36:24 38:17
contained 48:19 14:14 15:5,19 19:5 20:2,18 68:10.17

49:18 69:21,25 70:5 26:3 28:3 ’

71:11,13,17
Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 85 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[democrat - du€] Page 6
democrat 24:9 describe 35:9 disclosure 3:23 25:5 26:18,25
26:14 28:18 described 22:23 74.6 31:936:1 39:1
39:2 43:20 50:24 52:13,15 | disclosures 74:1 49:22,24 50:1,2
59:12 describing 44:17 74:3,4,16 50:3,10,13
democratic 20:4 | description 2:1,3 | discount 74:21 districts 36:14
20:6,11,12,15 desire 63:12 discounts 74:20 38:15 39:24
22:4,10 26:11 787 discouraged 40:8,8,9
32:11 34:16 desktop 7:1 43:2 diverse 65:16
35:4,14 36:9 despite 66:15 discovered 70:2 | divison 1.2
43:13,21,22 determined discovery 4:18 doctoral 70:3
44:21,21 52:5,6 74:14 discrimination 72:3
57:5,12 627 developed 65:11 57:3 doctorate 16:22
democrats 28:10 | developing discuss 37:21 document 47.25
28:11,25 29:2,4 65:10 discussed 11:17 48:19,21
33:16 34:5 devices 6:23 11:20 documents 12:1
35:24 45:362:5 | devote 24:4 discussion 42:8 12:5
demographics dexter 1:5192:6  69:24 dollars 65:9
35:14,23 36:7 4:6,7,16 12:11 disenfranchise doubt 65:13
39:7 70:3 772 28:4 38:11,14 downtown 30:10
denied 10:24 diane 3:14 43:9 44:12 55:24
denigrated 71:3 | differ 72:12 disenfranchise... | draconian 44:1
depends 55:18 different 39:24 28:25 drake 14:7 16:16
56:16 39:24 70:8,9,9 disenfranchises 16:20
depo 7:3 differently 58:7 45:8 draw 43:23
deponent 77:2,6 | dilute 43:18 44:9 | dispute 67:4,6 drawing 38:22
77:8,10,16 diluted 37:19 disqualification drawn 36:3,14
deponent's 77:6 39:15 44:25 74:6 36:20 37:13,15
79:19 dinner 55:12,15 | disqualify 74:12 37:16,18,18
deposition 1:19 55:25 76:9 38:10,14,21 39:3
2:6 4:2,16,23 direct 11:548:23  dissertation 17:3 39:8,12 40:3
5:196:24 7:12 68:16 74:13 17:4,5,10,12 68:13
7:16 8:7,23 9:2 76:11 72:4 drive 12:13
11:20,24 73:13 direction 56:4 distinct 29:1 14:14 15:5,19
77:6 78.8 76:5 distinction 19:9 55:21
depositions 7:10 | directly 16:11 19:10 62:7 driver's 30:1,5
des 14:7 16:16 disadvantage district 1:1,1 30:14
30:23 28:11,18 10:15,22 24.8,15 | due 4:177:3
24:16,21,24 25:3
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 86 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[dues - facility] Page 7
dues 19:14,15 electing 40:11 enacted 37:23 examined 4.8
duffy 1:11 election 1:12,13 38:2,22 example 64:19
duly 4:8 1:14,16 4:18 9.5 | encourage 62:9 | excellent 7:8
duma 3:16 9:10,24 10:18,19 | energy 56:2 exception 11:14
duvall 13:21 10:20 11:4,6 engagement exclude 36:3
e 25:1,7,8,20 26:4 17:8 excluded 43:22
. . _ 26:6,9,10,16 english 3:16 excluson 29:5,6
elg§i1g2138 27:1,22,22 29:18 | endaved 71:3 excuse 7:11
25:17 78:6.7 29:20 30:11,20 | ensure 36:9,18 14:25 28:10
carlier 61372 31:3,21 32:11 43511 35:341:247:17
3795 66:22 33:15,17,20 entails 20:9 50:16 57:14
69:7,15 38:24 43:16 entereq 788 58:1,16 64:9
early 37:1048:4 50:9 57.23,24 ent_ertaln 32:24 72_:4_r
ecasy 12:8 58.2,4,8,14 entl_re 72:18 exhibit 2:5,88:1
economic  62:22 65:18 67:19 equity 70:22 8:3,447:9,12,23
education 14:10 68:_23,24,25 errata 77:3,7,8 52:1_0
16:19.22 18:6 elections 29:19 77:10,12,13,15 | exhibits 2:1,3
60:10 31:12,15,18 35:2 | 77:1878:1 7:11 74:23,23
educational 35:7 57:17 especially 36:10 751
15:24 62:22 58:18 60:2,22 39:4 ex?st 45:2
edward 113 61:4 65:14 espouse 67:13 existence 37:23
effect 30:3 36:16 69:16 espouses 67:12 72:18
39:3 62:2 electron?c 6:23 | essentially 26:24 | expand 63:23
effectively 26:16 electronically 4_4:7 62:2 67:18 69:1_9
39:10 _77:8 ethics 20:24 experience 46:9
effort 35:17 elias 3.6 21:15,16 74:13 60:9 72:10
cither 11:14 elroy 1:4 76:10 expert 72:7
dbert 15 34:3 embedded 43:7 | ethnic 70:9 expired 185
34:16,21.25 employed 20:19 | ethnicity 61.7 expires 79:24
35:12 36:6 20:19 22:3,5 eunice 1.5 explicit 69:24
eect 39:10,10,17 employee 76:7 event 56:1 extent 45:11
65:15 67:23,24 employment everybody 62:19 61:22,23
68:11.15 20:17,2521:14 §7:9 f
dected 2311 21:1560:13 evidence 76:6 f 313 16:2
25627:4527  STpoverment Eiiﬁﬁ'.ﬁaf?f facilitate 27:22
gggilg%.lj,ll enact 71-19 218 5:15 facility 77:19
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 87 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[fact - going] Page 8
fact 4:610:21 financially 76:8 | fraternity 19:1 43:1551:4,8
38:19 find 7:1461:20 | front 38:7 52:22,23 53:23
faculty 17:7 fine 23:531:24 full 12:922:14 53:24 57:3,11,16
fail 68:7 45:15,16 56:18 22:16 58:21 59:8,12
failed 10:17 57:10 64:17 fully 8:229:1 60:11,14,18
fair 29:2532:10 | fire 56:12 fulton 76:2 61:10 63:25
40:11,2344:15 | firm 21:20,24 fund 21:3 64:10 66:2
fairness 70:22 22:2 418,23 furnish 78:10 68:25 69:8
faith 53:18 43:19 45:19,23 | further 13:19 72:12,13 74:4,9
familiar 50:1 45:25 62:25 67:22 69:13 76:2
58:16,17 66:4 74:1,16 76:7 georgian 67:2
family 11:563:9 firms 46:4,6 future 70:15,19 | gerrymandering
faye 1.6 first 4:8,22 g 37:17
fear 71:5,17 33:24 34:14,18 ga 77:22 getting 35:22
february 17:11 40:16 41:2,5,9 game 63:10 39:24 46:18,20
federal 4:1978:6 | 49:4,10 garrett 1:6 48:24
fee 46:18 five 26:10 35:12 gears 40:13 girths 28:24
feed 54:13 35:18 367 37:2 56:10 give 45:1164:18
feel 25:327:24 flip 27:16 49:12 general 315 64:19 72:21
28:9,12,17 63:15 | 49:14 10:19 20:21 given 6:18:6
felt 10:23 following 74:1,4 21:2 9214 50:9 76:6 78:8
field 62:19 78:5 515 go 6:197:9
fifth 26:13,19 follows 4:9 generally 23:3 13:18 14:10
272 forced 73:1 32:10 21 57-11 16:1,11 20:17
fight 70:2571:1 | forefathers generat’i ons 55:2,16 59:5,6
71:24 72:25,25 71:14 7114 59:24 61:1
fighting 36:18 forefront 69:23 geogr aphic 69:12
70:16 foregoing 76:4 5216 goal 70:10
file 1:846:5 form 4:2178.7,9 - . goalposts 70:11
georgia 1:1,10
47:18 77:12 formal 17:6 319.22 12:13.23 | 90€S 49:11
filed 9:4,9,15 former 58:3 66:5 13:5’22 142 1’4 going 4:215:2
10:3,14,21 11:3 70:13 16:3’9 17:20’ 7:2,9,10,18 8:1
11:6 40:21 48:5 | forms 74:6 18: 4’20: 11 21:3 30:10 32:1
7715 forward 77:12 215 23:10 40:13,14 45:11
fill 77:8,8 founded 69:21 24:15 27:21 47:8,9 48:23
financial 19:7,9 | four 14:524:5,6 29:9 30:18.25 55:25 56:4,10,11
19:11 66:14 framed 42:14 32:3 12 17’38' 10 59:14,17 63:2,4
74:7 T ' 63:8 64:2,3,6
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 88 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[going - infor mation] Page 9
65:2,16,17 70:21 h hispanic 40:10 ideology 62:18
70:23 71:6,19 half 23:4.4 hispanics 36:10 67:11

gonzales 24:19 handle 59 23:25 36:21 impacts 76:13

good 5:2517:25 happen 45:9 historical 37:19 | impartial 76:13

gover nment happened 26:19 38:6 Impartiality
57:3 happens 60:6 historically 28:3 74:12 76:10

governor 10:17 | porpin 504 38.9 impeachment
24:14,20 harbin's 49:24 history 20:17 _33:_5

graduated 29:14 hardware 188 29:8 implied 69:25
29:15 harm 71:15 hits 43:5 important 6:7

grand 16:21 harold 66:5 hoa 53:3,6 inaudible 25:12

grant 1.4 hat 23:17 hold 22:1,6 34:545:13

great 4:125:13 head 6:68:18 31:10 47:10 inception 70:4
6:16 7.5 8:21 16:25 19:17 home 53:2556:9 71:11
10:10 11:1 21:18 24:10 hoping 40:5,7 include 20:20
15:23 47:22 33:14 40:24 42:10,13 including 6:25
56:19 41:6.10,21 51:14 horton 65:5,8 incluson 62:8

greene 13:22,23 53:10 54:7,24 hour 55:2063:7 | inclusive 65:16
16:2,3 5811 64:14 hours 24:3,5,6 income 22:24

greensboro 21.5 69:5 72:9 734 55:24,24 incor por ated
23:_10 health 6017 house 27:18 40:8 _ 19:1

greetings 775 hear 6:3 2515 50:6,12 Increase 36:24

griffin  12:13,21 33:24 34:14 howell 1:4 incumbent 25:12
12:22 14:14 heard 51:19 huh 6:527:3 25:16 43:3
249 52:22,23 hearings 18:6 33:836:25 37:8 | independents
53:22,24 51:8 38:8,17 44:14 26:23

group 3:657:4 heartbeat 28:8 48:9 49:17 index 2:18
72:19 had 24:14 25:1 hungry 54:14 individual 32:23

groups 54:10 hdlo 412 i individuals
70:9 _ help 208 i e 70:8 26:12,13 38:16

guber natorial henry 13:1415 | idea 40:18.24 40:2,1143:12
31:117,194316  horschel 66:24 411 66'3 45:2,552:7

guess 28:16 67126820 identify 27:7,0 = 622166:14.18
38184820 | phigh 16:1,3 27:21 infer 60:24
56:16 18:1829:15,16  ideologies 20:1,2 'nformal 2318

29:22 39:16 29:2 62:6 nformation
higher 16:22 49:3,18 72:3
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 89 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[initiate - little] Page 10
initiate 33:25 5:6,13,16,18 8:2 27:19 30:9 40:5,7 42:10
41:20 8:513:11 25:18 32:14,19 39:9 46:19
injury 20:21 28:22 34:11,13 46:7 48:7,7,18 lawsuits 9:5
insulated 42:18 34:20,23 41:17 48:20 49:13 42:18
insulted 67:16 41:18 45:15,17 57.7,14,16,18,18 | lawyer 11:18,21
insurrection 47:5,8,13,22,24 58:22,23,24,24 14:15 40:17
71:12 52:159:21,22 59:2,15 60:5 41:4,13,14,19
intent 28:4 63:16,18 73:2,6 63:3,10,14,20 layers 68:5
intentional jacqueline 1.6,7 65:2,25 66:4,6,7 | leadership 19:3
63:12 james 1.5 68:24 72:1 22:11 434
interest 41:24 janice 1:15 knowledge 57:2 |leave 10:22 22:7
51:16 52:3,12,15 | january 71:12 known 47:1 led 57:23
747,11 76.9 job 17:8 23:20 | legal 10:24 59:18
interested 76:8 24:4 46:17 ) 74:9,17
interesting 26:7 | jobs 22:1 | 116?'28’9’9’21’21 legislator 50:17
67:5 johnston 1:15 : 50:23
interests 36:4,11 | join 4:1335:11 ::ﬁz ggjo’le”m legislature 50:15
39:18 40:1,12 joined 22:11 laptop  7:1 51:9
44:22 52:8 65:2 | joining 445 large 24:12 lens 72:24
68:3,12 jr 111 61:22 23 level 62:18 66:17
interrupt 71:23 | judge 21:4 24:25 Iargely’ 39:8 license 17:20,21
involved 18:18 | judges 26:20,22 laross 314 17:23 30:1,5,14
18:21,25 19:20 274 lastly 6:22 licenses 17:15,19
20:2 36:8 53:15 | judicial 24:9 law  35.64'6 life 14:3
involvement jumps 64:3 14:7 15’:25 limits 39:9
54.:23 june 21:4 16:11 19:19.21 lindsey 1:13
involves 45:3 justice 66:5 19:23.95 20:’21 line 29:363:7
iowa 14:7 16:16 k 20:25’21: 10,14 78:11,14,17,20
_ 30:19,24 32:3 karen 50'6 21:15.20,22 22:2 78:2379:1,4,7
Issue 334435 1o 7:38:229:1 2423 26:15 79:10,13,16
67:1568:2 kept 60:10,14,17 | 27:13,14,16,25  'Ines 36:3.20
issues 46110 iy 523233 | 281791824 | /913151517
50:18,24 51.5 2324242412 | 30:22441:823 0101315
j 30:15 55:16 45:19,23,25 46:4 | 414,24 68:13
i 1227618 56:11 69:19 46:6 62:25 74:4 | 1ted 14:18
jacoutot 2:22 know 5:226:12 | lawsuit 33:22,25 :::It?:tl(ljg'lg(iszm
3:134:10,125:1 6:17 23:22 34:15 36:16 18:9.12 303
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 90 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[little - moment] Page 11
40:13 58:7,7 maintain  70:1 mashburn 1:12 ' men's 54:11
59:24 69:12 maintaining master's 16:20 mentality 71:15

live 13:4,16,20 74:12 76:9 62:25 mentioned 6:1
38:2539:443:1 | major 62:4 mathiak 50:7 16:23 18:15
45:5 63:6 majority 26:22 | matter 17:5 21:12 23.7

lived 12:24 14:2 27:10 39:5 36:19 40:22 31:11 37:2,25
468 57:16,22 63:13 74:11,18 76:9 54:16 69:15

living 39:23 70:1,6,7,7,8,17 matthew 1:12 72:1

llp 3:6,16 70:17,20,21 71:2  maynard 12:11 | mentor 54:15

local 27:2229:19 | 71.6,18 mayor 23:14,15 & mentoring 17:7
55:1,17 makeba 3:446:2 | mcdonough 13:5 | mercer 20:23

location 23:8
locations 55:10
log 47:11

lois 1:4

long 7:1312:24
13:15,25 26:24
53:1554:2
longer 18:9
look 7:20 62:24
72:23
looking 30:16
41:22 42:1
looks 67:9

lost 10:7

lot 18:7 43:13
55:8 56:2,15
loud 51:25
loudly 6:3
lumps 43:5
lying 33:5

m

m 13:9
madison 13:22
mail 6:257:7
30:8 62:13
77:10

77:1

making 43:19
74:12 78:8,9
man 69:1
mandamus
10:14
mandated 24:19
manner 39:20
mansdll 77:20
manually 77:8
map 37:9,13,22
37:22,23 38:2,22
39:15

maps 38:5,6,21
39:3,8,12,19
40:3 42:16 44:7
44:8,11
march 10:20
marie 25:16
mark 8:247:17
47:23

marked 8:1,4
479,12
marty 49:24
50:4

mary 1.7

mean 6:10 32:21
59:9 60:1,25
62:23 65:9,23
68:24 69:9
71:22

means 19:13
20:14 39:13
51:16 62:22,23
66:14,18

meant 69:20

measures 44:1

medical 8:25

medications
8:22

meetings 20:15
51:12

melton 66:5

member 1:13,14
1:15 19:5,7,11
19:11 20:7,9,10
26:332:7,15
52:553:18 54:2

members 4:17
10:15 11:5
44:19,20 57:4

memos 12:4

21:8,14
message 64:25
met 374
miles 54:1
mind 44:17

61:16
ministry 54:11
minor 24:1
minorities 28:15

29:4 35:15 36:5

36:22 39:14,16

43:18 44:3,10,20

44.23,23 45:3,9

52:471:4
minority 28:5

36:9 40:10

43:20 44:13,19

57:470:19

71:18 72:11
missed 12:16

29:19,20
model 28:25
moines 14:7

16:16 30:23
moment 47:10

64:15

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 91 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

[money - okay]

December 6, 2022

Page 12

money 66:20 need 4:16:2,16 | nonpartisan obvioudy 33:23
monolithic 68:6 7:2 38:15 46:5 276 occasional 55:11
month 24:5,6 72:16 nonprofit 53:13 | occurred 50:22
months 10:23 needed 44.6 nonresponsive... | occurring 68:25
mood 55:18 needs 42:15 63:17 ocga 74.6,7,19
morris 16:9 72:11,15,23 normally 42:25 78.7
motor 11:14 neg 61:18 north 22:6 october 10:4,5
30:2,4 negative 61:19 northern 1:1 48:5,6,10
move 10:20 negatively 40:25 | notarized 77:10 | offhand 27:19
14:11 15:24 41:7,11,21 51:14 | notary 79:23 office 24:7 60:4
20:17 29:7 47:8 53:10 54:7,24 noted 78:4,5 66:1
60:7,8 70:6,10 72:9 notes 12:14 officer 76:13
moved 24:16,25 | negotiate 66:15 | notice 2:57:15 offices 25:22
71:14 neighbor hood noticing 18:7 773,10
movement 72:19 | 52:1953:2 55:2 74:18 official 1:10,11
movie 55:11,14 | neighborhoods noting 77.7 1:12,14,15
55:25 35:22 november 17:24 | oftentimes 39:14
moving 5:8 neighbors 39:22 21:21 31:21 39:18 43:20
33:21 35:15 39:23 68:14 number 12:15 52:5
multiple 14:21 nell 1.7 17:21 27:19 oh 22:12 47:6,10
municipal 21:4 | netflix 55:3 31:23 49:25 58:16
21:2523:826:1 | never 11:11,12 numbers 39:1 okay 4:125:6,8
n 11:13 29:19 o 5:13 6:22 7:8,15
. 32:14 37:14 . . 7:18,24 8:15,21
A adle?;'&gs: 12 471 © 2;61'3 2266 9:9,15,25 10:3,8
name 5:4,17 new 38:15,15 oath 335 11:1,8,11 12:8
12:10 23:17 70:21 object 59:14,17 | 12121814:9.9
34:99 newspaper 63:16 14:24 15:6,10,13
national 20:11 _23:23_ objection 28:20 15519’23 1_6:4
nationalities nice 12:8 34:2,941:16 1711218717
70:9 nodded 8:18 45:11.21 18:21,24 19:2,8
near 70:19 16:25 19:17 objections 4:20 19:15,15,19,22
: : 21:18 24:10 L . 20:2,521:7,19
nearing 56:12 obligation 74:12
necessarily 65:7 33:14 58:11 76:10 21:22 22:19,21
67:10,13 0915 73:4 obstacles 4324 | 2324610
necessary 78:10 nodo!lng _6:5 43:24 25:8,22 277
nonfinancial 29:7,21 30:15
19:11 31:9,20,24 32:3
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 92 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[okay - phone] Page 13
33:14,21,21 35:6 | order 30:20 paragraph 48:24 | passed 26:15
36:12 37:25 57:18 68:2 49:5,6,16,19,22 | password 75:1,2
40:13,22 41:1 72:21 parkwood 3:18 | pastor 54:7
45:1 46:8,13,18 | ordering 75:2 part 34:1944:8 | paying 19:15
46:25,25 47:14 77:13 54:11 pdf 77.7
47:17,22 48:14 | ordinances 24:2 | participate 25:4 | peach 56:3
48:18,23 49:3,9 | organization 38:16 42:17 pending 10:1
49:14,15,2150:5 | 53:16 54:17 43:12,21 44:10 | people 35:22
50:8 51:15 53:4 | organizations 53:1 54:9 62:20 36:8 43:1 52:18
53:15,18 54:2,9 18:19,22,23,25 | participating 54:15 63:5 65:1
54.25 55:13,19 19:20,23,2520:3 | 8:239:2 39:16 66:1 67:20 68:7
56:6,10,1957:10 22:23 23:1 37:6 56:24 60:11,14 70:24 71:13
57:14,2058:5,11 | 53:8,19 54:23 60:17 63:1,2 72:16
58:13,16 59:1 original 77:13 participation percent 30:21
60:7,20 645,17 77:15 46:19 57:4 36:2 39:1,2
65:25 66:21 originally 10:18 | particular 11:17 64.22
68:18 69:4 23:19,19 31:13 12:518:14 19:3 | perdue 58:4,9
71:2572:11 ossoff 58:3,10,12 26:18 32:19 perfect 16:18
73:2 58:13 38:22 48:15 perfectly 59:2

old 62:24 outcome 68:23 55:10 61:6 period 18:1
older 30:3 76:8 parties 4.2 62:5 22:21
once 12:9 305 outreach 53:11 74.20 75:2 person 25:2
34:7 71:5,18 54.20,21,22 76:13 77:13 26:10,19 27:2
77:10 outside 30:18 partners 21:3 67:23 68:1,3
ones 64:1 39:9 56:6 party 20:4,6,11 | personal 8:12,17
ongoing 36:12 overall 44:8 20:12 24:12 8:20 20:21 57:2
operated 71:11 48:20 26:11,12,17 60:9 62:4 72:10
opinion 52:12 overtalking 34:5 27:2328:632:8 | personally 11:3
57:11 58:20 D 32:16,22 33:12 61:10 63:25
59:8 61:19 62:4 . . 34:17 35:4,14 64:10 69:9
72:12 . 42%:21027_19 4317 44:12,21 | pertaining 515
opportunities 7811.14.17.20 44:21 52:6 59:9 51:9
60:13 78:23,79; 1 4 P 59:12 60:3 62:8 | pertains 60:2
opportunity 79:10’13’16 ’ 62:16 65:17 ph.d. 16:24
36:15,17,23,24 pages 78:9 67:17,17 74:13 62:25
62:14 paid 19:14 46:20 74:2176:7,11 phi 19:1,3,5
opposition 68:17 472 pass 56:4 phone 6:25

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 93 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[phones - question] Page 14
phones 7:6 pool 24:12 primaries 31:14 | prohibitions
phonetic 5:7 poorly 5:21 primary 22:24 74:8
phrased 5:21 pop 44:23 24:11 promote 29:4,5
pick 46:5 population 39:5 | prime 64:19 35:19 37:6
place 4:210:18 44:24 71:5,7 print 77:8 pronouncing 5:3
43:17 70:6 posed 6:18 prior 8:7 26:10 5:3
74:19 position 23:11 37:13,22 prop 21:20
plaintiff 33:22 24:17 42:17,21 | probably 23:4 properties 15:13
34.21 35:1,11 43:4 63:22 66:8 30:19 32:18,19 15:16
43:11,11 72:6 67:16 37:4,16 40:22 property 14:24
plaintiffs 1.8 3:3 | positions 26:2 46:5 53:17 15:1,4,10
10:24 41:23 positive 61:21 procedure 4:20 | proprietor 20:20
42:2 47:1 possession 24:1 787 proquest 17:14
play 63:9 potentially proceeding 3:25 17:15
playing 62:19 61:21 74:1,21 751 protected 75:1,2
please 47:4 power 26:17,18 76.6,13 provide 74:18
77:10,18 78:9,10 | 39:12 43:23 proceedings public 16:21
plus 57:19 44:9,24 74:10 66:1 79:23
point 19:17 32:6 | practice 20:20 process 24:11 publicly 17:12
48:10 70:18 practicing 46:3 25:536:937:17 | published 17:14
polarized 57:7 practitioner 43.6,13,21,23 pull 47:9
politic 63:1 22:15,17,22,25 44:10 56:24 puppet 65:22
political 18:22 pre 37:22 57:558:18,21 purpose 5:19
18:23 19:22 precinct 31:20 59:7,12,18 60:1 7:11
20:3 24:7 25:5 31:22,23 60:6 62:20 63:2 | purposes 4:18
25:22 26:17,17 | prepare 11:23 63:3 66:15 70:3 4:197:12
39:12 42:23 present 3:25 produce 60:3 pursuant 3:21
43:14 44:10 presented 74:1 produced 74:22 78:6
45:7 56:24 59:9 | presents 60:4 production put 7:623:16,17
62:5,20,22 63:1 | president 30:21 77:19 43:17 65:17
63:3 65:24 64:22 70:13 professional 67:18
66:15 67:11 presidential 74:13 76:10 q
6_9:.23 71:10 29:18,20 31:3,12 | professor 20:23 quentin 1:4
politically 26:2 | pressures 42:23 21:7 question 4:21
politics 60:11,14 | pretty 6:753:24 | program 54:15 520 6:10 18
60:18 61:12,17 | previous 24:16 programs 17:7 810 13:2’4 26:7
61.22,23 previously 19:16 | prohibited 56:20 28:17 29:10
56:23 74:19
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 94 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[question - representative] Page 15
31:11 34:9,25 reached 41:12 reduced 76:5 remember 8:19
44:15 47:7 58:5 41:14,19 reelection 33:4 9:20,22,23 30:10
58:23,2563:14 | read 48:14 495 33:11 30:22 33:1
63:20 64:6 49:1577:6 78:2 | refer 57:22 45:25 46:2,4
68:21 70:19 reading 49:8 references 44:16 | remind 54:18

qguestions 17:17 |real 7:964:7 referring 27:15 | remote 1:18
56:12 62:23 realized 52:9 44:18,1957:20 | remotely 4:2
73:3,11 74:22 really 42:752:19 69:7 72:15 renewal 22:4,10
76:5 57:964:1468:5 |regardless 24:12 rent 14:24 151

quick 7:964:7 70:2571:973.6 45:1,5 68:22 rental 15:13,16

quite 18:10 reappointed register 35:22 renting 15:8

r 23:21,22 registered 299 |rep 40:850:6
, , reason 78:13,16 29:12,17,21 30:6 | repeat 25:15

r 2%36261 61 252127 78:19,22,2579:3 30:17,1931:4,13 | 474

o517 79:6,9,1%,312,18 3_5:17 . refgrl zise34 :5L:223
: _ reasons 78: registering : ;

ragg:zgléi%%ﬂ recall 411468  56:20 41:17 58:1,7
66:19 69:23 41:10,12,14,19 | registration 29:8 | 59:23

racial 60:21 61-3 41:21 42:14 29:14 30:8,13,23 | report  74:11
61:3,11,13,17,20 58_:8,12 69:17 35:19 37:6 reporter 3:24
61:2564:1011 | 'Eceve 17:22 53:14 62:10 4:1,3,11 5:25
64:24.24 65:11 48:9 regularly 54:5 7:2513:7,10
65:23 66:16 received 7:22 regulations 3:22 25:14 34:6,18

racially 57:7 30:8 48:8 74.5 47:3,2351:18,21
6124 receive_s 74:21 re?d 13:21 51:24 74:1,3,7,9

raffensper ger recognize 42:18 re!nf(_)rces 28:2 74:2:_%,24
1:10 4:17 42:20 reinvigor ate reporting 3:23

raised 50:18 record 4:10,15 35:13 74.6,18

ralph 33:13 6:912:1063:20 | relate 12:5 repository 75:2

ran 24:8 63.24 74:10,12 | related 9:5,10 represent 5:18

raphad  32:2 74:22 76:6 11:4,6 38:12 40:2,12 46:15
66:11 red 36:1,1 57:4 52:7

rapid 56:12 redistricting relates 49:19 representation

rates 39:16 50:18,2451:6,9 | relating 75:1 10:25

reach 50:15,16 51:13_ relationship representations
50:23 65:11 redrawing 42:16 17:6 74:11 76:9 74:4

redrawn 37:9 relative 76:7 representative
39:19,19 50:4 69:8
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 95 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[represented - served] Page 16
represented response 25:15 57.23 58:4,10,13 | second 2:8 7:19
36:11 69:1 50:20 59:3 69:7 66:25 68:24 31:10 33:6
repub 39:10 responsibility rutahindura 47:19 48:5,15,25
republican 777 34:8 59:16 49:6
25:12,16 26:12 | responsiveness rutahindurwa secretary 1:10
26:14 27:8,11,21 | 421 3:4 4:25 5:4,5,6 4:17 38:20,23
27:2328:632.8 | result 25:20 5:8,11 28:20 section 74:6
32:15,16 33:2 results 39:25 34:2,441:16 sections 74.7
36:239:243:17 | returned 77:12 45:1059:14 see 14:12 36:23
44:12 62:16 7715 739,10 77:1 47:19 49:1
66:24 67:17,17 | reverend 32:1 S seeing 35:24
republicans review 5:10,11 s 111 70:12,13
26:23,24 28:13 11:23 742 77:7 satisfaction 178 seeking 52:6
29:1,539:10 reynolds 1.6 satisfied 37:12 seen 28:2,3
62:5 right 5:210:24 3714 38:2 47:25 61:10
requested 776 13:18 21.:22 69:10 63:25 64.8,10
requirement 25:4 27:19 355 saturday 35:21 selected 26:20
57:17,21,23 36:18 38:16 35:21 21 62:12 selection 26:24
ressarch 46:9,14 | 48:11,1355:7,22 3’1:11 self 20:19
reserved 4:22 64.3,16 saw 3615655 | Senate 43:25
73.12 rights 43:8 45:8 saying 64:21 49:22 50:2,10
reside 49:22 72:19,21 says 47:19 66:12,25 69:2
residence 15:7 risng 53:22 202 27'17 senator 57:25
15:20,20 rmr 1:22 76:18 school  14:7 58:3,3,9,9,10,13
residences 14:19 |road 13:22 1525 16:1.3.5 64.20,21 65:1
14:21,22 rocket 39:11 16'11 19: 1’9 ’23 66:11
residential 15:10 | roswell 77:22 19:95 21:9 1’0 oo | SEnatorial 40:8
residents 72:13 | roughly 22:17 29'15.16 2’2 " lsend 77:13,18
resigned 10:16  rpr 1:22 30:24’ ’ sent 486
resolve 10:6 rule 70:5,6 78.:6 science 39'11 separate 62:6
resolved 10:2 rules 3:214:19 s 1:9 64.7 68:13
respect 8:16 74:578.6 screen 7:9.16.24 | SErve 19:2 20:5
46:14 run 23:524:6 4710.14 o 23:8 26:343:10
respond 42:15 25:1,3,23 27:5 <roll 7 18 76:13
44:6 52:21 running 66:24 seal 77°12 served 215
responding 6:4 67.16 seattle 39 22:12 25:25
68:19 runoff 24:13,14 26:1
24:19 31:25
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 96 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

[serves - straight]

December 6, 2022

Page 17

serves 32:23
services 54:6
60:17 74:18
session 50:17,21
set 10:18
seventh 3:8
share 7:9,24
47:10 52:10
62:18 65:20
shares 44:21
68:12

shook 40:24 41:6
41:10,21 51:14
53:10 54:7,24
72:9

shortly 40:20
show 7:10
showing 47:14
49:7

shrugs 55:12
63:15 65:12
sic 295

side 7:439:25,25
sign 5:1077:6
signature 5:9
73:12 76:16
772,16 79:19
signed 77:10,12
77:15

slly 29:10
similar 20:10
smply 44:11
67:20 68:8

sr 4:118:9
25:1551:19
sister 23:22
st 33:11 39:25
42:20

site 269
Situation 72:7
sx 10:22 13:1
date 60:4,5
dating 58:17,21
59:7,11,18 60:1
saves 72:17
small 53:13
smith 1:22 34:21
76:18
social 18:19,20
18:25 19:20
42:23 62:22
socialize 54:25
55:10
socializing 55:5
sole 15:20 20:20
21:20 22:15,16
22:22,2572:5
solely 32:22
74:14 76:11
solomon 1.5
34:3,16,21,25
35:10,12 36:6,13
37:1,4,21 41:22
41:25 42:4,9
44:4 45:12,18,22
solutions 74:9,17
somebody 10:17
32:24 43:10
65:15,17 67:12
68:12
sorry 22:13
25:14 34:4,6,19
34:20 35:3
45:13 47:3 52:9
59:16 71:22

sort 6:2310:10
20:8 22:22
23:17 29:22
35:9 46:8,18
54:6,23 55:8
56:6 61:8,16
63:22 72:1

sound 50:1

sounds 18:11
29:10 46:13

source 22:24

south 22:5

southern 21:2
22:11

gpalding 12:18
13:12 20:4,6,13
26:4,5,8,21,25
27:4 31:5 34:16
35:2,4,7,13,14
37:338:13
53:13

speak 6:2,8
42:25,2551:18

speaking 38:10
44:5 45:12,18,22
51:25 52:18
71:2572:5

special 3:15
10:18 24:13,14
24:18,18,25
50:17,21

specific 60:24
74:20

specifically 33:2
38:4 74:5

spend 56:7

spent 65:9

split  14:20 34:12
39:20,20
spoke 61.9
spoken 38:5
61:13

stand 42:24
43:19
standing 17:25
63.7

star 53:22
start 9:717:18
21:19,24 23.7
46:10 52:13
59:10,11
started 54:19
state 1:11,12,13
1:14,16 4:17,18
5:18 12:9 27:20
32:4 38:10,20,23
38:2345:2,4
50:6 69:8 74:9
76:2

stated 16:15
62:6 76:4
statement 3:23
78:8

states 1:145:6,6
66:12 69:1
statewide 66:7
66:11

stay 55:17
stipulate 4:3
stipulations 4:24
stop 7:24 52:25
63:2

straight 29:22
33:19

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 = Filed 03/17/23 Page 97 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

December 6, 2022

[strategy - time] Page 18
strategy 43:17 supremacist talk 71:173:7 73:11
44:8,12 70:10 28:25 71:15 talking 37:153.7 thanks 5:5,12
strike 14:2523:6 | supremacy 43.7 61:567:11 theron 1:4
35:338:18 41:3 63:11 69:22 69:14 70:14 thesis 17:172:3
52:1357:15 supreme 24:22 | targeted 28:17 thing 6:17 70:23
strives 62:17 sure 6:1,330:21 61.6 717
strongholds 31:3,2343:19 taylor 3:16 things 55:8,12
2721 49:25 51.24 teach 20:24 70:2
structure 27:15 55:9 586 59:21 21:14,14,15,15 | think 14:11
struggling 63:6 60:23 61:1,15 telephonically 21:13 28:1 30:2
student 18:17 suspending 4:4 30:19,22,22,22
students 19:21 70:14 tell 42:9,12 32:23 37:17
style 27:16 swear 4.3 tend 43:23 38:4,1550:3
subcontractor switch 40:13 tenor 48:20 51:19 52:24
74:9,14 76:12 56:10 term 24:22 54:16 56:15
subject 17:4 sworn 4:85:14 42:1551:16 61.22,23,24 62:3
submitted 3:24 79:20 58:17 60:1,20 64.14 66:21
74:23,24 sykes 1.5 61:2 67:19 68:7,15,16
subscribe 39:18 | system 21:17 terminology 68:19 69:16
subscribed 43.8 45.7 65:24 60:24 73:8
79:20 69:23 terms 19:11 38:5 | third 33:12
substance 78:7 | systematically 41:2 42:21 thirty 39:2
succeed 50:10,13 | 28:1345:8 70:13 74:14 threatened 43:2
sudden 39:22 t 76:12 three 14:5
sue 38:23 . . . test 26:9 ticket 11:10
sued 38:19 : aklé4 ;3;392166129 testified 4:9 33:19 66:24
suite 3:7,17 713.15 10:17 testify 51:4 tickets 24:1
77:21 18:8143:4 4011 | testifying 8:20 tilden 13:7
sunday 35:20,20 55:13 56:14 14:12 tillman 13:5,9,16
62:11 63:9 testimony 8:7 time 4:135:2,3
superior 10:9 taken 1:184:16 64.8,9,13 78:2,8 6:8,16 14.20,21
24:17,25 26:20 821 76:4 thank 4:135:1 15:2,11,11,14,20
26:21 274 takeovers 269 78,24 8:2,21 18:1,9 22:14,16
support 32:11 takes 56:2 9:2511:1 13:10 22:21 29:13,18
suppose 63:16 taliaferro  16:2 13:23 15:23 30:12 32:6 33:7
suppress 28:14 18:18.22 16:18 20:16 46:6 49:10,11
36:3,20 44:2 ’ 25:19 34:11 56:8,16 64:23
62:17 63:12 51:21,25 68:22 73:7 74:20
Veritext Lega Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176  Filed 03/17/23 Page 98 of 147

Dexter Wimbish December 6, 2022
Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.
[time - undergrad] Page 19
77:15 truthfully 8:23 29:14,22,23 30:7 17:6 18:4,5
today 4:148:22 9:1 30:13,17 31:4,9 20:13,16,18,19
11:24 12:2 trying 63:8 31:17,25 32:6,24 22:10 23:4,19,24
14:13 32:1 turn 63:4 33:1,5,8,11,17 25:8 27:12,16
68:25 turned 29:15,15 34:20,22 35:9,15 | 28:1,16 29:9,13
today's 8:239:2 30:5,14 35:17,18,19,21 33:10,16,22
68:23,24 two 13:17 14:1,4 35:21 36:1,2,17 34:12,24 35:10
tolbert 1:4 15:17 26:11,12 36:25 37:8,9,16 35:14,18,23,24
told 23:23 29:1,19 39:23,24 | 37:22 38:8,9,17 35:25 36:2,14,19
top 64:14 55:23,24 62:4,6 38:25 39:3,7 36:21 37:3,4,8
topic 40:15 type 71:19 40:11,19 41:2,3 37:12,15,22
toss 26:14 typewriting 76:5 41:19,20,25 38:12,12 39:7,13
tots 54:14 typically 55:1 42:18,20,23,24 40:4,5,8,9,14,16
toys 54:14 56:11 43:1,2,14,15,15 42:3,16 43:11,24
traffic 11:10 u 43:16,19,20,25 44:14,17,23
24:1 55:23 u 1321 43:25 44:4,14,15 | 45:12 46:10,18
training 17:16 us 66:25 44:19,20 45:12 48:10,20 49:25
18:14 uga 31:22 46:3,4,15,25 50:8,23 52:2,6
transcends uh 4:20 5:3.11 4717 48:9,20,24 | 52:1153:1,5,9
52:15 521 614 5 55 49:1,5,7,17 50:1 53:17 54:11,11
transcript 74:21 6:9.11 1’7 22 7’:3 50:6,9,16 51:15 54:14 55:6,11,23
76:4,6 77:7,13 7:1’1 8;18,9:4 7 52:5,5,18 54:5 56:6,19 57:7,10
77:1578:2 995 10:7.8 1’2 54:18,25 55:9 57:21,2359:1,2
transcripts 10: 16,22,’2?; 12:9 | 56:1257:2,1425 59:3,7,1160:7,9
74:21 751 1315 14:7.10.11 58:6,12,22 59:10 | 60:21,2561:1,9
transferred 14:15 15: 4’23’25 59:23,23 60:20 61:16,16,18
30:25 16:4.4.92 2’3 ’ 60:23 61:1,15,25 | 63:19,22,24
transferring 17- 419122,18:5 - 62:1,4,11 63:21 64:19 65:13
30:23 18 1’3 EL? 21 19’:2 64:18,22 65:5,19 | 66:23 67:5,10
treat 70:22 19:16’20;8 24 65:25 66:5 67:6 68:19,22,25 69:6
treatment 71:19 21:9 14 19’25 67:12,16 68:4,16 | 72:573:7,8
treats 70:21 22:1;1 1’5 2’3:5 3 69:15 70:3 unable 40:1,2
trial 4:22 8:8 23:21’24:1 5 1’3 72:15,19 73:6 unconstitutional
triana 1:5 24:16.18 2’2 ’ um 4:155:8,25 10:23 24:23
trips 55:13 25:25’26;15 17 6:37:2,12,20 68:16
true 45:20 74:22 26:17.19 23’27:3 8:14 9:2310:10 | undergrad 16:8
76:6 27:18, 19’20 11:1,513:19 18:24 21:9
Y 14:19,20 15:25
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 . Filed 03/17/23 Page 99 of 147
Dexter Wimbish

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.
[under graduate - witness]

December 6, 2022

Page 20

under graduate usual 18:10 57.12,17,22 wants 65:16 71:1
21:11,12,17 v 62:17 65:1,2 warnock 32:2
undersigned v 1321 67:20 68:11 64:20,21 65:1
78:2 vague 59:17 voted 29:17 31:2 66:11
understand 5:21 values 65:20 31:11,19,22,25 | washington 3:9
8:11,14 11:2 6713 32:4,17 33:13,19 | way 12:523:16
20:8 30:15 43:7 varies 232 50:8,9,12 58:12 25:10 26:8,8
43:13 47:6 vast 26:22 395 voter 29:7,25 38:20 62:10
59:25 63:21 vehicle 11:14 30:2,8,13,23 ways 40:3 69:13
66:17 68:7 30:4 32:635:1937:6 | we've 18:13
72:16 - . 37:753:14 56:15
understanding | o ﬁ?;'jm 4;4' 121 6210683 week 24:3
51:1561:2 67:9 verify 41:24 voters 28:5,5 weeks 40:22
undoubtedly veritext 4:4 74:9 35:17 36:939:9 | went 22:9,14,16
36:1 74:17 7710.19 40:9,10,10 43:9 43:15 58:10
undue 71:15 versed 27:12’ 43:18,20 44:13 | white 28:24 43:7
unfortunately version 7-21 45:8 57:11 63:11 64:25
39:1367:1 4815 votes 36:20 65:2,14 68:8,9
uniformly 61:18 versus 9:23 39:14,20 63:12 69:16,21 70:8
unique 42:21 video 1:18 4'5 64:22 71:2,5,7,15
united 1:145:6,6 viewpoint 72:2 voting 32:24 72:13
66:12 69:1 views 63:23 33:2,335:20,20 | william 1:11
university 14:8 violations 11:15 35:21 36:4 willie 65:5,8
16:16,20,21 virtual 3:4.13.14 39:2343:3,8 willingness
20:24 21:17 4:46:2 1 4:’13’ 44:23,24 57:8 63:22 73:7
unofficial 53:3,6 virtually 4:14 62:9,11,12,12 wimbish 1:6,19
unopposed 25:3 6518 vs 1.9 2:7 4:6,7,13,16
unrepresented - : W 5:17 8:6 12:8,11
10:22 Vofgtizna] 17.16 | 34:19,24 47:15
: w 1:15
unspoken 61:14 volunteer 54'12 | wait 69 47:25 73:377:2
uploaded 75:2 vote 26:1328:14 walker 66:24 w?n ©7:19 66:16
urb 54:18 29:9,12,1330:6 | 677126820 | Wisdom 27:25
urban 53:10 30:202431:14 | wall 18:86224 & 281
19202122 | 515032120 | want 51014:10 WIS 59
use 4:2261:25 33:6,12,1735:23 | 25:249:1262:8 | WItNess 4:4.5
62:178:9 36:19,1937:19 | 62:18,1963:19 | >1481816:25
uses 57:16 402 4425620 | 64:2 69:12 19:1721:18
40:24 41:6,10,21
Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 Filed 03/17/23 Page 100 of 147

Grant, Annie Lois, et al.v. Raffensperger, Brad, Et Al.

[witness - zoom]

Dexter Wimbish

51:14 53:10
54:7,24 55:12
63:15 65:12
69:572:7,973:4
73:4
witnesses 74:24
won 58:13
words 62:1
work 16:24
20:18 21:13,25
26:1 42:21 56:6
63:8
worked 35:19
36:6 37:5
working 22:23
35:13
works 28:9,12
28:18 43:8
writ 10:14
write 17:1
written 3:23
wrong 38:1

71:2

young 54:15

z

y

yeah 5:11 31:7
34:20 4117
46:10,21,23 47:6
48:22 49:11,14
57:20 64:5

year 14:4,5
31:17,18 33:10
37:9

year's 46:.6

years 13:1,17
14:1 15:17
30:10 35:12,18
36:7 37:.262:24
65:6 70:18,24

zoom 7:2

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions

December 6, 2022

Page 21

770.343.9696



Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 176 Filed 03/17/23 Page 101 of 147

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

Rule 30

(e) Review By the Witness; Changes.

(1) Review; Statement of Changes. On request by the
deponent or a party before the deposition is
completed, the deponent must be allowed 30 days
after being notified by the officer that the
transcript or recording is available in which:

(A) to review the transcript or recording; and

(B) 1if there are changes in form or substance, to
sign a statement listing the changes and the
reasons for making them.

(2) Changes Indicated in the Officer's Certificate.
The officer must note in the certificate prescribed
by Rule 30(f) (1) whether a review was requested
and, i1if so, must attach any changes the deponent

makes during the 30-day period.

DISCLAIMER: THE FOREGOING FEDERAL PROCEDURE RULES
ARE PROVIDED FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY.

THE ABOVE RULES ARE CURRENT AS OF APRIL 1,

2019. PLEASE REFER TO THE APPLICABLE FEDERAL RULES

OF CIVIL PROCEDURE FOR UP-TO-DATE INFORMATION.
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VERITEXT LEGAL SOLUTIONS
COMPANY CERTIFICATE AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Veritext Legal Solutions represents that the
foregoing transcript is a true, correct and complete
transcript of the colloquies, questions and answers
as submitted by the court reporter. Veritext Legal
Solutions further represents that the attached
exhibits, if any, are true, correct and complete
documents as submitted by the court reporter and/or
attorneys in relation to this deposition and that
the documents were processed in accordance with

our litigation support and production standards.

Veritext Legal Solutions is committed to maintaining
the confidentiality of client and witness information,
in accordance with the regulations promulgated under
the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability
Act (HIPAA), as amended with respect to protected
health information and the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act, as
amended, with respect to Personally Identifiable
Information (PII). Physical transcripts and exhibits
are managed under strict facility and personnel access
controls. Electronic files of documents are stored

in encrypted form and are transmitted in an encrypted
fashion to authenticated parties who are permitted to
access the material. Our data is hosted in a Tier 4
SSAE 16 certified facility.

Veritext Legal Solutions complies with all federal and
State regulations with respect to the provision of
court reporting services, and maintains its neutrality
and independence regardless of relationship or the
financial outcome of any litigation. Veritext requires
adherence to the foregoing professional and ethical
standards from all of its subcontractors in their
independent contractor agreements.

Inquiries about Veritext Legal Solutions'
confidentiality and security policies and practices
should be directed to Veritext's Client Services
Associates indicated on the cover of this document or
at www.veritext.com.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION

ANNIE LOIS GRANT, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
CIVIL ACTION FILE NO.

v. 1:22-CV-00122-SCdJ

BRAD RAFFENSPERGER, in his
official capacity as the Georgia
Secretary of State, et al.,

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS’ NOTICE TO TAKE THE DEPOSITION
OF DEXTER WIMBISH

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rules 26 and 30 of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, counsel for Defendants Brad Raffensperger,
in his official capacity as Secretary of State of Georgia; William S. Duffey Jr.,
in his official capacity as chair of the State Election Board; and Matthew
Mashburn, Sara Tindall Ghazal, Edward Lindsey, and Janice Johnston will
take the oral examination of Plaintiff Dexter Wimbish on Tuesday, December
6, 2022, beginning at 9:30 a.m. and continuing thereafter until completed via

Zoom videoconferencing through Veritext Legal Solutions. Details regarding

EXHIBIT
1
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the videoconferencing will be emailed to those participating once all

arrangements are finalized.

The deposition shall be taken before a Notary Public or some other

officer authorized by law to administer oaths for use at trial. The deposition

will be taken by oral examination with a written and/or sound and visual

record made thereof (e.g., videotape, LiveNote, etc.). The deposition will be

taken for the purposes of cross-examination, discovery, and for all other

purposes permitted under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or any other

applicable law.

This 1st day of December, 2022.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher M. Carr
Attorney General

Georgia Bar No. 112505
Bryan K. Webb

Deputy Attorney General
Georgia Bar No. 743580
Russell D. Willard

Senior Assistant Attorney General
Georgia Bar No. 760280
Charlene McGowan
Assistant Attorney General
Georgia Bar No. 697316
State Law Department
40 Capitol Square, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334
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/s/Bryan P. Tyson

Bryan P. Tyson

Special Assistant Attorney General
Georgia Bar No. 515411
btyson@taylorenglish.com
Frank B. Strickland

Georgia Bar No. 678600
fstrickland@taylorenglish.com
Bryan F. Jacoutot

Georgia Bar No. 668272
bjacoutot@taylorenglish.com
Taylor English Duma LLP
1600 Parkwood Circle

Suite 200

Atlanta, Georgia 30339

(678) 336-7249

Counsel for Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on December 1, 2022, I caused a copy of the

foregoing to be served by electronic mail on all counsel of record.

/s/ Bryan P. Tyson
Bryan P. Tyson
Counsel for Defendants
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Case 1:22-cv-00122-SCJ Document 118 Filed 10/28/22 Page 1 of 41

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION

ANNIE LOIS GRANT; QUENTIN T.
HOWELL; ELROY TOLBERT; THERON
BROWN; TRIANA ARNOLD JAMES;
EUNICE SYKES; ELBERT SOLOMON;
DEXTER WIMBISH; GARRETT
REYNOLDS; JACQUELINE FAYE
ARBUTHNOT; JACQUELYN BUSH; and
MARY NELL CONNER,

Plaintiffs,
V.

BRAD RAFFENSPERGER, in his official
capacity as the Georgia Secretary of State;
WILLIAM S. DUFFEY, JR., in his official
capacity as chair of the State Election
Board; MATTHEW MASHBURN, in his
official capacity as a member of the State
Election Board; SARA TINDALL
GHAZAL, in her official capacity as a
member of the State Election Board,;
EDWARD LINDSEY, in his official
capacity as a member of the State Election
Board; and JANICE W. JOHNSTON, in
her official capacity as a member of the
State Election Board,

Defendants.

CIVIL ACTION FILE
NO. 1:22-CV-00122-SCJ

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT

EXHIBIT
2
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1. Plaintiffs bring this action to challenge the Georgia Senate Redistricting
Act of 2021 (“SB 1EX”) and the Georgia House of Representatives Redistricting
Act of 2021 (“HB 1EX”) on the ground that they violate Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act of 1965, 52 U.S.C. § 10301.

2. In undertaking the latest round of redistricting following the 2020
decennial census, the Georgia General Assembly diluted the growing electoral
strength of the state’s Black voters and other communities of color. Faced with
Georgia’s changing demographics, the General Assembly has ensured that the
growth of the state’s Black population will not translate to increased political
influence in the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of Representatives.

3. The 2020 census data make clear that minority voters in Georgia are
sufficiently numerous and geographically compact to form a majority of eligible

voters—which is to say, a majority of the voting age population'—in multiple

' The phrases “majority of eligible voters” and “majority of the voting age
population” have been used by courts interchangeably when discussing the threshold
requirements of a vote-dilution claim under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.
Compare, e.g., Bone Shirt v. Hazeltine, 461 F.3d 1011, 1019 (8th Cir. 2006) (“[T]he
first Gingles precondition . . . ‘requires only a simple majority of eligible voters in a
single-member district.”” (emphasis added) (quoting Dickinson v. Ind. State Election
Bd., 933 F.2d 497, 503 (7th Cir. 1991))), with Bartlett v. Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 18
(2009) (plurality op.) (“[T]he majority-minority rule relies on an objective,
numerical test: Do minorities make up more than 50 percent of the voting-age
population in the relevant geographic area?” (emphasis added)). The phrase
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legislative districts throughout the state, including two additional majority-Black
State Senate districts in the southern Atlanta metropolitan area, one additional
majority-Black State Senate district in the central Georgia Black Belt region, two
additional majority-Black House districts in the southern Atlanta metropolitan area,
one additional majority-Black House district in the western Atlanta metropolitan
area, and two additional majority-Black House districts anchored in Bibb County.
These additional majority-Black legislative districts can be drawn without reducing
the total number of districts in the region and statewide in which Black and other
minority voters are able to elect their candidates of choice.

4. Rather than draw these State Senate and House districts as those in
which Georgians of color would have the opportunity to elect their preferred
candidates, the General Assembly instead chose to “pack” some Black voters into
limited districts in these areas and “crack” other Black voters among rural-reaching,
predominantly white districts.

5. Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act prohibits this result and requires the
General Assembly to draw additional legislative districts in which Black voters have

opportunities to elect their candidates of choice.

“majority of eligible voters” when used in this Complaint shall also refer to the
“majority of the voting age population.”
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6. By failing to create such districts, the General Assembly’s response to
Georgia’s changing demographics has had the effect of diluting minority voting
strength throughout the state.

7. Accordingly, Plaintiffs seek an order (i) declaring that SB 1EX and
HB 1EX violate Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act; (i1) enjoining Defendants from
conducting future elections under SB 1EX and HB 1EX; (ii1) requiring adoption of
valid plans for new State Senate and House districts in Georgia that comport with
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act; and (iv) providing any and such additional relief
as is appropriate.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

8. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
§§ 1983 and 1988 and 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1343(a)(3) and (4), and 1357.

0. This Court has jurisdiction to grant declaratory and injunctive relief
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202.

10.  Venue is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) because “a substantial part
of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred” in this district.

PARTIES

11. Plaintiff Annie Lois Grant is a Black citizen of the United States and

the State of Georgia. Ms. Grant is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
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legislative elections. She is a resident of Greene County and located in Senate
District 24 and House District 124 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to
elect candidates of her choice to the Georgia State Senate despite strong electoral
support for those candidates from other Black voters in her community. Ms. Grant
resides in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn
State Senate district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their
preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of
Black voters like Ms. Grant and denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates
of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

12.  Plaintiff Quentin T. Howell is a Black citizen of the United States and
the State of Georgia. Mr. Howell is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. He is a resident of Baldwin County and located in Senate
District 25 and House District 133 under the enacted plans, where he is unable to
elect candidates of his choice to the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of
Representatives despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other
Black voters in his community. Mr. Howell resides in a region where the Black
community is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority

of eligible voters in newly drawn State Senate and House districts in which Black
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voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted
redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters like Mr. Howell and
denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia
General Assembly.

13.  Plaintiff Elroy Tolbert is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Mr. Tolbert is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. He is a resident of Bibb County and located in Senate District
18 and House District 144 under the enacted plans, where he is unable to elect
candidates of his choice to the Georgia House of Representatives despite strong
electoral support for those candidates from other Black voters in his community. Mr.
Tolbert resides in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn
House district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their
preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of
Black voters like Mr. Tolbert and denies them an equal opportunity to elect
candidates of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

14.  Plaintiff Theron Brown is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Ms. Brown is a registered voter and intends to vote in future

legislative elections. She is a resident of Houston County and located in Senate
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District 26 and House District 145 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to
elect candidates of her choice to the Georgia House of Representatives despite strong
electoral support for those candidates from other Black voters in her community.
Ms. Brown resides in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn
House district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their
preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of
Black voters like Ms. Brown and denies them an equal opportunity to elect
candidates of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

15.  Plaintiff Triana Arnold James is a Black citizen of the United States and
the State of Georgia. Ms. James is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. She is a resident of Douglas County and located in Senate
District 30 and House District 64 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to
elect candidates of her choice to the Georgia House of Representatives despite strong
electoral support for those candidates from other Black voters in her community.
Ms. James resides in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn
House district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their

preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of
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Black voters like Ms. James and denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates
of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

16. Plaintiff Eunice Sykes is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Ms. Sykes is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. She is a resident of Henry County and located in Senate District
25 and House District 117 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to elect
candidates of her choice to the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of
Representatives despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other
Black voters in her community. Ms. Sykes resides in a region where the Black
community is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority
of eligible voters in newly drawn State Senate and House districts in which Black
voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted
redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters like Ms. Sykes and denies
them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia General
Assembly.

17.  Plaintiff Elbert Solomon is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Mr. Solomon is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. He is a resident of Spalding County and located in Senate

District 16 and House District 117 under the enacted plans, where he is unable to
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elect candidates of his choice to the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of
Representatives despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other
Black voters in his community. Mr. Solomon resides in a region where the Black
community is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority
of eligible voters in newly drawn State Senate and House districts in which Black
voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted
redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters like Mr. Solomon and
denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia
General Assembly.

18.  Plaintiff Dexter Wimbish is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Mr. Wimbish is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. He is a resident of Spalding County and located in Senate
District 16 and House District 74 under the enacted plans, where he is unable to elect
candidates of his choice to the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of
Representatives despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other
Black voters in his community. Mr. Wimbish resides in a region where the Black
community is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority
of eligible voters in newly drawn State Senate and House districts in which Black

voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted



Caasel 222¢\000222583J) Doooureahil 768 FRddd3W 28132 PRggel16 of 447

redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters like Mr. Wimbish and
denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia
General Assembly.

19.  Plaintiff Garrett Reynolds is a Black citizen of the United States and
the State of Georgia. Mr. Reynolds is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. He is a resident of Fayette County and located in Senate District
16 and House District 68 under the enacted plans, where he is unable to elect
candidates of his choice to the Georgia State Senate despite strong electoral support
for those candidates from other Black voters in his community. Mr. Reynolds resides
in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and geographically
compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn State Senate
district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred
candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters
like Mr. Reynolds and denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their
choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

20. Plaintiff Jacqueline Faye Arbuthnot is a Black citizen of the United
States and the State of Georgia. Ms. Arbuthnot is a registered voter and intends to
vote in future legislative elections. She is a resident of Paulding County and located

in Senate District 31 and House District 64 under the enacted plans, where she is

10
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unable to elect candidates of her choice to the Georgia House of Representatives
despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other Black voters in her
community. Ms. Arbuthnot resides in a region where the Black community is
sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible
voters in a newly drawn House district in which Black voters would have the
opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes
the voting power of Black voters like Ms. Arbuthnot and denies them an equal
opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.
21. Plaintiff Jacquelyn Bush is a Black citizen of the United States and the
State of Georgia. Ms. Bush is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. She is a resident of Fayette County and located in Senate
District 16 and House District 74 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to
elect candidates of her choice to the Georgia House of Representatives despite strong
electoral support for those candidates from other Black voters in her community.
Ms. Bush resides in a region where the Black community is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in a newly drawn
House district in which Black voters would have the opportunity to elect their

preferred candidates. The enacted redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of

11
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Black voters like Ms. Bush and denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates
of their choice to the Georgia General Assembly.

22.  Plaintiff Mary Nell Conner is a Black citizen of the United States and
the State of Georgia. Ms. Conner is a registered voter and intends to vote in future
legislative elections. She is a resident of Henry County and located in Senate District
25 and House District 117 under the enacted plans, where she is unable to elect
candidates of her choice to the Georgia State Senate and Georgia House of
Representatives despite strong electoral support for those candidates from other
Black voters in her community. Ms. Conner resides in a region where the Black
community is sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a majority
of eligible voters in newly drawn State Senate and House districts in which Black
voters would have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates. The enacted
redistricting plan dilutes the voting power of Black voters like Ms. Conner and
denies them an equal opportunity to elect candidates of their choice to the Georgia
General Assembly.

23. Defendant Brad Raffensperger is the Georgia Secretary of State and is
named in his official capacity. Secretary Raffensperger is Georgia’s chief election
official and is responsible for administering the state’s elections and implementing

election laws and regulations, including Georgia’s legislative redistricting plans. See

12
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0.C.G.A. § 21-2-50; Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. 590-1-1-.01-.02 (specifying, among
other things, that Secretary of State’s office must provide “maps of Congressional,
State Senatorial and House Districts” when requested). Secretary Raffensperger is
also an ex officio nonvoting member of the State Election Board, which is
responsible for “formulat[ing], adopt[ing], and promulgat[ing] such rules and
regulations, consistent with law, as will be conducive to the fair, legal, and orderly
conduct of primaries and elections.” O.C.G.A. §§ 21-2-30(d), -31(2).

24. Defendant Judge William S. Duffey, Jr. is the Chair of the State
Election Board and is named in his official capacity. In this role, he must “formulate,
adopt, and promulgate such rules and regulations, consistent with law, as will be
conducive to the fair, legal, and orderly conduct of primaries and elections.” Id. § 21-
2-31(2).

25. Defendant Sara Tindall Ghazal is a member of the State Election Board
and 1s named in her official capacity. In this role, she must “formulate, adopt, and
promulgate such rules and regulations, consistent with law, as will be conducive to
the fair, legal, and orderly conduct of primaries and elections.” Id. § 21-2-31(2).

26. Defendant Janice Johnston is a member of the State Election Board and

is named in her official capacity. In this role, she must “formulate, adopt, and
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promulgate such rules and regulations, consistent with law, as will be conducive to
the fair, legal, and orderly conduct of primaries and elections.” Id. § 21-2-31(2).

27. Defendant Edward Lindsey is a member of the State Election Board
and is named in his official capacity. In this role, he must “formulate, adopt, and
promulgate such rules and regulations, consistent with law, as will be conducive to
the fair, legal, and orderly conduct of primaries and elections.” Id. § 21-2-31(2).

28. Defendant Matthew Mashburn is a member of the State Election Board
and is named in his official capacity. In this role, he must “formulate, adopt, and
promulgate such rules and regulations, consistent with law, as will be conducive to
the fair, legal, and orderly conduct of primaries and elections.” Id. § 21-2-31(2).

LEGAL BACKGROUND

29.  Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act prohibits any “standard, practice, or
procedure” that “results in a denial or abridgement of the right of any citizen of the
United States to vote on account of race or color.” 52 U.S.C. § 10301(a). Thus, in
addition to prohibiting practices that deny the exercise of the right to vote, Section 2
prohibits vote dilution.

30. A violation of Section 2 is established if “it is shown that the political
processes leading to nomination or election” in the jurisdiction “are not equally open

to participation by members of a [minority group] in that its members have less
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opportunity than other members of the electorate to participate in the political
process and to elect representatives of their choice.” Id. § 10301(b).

31.  Such a violation might be achieved by “cracking” or “packing”
minority voters. To illustrate, the dilution of Black voting strength “may be caused
by the dispersal of blacks into districts in which they constitute an ineffective
minority of voters”—cracking—*“or from the concentration of blacks into districts
where they constitute an excessive majority”’—packing. Thornburg v. Gingles, 478
U.S. 30,46 n.11 (1986).

32.  In Thornburg v. Gingles, the U.S. Supreme Court identified three
necessary preconditions for a claim of vote dilution under Section 2: (i) the minority
group must be “sufficiently large and geographically compact to constitute a
majority in a single-member district”; (i1) the minority group must be “politically
cohesive”; and (ii1) the majority must vote “sufficiently as a bloc to enable it . ..
usually to defeat the minority’s preferred candidate.” Id. at 50-51.

33.  Once all three preconditions are established, Section 2 directs courts to
consider whether, “based on the totality of circumstances,” members of a racial
minority “have less opportunity than other members of the electorate to participate
in the political process and to elect representatives of their choice.” 52 U.S.C.

§ 10301(b).
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34. The Senate Report on the 1982 amendments to the Voting Rights Act
identified several non-exclusive factors that courts should consider when
determining if, under the totality of circumstances in a jurisdiction, the operation of
the challenged electoral device results in a violation of Section 2. See Wright v.
Sumter Cnty. Bd. of Elections & Registration, 979 F.3d 1282, 1288—89 (11th Cir.
2020). These “Senate Factors” include:

a. the history of official voting-related discrimination in the state or
political subdivision;

b. the extent to which voting in the elections of the state or political
subdivision is racially polarized;

C. the extent to which the state or political subdivision has used
voting practices or procedures that tend to enhance the opportunity for
discrimination against the minority group, such as unusually large election
districts, majority-vote requirements, or prohibitions against bullet-voting;

d. the exclusion of members of the minority group from candidate-
slating processes;

€. the extent to which minority group members bear the effects of
discrimination in areas such as education, employment, and health, which

hinder their ability to participate effectively in the political process;
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f. the use of overt or subtle racial appeals in political campaigns;
and

g. the extent to which members of the minority group have been
elected to public office in the jurisdiction.

35. The Senate Report itself and the cases interpreting it have made clear
that “there is no requirement that any particular number of factors be proved, or that
a majority of them point one way or the other.” United States v. Marengo Cnty.
Comm’n, 731 F.2d 1546, 1566 n.33 (11th Cir. 1984) (quoting S. Rep. No. 97-417,
at 29 (1982)); see also id. at 1566 (“The statute explicitly calls for a ‘totality-of-the
circumstances’ approach and the Senate Report indicates that no particular factor is
an indispensable element of a dilution claim.”).

FACTUAL BACKGROUND
The 2020 Census

36. Between 2010 and 2020, Georgia’s population increased by more than
1 million people.

37.  The population growth during this period is entirely attributable to the
increase in Georgia’s minority population. The 2020 census results indicate that
Georgia’s Black population grew by over 15 percent and now comprises 33 percent

of Georgia’s total population. Meanwhile, Georgia’s white population decreased by
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4 percent over the past decade. In total, Georgia’s minority population now
comprises just under 50 percent of the state’s total population.

The 2021 Legislative Redistricting Plan

38. In enacting Georgia’s new State Senate and House maps, the
Republican-controlled General Assembly diluted the political power of the state’s
minority voters.

39.  OnNovember 9, 2021, the Georgia State Senate passed SB 1EX, which
revised that chamber’s district boundaries. The House passed SB 1EX on November
15.

40. On November 10, 2021, the Georgia House of Representatives passed
HB 1EX, which revised that chamber’s district boundaries; the State Senate passed
HB 1EX on November 12.

41.  On December 30, 2021, Governor Kemp signed SB 1EX and HB 1EX
into law.

42. Democratic and minority legislators were largely excluded from the
redistricting process and repeatedly decried the lack of transparency. Moreover,
lawmakers and activists from across the political spectrum questioned the speed with
which the General Assembly undertook its redistricting efforts, observing that the

haste resulted in unnecessary divisions of communities and municipalities.
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43. The Republican majority’s refusal to draw districts that reflected the
past decade’s growth in the state’s minority communities was noted by lawmakers.
Commenting on the new State Senate map, Senator Michelle Au observed, “It’s our
responsibility to ensure the people in this room are a good reflection of the people
in this state. This map before us does not represent the Georgia of today. It does not
see Georgia for who we have become.” Senator Elena Parent remarked, “This map
is designed to shore up the shrinking political power of the majority. As proposed,
it fails to fairly reflect Georgians[’] diversity.”

44. Minority lawmakers in the House also objected to their chamber’s new
map, noting that it packed minority voters and diluted their voting strength.

45.  Rather than create additional State Senate and House districts in which
Georgia’s growing minority populations would have the opportunity to elect
candidates of their choice, the General Assembly did just the opposite: it packed and
cracked Georgia’s minority voters to dilute their influence.

46. SB 1EX packs some Black voters into the southern Atlanta
metropolitan area and cracks others into rural-reaching, predominantly white State
Senate districts. Specifically, Black voters in the southwestern Atlanta metropolitan
area are packed into Senate Districts 34 and 35 and cracked into Senate Districts 16,

28, and 30. In the southeastern Atlanta metropolitan area, Black voters are packed
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into Senate Districts 10 and 44 and cracked into Senate Districts 17 and 25. Two
additional majority-Black State Senate districts could be drawn in the southern
Atlanta metropolitan area without reducing the total number of minority-opportunity
districts in the enacted map.

47. SB 1EX also cracks Black voters in the Black Belt among Senate
Districts 23, 24, and 25. An additional majority-Black State Senate district could be
drawn in this area without reducing the total number of minority-opportunity
districts in the enacted map.

48. HB 1EX packs some Black voters into the southern and western Atlanta
metropolitan area and cracks others into rural-reaching, predominantly white
districts. Specifically, Black voters in the western Atlanta metropolitan area are
packed into House District 61 and cracked into House District 64. In the southern
Atlanta metropolitan area, Black voters are packed into House Districts 69, 75, and
78 and cracked into House Districts 74 and 117. Two additional majority-Black
House districts could be drawn in the southern Atlanta metropolitan area, and one
additional majority-Black House district in the western Atlanta metropolitan area,
without reducing the total number of minority-opportunity districts in the enacted

map.
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49. HB 1EX further packs Black voters into two House districts anchored
in Bibb County—House Districts 142 and 143—even though two additional
majority-Black House districts could be drawn in this area by uncracking House
Districts 133, 144, 145, 147, and 149, without reducing the total number of minority-
opportunity districts in the enacted map.

50. This combination of cracking and packing dilutes the political power of
Black voters in the Atlanta metropolitan area and central Georgia. The General
Assembly could have instead created additional, compact State Senate and House
districts in which Black voters, including Plaintiffs, comprise a majority of eligible
voters and have the opportunity to elect their preferred candidates, as required by
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. Significantly, this could have been done without
reducing the number of other districts in which Black voters have the opportunity to
elect candidates of their choice.

51.  Unless enjoined, SB 1EX and HB 1EX will deny Black voters
throughout the state the opportunity to elect candidates of their choice.

52.  The relevant factors and considerations readily require the creation of

majority-Black districts under Section 2.
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Racial Polarization

53. This Court has recognized that “voting in Georgia is highly racially
polarized.” Ga. State Conf. of NAACP v. Georgia, 312 F. Supp. 3d 1357, 1360 (N.D.
Ga. 2018) (three-judge panel).

54. “Districts with large black populations are likely to vote Democratic.”
Id. Indeed, during competitive statewide elections over the past decade—from the
2012 presidential election through the 2021 U.S. Senate runoff elections—an
average of 97 percent of Black Georgians supported the Democratic candidate.

55.  White voters, by striking contrast, overwhelmingly vote Republican.
An average of only 13 percent of white Georgians supported the Democratic
candidate in competitive statewide elections over the past decade.

56. Georgia’s white majority usually votes as a bloc to defeat minority
voters’ candidates of choice, including in the areas where Plaintiffs live and the
Black population could be united to create a new majority-Black district.

History of Discrimination

57. Georgia’s past discrimination against its Black citizens, including its
numerous attempts to deny Black voters an equal opportunity to participate in the
political process, is extensive and well documented. This prejudice is not confined

to history books; the legacy of discrimination manifests itself today in state and local
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elections marked by racial appeals and undertones. And the consequences of the
state’s historic discrimination persist to this day, as Black Georgians continue to
experience socioeconomic hardship and marginalization.

58. This history dates back to the post-Civil War era, when Black
Georgians first gained the right to vote and voted in their first election in April 1868.
Soon after this historic election, a quarter of the state’s Black legislators were either
jailed, threatened, beaten, or killed. In 1871, the General Assembly passed a
resolution that expelled 25 Black representatives and three senators but permitted
the four mixed-race members who did not “look” Black to keep their seats. The
General Assembly’s resolution was based on the theory that Black Georgians’ right
of suffrage did not give them the right to hold office, and that they were thus
“ineligible” to serve under Georgia’s post-Civil War state constitution.

59. After being denied the right to hold office, Black Georgians who
attempted to vote also encountered intense and frequently violent opposition. The
Ku Klux Klan and other white mobs engaged in a campaign of political terrorism
aimed at deterring Black political participation. Their reigns of terror in Georgia
included, for instance, attacking a Black political rally in Mitchell County in 1868,
killing and wounding many of the participants; warning the Black residents of

Wrightsville that “blood would flow” if they exercised their right to vote in an
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upcoming election; and attacking and beating a Black man in his own home to
prevent him from voting in an upcoming congressional election.

60. Inthe General Assembly, fierce resistance to Black voting rights led to
more discriminatory legislation. In 1871, Georgia became the first state to enact a
poll tax. At the state’s 1877 constitutional convention, the General Assembly made
the poll tax permanent and cumulative, requiring citizens to pay all back taxes before
being permitted to vote. The poll tax reduced turnout among Black voters in Georgia
by half and has been described as the single most effective disenfranchisement law
ever enacted. The poll tax was not abolished until 1945—after it had been in effect
for almost 75 years.

61.  After the repeal of the poll tax in 1945, voter registration among Black
Georgians significantly increased. However, as a result of the state’s purposeful
voter suppression tactics, not a single Black lawmaker served in the General
Assembly between 1908 and 1962.

62. Georgia’s history of voter discrimination is far from ancient history. As
recently as 1962, 17 municipalities and 48 counties in Georgia required segregated
polling places. When the U.S. Department of Justice filed suit to end this practice, a
local Macon leader declared that the federal government was ruining “every vestige

of the local government.”
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63. Other means of disenfranchising Georgia’s Black citizens followed.
The state adopted virtually every one of the “traditional” methods to obstruct the
exercise of the franchise by Black voters, including literacy and understanding tests,
strict residency requirements, onerous registration procedures, voter challenges and
purges, the deliberate slowing down of voting by election officials so that Black
voters would be left waiting in line when the polls closed, and the adoption of “white
primaries.”

64. Attempts to minimize Black political influence in Georgia have also
tainted redistricting efforts. During the 1981 congressional redistricting process, in
opposing a bill that would maintain a majority-Black district, Joe Mack Wilson—a
Democratic state representative and chair of the House Reapportionment
Committee—openly used racial epithets to describe the district; following a meeting
with officials of the U.S. Department of Justice, he complained that “the Justice
Department is trying to make us draw [n*****] districts and I don’t want to draw
[n*****] districts.” Speaker of the House Tom Murphy objected to creating a district
where a Black representative would certainly be elected and refused to appoint any
Black lawmakers to the conference committee, fearing that they would support a

plan to allow Black voters to elect a candidate of their choice. Several senators also
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expressed concern about being perceived as supporting a majority-Black
congressional district.

65. Indeed, federal courts have invalidated Georgia’s redistricting plans for
voting rights violations numerous times. In Georgia v. United States, the U.S.
Supreme Court affirmed a three-judge panel’s decision that Georgia’s 1972
reapportionment plan violated Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, at least in part
because it diluted the Black vote in an Atlanta-based congressional district in order
to ensure the election of a white candidate. See 411 U.S. 526, 541 (1973); see also
Busbee v. Smith, 549 F. Supp. 494, 517 (D.D.C. 1982) (three-judge panel) (denying
preclearance based on evidence that Georgia’s redistricting plan was product of
purposeful discrimination in violation of Voting Rights Act), aff’d, 459 U.S. 1166
(1983); Larios v. Cox, 300 F. Supp. 2d 1320 (N.D. Ga. 2004) (per curiam) (three-
judge panel) (invalidating legislative plans that reduced number of majority-
minority districts).

66. Due to its lengthy history of discrimination against racial minorities,
Georgia became a “covered jurisdiction” under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act
upon its enactment in 1965, prohibiting any changes to Georgia’s election practices

or procedures (including the enactment of new redistricting plans) until either the
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U.S. Department of Justice or a federal court determined that the change did not
result in backsliding, or “retrogression,” of minority voting rights.

67. Accordingly, between 1965 and 2013—at which time the U.S. Supreme
Court effectively barred enforcement of the Section 5 preclearance requirement in
Shelby County v. Holder, 570 U.S. 529 (2013)—Georgia received more than 170
preclearance objection letters from the U.S. Department of Justice.

68. Georgia’s history of racial discrimination in voting, here only briefly
recounted, has been thoroughly documented by historians and scholars. Indeed,
“[t]he history of the state[’s] segregation practice and laws at all levels has been
rehashed so many times that the Court can all but take judicial notice thereof.”
Brooks v. State Bd. of Elections, 848 F. Supp. 1548, 1560 (S.D. Ga. 1994); see also,
e.g., Fair Fight Action, Inc. v. Raffensperger, No. 1:18-CV-5391-SC], slip op. at 41
(N.D. Ga. Nov. 15, 2021), ECF No. 636 (taking judicial notice of fact that “prior to
the 1990s, Georgia had a long sad history of racist policies in a number of areas
including voting”).

69. Ultimately, as this Court has noted, “Georgia has a history chocked full
of racial discrimination at all levels. This discrimination was ratified into state
constitutions, enacted into state statutes, and promulgated in state policy. Racism

and race discrimination were apparent and conspicuous realities, the norm rather
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than the exception.” Ga. State Conf. of NAACP v. Fayette Cnty. Bd. of Commrs,
950 F. Supp. 2d 1294, 1314 (N.D. Ga. 2013) (quoting Brooks, 848 F. Supp. at 1560),
aff’d in part, rev’d in part on other grounds, 775 F.3d 1336 (11th Cir. 2015).

Use of Racial Appeals in Political Campaigns

70.  In addition to Georgia’s history of discrimination against minorities in
voting, political campaigns in the state have often relied on both overt and subtle
racial appeals—both historically and during recent elections.

71.  In 2016, Tom Worthan, former Republican Chair of the Douglas
County Board of Commissioners, was caught on video making racist comments
aimed at discrediting his Black opponent, Romona Jackson-Jones, and a Black
candidate for sheriff, Tim Pounds. During the recorded conversation with a Douglas
County voter, Worthan asked, “Do you know of another government that’s more
black that’s successful? They bankrupt you.” Worthan also stated, in reference to
Pounds, “I’d be afraid he’d put his black brothers in positions that maybe they’re not
qualified to be in.”

72. In the 2017 special election for Georgia’s Sixth Congressional
District—a majority-white district that had over the previous three decades been
represented by white Republicans Newt Gingrich, Johnny Isakson, and Tom Price—

the husband of the eventual Republican victor, Karen Handel, shared an image over
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social media that urged voters to “[f]ree the black slaves from the Democratic
plantation.” The image also stated, “Criticizing black kids for obeying the law,
studying in school, and being ambitious as ‘acting white’ is a trick the Democrats
play on Black people to keep them poor, ignorant and dependent.” The image was
then shared widely by local and national media outlets.

73. During that same election, Jere Wood—the Republican Mayor of
Roswell, Georgia’s eighth-largest city—insinuated that voters in the Sixth
Congressional District would not vote for Democratic candidate Jon Ossoff because
he has an “ethnic-sounding” name. When describing voters in that district, Wood
said, “If you just say ‘Ossoff,” some folks are gonna think, ‘Is he Muslim? Is he
Lebanese? Is he Indian?’ It’s an ethnic-sounding name, even though he may be a
white guy, from Scotland or wherever.””

74.  On a separate occasion, State Senator Fran Millar alluded to the fact
that the Sixth Congressional District was gerrymandered in such a way that it would

not support candidate Ossoff—specifically, because he was formerly an aide to a

2 In actuality, now-U.S. Senator Ossoff’s paternal forebears were Ashkenazi Jewish
immigrants who fled pogroms during the early 20th century. See Etan Nechin, Jon
Ossoff Tells Haaretz How His Jewish Upbringing Taught Him to Fight for Justice,
Haaretz (Dec. 20, 2020), https://www.haaretz.com/us-news/.premium-jon-ossoff-
tells-haaretz-how-his-jewish-upbringing-taught-him-to-fight-for-justice-
1.9386302.

29



Caasel 222000222583 Doooureahil 768 FRddd3W 28132 PRggel 36 of 447

Black member of Congress. State Senator Millar said, “I’ll be very blunt. These lines
were not drawn to get Hank Johnson’s protégé to be my representative. And you
didn’t hear that. They were not drawn for that purpose, OK? They were not drawn
for that purpose.”

75. Earlier in 2017, Tommy Hunter, a member of the board of
commissioners in Gwinnett County—the second-most populous county in the
state—called the late Black Congressman John Lewis a “racist pig” and suggested
that his reelection to the U.S. House of Representatives was “illegitimate” because
he represented a majority-minority district.

76. Racist robocalls targeted the Democratic candidate for governor in
2018, referring to Stacey Abrams as “Negress Stacey Abrams” and “a poor man’s
Aunt Jemima.” The Republican candidate, now-Governor Kemp, posted a statement
on Twitter on the eve of the election alleging that the Black Panther Party supported
Ms. Abrams’s candidacy.

77. Governor Kemp also ran a controversial television advertisement
during the primary campaign asserting that he owned “a big truck, just in case [he]
need[s] to round up criminal illegals and take ‘em home [him]self.”

78.  The 2020 campaigns for Georgia’s two U.S. Senate seats were also rife

with racial appeals. In one race, Republican incumbent Kelly Loeffler ran a paid
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advertisement on Facebook that artificially darkened the skin of her Democratic
opponent, now-Senator Raphael Warnock. In the other race, Republican incumbent
David Perdue ran an advertisement against Democratic nominee Ossoff that
employed a classic anti-Semitic trope by artificially enlarging now-Senator Ossoft’s
nose.

79.  Senator Perdue later mispronounced and mocked the pronunciation of
then-Senator Kamala Harris’s first name during a campaign rally, even though the
two had been colleagues in the Senate since 2017.

80. Racial appeals were apparent during local elections in Fulton County
even within the last few months. City council candidates in Johns Creek and Sandy
Springs pointed to Atlanta crime and protests that turned violent to try to sway
voters, publicly urging residents to vote for them or risk seeing their cities become
home to chaos and lawlessness. The Atlanta Journal-Constitution quoted Emory
University political scientist Dr. Andra Gillespie, who explained that although the
term “law and order” is racially neutral, the issue becomes infused with present-day
cultural meaning and thoughts about crime and violence and thus carries racial

undertones.
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81. These are just a few—and, indeed, only among the more recent—
examples of the types of racially charged political campaigns that have tainted
elections in Georgia throughout the state’s history.

Ongoing Effects of Georgia’s History of Discrimination

82.  State-sponsored segregation under Georgia’s Jim Crow laws permeated
all aspects of daily life and relegated Black citizens to second-class status. State
lawmakers segregated everything from public schools to hospitals and graveyards.
Black Georgians were also precluded from sitting on juries, which effectively denied
Black litigants equal justice under the law. Moreover, Black Georgians were
excluded from the most desirable manufacturing jobs, which limited their
employment opportunities to primarily unskilled, low-paying labor. And in times of
economic hardship, Black employees were the first to lose their jobs.

83. Decades of Jim Crow and other forms of state-sponsored
discrimination—followed by continued segregation of public facilities well into the
latter half of the 20th century, in defiance of federal law—resulted in persistent
socioeconomic disparities between Black and white Georgians. These disparities
hinder the ability of voters in each of these groups to participate effectively in the

political process.
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84.  Black Georgians, for instance, have higher poverty rates than white
Georgians. According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s 2019 American Community
Survey (“ACS”) 1-Year Estimate, 18.8 percent of Black Georgians have lived below
the poverty line in the past 12 months, compared to 9 percent of white Georgians.

85. Relatedly, Black Georgians have lower per capita incomes than white
Georgians. The 2019 ACS 1-Year Estimate shows that white Georgians had an
average per capita income of $40,348 over the past 12 months, compared to $23,748
for Black Georgians.

86. Black Georgians also have lower homeownership rates than white
Georgians. The 2019 ACS 1-Year Estimate shows that 52.6 percent of Black
Georgians live in renter-occupied housing, compared to 24.9 percent of white
Georgians. And Black Georgians also spend a higher percentage of their income on
rent than white Georgians. The 2019 ACS 1-Year Estimate shows that in Georgia,
the percent of income spent on rent is a staggering 54.9 percent for Black Georgians,
compared to 40.6 percent for white Georgians.

87. Black Georgians also have lower levels of educational attainment than
their white counterparts and are less likely to earn degrees. According to the 2019
ACS 1-Year Estimate, only 25 percent of Black Georgians have obtained a

bachelor’s degree or higher, compared to 37 percent of white Georgians.

33



Caasel 222000222583 Doouureahil 768 FRddd3W 28132 PRggel3a of 447

88. These disparities impose hurdles to voter participation, including
working multiple jobs, working during polling place hours, lack of access to
childcare, lack of access to transportation, and higher rates of illness and disability.
All of these hurdles make it more difficult for poor and low-income voters to
participate effectively in the political process.

CAUSES OF ACTION

COUNT I:
SB 1EX Violates Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act

89.  Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of
this Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

90. Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act prohibits the enforcement of any
“standard, practice, or procedure” that “results in a denial or abridgement of the right
of any citizen of the United States to vote on account of race or color, or”
membership in a language minority group. 52 U.S.C. § 10301(a).

91. The Georgia State Senate district boundaries, as currently drawn, crack
and pack minority populations with the effect of diluting their voting strength, in
violation of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.

92. Black Georgians in the southern Atlanta metropolitan area and the
central Georgia Black Belt region are sufficiently numerous and geographically

compact to constitute a majority of eligible voters in three additional State Senate
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districts, without reducing the number of minority-opportunity districts already
included in the enacted map.

93.  Under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, the General Assembly was
required to create three additional State Senate districts in which Black voters in
these areas would have the opportunity to elect their candidates of choice.

94. Black voters in Georgia, particularly in and around these areas, are
politically cohesive. Elections in these areas reveal a clear pattern of racially
polarized voting that allows blocs of white voters usually to defeat Black voters’
preferred candidates.

95. The totality of the circumstances establishes that the current State
Senate map has the effect of denying Black voters an equal opportunity to participate
in the political process and elect candidates of their choice, in violation of Section 2
of the Voting Rights Act.

96. By engaging in the acts and omissions alleged herein, Defendants have
acted and continue to act to deny Plaintiffs’ rights guaranteed by Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act. Defendants will continue to violate those rights absent relief

granted by this Court.
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COUNT II:
HB 1EX Violates Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act

97. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference all prior paragraphs of
this Complaint as though fully set forth herein.

98. The Georgia House of Representative district boundaries, as currently
drawn, crack and pack minority populations with the effect of diluting their voting
strength, in violation of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.

99. Black Georgians in the southern and western Atlanta metropolitan area
and central Georgia are sufficiently numerous and geographically compact to
constitute a majority of eligible voters in five additional House districts, without
reducing the number of minority-opportunity districts already included in the
enacted map.

100. Under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, the General Assembly was
required to create five additional House districts in which Black voters in these areas
would have the opportunity to elect their candidates of choice.

101. Black voters in Georgia, particularly in and around these areas, are
politically cohesive. Elections in these areas reveal a clear pattern of racially
polarized voting that allows blocs of white voters usually to defeat Black voters’

preferred candidates.
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102. The totality of the circumstances establishes that the current House map
has the effect of denying Black voters an equal opportunity to participate in the
political process and elect candidates of their choice, in violation of Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act.

103. By engaging in the acts and omissions alleged herein, Defendants have
acted and continue to act to deny Plaintiffs’ rights guaranteed by Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act. Defendants will continue to violate those rights absent relief
granted by this Court.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request that this Court:

A.  Declare that SB 1EX and HB 1EX violate Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act;

B.  Enjoin Defendants, as well as their agents and successors in
office, from enforcing or giving any effect to the boundaries of the Georgia
State Senate districts as drawn in SB 1EX and the boundaries of the Georgia
House of Representatives districts as drawn in HB 1EX, including an
injunction barring Defendants from conducting any further legislative

elections under the current maps;
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C.  Hold hearings, consider briefing and evidence, and otherwise
take actions necessary to order the adoption of a valid legislative redistricting
plan that includes three additional Georgia State Senate districts and five
additional Georgia House of Representatives districts in which Black voters
would have opportunities to elect their preferred candidates, as required by
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, without reducing the number of minority-
opportunity districts currently in SB 1EX and HB 1EX;

D.  Grant such other or further relief the Court deems appropriate,
including but not limited to an award of Plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees and

reasonable costs.
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been prepared in accordance with the font type and margin requirements of LR 5.1,

NDGa, using font type of Times New Roman and a point size of 14.

Dated: October 28, 2022 Adam M. Sparks
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