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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF GEORG A

GEORG A STATE CONFERENCE OF No.
NAACP, et al., 1: 21- CV-5338- ELB- SCJ-
SDG

Pl aintiff,

STATE OF GEORGI A, et al.,

)

)

)

)

)

VS. )
)

)

)

Def endant . )
)

VI DEOTAPED 30(b) (6) and 30(b) (1) DEPGCSI TI ON OF
SENATE REDI STRI CTI NG & REAPPORTI ONMENT COWMM TTEE
(MR JOHN F. KENNEDY)

January 20, 2023
9:03 a. m
18 Capitol Square SW
Atl anta, Georgia

Reported by: WMarcella Daughtry, RPR, RMR
CA CSR 14315
GA No. 6595-1471-3597-5424
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VI DEOTAPED DEPCSI TI ON OF JOHN F. KENNEDY
was taken on January 20, 2023 at the Coverdell
Legislative Ofice Building, 18 Capitol Square SW
Atl anta, Ceorgia, comencing at the hour of 9:03 a.m
before Marcell a Daughtry, a Regi stered Professional
Reporter and Regi stered Merit Reporter, in and for the
State of Georgia and State of California.

APPEARANCES:

For the Common Cause Plaintiffs:
SOUTHERN POVERTY LAW CENTER
MR. JACK GENBERG
MS. MATLETHA BENNETTE
400 WAshi ngton Avenue
Mont gonery, Al abama 36104
334. 956. 8200
j ack. genberg@pl center. org
mat | et ha. bennette@pl center.org

and

DECHERT LLP

MR. NEIL A. STEINER (via Zoom

Three Bryant Park, 1095 Avenue of the Anmericas
New York, New York 10036

212.698. 3822

neil . stei ner @echert.com
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For

For

the Georgia State Conference of the NAACP

plaintiffs:

CROVNELL & MORI NG

MS. LILY TI NG HSU

MR. ARYEH MELLMAN (via Zoom)
1001 Pennsyl vani a Avenue NW
Washi ngton, D.C. 20004

202. 624. 2500

| hsu@rowel |l . com

amel | mn@rowell.com
CROVNELL & MORI NG

MS. SH RA LIU (via Zoom

3 Park Plaza, Suite 2000
Irvine, California 92614
949. 263. 8400
sliu@rowell.com

And

LAWERS' COW TTEE FOR CIVIL RI GHTS UNDER LAW
MS. JULIE HOUK (via Zoom

MR. ALEX DAVI S (via Zoom)

MR. DAVI D ROLLI NS-BOYD (via Zoom

1500 K Street NW Suite 900

Washi ngton, D.C. 20005

202. 662. 8329

adavi s@ awyersconm ttee. org

j houk@ awyer sconm ttee. org

the Al pha Phi Alpha Plaintiffs:
W LVERHALE
MS. CASSIE M TCHELL (via Zoom)
250 Greenwi ch Street, 45th Fl oor
New Yor k, New York 10007
212.230. 8800
cassie.mtchell @il merhal e. com

W LMERHALE

MR, ANUJ DI XIT (via Zoom

Two California Plaza

350 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2400
Los Angel es, California 90071
213. 443. 5300

anuj . di xit@il mer hal e. com
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For the Grant and Pendergrass Plaintiffs:
ELI AS LAW GROUP
MS. MAKEBA RUTAHI NDURWA (via Zoom)
10 G Street NE
Washi ngton, D.C. 20002
202. 968. 4490
nr ut ahi ndur wa@el i as. | aw

For the Defendant State of Georgi a:
Tayl or English Duma LLP
MR. BRYAN P. TYSON
MS. DI ANE FESTI N LaROSS (via Zoom
1600 Par kwood Circle, Suite 200
Atl anta, Georgia 30339
bt yson@ ayl orengl i sh. com
dl aross@ ayl orengli sh. com

For the W tness:

JARRARD & DAVI S, LLP

MR. PATRI CK D. JAUGSTETTER
222 \Webb Street

Cumm ng, Georgia 30040

678. 455. 7150

patrickj @arrard-davis.com

Al so Present:

Shawn Marie Story, Deputy Legislative Counsel
Clair Bryan (via Zoom, Assistant Counsel

Aki | Wade, vi deographer

Nadav Fl ax, paral egal, Southern Poverty Law
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THE VI DEOGRAPHER: Today's date is
January 20th, 2023, and the time is 9:03 a.m This wll
be the videotaped deposition of Senator John Kennedy.

Woul d the counsel please identify thensel ves
for the record, after which the court reporter will swear
in the wtness.

MR. GENBERG  Jack Genberg, Southern Poverty
Law Center, representing the common cause plaintiffs.

MS. BENNETTE: WMatletha Bennette, Southern
Poverty Law Center, representing the conmon cause
plaintiffs.

MR. FLAX: And Nadav Flax as a litigation
paral egal at the Southern Poverty Law Center is also
here.

MS. HSU. Lily Hsu from Crowell & Moring for
the Georgia State Conference of the NAACP.

MR. TYSON: And good norning. |'m Bryan Tyson
on behal f of the defendants.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: And | am Patrick Jaugstetter
on behal f of the w tness.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:  Makeba Rut ahi ndurwa on
behal f of the Grant and Pendergrass plaintiffs,

MR. DAVIS: Alex Davis on behalf of the Georgia
NAACP plaintiff group.

MS5. M TCHELL: Cassandra Mtchell on behal f of
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t he Al pha Phi Al pha plaintiffs.

M5. HOUK: Julie Houk, also on behalf of the
Georgi a NAACP plaintiff group.

MS. LIU  Shira Liu with Crowell & Mring on
behal f of the Georgia NAACP group.

MR. STEINER: Neil Steiner from Dechert on
behal f of the common cause plaintiffs.

THE COURT REPORTER: (Okay. Raise your right
hand.

MS. LaROCSS: Diane --

THE COURT REPORTER: Oh, sorry. Go ahead,
Di ane.

MS. LaROSS: Sorry about that. | was having
trouble getting off nute.

Di ane LaRoss for the defendants.

THE COURT REPORTER: Okay. WIIl you pl ease

rai se your right hand.

JOHN F. KENNEDY,
called as a witness herein, having been first duly sworn
by the shorthand reporter to speak the truth and nothing
but the truth, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
>>>
>>>

>>>
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EXAM NATI ON
BY MR. GENBERG

Q Senator Kennedy, thank you for comng. M nane
is Jack Genberg. |I'man attorney at the Southern Poverty
Law Center representing the common cause plaintiffs in
this redistricting | awsuit.

Coul d you pl ease state your full name for the
record?

A Sure. And good norning to you.

John Fl anders Kennedy.

Q Geat. And now we will go over sone ground
rul es and procedure for the deposition. So there's a
court reporter transcribing. |If you could make her life
easier and the record clear, if you could let ne finish
asking a question before you respond, and then respond
with words rather than nodding or shaking your head.

I s that agreeabl e?

A Yes.

Q Geat. And if any question | ask is unclear or
you don't understand it, please let me know so | can
rephrase.

If at any point you can't hear ne or there is
any tech issue, please alert us. |If you need a break,
just let us know We nmay have to finish an open question

or a line of questioning first, but we'll do our best to
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acconmodat e t hat.

If you need to talk to your attorney, please
| et us know.

And i f your attorney objects to a question,
that's fine, but once they are finished, please go ahead
and answer the question unless they specifically ask you
not to.

And you are under oath. |Is there any reason
why you can't answer ny questions today fully and

truthfully?

A No.

Q Have you ever been deposed before?
A Yes.

Q How many tinmes?

A Two or three, | think.

Q How many of those depositions involved
redistricting disputes?

A None.

Q \Vhat were the nature of the proceedi ngs?

A One was a -- a matter involving a state
di sposition of property in my famly, and there was
depositions taken, and ny deposition was one of the ones
t aken.

And | think that |'ve been deposed maybe one or

two tinmes involving receivership matters. | serve fairly
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often as a court-appointed receiver, and in my capacity
of serving the court in that regard, | think I have been
deposed maybe one or two tinmes. And | say | think
because |I've testified in a nunber of mni court hearings
as a court-appointed receiver, and so, but | think a
coupl e of those may have been actual depositions. And
then the others, of course, would have been testifying in
court.

Q Okay. So that was ny next question, have you
ever testified in court. And so how many tines,
approxi mtel y?

A | don't know. It would be numerous. |'ve done
recei vership work for over 20 years and have been
appoi nted by judges all around the state, so it would be
numerous. | don't know how many.

Q Any testinony other than receivership cases?

A Not that | can recall. Well, excuse nme, yes.
| have al so served as an expert witness before in -- in a
few cases.

Q \Vhat were you an expert in?
A I think maybe a couple of tinmes serving as an

expert witness on attorneys' fees, where | was hired by

counsel or the court -- quite frankly, | don't
remenber -- on the issue of giving an opinion on the
reasonabl eness of attorneys' fees that were being -- that
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were the subject of a case that | was not involved in.
was serving as an expert witness in that regard.

And there may have been another matter in which
| have served as a receiver -- excuse nme, as an -- as an
expert. | seemto recall perhaps a matter serving as an
expert on receivership-type matters where | was asked to
render an opinion as an expert in that field.

Q Were your qualifications as an expert
chal l enged in either case?

A Not that | recall in any of them no.

Q Did the judge -- has a judge issued any
findings on your credibility?

A No, not any adverse or negative findings.
There m ght have been sonme positive findings, but quite
frankly, |1 don't even renenber those.

Q And so are you aware of there being any
findings of untruthful ness against you in any
proceedi ngs?

A No. I'mquite certain there have not been any.

Q Vo is your counsel representing you today?

A Patrick Jaugstetter.

Q And when did the attorney-client relationship

start?
A Hrm | can't -- | don't know t he exact date.
It was -- it would have been about the tinme of being
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notified that I would be serving as a witness or be
subpoenaed, or maybe | had al ready been subpoenaed, and

that I would be providing testinony in a deposition.

Q And -- and when would that have occurred?
A I think it had been a few nonths ago. Forgive
me, | just -- | can't -- | don't recall a date or a nore

specific time and, you know.
Q Is this a formal engagenent with
M. Jaugstetter?
A That's nmy under st andi ng.
Q And do you know who's paying for your counsel?
A I don't know for certain.

Q Do you have a guess?

A Il would think it would be through the
| egi sl ative services conmttee, | think, and through the
services provided by the |egislative counsel to -- and
that's -- I"msorry, you probably understand this,

don't want to be presunptuous, but the |legislative
counsel that is here at the Capitol that provide advice
to legislators. And | believe he is a special assistant
to | egislative counsel.
Q Thank you.
When did you first |learn about this case?
A Well, when you say "this case,"” could you be

nore specific? | understand --
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Q Yes.
A -- there are nultiple cases, so --
Q \VWhen did you learn that there were

redistricting |awsuits generally?

A | think I learned shortly after they were
filed, which | seemto recall that there were -- and
again, | don't knowif what -- the cases |I recall being

told about are the sane ones we are here on today,
because, again, | understand there are nultiple cases.
And | think |I learned shortly after they were fil ed,
which | think was shortly after the Governor signed the

| egislation for the maps, so whatever that tinme sequence

iS.

Q And what was your understandi ng of the
redistricting cases when you -- when you found out about
t henf

A That there were chall enges being made to the
maps that were drawn.

Q Any -- anything nore specific about the nature
of the chall enges?

A Not really, because | seemto recall that there
were nmultiple cases, and | may or may not have seen the
conplaint. It seens like | did see one of the
conplaints, and | don't even renmenber which one. And

again, | hope | amcorrect in assumng there were
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mul ti ple cases, different civil actions filed.

Did not study themin depth. | knew that
counsel would be retained to represent the state or the
def endants, and at sone point if | were involved, then |
woul d be -- would be available to be -- to give testinony
or what ever was needed.

Q Who did you learn about the redistricting cases
front?

A | just -- | don't remenber. The first |earning
m ght have been reading it in the paper, quite frankly.

Q Do you understand today that you are being
di s- -- deposed in your personal capacity and as the
desi gnated representative for the Georgia Senate
Committee on Reapportionment and Redi stricting?

A Yes.

Q For ease of reference, | will refer to the
Ceorgia Senate Committee on Reapportionment and
Redi stricting as the Senate Commttee or the Senate
Redi stricting Commttee, and the House Comm ttee on
Legi sl ati on and Congressi onal Reapportionnment as the
House Committee or the House Redistricting Commttee.

Coul d you open up your exhibit binder,

pl ease --
A Sur e.
Q ~-- to tab nunber 1.

Page 16

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 17 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

A  Ckay.
(Deposition Exhibit 1 was marked for
identification.)
Q BY MR CGENBERG So this is a subpoena for the
Senate Conmittee to testify at deposition. Have you seen

this docunment ?

A | don't think |I have, but | -- but |'m not
certain. | nmean, |'ve seen lots of...
Q Could you turn to the deposition topics. It's

page nunber 6 of the docunent.

A Is that tab 6?2

Q No, sorry, it's still tab 1, page 6 of that
docunment cal |l ed Deposition Topic -- Topics.

A | don't think | have a page 6.

Q I don't knowif it's |abeled page 6, but --

A The sixth page in.

Q ~-- it's labeled -- the sixth page in.

A Ckay.

Q It's nunber 3 --

A Four --

Q -- on the bottomit says.

A -- five, six. Okay, got it.

Q Does that say "Deposition Topics" at the top?

A Yes. Yes.

Q Okay. Geat.
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Have you seen these deposition topics?
can take your time to read this page and then the
foll owi ng page. There is nine topics.

A Ckay.

And you

Q Okay. Do you understand you're being called to

testify today about the topics designated in this
A Yes, sir.
Q Are you prepared to answer questions on
t hese topics?
A | believe | am yes, sir.
Q How did you prepare to discuss these top

A Well, ny understanding is | ama fact w

notice?

al |l of

ics?

t ness,

so l'"'mreally here today to answer questions from what |

recall of whatever questions you have on these to
Q But you al so understand that you are her
representative for the Senate Conmttee, right?

A Yes, sir.

Q Okay. So | guess I'll just repeat that
questi on about, how did you prepare for the depos

A | | ooked over some of the materials brie
that | understand had been produced fromthe disc
of -- that you all have conducted in the case of
materials, | guess, sourced fromne or ny office.

with counsel, and that's about it.

Q So you reviewed docunments?

pi Cs.

e as a

ition?
fly

overy

Met
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A | did.
Q Do you have a sense of how many docunents you
have revi ewed?
A No, | really don't.
Did you review e-mail s?
Yes. Sonme were e-nails.
Did you review text nmessages?

I think some were text nmessages, Yyes.

o » O » O

Did any refresh your recollection?

A Probably so in sone regard, just because it's
been a while since some of those e-mails would have been
gener ated, and, you know, a | ot has gone on since then.
So, yes, | would think so.

Q And how do they refresh your -- refresh your
recol | ection?

A Il -- 1 don't know how to answer that other than
in the general sense of reviewi ng things that would have
been generated either by me or that | perhaps received
and read, it would be refreshing to see it again, just
like it would be for, | guess, npbst anybody.

Q \Vhat did the docunents that you renmenber say?

A \What did they say?

Q Yes. What is the substance of the -- the
docunment s?

A Mostly | think it was just e-mails that were
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back and forth. Right now |I'mnot even sure. | don't
have any specific menory. It was just docunents that |
understood were materials that had been produced in
di scovery sourced from-- from ne.

Q Do you renenber the topic of the e-mails?

A No, other than redistricting.

Q Do you renmenber who the e-mails were between
sent to, received fronf

A No. | think they were -- | think sonme were
materials that had been received in ny office from
out si de sources that were sent in. WMy have been sone
communi cations to or from or anongst sonme committee
members. | don't have -- | don't have any specific
recol l ection of those.

Q So you don't renmenber which commttee nenbers?

A No. And now that |'ve said that, | don't know
that | really renenber seeing any fromcomittee nmenbers.
Again, it was materials that presumably you have that
wer e produced by counsel through the process of -- of the
di scovery of materials that were sourced fromne or ny
of fice.

Q Correspondence with constituents?

A It could have been.

Q Correspondence with outside advocacy groups?

A

Coul d have been, yes.
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Q Did you look at any of the conplaints, any of
the redistricting conpl aints?

A The conplaints as far as the initial conplaint
initiating a civil action?

Q Correct.

A No, not to prepare for this.

Q Did you previously?

A That's why | answered it that way. |t seens to
me that | recall seeing a conplaint sonetinme after it was
one of the civil actions were initiated. | don't
renenber seeing -- | think there was one in which |I was

named as a defendant, and | think that one was sent to
me, and | think | reviewed that one probably sonetinme
shortly after it was -- it was filed or served. That's
the only one | seemto recall actually review ng the
conplaint. And again, | don't renenmber studying it but

just reviewing it.

And did you have any inpressions --

And t hat woul d have been many nont hs ago.
Sorry.

[''m sorry.

That's ny fault.
That's okay.

Did you have any inpressions of that conplaint?

> O *» O » O P O

What do you nean "inpressions"?
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Q Views, thoughts.

A ["m sure | did.

Q Do you recall what those were?

A In general terms, they were -- and again,
wi t hout specific recollection, some of the allegations
made agai nst me were conpl etely basel ess and of f ensi ve.

Q Do you recall specifics of that?

A | don't.

Q Have you spoken to anyone ot her than counsel
about redistricting | awsuits?

A If you nean have | nentioned or referenced the
| awsuits having been filed or that there is pending
redistricting litigation, I amsure | have, yes.

Q Do you recall who you have spoken with?

A No. You know, I'mcertain |I've been asked by
col | eagues, Senate coll eagues, hey, is there a |lawsuit
filed or what's going on, but not a discussion of
anyt hi ng substantive, and nothing in preparation for

today, if that's what your question is about, and ot her

t han maybe soneone saying -- whether it being not a
di scussi on but sonme reference to, | hear your deposition
is on Friday or sonething like that. It would be the

timng of the deposition but not the substance of it.
Q Did you speak with anyone on your staff about

this deposition?
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A Yes, for scheduling purposes and generally that
my deposition was going to be conducted today.

Q Are you aware that other |egislators have been
deposed in this matter?

A Yes. | was not in on any of them but | have
been told that you all have taken other depositions, yes,
Sir.

Q Have you communicated with any of thenf

A  No, | don't think I have. In fact, |I'mnot --
|'"'mnot totally sure who you all have deposed, but |
don't think I have spoken with anyone who has given you

all a deposition.

Q How many tinmes did you neet with counsel ?

A For purposes of today's deposition?

Q Since redistricting lawsuits were fil ed.

A Oh, nunerous. Oh, I'msorry, excuse ne. Since
these lawsuits were filed?

Q Correct.

A |"'msorry. Afewtinmes. | don't have a nunber
for you.

Q How |l ong was each neeting?

A | don't renenber. | don't renmenber any of them
being terribly |engthy, though.

Q Wuld you say under an hour?

A Sone certainly were, yes.
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Q \Wen you say "a few tinmes," would you say |ess
than five?

A | think that's fair, yes.

Q Who did you neet with?

A Il met with Patrick.

Q Howlong in total would you say you spent
preparing for today's deposition?

A That would be hard to give a figure. | just --
| just don't know. | wasn't watching the clock, wasn't
keeping up with it.

Q Fewer than ten hours?

A I think that would be fair.

Q Fewer than five hours?

A That's about as good as | can give you, |
t hi nk.

Q So since this is ajoint 30(b)(6) and a
30(b) (1) deposition and you prepared to speak on behal f
of the commttee, I will assunme your answers are on
behal f of the commttee unless you specify otherw se.
Okay?

A  Ckay.

Q Ckay. \Were did you grow up?

A | grewup in a small town in Southeast Georgia
call ed Adrian, Georgi a.

Q \Where do you currently reside?
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A The actual address?

Q Yes.

A sure. It's I \bcon, Ceorgia.

Q And how |l ong have you lived there?

A 12 or 13 years.

Q And where did you go to school ?

A | went to Adrian High School. Then for college

went to Mercer University, and went to Mercer University
for | aw school.

Q And what was your degree in at Mercer
Uni versity, the college?

A | have a degree in economcs, a BAin
econom cs, and | think I have a BA in political science
as well.

Q A double mmjor?

A Yes. | think that's right. | know | have one
in econom cs.

Q D dyou work in between coll ege and | aw school ?

A | think I did that summer. So | went straight
fromcollege to | aw school, so that sumer |'m sure |
did. I'mtrying to remenber what job |I had that sunmer.
| believe | worked for a | awer back honme that was a
friend of nmy father's.

Q \Vhere have you worked since graduating froml aw

school ?
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A My first job was as an associate at Alston &
Bird here in Atlanta. | was there and then noved to
Gai nesville; was an associ ate at what was then called
Whel chel, Dunlap & Genlat, and then noved to Macon and
was an associate at Hall, Bloch, Garland & Meyer. | was
a -- becanme a partner in that law firmand then noved ny
practice to nmy current firm of
Janes- Bat es- Brannan- Groover, where | have been since
January 1, 2010.
Q@ And how woul d you describe your |egal practice?
A Litigation based, nostly commercial litigation.
| do a fair amount of receivership work, as we tal ked
about earlier, where | get appointed by judges to serve
as a court-appointed receiver. Also representing clients
that are in need of a receiver, or have been on the other
side, representing clients over which a receiver has been
appoi nt ed.
And sone general -type, fiduciary-type work.
I have al so served as a bankruptcy trustee.
So | think that would cover it. And then
general business advice for sonme clients that | have.
Q Have you ever had a redistricting case as an
attorney?
A No. No.

Q Have you ever had an el ections case?
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A No.

Q Wen did you first run for office?

A 2014 woul d have been the primary. That woul d
have been in May, | think, of 2014.

Q Vhich office did you run for?

A The 18th District for the Georgia Senate.

Q Is that the district you currently serve?
A It is.
Q And also the district -- were you elected to

t hat same district in 2018?

A Yes.

Q I'msorry, which elections have you run in
since 20147

A So in the CGeorgia Senate we run every two --
it's a two-year term so | was elected in 2014. Ran
again in 2016, 2018, 2020, and 2022.

Q Okay. Have you served any districts besides
District 187

A No.

Q Can you describe the areas of CGeorgia that are
in your district?

A Sure, yeah. So | represent six counties, two
partial and four full counties. | represent part of Bibb
County, which is Macon, part of Macon. And | represent

about the northern quarter or so of Houston County. And
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then | represent all of Monroe County, all of Crawford
County, all of Peach County and all of Upson County.

Q Have you held any offices besides Georgia
Senat e?

A El ective office?

Q Correct.

A No, sir.

Q Prior to the 2021 cycle, did you ever work on
redistricting?

A No.

Q From 2019 until today, can you identify al
comm ttee assignnents you' ve had?

A Al commttee assignnments?

Q Yes.

A Ckay. So | serve on the judiciary commttee.
" mtrying to go back and start at 2019 for you and go
forward. | think they are gonna all pretty much be the
same, but I'Il try to be specific. Judiciary, regul ated
i ndustries, banking and financial institutions, and
appropriations, | believe, were ny four commttee
assi gnnents.

And by virtue, if you will, of being, my caucus

office or position was | was the chairman of mpjority
caucus in 2019. And by virtue of that, | served on the

rules coomttee. And at sone point, and |I'm not sure
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when, | don't -- | think it was maybe '21, | served on
heal th and human services ex officio, and | may be on
rules as ex officio as well.

| think that's it. And | think my commttee
assi gnnents have been pretty consistent. | think maybe
the sanme since 2019, with the addition in 2021 of being
assigned to be the chair of redistricting. That would
have been an added comm ttee.

Q Sorry, what were the circunstances that led to
you bei ng chai rman of the Georgia caucus?

A | was el ected by ny caucus nenbers.

Q Were you chair of any of those commttees?

A So I'mchairman of the caucus, but that's not a
commttee, | don't think, in the terns that you are
aski ng about, and served as chair of redistricting. |
think that's the only commttee | have actually chaired.

Q How do you conme to chair the redistricting
commttee in the Senate?

A So our process is there's a conmttee called
the coonmttee on assignnments, which is chaired under our
Senate rules by the Lieutenant Governor, and that
comm ttee decides all conmttee chairmanshi ps and ot her
of ficer positions within the commttees, and that
comm ttee asked nme to serve as redistricting chair. And

t hat was one of -- that was an assignnent, if you wll,
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along with the other commttee assignnents that I would
have received.

Q Did you ask to chair the redistricting
conmmttee?

A No.

Q Do you have a sense of why you were sel ected?

A So every two years there's a reevaluation, if
you will, of who ought to chair the commttees that the
Senate has of the various standing commttees, and it was
| think the collective wisdomof the conmttee on
assignnents that I would be an appropriate selection to
be the chairman of that commttee.

Q Do you have a sense of what qualities they were
| ooking for?

A | think one would be, and havi ng gone through
the process | would now certainly agree with, | think
having an attorney chair the redistricting commttee is
hel pful, and that probably had sonmething to do with ny
selection. | would certainly think so.

Q Wiy do you think it's hel pful to have an
attorney chair the redistricting comm ttee?

A Because the process is just so steeped in so
much -- so many | egal issues, and we, of course, wanted
to do it right and do it well and nake sure that whatever

maps were produced or that came out of this process were
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| egal and appropri ate.

Q And how did you find your attorney training
hel pful ?

A Probably nost practically when there were
di scussions of principles in which would come to play in
maki ng sure that the maps being drawn were | egal and
appropriate; just having an understandi ng of a concept
when it was being discussed that was part of the bigger
pi cture of just making sure that good and appropriate
maps were drawn.

Q Were there particular legal issues that you
found your attorney training beneficial for?

A Well, having not litigated -- even though
that's ny daytinme job, having not litigated any el ection
cases or redistricting cases or things of that nature, it
woul dn't stemfromthat. It probably was as sinple as
understandi ng the ternms that were being thrown around or
t hat m ght be nentioned or concepts. That would be
something I would be and you woul d be and any | awyer
woul d be -- have a basic understanding and a little
fluency in.

Q Any specific ternms?

A Not that | can recall right now

Q Wen did you learn you would be chair of the

Senate Redistricting Conmttee?
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A | don't know the date. It would have been a
product of the commttee on assignnments that would have
been neeting at that tinme, nmaking conmttee assignnments
for that upcom ng session. So it was -- it was a product
of that process, which would have been early 2021,

t hi nk.

Q VWen did you actually beconme the chair?

A By virtue of that appointnment, if you will,
that | just described.

Q Wiy were you interested in the position?

A  Well, the conmttee assignnent process is one
that, as | said, is the collective wisdomof -- of the
comrmittee. And there was a need and a desire to have
soneone that would take us through the process that is --
is challenging. And | thought it was -- upon being asked
or finding out that |I'm gonna be the chair, it was one
that | thought it was a way, quite frankly, that | could
serve the Senate body and serve the caucus in.

Soneone had to do the job. Soneone needed to
be redistricting chair, and, of course, it's within the
context of caucus politics. |It's -- in the Senate
process, it's necessarily one that is, as it's done once
every ten years, just can be chall enging.

Q Can you describe your role and responsibilities

as chair of the Senate Committee?
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A Sure. So as chair, | would say the main
responsibilities is really in functionally calling
nmeeting for the conmttee to neet, chairing that process
of comm ttee neetings, shepherding through the
i ntroduction of legislation. That would be new maps, the
consi deration of and that process as it unfolds naturally
as a committee process.

And then it was expected -- | think it was
expected. It certainly, | think, has been the history
that the chair of the commttee presents the |egislation
to the Senate body for the passage of ultimtely what
woul d be the maps that were passed.

Q Vhat do you nmean by "shepherding through the
i ntroduction of |egislation"?

A Well, maps are drawn and then they are
presented. The legislation that represents the maps are
filed. The bill is filed, so to speak. And then
comm ttee hearings are conducted, and so those are
public. They are conducted here at the Capitol, and they
are open to the public. | think they are also
live-streamed for public input, comment, scrutiny, and
t hen other menbers of the commttee as well are there for
t hat sane process.

Q Did you have know edge of the redistricting

process prior to assum ng position as chair of the Senate

Page 33

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 34 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

Conmi ttee?

A When you say did | have know edge?

Q Like, how would you describe your baseline
| evel of know edge of redistricting?

A M ninal

Q Upon learning you would be the chair of the
Senate Committee, did you take any action to learn nore
about redistricting?

Yes.
What action did you take?

A So | attended a semnar. | think it was an
RSL -- | nmean an NSLC or a CSLC seminar. | seemto
recall it was in Salt Lake City, that was for the purpose
of educational purposes. It may have been the same group
or organi zation that produced -- | think they called it
the red book or a red book, and so | started reading
that. That was actually before I went to the sem nar,
just trying to learn about redistricting and to educate
mysel f.

Q Thisis a-- was this the National Conference
of State Legislatures?

A | think that's right, yes, sir.

Q It's a red book, a general redistricting 2020
gui de?

A It sounds |ike you may have seen it. | think

Page 34

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 35 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

that is it, yes. | remenber it being reddish in color,
and | think others that were nore in this world than I
referred to it as "the red book," 1 think.
Q Did you speak to anyone to |earn nore about the
redistricting process, such as legislators or your staff?
A Yes.

Q Vo did you speak with?

A I renmenber speaking to the previous
redistrict -- Senate redistricting chair about the
process that | was about to enbark on. |I'msure |I had

conversations with other |egislators that my have wanted
to offer a thought or an opinion. | don't renenber who
all they may have been.

Q Did you speak with the LCRO staff? The --

A |"'msorry, what is that?
Q Let me pull the exact name here. It's the --
t he Reapportionment Office is a -- the joint

Reapportionnment Office.
A Qur Reapportionnent O fice here at the Capitol ?
Q Yes.
A I|"msure | did, yes, absolutely.
Q Do they help you get up to speed with
redistricting know edge?
A Yes, very much so. | would have relied upon

G na Wight a Iot, and yes, would have net with her and
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comruni cated with her a |ot.

Q Howdid -- did Ms. Wight provide you with any
materials to read that assisted you?

A | don't renmenmber that. | certainly can't say
she didn't. | seemto have nunerous sources of materials
that I was trying to read up on, not -- not reans of
materials. | don't nmean to suggest that. And | don't
remenber if she gave ne anything. She attended the
nmeeting in Salt Lake, that conference, so there were
materi als that woul d have been produced to the attendees.
| don't think she gave nme anything there. | just
remenber her being there.

Q Did she show you how to use redistricting
sof t war e?

A How for me to use redistricting software? No.

Q Did she show you herself using redistricting
sof t war e?

A Yeah. Over the course of the work that | did
with her, yes.

Q Do you renmenber what redistricting software she
used?

A No.

Q And what is Gna Wight's position?

A | would call her the head of the Redistricting
Ofice. I'msure it's got a better-sounding, nore form
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name than that.

Q Is it consistent with your understandi ng that
t he Reapportionment Office provides General Assenbly
menbers and conmttees with redistricting services,

i ncludi ng technical assistance, nmaps and data reports?

A That sounds accurate.

Q Anything else that they do?

A  That sounded pretty broad. | think you
probably covered the waterfront with that description.

Q Did the Reapportionnent O fice provide you with
techni cal assistance, maps, and data reports?

A Ch, vyes.

Q VWhat kind of work did they provide you with?

A Well, you know, in interfacing with her and
meeting with G na, and occasionally maybe there was sone
other staff, but it was nost of ny interactions were with
Gna. And it really was her -- it was her work in
drafting and redrafting the maps, or various drafts or
versions of the maps, including what ultimtely becane
the map that was the core of the bill that was dropped
and passed.

Q How many drafts did G na Wight share with you?

A So when you say share, let nme -- I'mgonna try
to give you a conplete answer of that. So | think of
that in two ternms. | think of that in a paper roll out
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map draft, and then one in ternms of if | were in her
of fice and she had on the tel evision screen a map or a
district or while she was there using the software.

So | would have seen her work on both of those
fronts, producing different -- | guess, technically each
one of those could have been a different version, so to
speak, even though it m ght have been sonmething on the
screen for a few m nutes, and then she makes sonme change
and then there's another one.

So that's why | want to make sure |I'm being
accurate and conplete with you. That my be nore than
you wanted to know or asked about, but | think the way
you asked it, that's what came to ny mnd. You could
have those -- sort of those two different versions of her
wor k product, if you wll.

Q How many tinmes were you in her office to review
maps in real tinme?

A | was in her office -- in and out of her office
a lot. VWhen you say "in real time," can you explain that
in context?

Q The process you described where she has a map
on the screen and she can edit it as you are there.

A Sone, but | would say not as nuch as the tine
she woul d have spent without ne there doing her work as

the head of that office to create a map or a draft or a
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revised draft.

Q Do you know if other nenbers of the General
Assenbly went into her office and had simlar
interactions with her with real tine editing of draft
maps?

A | believe they did.

Q Do you know - -

A And let nme -- | believe that others, yes, other
| egislators did go see her to tal k about the maps, to
tal k about perhaps their districts. And I'manswering it
t hat way because | don't want to inply that it was those
conversations that produced the ultimte map, because
froma timng sense standpoint, | don't know what al
happened in the interim

But your question was, did other |egislators go
to her office to talk about the maps and | ook at the maps
or look at one of G na's versions that she maybe had
produced for consideration? Yes, other |egislators did.

Q Wen did you first neet with G na Wight about
draft nmaps?

A About what?

Q Draft maps.

A | -- 1 couldn't give you a date. | don't
remenber generally the first time that we net.

Q Did you neet with her about draft maps before
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t he census data canme out?
A | don't remenber.
Q If I represent that the census data canme out on

August 12th, would that hel p?

A Maybe sonme, but | still don't remenber when |
first met with her, but I -- thinking about that tim ng
that you' ve just given nme, | don't recall neeting with

her before that time frame for draw ng naps.
Q Did any other nenmbers of the Senate take a | ead

role in redistricting?

A As alead role, | wuld say no. | nean, | was
chair of a commttee. Bill Cowsert, Senator Bil
Cowsert, was the vice chair, and but I wouldn't call it a
lead role. It was as the way chairman -- as the way

comm ttees generally here work, regardless of what kind.

It's the, whonmever is the chair has responsibility and

nost -- nost aspects of things.
Q \Wat was Senator Cowsert's role?
A He was vice chair.
Q \Wat were his duties?
A Technically, | think his duties would be to

chair a neeting in the event that | could not or was
unable to attend.
Q Did you hire outside counsel to assist with the

redistricting process?
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A Did | personally hire counsel, no.

Q Did you as chair of the Senate Committee?

A Did | specifically retain counsel as chair of
the comm ttee, no.

Q Was outside counsel retained?

A Yes.

Q@ And on behalf of which entity?

A Well, your -- your question contenpl ates
multiple entities, so | thought | was here just
representing the redistricting commnttee. So what woul d
be the other --

Q That's correct, but --

A -- entity you are referring to? |[|'mjust
trying to make sure |'m understandi ng you.

Q Well, to the extent you know if -- and has the
Ceneral Assenbly retained counsel, you know, the
Republ i can Caucus? |I'mjust trying to -- the CGeorgia
Senate? What -- to the extent you know.

A Ckay. Gotcha.

And that's a good way to put it, because |
don't have nuch in the way of details of how counsel was
retained, and it wasn't something that | headed up or,
quite frankly, remenber being involved in.

Q Do you know who was retained as -- as counsel ?

A Bryan Tyson was retai ned as counsel.
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Q \Vhat was Bryan Tyson's role during the
redistricting process?

A To give general advice and counsel to those of
us that were going through the process or had
responsibilities of going through the process of
redistricting that would ultimtely result in legis- --
in legislation being offered and hopefully passed in the
form of new maps.

Q Did Bryan Tyson have a role in drafting maps?

A | don't know that | would call it that he had a
role or say that he had a role in drafting maps. | think

he was there to provide advice and counsel along the way

for the process in aiding those of us that were -- all of
us -- well, those of us that were responsible for going
through it.

Q Wthout getting into the specific advice, what

topics did he discuss with you?

MR. JAUGSTETTER:  You can answer topics, you
know, generally answer topics, but not disclose any of
t he advice you were given. So if there are broad topics
that he provided advice on, you're -- it's okay to
address those topics but not the substance of any of
t hose topics.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Or any of your questions.
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THE WTNESS: Ckay. | think I would say he
woul d provide counsel and advice as to trying to help us
ensure that the maps that were being drawn or considered
were | egal and appropriate and proper in all regards.

Q BY MR GENBERG Does that include conpliance
with the Voting Rights Act?

A Yes.

Q Does that include conpliance with the U S.
Constitution?

A Yes.

Q Does that -- does that include conpliance with
t he Georgia Constitution?

A Yes.

Q Was Bryan Tyson present at any neetings with
G na Wight where Ms. Wight was show ng you maps in this
real time way of where she was editing thenf

A | don't renenber.

Q Did you have one-on-one neetings with Bryan
Tyson?

A Probably did at sone point there in the course
of all of that.

Q Were those neetings that you requested?

A It could have been. | don't renmnenber who
initiated the neetings, but probably were, yes.

Q Do you know if any Georgia congressional
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del egati on has ever hired outside counsel for this
purpose in a prior redistricting cycle?

A If | understand your question, | don't think I
woul d have any know edge. |'mpretty sure | don't have
any know edge or experience of any group's activities
regarding redistricting before the 2021 cycle.

Does that answer your question?

Q Yes.

Okay.

Q Thank you.

Did you hire any outside consultants to assi st
with the redistricting process?

A Beyond the reference of counsel that which,
again, I -- that wasn't ne, ny hiring. | don't -- no.
t hi nk the answer is no.

Q Did anyone at the Reapportionnent O fice have
i nvol verent with drafting maps other than G na Wi ght?

A | would assunme so. | would assune that
Gna's -- the other people in the office probably
assisted in sone way. But as | think back on the
nmeetings, | don't recall others -- | don't recal
interacting, excuse ne, with others other than G na, so
can't really speak to that.

Q Did you have correspondence with any other

staff at the Reapportionnent O fice?
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A Not that | can think of.

Q I'"mjust going back to the training briefly.

Did you -- besides this NCSL training, were there any
addi tional trainings that you took part in?

A | don't remenber traveling to any other
semnars, and I'mtrying to now think if we had any sorts
of -- or if I had interactions here at the Capitol wth
anyone to help get nme up to speed. And, I'msorry, |

just don't renenber any specifics of that, but I -- |

can't say that we -- you know, that | didn't.
Q The NCSL training, that was in Salt Lake?
A Yes, sir.
Q Do you recall the timng of that?

| want to say it was the sumrer of '21. Maybe

July of 2021.

Q Do you recall how many days the training was?

A | think it was two or three.

Q Do you recall what the topics discussed were at
the training?

A | don't remenber the specific names of any, but
it was -- it was about the process. They had --
di fferent people spoke. Actually, Gna Wight was one of
t he speakers, as | recall, at the sem nar. And there
were speakers that were there to speak to the issues and

topics sort of in nonlegal |egalese.
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And then | renenber, | think, one of the -- one
or two of the sessions were nore geared toward probably
the lawers or litigation-type issues, nore |egal ese
st eeped i ssues.

Of course, a lot of discussion and information
i nparted about conpliance -- what | would call conpliance
requi rements that were, | think, geared toward -- one of
the reasons | was there was trying to learn howis it
that we go about this process, create and offer new naps
that are | egal and appropriate.

Q Do you recall the substance of any of these
sem nars on conpliance requirenents?
A l"msorry, | don't.

Q Do you recall the topics of any of those

sem nars?
A You know, | -- sort of as you nentioned
earlier, | would assunme that -- | renmenber some of the

topi cs referencing sone particular case |law and cases,
Suprene Court cases and other cases that | think were
bei ng di scussed that provided the formati on of the
framework for which and how redistricting is done in the
US. It was not Georgia specific. There may have been
sonme Georgia references, but it was not geared at, this
is what you need to do in Georgia. It was -- ny

i npression was that we had folks fromall over the
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country that were there for that sem nar.

Q Do you renmenber any specific |legal requirenents
t hat were di scussed?

A Again, | think there was discussion of the
Voting Rights Act. There was di scussion of
constitutional provisions and principles. There were
certain cases that were referenced. There was a
di scussion of the political aspects, if you wll, of
redistricting, and people giving opinions about what the
current state of the |aw was of the political aspects of
redistricting.

Of course, the word "gerrymanderi ng" com ng up
and what's -- again, generally, what's perm ssible and
what's not perm ssible. And | think there, to try to aid
fol ks that were in my situation and others to help in
drawi ng maps that were | egal and appropriate.

Q Vhat was your understandi ng of the Voting
Ri ghts Act requirenents at the time of taking this
trai ning, upon conpleting the training?

A After conpleting? You nean after the sem nar?

Q Yeah. Yes.

A That would be -- | don't know that | can answer
that. | nmean, | listened and tried to soak up as nuch as
| could. In ny work life, | have -- | would not consider

mysel f a constitutional expert by any nmeans or having
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litigated in the area of constitutional law. So | was

there to learn as much as | could, but -- and, of course,
it helped build a base. But at the sanme time, | also had
counsel. So it was giving me a very baseline of

i nformati on, but | had counsel to help. And then, of

course, necessarily relied upon the expertise of --
really, of Gna Wight, who would be doing what she would
do.

Q Do you recall there being a training on
constitutional law, U S. constitutional [aw with respect
to race?

A | believe that was -- yes, | believe that was
one of the topics, many topics that were covered.

Q Do you recall what the -- the nature of the
advice or information that was conmmuni cated to you?

A Not specifically in a way that | can start
giving you details or anything that I would want to be --
woul d want construed as rendering any sort of |egal
advice or opinion of what the current state of |aw was or
is. | had good counsel guiding us for that purpose.

Q And you nentioned al so there was a di scussion
about political aspects of redistricting. Do you recal
what the informati on communicated to you on that topic
was ?

A Again, it was generally what -- how the | aw
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applied to and dealt with involving chall enges based on
al | eged gerrymandering of districts and certain
paranmeters of whether that was being done for political
pur poses or other purposes.

Q Do you recall what those paraneters were of
determning if the gerrymandering or alleged
gerrymanderi ng was for political purposes or for other
pur poses?

A Again, not to the level that I would want to
start rendering or saying anything that would be
construed as a | egal opinion or any sort of |egal advice.

Q D dyou receive -- sorry, strike that.

Did you -- you testified that you can't recal
any trainings besides the NCSL training?

A What | said was, | don't recall going to any

semnars that | travel ed to.

Q Okay.
A | don't renmenber traveling to any others.
Q Okay.

A That's not to say that there m ght not have
been sonme sort of -- | don't renenber formal, but mybe

any informal gatherings of things that m ght have been

here locally or at the Capitol. | don't know that |

would call it training, but it m ght be sonething that

woul d kind of fall into that category of a gathering of,
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let's tal k about this process or what to expect.

It was probably sonme of that because, | assune
li ke nost, or at least for ne, | have not done this job
before, and so the House nenber chairmn had not done
this job before. So, you know, we're starting at a -- |
actually was starting at a pretty |ow baseline of
i nformati on about what was before nme, and so certainly
there could have been conversati ons and conmuni cati ons
about the nost basics of the road that | was about to
wal k and -- and serve in that capacity in the Senate
chamber .

Q Do you recall who | ed the discussion at these
nmore i nformal trainings?

A That's what |I'msaying, | don't. | don't even
renmenber specific nmeetings, but | just feel like |I'msure
we had what coul d have been a casual conversation or
sonething nore. | just don't -- | don't renmenber those
gat heri ngs.

Q Do you recall the participants?

A No, because | don't have a specific
recol l ecti on of having any, but | just know that there
was a whole |ot that went on into trying to prepare a guy
li ke me who had not done this job before, and | had a
desire to be as prepared as | could to do the job. But

again, | had excellent counsel, and to guide us through
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t he process.

Q Do you recall the topic of the seminar |ed by
G na Wight at the NCSL training?

A l"msorry, | don't.

Q Do you have know edge of the term"racially
pol ari zed voting"?

A Do | have know edge of the tern? 1've heard
the term yes.

Q Vhat do you understand it to nean?

A | don't know that | can give you a | ega
definition of that, but |I know that that term or that
term nol ogy was di scussed with counsel, and | heard it
t hrough the process of all that -- all that was the
process of -- not that all as in it was at every part.
"' m saying just as somewhere along the way that term
yes, sSir.

Q Wthout giving a formal |egal definition,
what's -- to the best of your know edge, what does it
mean?

A | believe it is based on an assunption that
certain races vote a certain way, solely, uniquely or
| argel y based upon race, and that it's done so in blocks
based on race.

Q Is it your understanding that racially

pol ari zed voting is present in Georgia?
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A \When you say is it an understanding, | nean, |
think that's necessarily sone sort of |egal opinion. And
| don't know that |'ve got the expertise to give you an
answer to that. | understood | was a fact witness here
t oday.

Q Did the existence or absence of racially
pol ari zed voting informthe Senate Commttee's work?

A | know that that term was discussed with
counsel, and now I'mkind of -- | don't know how to
answer that question without really revealing discussions
with counsel.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Then | think you' ve answered

THE W TNESS: COkay.

Q BY MR GENBERG Were you a part of
conmuni cati ons when that term was used outside the giving
or receiving of -- of legal advice?

A I don't think I was.

Q Did nenbers of the Senate Commi ttee ask your
opi ni on about racially polarized voting?

A | don't renenber that.

Q Didyou performa racially polarized voting
anal ysi s?

A Did | do one?

Q Did the Senate. Did the Senate Conmmittee
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performa racially polarized voting anal ysi s?

A When you say "the Senate,” | think given that
"' m here answering the questions, that would have to be a
question | can answer or that | answer on behalf of in ny
capacity representing the conmttee. And | would say
that, no, it's not sonething we undertook.

Now, woul d counsel have advi sed through the
process and that been a part of it or Gna Wight's work
| can't really speak to that.

Q So are you aware of if a racially polarized
voting anal ysis was done by anyone affiliated with the
redistricting process?

A Because of ny recollection of hearing that
term | think that concept, | would put it that way, was
a part of the process in a general sense. | don't have
enough specific information, either about the term or any
i nvol verent with that, to be able to say how it was
enpl oyed or deployed in the process of the maps being
dr awn.

Q Wuld it surprise you if you had said at a
Senate Committee, Senate Committee public hearing, that

racially polarized voting is present in Georgia?

A | wouldn't say I'd be surprised. I'mtrying to
remenber if | remenber saying that, and that's sort of
difficult under the circunmstances. |If you can
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contextualize it, but then I don't know that that woul d
help nme any nore either, so...

Q | don't knowif | can give you a full context,
but | believe at a early Senate Conm ttee public hearing,
shortly after the special session began, you announced
that there was -- that there is racially polarized voting
in CGeorgia.

Does that refresh your recollection?

A You're saying at a conmttee hearing --

Q | believe.
A -- of the actual -- one of the actual committee
heari ngs?

Q A public hearing, | believe, Novenber 4th,
2021.

A Again, I"'msorry. |If there were -- if | saw
the transcript or the context in which that you are
saying that | said that, the context what | said before
it and what | said after it. WAas | saying soneone told
me that? Was | quoting sonmeone else? Was | saying | had
been advised that's the case? You know, w thout that,
|"'msorry, | can't really comment further -- or answer
further, rather.

Q Do you know which racial groups were included
in -- in RPV -- or RPV for racially polarized voting, an

RPV anal ysis conducted during the redistricting process?
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A  Specifically, no.

Q Do you know whet her any RPV anal ysis assessed
t he percentage of black voters necessary to el ect
candi dates of choice in a particular district?

A "' mnot sure how to answer that, but | would
say, notw thstanding nmy previous answer, that | think the
di scussion of the con- -- of this issue, if you wll,
this would have -- as | recall, would have been in the
context of African-Anerican voting blocks, as | recall.
What | was trying to think of was that to the excl usion
of other blocks, and | just don't -- | just don't
remenber, or other racial groups of race.

When you get to a nmonent for a bathroom break,
it mght serve me well

Q W can take a break now.

A It might inmprove ny |evel of concentration.
"Il put it that way.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 10:28 a.m W
are now off the record.

(The deposition was at recess from 10:28 a. m
to 10:44 a.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tinme is 10:44 a.m, and
we are back on the record.

Q BY MR GENBERG All right. At any tinme did

the Senate Comm ttee anal yze whether districts would
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perform for black voters, in other words, whether bl ack
voters would be able to elect preferred candidates in
those districts?

A Can you -- can you ask ne that again, please?

Q VYes. Didthe Senate Commttee perform any
assessnment of whether districts would allow black voters
to elect their preferred candi dates?

A | guess, first, when you say did the conmttee
do this, that would be -- | don't know that | can answer
t hat because | don't renmenber what each and every nenmber
of the commttee may have said during commttee neetings
or on the floor or otherwmse. So | wouldn't be able to
tell you yes or no that anyone did or did not say that.

| guess the other answer is, | think your
guestion, when you say allows black voters to do -- to
el ect their candidate, the way you phrase that, which is
why | asked you to restate it, seens to suggest that
people aren't free to go to the polls and vote for whom
they want to vote for. So that threwne a little bit.

So | would answer your question those two ways.

Q Okay. Did the Reapportionment O fice perform
an assessnment of whether districts would usually elect a
candi date preferred by bl ack voters?

A Well, first, you would need to ask G na that.

That woul d be a question for G na Wight.
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Second -- well, I'Il just leave it at that.
Q Do you know whether S.B. 2EX or S.B. 2EX
anal ysis was done of which districts would usually el ect
candi dates preferred by black voters?

A Ckay. Forgive nme, but which one was 2EX?

VWi ch - -
Q The congressional --
A -- map was that?
Q -- map.
A That was the congressional mp?
Q Correct.

A Ckay. Thank you. So the question is, was an
anal ysis done of whether or not the congressional nmap
woul d - -

Q \Wether certain districts within the
congressional map woul d usually el ect bl ack-preferred
candi dat es.

A Again, | think that would be a question for
G na or counsel

Q Is it your understanding that such an anal ysis

was perfornmed?

A | believe through the process and with the end
result, there were -- there are districts that are
maj ority-mnority districts. So in that context, | guess

| would say yes. But for further details or specifics,

Page 57

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 58 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

that's, again, | would say left to the expertise of -- of
G na.

Q VWhat is your understandi ng of what a
maj ority-mnority district is?

A One in which the African-Anerican population is
above 50 percent or sonmething close to that.

Q Is it your understanding that contained within
the definition of magjority-mnority district, there is a
anal ysis of whether that district will usually elect a
m nority-preferred candi date?

A That's probably part of the process, which I
assune i s based upon a historical | ook back of prior
el ections and prior voting.

Q Did you see the results of any racially
pol ari zed voting anal ysi s?

A | saw so rmuch material over the course of the
many nonths and the work that we did, and I"'mtrying to
remenber if | saw-- I'msorry, | just don't -- | can't
say one way or the other as | sit here right now.

Agai n, that would have -- you're kind of
getting into the level of detail that really would have
fallen nore into the expertise of counsel or G na s work,
| think.

Q Do you have an understanding of why it may have

been inportant to performracially polarized voting
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anal ysi s?

A In the general -- in the sense of the general
work of trying to make sure that the maps that we drew
were -- net |legal requirenents, were constitutional and
were otherwi se appropriate, it would be a part of that
process.

Beyond that, | don't knowthat | amin a
position to start getting into | egal analysis,
application of legal principles to facts that we were
involved with. You know, we had -- we had counsel and
expertise and expertise in G na Wight.

Q D d Gna Wight provide analysis of whether
draft maps were conpliant with the Voting Rights Act?

A Can you ask -- ask that again, please? D d
G na?

Q Did Gna Wight provide anal ysis of whether
draft maps were conpliant with the Voting Rights Act?

A \When you said "provide analysis,"” that's what
" mtrying to make sure |I'm accurately focusing on. |
feel sure, |I'msure she did incorporate that into her
process. But were there in-depth discussions of her
expl ai ni ng, when you say provide analysis, as in
communi cate to ne or anyone her specific analysis on that
poi nt, no.

It was nore our reliance, ny reliance, and I
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assunme others, that that was one of the things that she
was considering as she did her work in drafting and
drawi ngs lines, making sure that it was conpliant wth,
again, Voting Rights Act, constitutional, and all the
ot her requirenments that are part of sort of that world
that she lives in, if you will, in having the role that
she has and has had for a long tine.

Q Wen you and her net and she would do real tine
editing of draft maps, did she confirmthat certain
changes would -- would not make a draft map nonconpli ant
with the Voting Rights Act?

A Ckay, you had a double negative there. Wuld

not make it not conpliant. Can you help ne with that,
pl ease?
Q Yes. Wen -- when you and her met for

one-on-one neetings where there was real time editing of

draft maps, was she able to ensure and conmuni cate to you
that the draft maps were still conpliant with the Voting

Ri ghts Act, including the changes?

A | would say yes, but | need to further say that
it was nore an inplicit assunption on nmy part that that
was a necessary part of what she was doing, rather than
her saying if this is done or that is done, it
specifically conplies or doesn't conply, quite frankly,

with any of the principles that we discussed that would
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be necessary in the totality of naking sure that the maps
ultimately arrived at are | egal and otherw se
appropri ate.

Q Wen you net with her for these one-on-one real
time editing nmeetings, did she provide racial data or
data on the denpbgraphics of the districts?

A Well, first, your question is worded as this

one-on-one real time editing, and so that's not typically

how we nmet. It's not that we spent tinme together and she
was noving things in real tine. | assune you nean as we
were there in the roomtogether. It was nore general

di scussions of the work that we were doing and then her
actually drawing the lines, if you will, to create the
map that we were then using or considering or utilizing.

Q | guess | understood you -- your prior
testinony to be that you had net with her nultiple tinmes
where she had a map up and you could tal k about potenti al
changes, and she coul d make changes and show themto you
while you were neeting. D d that happen?

A Yes, that did happen sone, but it was -- ny
nmeetings with her woul d have been a small percentage of
the time, and that's what |"mtrying to convey to you and
make sure you' ve got a fair and accurate understandi ng of
my nmeeting tinme with her.

Q So the small percentage of -- of your overal
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time spent with her? O what do you nean by a small
percent age of what overall tinme?

A O ny tinme with her.

Q \Wat was the majority of your tinme spent with
her ?

A Probably was as nmuch as anything, the
adm ni strative process of what all we had to do and
acconplish to do the work of the redistricting commttee.
You know, her establishing deadlines of certain things
need to be done by certain tinmes, because she -- she had
a very good picture, if you wll, of the |andscape that
was ahead of us and the tinme franmes, which, as |I'msure
you are aware, were, | amtold, conpressed relative to
years past of redistricting. And, you know, just sort of
| would call it the overall managenent of what had to
happen and the deadlines and what needed to -- what
needed to happen, what the commttee needed to do. Just
all of that process of her advising of. So there was a
| ot of just adm nistrative work, if you wll, and working
with her on things like that.

Q Are you famliar with the term "packing” in the
context of redistricting?

A | have heard that term vyes, sir.

Q And what's your understanding of it?

A | think it is atermthat is used to refer to
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grouping mnorities in a -- within one district to pack
or put a higher nunmber -- higher relative to what, |
don't know -- but a higher nunmber or a concentrated

amount of people froma particular race within one
di strict.

Q Do you have an understanding of what the
consequence of packing would be?

A | think I have a general idea of maybe why |
have sonme famliarity within that term The specifics of
t he consequences | think would necessarily have to
i ncl ude | ooking at what's around that district as well.

Q And in what way?

A If you are drawing the lines in a way that a
mnority group are all placed within one district and
view ng that relative to the districts and how they are
drawn around that district, it's ny understandi ng that
woul d be what is referred to as packing.

Q Did anyone in the General Assenbly make
al l egations of packing in any of the redistricting maps?

A If they did, it would have been, by ny nenory,
within the context of the redistricting committee
meetings, in which the maps were there for the commttee

to see and the public to see.

And as | recall, the Denocrats offered -- and
again, I'm-- forgive nme, I'msort of lunmping all the
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maps together, or for my purposes maybe to -- |'m not
di stinguishing, so let me knowif you -- if in your mnd
you' re di stingui shing between the Congressional or the
Senate map, so..

Q Either for the purposes of this question.

A Okay. And | assumed that to be the case, yeah.

That there were discussions, and | renmenber
t here were objections and concerns fromthe Denocrats
about the maps that were being presented. | don't
remenber if one of those specifically was packing. It
may have been.

At sonme point during the process there seened
to have been just a litany of general objections to the
maps that we were presented that really sort of were
perceived as just the laundry list of anything that
anyone m ght could possibly come up with as a potenti al
conpl aint, rather than being fact based upon the naps
that were actually on the board in front of everyone.
And even to the point that some of the argunents that
wer e bei ng made about the inmpropriety of the maps we were
offering, as | recall, were close to or equally found in
the maps being offered by the Denocrats.

So that's a |ong answer, but | wanted to try to
give you a conpl ete answer that, yes, that concept, that

i ssue may have been one that was the subject of general
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conplaints within the conmttee work process during the
heari ngs that we hel d.

Q Do you have an understanding of the term
"cracking" in redistricting?

A Yes, sir, | think I do.

Q And what's your understandi ng?

A It would be taking areas where groups of a
particular race or a mnority race are concentrated in an
area, but drawing the line such that districts are
created where the total number within the created
districts are of a |ower concentration than what would be
general ly thought to exist for that geographic area.

Q Do you have an understandi ng of how cracking

could affect the voting strength of a group that was

cracked?
A | think I do.
Q And what -- what is your understandi ng?
A It would be the argunment that there's a

dilution of the group's ultimate representation if the --
if the districts created have a smaller nunmber, such
that, I think as the argunent would go, it's nore
difficult to elect sonmeone that that block, if you assune
t hat bl ock votes as a block, m ght be the preferred or
their preferred candi date.

Q VWhat's your understanding of the intent of the
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Voting Rights Act?

A Again, | -- that's an extrenely broad questi on.
Based on a -- one of our laws has had a |ong history of
interpretation by the Suprenme Court, and | -- you are

ki nd of getting into |l egal analysis, and | don't consider
nysel f the kind of expert to give you any opinions of
what the -- of what those -- what those | aws or these
applicable I aws, how they are enpl oyed or any specifics
of any | egal opinions.

Q Vhat's your understanding of the history of
t hat | aw bei ng enacted?

A Again, that it -- well, again, that it was -- |
will provide you that first answer, but it was for the
pur pose of ensuring fairness in our voting and el ection
process in our country for -- not our whole country, but
specifically there to ensure fairness in the voting
process for mnorities.

Q VWhat is your understanding of the connection
bet ween the Voting Rights Act and redistricting?

A That the Voting Rights Act was enacted for the
purpose of trying to make sure that the redistricting
process is such that at the end of that process there are
fair maps where the principles of -- set forth of
fairness in elections and in voting and peopl e having

access to polls and votes counting are one that that's
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not inpaired by the map draw ng process.

Q To your understanding, does the Voting Rights
Act allow a state legislature to consider race in
determ ning the boundaries of voting districts?

A | know that -- it's my understanding that in
drawi ng the boundaries for districts in the redistricting
process, that it cannot be done in a way that unfairly
affects mnorities.

Q How would the drawi ng be done in a way that
unfairly affects mnorities?

A Well, we tal ked about packi ng and cracki ng, and
| understand and think that those are two concepts in
which the process -- and | guess it's -- it's sonewhat
the process, but | guess it's nore ultimtely what the
actual map | ooks like at the end that someone woul d be
asked to neet or how the electoral votes, that that --
that ultimate map that's utilized needs to be fair. It
needs to be constitutional. It needs to be conpliant
with the Voting Rights Act, and again, as |'ve said, iIs
ot herwi se appropri ate.

Q To your understandi ng, does the Voting Rights
Act require a state legislature to consider race in
determ ning the boundaries of voting districts?

A  \When you say consider race, yes, | think it --

| think it's one of the aspects that's a part of the
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process that has to be, | would say, observed and
respect ed.

Q And what consideration specifically is required
of race?

A See, now you are pulling ne into try to give
you a |l egal opinion about the statutes and -- and all of
that, and that's -- I"'mnot -- | don't think that's why
| " mhere today. | think I'mhere as a fact w tness.

Q Okay. So do you have -- so you don't have any
i ndependent understandi ng of the |egal requirenments of
the Voting R ghts Act not informed by counsel ?

A No, | didn't say that, but I think I'"mhere to
give you answers to your factual questions, not render
| egal opinions about how | think certain United States or
Ceorgia laws apply or don't apply.

Q You don't think the application of those | aws
is inmportant to the Senate Commttee's work in
redistricting?

A VWhat | said was how they are applied, not
whet her they are applied. So there's no question but
that they do apply. Your questions have now trended off
into how they apply, and you are asking for ne to give
you | egal opinions or answer questions about my know edge
of specific laws, and | don't think that's why | am here,

am | ?
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Q Wat is your understanding of what the Voting
Ri ghts Act required for the congressional map?

A Again, that -- let me answer that by saying,
those requirenents, as we understood them and as they
woul d have been a necessary part of making sure that we
drew | egal and appropriate maps, woul d have necessarily
relied upon the advice of counsel and -- and G na
Wight's expertise, not mne.

Q Sol'll quote you from one of the hearings.
This is Novenber 17th, about the congressional map. You
said, "We have a total of four Voting Ri ghts Act
districts, the 2nd, the 13th, the 5th and the 4th, that
are all maintained. 1In addition to that, we've got the
7th which is a mnority opportunity district."”

Do you recall saying that?

A It sounds like | probably did say that. The

date of that, was that -- you said at a conmttee
heari ng?

Q Correct.

A Ckay.

Q The Novenber 17th hearing, the same day that
t he congressional map was introduced.

A  Ckay.

Q S.B. 2EX

A Ckay. So, |I'msorry, your question?
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Q M question is: How did you acquire that
under st andi ng, that there were four Voting Rights Act
districts and which ones they were?

A  That woul d have been through the advice and
expertise of counsel |eading us through the process.

Q Are you aware that until 2013, the state of
CGeorgia was required to seek precl earance before enacting
any redistricting |egislation?

A | had a general sense of that, and | know and
probably have | earned nore about that over the | ast
coupl e of years, but would not tell you that |I'm steeped
in the history of that. But yes, that is ny
under st andi ng.

Q Are you aware that precl earance requirenment was
based on the Voting Rights Act?

A Yes, sir, | think so.

Q ©Did the fact that the state of Georgia was no
| onger required to preclear redistricting plans with the
Departnment of Justice inpact your approach in 2021?

A If | understand your question, then the answer
woul d be no. | think your question seens to suggest or
maybe that being beyond the scrutiny of the preclearance
process, did that nean that we approached the work of the
redistricting commttee differently, thinking that that

scrutiny being absent would then change our approach.
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And if that is your question, the answer is no.

Q During your tinme on the Senate Commttee, did
anyone reference that the state of Georgia was no | onger
required to seek preclearance?

A | don't remenber that ever being a topic of
conversation, but it certainly m ght have been sonething
sonmeone nentioned in a commttee hearing when the public

was there or the other commttee nenbers were there. [

just -- my nmenory is not good enough to tell you that
nobody referenced 2013 or preclearance. It may have cone
up.

Q So you don't recall if it were -- it was a

comm ttee nenmber who m ght have referenced it or a nenber
of the general public?

A As | said, | don't remenber. | have no
specific recollection of anyone sayi ng anyt hi ng
particul arly about that, or generally, but it certainly
coul d have been referenced as part of a discussion of
what we were there to discuss and do during that
conmttee process. And it m ght have been a part of sone
comment ary nmade or comrents nade by anyone, maybe giving
sonme historical reference or contextualizing where we

were in 2021 relative to the history of the redistricting

process generally or in Georgia. You know, | could have
seen it being discussed or referenced in that -- in that
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cont ext .

Q Did anyone nention anything to you about how
the 2021 redistricting process was different than the
prior cycle after the 2010 rel ease of census data?

A Yes, | think so.

Q Do you recall who that was?

A | don't recall who it was, but | remenber there
being -- | hope |I've got ny years right. | my be -- |
may be one cycle off. | renenmber there being discussions
of -- | guess it would have been the 20 -- the 2000

redistricting, and then the 2010, and then the 2020, and
that there being a reference to, if I'm-- renenber
correctly, that in that 2010/'11 cycle, that those maps
were not chall enged by the Justice Departnment, and they
were drawn by this Republican |egislature; and that in
2000 they were challenged, and | think even set aside or
inpaired in sone way, and those were drawn by the
Denocr at s.

And so that was a part of the discussion and
the narrative within the conmttee context and otherw se
with regard to sone of the comments that were bei ng nade
by the Denocrats on the commttee and el sewhere about our
maps bei ng dr awn.

And conparatively |ooking at the nmaps that |

wll say we drew this cycle conpared to when the
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Denocrats were in control in 2000, you could |ook at the
maps very easily and see very quickly and see which

| ooked to be nore fair and nore appropriate. And the
ones that the Denocrats drew in 2000 were clearly not,
were chal l enged, and | believe set aside and were
inmpaired in some way.

That's kind of a long answer, but it is within
that context that | just described that answers your
guesti on about the discussion of previous redistricting
processes.

Q Are you aware of any differences with the 2010
process, just talking about the process itself, not the
rule, differences between the 2010 process and the 2021
process?

A "' m not aware of any specific differences in
processes. | think probably the begi nning point in
conparing the two would be the -- | don't renenber the
exact title, if you wll, but it was the principles upon
which the commttee would operate or the principles for
the redistricting conmttee to consider in noving forward
with the process. And if I'mnot m staken, | think the
ones that we adopted in 2021 were the same principles
t hat were adopted in 2010/2011, the previous cycle.

So in answering your question, that's what

cones to mnd with regard to process. | think we -- you
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woul d -- one would |look to the principles that were voted
on by the conmttee and -- and passed. | seemto recal

t hey were unani nous or at |east bipartisan support for
the principles that we agreed to on the front end that we
woul d utilize for the purpose of governing ourselves in
this redistricting process that we are about to enbark
on; that they were either identical or substantially --
substantially simlar to those that were used in the
previ ous cycle.

Q Do you know what a community of interest is?

A Yes, sir, | think | do.

Q How would you define that?

A It's a geographic area where fol ks have things
in common, of interest or principles, that unify themin
a way that they can be identified or referred to as a
conmunity of interest.

Q And how did you cone to this understanding?

A  Probably listening to counsel talk about one of
the things that we needed to consider as we go down this
road of redistricting, and it was one of the things that
we woul d consi der and respect.

Q And how woul d you respect the community of
interest?

A By trying to keep communities of interest -- by

havi ng that as one of the considerations when |ines were
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drawn for creating districts.

Q Was there a particular way you can respect
communi ties of interest when drawi ng |ines?

A | guess what conmes to mind is by trying not to
divide a conmunity of interest.

Q Wuld you agree that sone conmunities of
interest in CGeorgia share interests based on their
geogr aphy?

A Yes, | would.

Q Do you have any exanpl es?

A Yes. | can -- | amthinking of Northwest
Ceorgia, for exanple. There's a nountain range that runs
if not due north and south, but it divides Northwest
Georgia from North Central Georgia. And just for
transportati on purposes, | remenber coments bei ng made
of the folks in that area sort of viewed that area as
their area. And they probably didn't call it a comunity
of interest, but that there were reasons to try to
keep -- and this is obviously along sort of a macroscal e,
because |I' m speaki ng of a | arge geographic area, but that
for transportation purposes, for work purposes, that if
you were over to the east, it was nore difficult, really
for travel tinmes and things |ike that.

And so does that answer your question of an

exampl e of a geographic interest?
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Q It does.

A Okay.

Q And so in that -- in that exanple you gave,
there could be -- you were saying there is a simlarity

in interests between the folks in Northwest Georgia
related to transportation, correct?

A Yes. Uh-huh. Based upon geographic
limtations, which is the -- what you asked about.

Q Wuld you agree that sone conmunities of
interest in CGeorgia share an interest based on race or
ethnicity?

A Yes.

Q Wiy would -- why do you agree?

A Just the common interest, commonality of
culture, comonality of history. | think those factors
and -- and others could create and does create
communi ties of interest.

Q Wuld you say that conmunities of interest seek
simlar policy objectives?

A | would think they certainly can. | don't -- |
don't know that | would agree that any kind of community
of interest therefore de facto al ways have the sane
principles or the same values. You know, so | woul dn't
take it to an extreme. But to sone degree and in sone

regards, yes, | think that would be correct.
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Q \What about specifically related to policy
goal s?

A It could be.

Q Wiich communities of interest were you focused
on protecting during the 2021 cycl e?

A | think the conmttee focused -- or not
focused. | think the commttee considered probably
anyt hi ng that was brought before us as being referenced
as a community of interest.

Q And how were -- how was that communicated to
you?

A One way woul d have been through the town hal
nmeetings that we had. That's what | called them They
were open town hall style neetings where we identified
mul ti pl e pl aces around the state and had an open public
forum neeting, and they were joint House, joint Senate
Commi ttee neetings.

And then there would be Chairman Bonnie Rich
and | would be there, along with at nost, | think, all, a
number of other conmmttee nenmbers. And then we had, if
"' m not m staken, sone or several of the neetings where
| egi sl ators would conme, even though maybe not on the
redistricting commttee itself, but they would cone,
maybe if they were particularly fromthe area.

And so we would hold the town hall neetings,
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and we woul d receive whatever information or input that
t hose constituents wanted us to hear about.

And so that | would say in two ways soneti nes
spoke sonmewhat directly about communities of interest,
and then sonewhat indirectly about what were probably
communities of interest-type concerns for their -- their
home area.

Q How inportant was protecting comunities of
interest to the Senate Committee's redistricting work?

A | wuld say it was -- it was inportant.

Q When communities of interest, narratives
conflicted, say, one person A thought this was a
community of interest, person B thought sonething el se
was a conmunity of interest, and it wouldn't be possible
to preserve both, how would it be decided which comunity
of interest was prioritized?

A Well, in fairness, | don't think anyone can
answer or could answer that question. You are talking
about unidentified -- your question is referencing
unidentified communities of interest in unspecified
geographic areas and unidentified types or groups of
peopl e and unnaned interests or principles. So | don't
think the question is really capable of being answered.

Il will say, though, that at the town hal

nmeetings, were there differing opinions about -- about

Page 78

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 79 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

politics and how t hi ngs ought to be handl ed, sure. |
don't specifically remenber, as your question
contenpl ates, sort of a group A saying, we are a
community of interest and -- and soneone el se, or a group
B saying, no, group A you are not a conmunity of
interest. | don't remenber that dynam c at any of our
town hall neetings.

Q Do you recall specific comunities of interest
identified other than the Northwest Georgia exanpl e?

A Yes. There were certainly sone identified on
raci al bases. There were -- | seemto recall in
Sout heast Georgia there was a community of interest based
on a shared water system between a city and a county, or
it mght have been two adjacent counties that had a
uni que situation where they shared a water system and,
you know, please don't split us up because we have this.

There were sone identified based on

agricultural comunities of interest and sonme that were
crop-specific agricultural communities, what | think
m ght not conply with what you think of as a community of
interest, but it was a group of fol ks that said, hey, you
know, this county and that county, we grow the sane crop,
and it's inportant to our |ocal econony, and we'd like to
have representatives that understand that that's

i nportant to us, even though we are in two different

Page 79

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 80 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

counties, that kind of thing.

There was a county that specifically, that had

been a smaller county that had been divided, | think by a
congressional line. It mght have been a Senate, but |
think it was a congressional |ine under the old map, and

they said, please don't split our little county. We'd
li ke to have one congress person represent our little
county. Put us in one district or the other.

|'"'m sure there were others, but those are sone
that come imediately to m nd.

Q How did you identify the communities of
interest that were nore inportant to the commttee's
consi deration?

A | don't know that we identified those that are
more inportant. It's a part of the broader process of
trying to understand what the constituents of each group
that we were hearing fromthought was inportant to them
and we then were trying to be respectful of that; and
then that with the input of counsel, making sure that in
the process of trying to be respectful, it wound up with
a product that was | egal and appropriate. And then with
the overlay and expertise of Gna Wight and in
production, that was one that was good and fair.

Q Did you conpile a list of conmmunities of

i nterest that shoul d be consi dered?
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A No, | don't renenmber doing that. | nean, |
m ght have had a devel oping nental list if we went around
the state, but | don't renenber an exercise where we
said, let's list -- let's identify comunities of
interest, as your question was.

Q How did you ensure that comunities of interest
were consi dered when G na Wight was drafting maps?

A I think it would have been in the discussion of
identifying those and comruni cati ng those. But al so
understand that G na has a long -- she knows Ceorgia
wel . She knows our geography. She knows the mappi ng.
She's done it for, | think, 20 years or so here, nmaybe
longer. So | -- 1 wonder how much, if | was really
terribly informative to her of the process or of what we
had -- we had | earned.

And then on the congressional maps, it wouldn't
have been just nme and Chairman Bonnie Rich. It was very
much a joint effort, and she worked hard and was -- was
there right along the process. So | don't nean to
suggest it was ne doing the congressional maps; that was
joint. 1 hosted the Senate, if you will. 1 chaired the
Senate, and she chaired the House, and so our Senate maps
were a product of the Senate's work with G na's
expertise, oversight, and her hand. And | presune that's

kind of howit worked on the -- on the House side for the
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House nmap.

Q Do you recall a comunication with G na Wi ght
where you identified a community of interest?

A Could have. | don't have a specific
recol l ection of saying, here's a community of interest,
you know, and naming it. That certainly could have
happened. | just don't renenber.

Q Prior to the 2020 census data bei ng rel eased,
did you have conmuni cations with other nenbers of the
Senat e about the redistricting process?

A Did you say prior to the data being rel eased?

Q Correct, prior to the August 12th, 2021
rel ease.

A Ckay. Yes, yes.

Q Did you have conversations with nenbers of the
Senat e about what they would like to see in a
redistricting map?

A Wth what individual menbers would |like to see,
did I have conversations with other Senate nmenbers where
we di scussed or they shared with me what they would |ike
to see in the map?

Q Correct.

THE WTNESS: |Is that a --
MR. JAUGSTETTER: You can answer generally. If

you are going to reveal what any particul ar nenber said

Page 82

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 83 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

to you, we need to discuss that first and nake sure that
we don't waive any legislative privilege as to those
menbers.

THE W TNESS: COkay.

MR. GENBERG  Just for the record, are you
making a | egislative privilege objection to specific
conversations with nmenbers?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: If that question is asked, |
wi |l make that objection, yes, but |I don't think that
guestion was asked. | think you asked generally if he
had di scussi ons.

MR. GENBERG.  Okay.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: \Which I -- it seens |ike
he -- he will either answer yes or no, and | expect you
wll follow up, and at that point |I will probably make

sone obj ecti ons.

MR. GENBERG  Okay.

THE WTNESS: Yes, | did have those
communi cations specifically with Senate col | eagues,
menbers.

Q BY MR GENBERG Ckay. And did you have
conversations with Senate nenbers where they inforned you
of specific -- specific features of the maps that they
wanted to see?

A Yes.
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Q And what -- what were those features that they
request ed?

A | guess | would answer that twofold. One -- |
don't know how to answer that because | don't want --
okay.

Q Can you give me an exanple of a nenber of the
Senate you had a conversation w th about what
specifically they would like in a redistricting map?

A Can | identify one; is that what you sai d?

Q Yes, a senator that you spoke with.

A I'msorry, |I'mgoing through ny head. | net
with several and offered nyself to neet with them |[|'m
sure Senator Bill Cowsert, we had a discussion, | think.

Q And what did Senator Cowsert convey to you that

he, like, wanted to see in any of the redistricting maps?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: | am going to assert an
obj ecti on based upon | egislative privilege. That senator
has not waived his privilege, and in order to answer that
question, it will require the witness to waive that
privilege on his behal f, which he cannot do, and | w |
instruct himnot to answer.

MR. GENBERG. And | understand that you would
make the sane objection for any other nmenber -- any other
| egi sl ator that made a specific request under a

redistricting map to Senator Kennedy?
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MR. JAUGSTETTER: That is correct.
MR. GENBERG  Okay.

Q BY MR GENBERG Did you talk with constituents
about redistricting before the census data was rel eased,
out side of the town halls?

A Constituents of the 18th District? So when you
say constituents, you nmean uniquely my constituents?

Q Let's start with that.

A Ckay. | don't renenber any, but | probably
did. | probably received input, you know. And it could
have been passi ng sonebody on the sidewalk. It could

have been a mayor or county conm ssioner calling or
maki ng sone conment. But | don't have any specifics that
| can tell you who called or when or what was discussed
of my constituents in the 18th.

Q Do you recall or did you have conmuni cati ons
with any Georgia resident about what they wanted to see
in the redistricting process, not including the town
hal | s?

A Yes. Again, it would have been those types of
conmuni cati ons and encounters. It was, you know, w dely
known that | was chairing the redistricting for the
Senate side. It was sonething that | think garnered a
little bit of press. There were the town hall neetings

and so sonme di scussion around that. So that woul d have
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been a fertile environment for folks to say sonething to
me, whether it was insignificant |ike, you know, thanks
for doing it, to |l wish nmy county -- you know, and I did
hear from constituents, | hope the district kind of

| ooks -- ends up looking like the way it does now because
| hope you will still be ny senator. | hope | w nd up
remaining in the 18th. You know, comments |ike that.

Q Didyoutalk to any third parties other than
counsel about redistricting, other than counsel and ot her
t han CGeorgia residents?

A So your question would be non-Georgi an,
nonl awyers or those --

Q Let nme rephrase. Did you have --

A Ckay.

Q D dyou talk to any | obbyists about the
redistricting process?

A | don't remenber that.

Q Did you talk to any special interest groups
about the redistricting process?

A Yes. For exanple, there was a group that
cane -- cane to sonme of the town hall neetings, | think
maybe at | east a couple, maybe nore, and they wanted to
meet with nme about presenting sone opinions and
i nformati on about how the redistricting process ought to

be conducted and the type of data that ought to be used,
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if you will. Not the type of data, but the -- just the
process. | think they were called the Princeton Project.
| think Princeton was in the word, was in the nane of the
group.

Q Is that the Princeton Gerrymanderi ng Project?

A That sounds right, yeah. Yes, sir.

And so they talked to ne and Bonnie at sone of

t he hearings and then wanted sone specific tine to neet
with us. And then Bonnie was not able to nmeet, but I

remenber at one of the |ocations neeting with themfor

sone tinme. | think before the -- | went to the |ocation
early as a courtesy to neet with them | think that
woul d be a special interest group. Well, I'mthinking of

that in ternms of trying to give you a conplete answer to
your questi on.

Q Under st ood.

A Yeah, so them

And there probably were others, but | don't

remenber any others by nanme or by experience of -- of
neeting with them Those are the only ones that come to
mnd as | sit here right now.

Q Do you recall the substance of --

A | was afraid you were going to ask ne that.
Q -- what the Princeton Gerrynmandering Project
was ?
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A You know, they had a specific process, and |
really don't. | don't want to try to recount or describe
for you what their philosophical drivers were and how
t hose were seen in the work of a redistricting commttee
because it clearly wasn't. As | understand, it was
general principles that would be used, not just in
CGeorgia, but ny sense was they probably went around the
country. So | don't renenber the specific. | have sone
notions, but that's not enough to get into that.

Q Do you recall any other general principles?

A  See, there you go again.

Wth enough tinme | could sit here and probably
recall sone of them but | don't -- | don't at the
noment, no. It obviously had to do with their principles
i npacting how the lines were drawn, and | coul d probably
recall it if | thought on it, but | just at the nonent
woul d rather not get into it because | certainly wouldn't
want to inpute to them sone sort of process that bel ongs
to sone other group or sone other special interest group

Q But at least at the tinme you understood what
t hey were asking for?

A | understood what they were sharing with ne. |
recall in thinking of the process, that | did not agree
with some of the fundanental tenets or their rationale in

how t hey canme to the conclusory advice on how it ought to
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be done.
And | renmenber sone very good and enjoyable

di scussions. These were really nice people and really
good, enjoyable discussions, you know, sort of
intell ectual discussions about how, and they were good
and conversant in the back and forth. But | have this --
wi t hout renenbering the specifics, | have this notion
that at the end of it there were -- there were sone
under pi nni ngs upon which their opinions relied that
were -- they weren't ever -- they weren't able to explain
to nme to a level that | was confortable with them It
didn't nmean that | disagreed with everything they were
saying. That's not what | am saying. But | extended the
courtesy of time to themfor us to have those
di scussi ons.

Q Did you speak with any business groups
regarding the redistricting process?

A No, | don't, except for as part of the duties
of being a state senator, speaking at the Rotary Club and
speaking at the Kiwanis Club and different groups |ike
that, that | would have -- there nm ght have been sone.

| don't renmenber. There probably were a couple

that | was speaking to the group about redistricting, but
it was in the sense of what was going on. It was nore in

the vein of, tell us what you are doing as a senator.
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And because that occupied a lot of ny tinme and a big
chunk of my life, you know, | would say, well, we are in
the process. Here we are. You know, this is sonething
we do every ten years, and here we are, and we are at X
point in the process sort of thing. Just telling
constituents what redistricting involves.

Q Do you talk to the Chanmber of Commerce during

the redistricting process regarding the redistricting

process?
A If I did, it would have been no nore than in
t he context of what | described of being -- of speaking

to a chanber or chanber-type based group of, hey, what's
goi ng on at the Capitol this year, but not to speak to

t hem about redistricting. And | don't renmenber them
approaching nme saying, can we have a neeting with you
about what you are doing in redistricting.

Q Did you talk with any nonprofit groups about
the redistricting process?

A Not that | can recall beyond the answers | have
al ready given of a ot of the folks we speak to are, you
know, civic groups, civic-mnded groups and organi zations
that are -- nost of which are nonprofit, or at | east
nonprofit in their conm ssion.

Q Did any advocacy groups speak to the Senate

Commi ttee about what they would like to see during the
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redistricting process? And in particular, would it
refresh your recollection if | used the term"comunity
educati on day" -- sorry, "Conmttee Educati on Day"?

A I will break that question into two. The first
is yes, we did hear from-- did you say citizen advocacy
groups or comrunity advocacy groups? | do renenber
several com ng before us, both in the town hall neetings
and in the conmmttee hearings that we had at the Capitol.

As to the second part about -- give me the --

Q Commttee Education Day, | believe you used
the -- that phrase --

A | used that?

Q -- at a hearing.

Yes.
Comm ttee Education Day?

Q \Was there one day where several groups cane
to --

A You know, now that you say that, | think we did
have -- | think we did have a -- maybe a neeting at the
begi nning of this process for the benefit of the
conmmttee to get us all oriented around, basically, the

work that we were about to enbark on for the next few

weeks or nonths. I'msorry, | don't renmenmber who cane to

that or the topics of what was presented, but | do seem

to renmenber that we had a -- yeah, of trying to get us up
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to speed on generally what do we need to know to wal k
this path we are about to go down.

Q Prior to the 2020 census data rel ease on
August 12th, 2021, did you take any action with respect
to the redistricting process other than conmunicati ons
with various people and entities?

A Yes, | think the main answer to that, maybe the
total answer, but certainly the main answer to that would
be the work that we did for the town hall neetings. W
schedul ed the town hall neetings, conducted the town hal
meeti ngs, yes.

Q Dd-- were you involved in the drawi ng of any
maps prior to the census data rel ease?

A No, | don't renmenber that.

Q Did you request any data prior to the census

rel ease?
A "' m not sure what you nmean by that. | nean,
during -- during the -- during the course of the town

hall meetings, we would invite people, the public to cone
and attend and nake presentations. |In that process, |
may have asked sonmeone, a nmenber of the public, if

they -- and I don't renmenber doing this, but they could
have said sonething and | said, can you please follow up
or provide us sone information on this point you are just

maki ng or something you want to suppl enment.
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And then secondarily, there was a general
out st andi ng request and availability to the people in the
different areas where we went and to the state as a whole
to send information to, | guess | would say the
comm ttees, where any of that type of information was
t hen housed, if you will. For exanple, at the end of the
meeting, | think that Bonnie and | as the chairs would
announce, if you have anything el se you want the
conmmttee to consider or that you want to submt, if you
will send it in and upload it to -- | don't renmenber what
the systemwas called or how it was done; it was
explained to the public -- then, you know, you are
wel cone to do that.

| think all of that probably fits in as an
answer to your question of requesting information.

Q Well, what's your understandi ng of how the

public could submt data prior to the census rel ease?

A | didn't manage that. | wasn't in charge of
that. We had, you know, staff nenbers that were -- that
were dealing with that. You'd need to ask them on how

t hat wor ked.
Q \Wen did the map drawi ng begin for the 2021

redistricting process?

A " massum ng you nean actual creating |ines on
a map, so to speak, if that's what you nean. |If you nmean
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that nore in the broad sense of anything that was done
toward the goal of being able to draw a map or nmaps or
versi ons of maps, then, of course, that would have begun
as the commttee began its work even, say the commttee,
all the things that we had to do |ike setting up the
first town hall neeting.

Q Let's stick to just drawing the lines on the

map.

A Ckay. | can't give you a date, but | would
think it would have been -- when would that be -- early
fall.

Q M understanding is August 12th, 2021 is when
t he census data was rel eased.

A Okay. It would have been after that date. |
don't recall being involved in any map drawi ng before
that tine.

Q  Unh-huh.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Before you nove on, | want to
make a suggestion. It's five until 12:00. |If we want to
take a lunch break, which | will leave to the collective
wi sdom now is a good tinme to do it because the close-hy
[ unch place is going to close at 1:30, and that's the
cafeteria downstairs. So in the interest of time, if you
are near a stopping point and want to take a break,

what ever everybody wants.
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MR. GENBERG. Maybe go a little bit |onger and
t hen we can.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Ckay. Keep in mnd they wl|
kick us out, so | don't want to -- | don't want to
deprive anybody of a nearby | unch.

MR. GENBERG  Fair enough. We'll make sure
everyone gets a | unch.

Q BY MR GENBERG Did you have any
conmuni cations with nenbers of the Senate Redistricting
Committee as how -- as to how the map draw ng process
woul d wor k?

A Yes.

Q Who did you speak with?

A That woul d have been conmmunications wi th caucus
menbers. There woul d have been communi cati ons both
i ndividually and as a caucus. And then |I'm sure there
were communi cations that | sent out as redistricting
chair to all senators, all 56 or other 55 of us, about --
it would have been probably on the front end about sort
of time frames and some antici pated schedul i ngs, and
we' re gonna be having upcom ng town hall neetings, things
i ke that.

Q Wat did you inform nenbers of the Senate
Commi ttee about how their input could be considered in --

in the draft maps?
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A | told all senators that | would be avail abl e
to neet with them one-on-one or however they wanted to,
so that they could share anything with nme that they
wanted nme to know about the maps and the process we were
about to go through, and specifically anything that they
m ght want to comrunicate to nme about their district, |
call it their district, and what was upcom ng, which was
going to be -- necessarily involve noving the |lines for
all 56 districts because of population shifts and all of
that that goes into that, that the lines are going to
have to nove. And anything you want to share with ne,
"' m happy to neet with you on.

Q Did you informnenbers of the Senate Conmmttee
that they could speak with G na Wight directly to give
their input about what they wanted to see in the
redistricting nmaps?

A | don't renmenber. | very easily could have
told themthat or put that in a -- in a conmunication
They -- | think everyone understood that, that they could
go neet with G na, because there was -- everyone from
members of the Senate that wanted to go visit with her
specifically and ask questions, or if they wanted to go

in and as an individual senator and say, G na, help --

help ne -- and |' m specul ati ng here because | didn't
attend those neetings -- but help nme understand what
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happens if | nmove this line here or this |ine here, and
t hat woul d have been sort of a one-on-one.

And then | had -- | think | had sone
constituency groups from home or sone area, that it would
have been nmaybe | ocal |egislators that wanted to --
excuse nme, not |egislators, |ocal elected fol ks, you
know, county conm ssioners or whatever that -- and |
woul d say, schedule a tinme to go see G na and go sit down
with her. And if you wanna -- if you wanna play with the
maps and figure out collectively how you county
comm ssioners want to nove the lines, she's available to
you, you know. And sonetinmes | would help facilitate
that and just say, G na, County X wants to come see you.
| s that okay? Sure. Tell themto schedule a tinme and
t hey could cone up.

So | think all of that sort of, hopefully,
enconpasses a full answer to your question.

Q Keeping this just confined to the congressional
and the State House and the State Senate maps, did G na
Wight ever tell you that a request you made for a
particular feature of a map was in conflict wth what
anot her nenber of the General Assenbly had requested?

A | don't renenber those specifics, but that's
not to say that it m ght not have happened.

Q \Wien did you first see a draft map for
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Congress, State House, or State Senate?
A | can't give you a specific date, but | think
it was in md to | ate Septenber, | think.

Q And who drew that draft map?

A Vo drew it?

Q  Uh- huh.

A G na.

Q Did you provide any input into that draft?

A Maybe in that first one, but it would have been
very generic and very nonspecific. | say very
nonspecific; it would have been general. It was -- if |
had had comruni cations with her that -- with her at that

ti me about whatever the next draft or the first draft
that cane out, it wouldn't have involved nme in the map
room so to speak, saying, here's where the |line needs to
be.

Q VWhat input did you provide to her about what
you wanted to see in that first draft?

A As | recall, it was -- if ny date is right,
if -- nmy nmenory about the first nmap would have been md
to | ate Septenber, would have been the product, but at
that point the data is out, right, after the August 12
date that you referenced, so she would have had the
benefit of -- of that popul ati on data.

And then | probably conmmunicated to her sort of
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sone general ideas that naybe woul d have been a
distillation of thoughts from what we had done or | had
done in the previous weeks, which would mainly be a
product of the town hall nmeetings and any input that
senators maybe had given ne. And, again, that would have
been at a very high level, general ideas at that tine.
And then ny nenory is, and then her creating a -- a map.

Q So prior to speaking with her, you took part in
the town halls, and you spoke with individual nembers of
the General Assenbly about what they hoped to see in a
draft map. 1Is there anything el se?

A No, you -- let nme -- you phrased the question
as if I did all of that prior to speaking with her, and
so I'msure | had conversations with G na probably
shortly after | got appointed.

Q I'mjust --

A And would have cone over and nmet with her, you
know, through the whol e process.

Q Prior to -- prior to giving input on what you
wanted to see in the first draft map, you had -- what you
did was you spoke with individual nmenbers about what they
wanted to see, and you had the town halls, right?

Was there anything el se?

A Well, of course, | would have had consultations
with counsel. There's a whole |lot that went on, but |I'm
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trying to think of the -- the bigger picture issues. And
| think that's probably the bigger picture issues, yes,
woul d be the town hall neetings to get input fromthe
public, neeting with senators to get input from senators,
nmeeting with counsel about, as we are gonna go through
this process, these are the considerations that need to
be a part of the thinking, to make sure that we w nd up
w th good, |egal, and appropriate maps at the end of this
process.

And, of course, working with G na along the way
and then getting it to a point where she drew a map that
is the one | think you're -- you're asking about that
began this line of questioning, that if ny menory is
correct was she gave to us | think in md to late
Sept enber.

Q VWhat did individual nmenbers tell you that they
wanted to see in that first draft nmap?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: | am going to assert an
obj ection as to what nmenbers told himon the sanme
| egislative privilege that | articul ated before, and |
will instruct himnot to answer.

Q BY MR GENBERG What did you tell G na Wi ght
that you wanted to see in that first draft map?
A As | sit here today, | can't tell you verbatim

what | said to her or even generally. And to make sure
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we're tal king about the first map, it would have been the
first iteration or the first draft, rough draft of the
congressional map, right?

Q Was that the first draft map of -- between
Congress, State House, and State Senate?

A That's nmy nmenory. | think that's right, yes.

Now, you know, it's certainly possible that she

drew the Senate maps, and | bet she did draw Senate naps,

and doing the work that she had to do, probably drew

numer ous versions that | never saw as a part of her --
now, did anybody see then? | don't know. So | want to
make sure we're clear that | -- it's not like | was in

the office every day and knew everything that she did.
You understand what | am sayi ng?
Yeah.
Yeah. Ckay.

Q Wll, did -- did Gna Wight start drafting
State Senate maps without prior to getting input fromyou
on what you wanted to see in State Senate maps?

A That's what | amtelling you. | don't know
what she did. She ran the map drawi ng office. She runs
t hat departnent, and she ultimately drew the maps. So
l"mjust -- | would have had to have been with her every
day al ong the process, right, to have known when she

first started. So that's why I'"'mjust -- | don't want
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to -- | don't want to speak as though I know everyt hi ng
she did. That's the only point I amtrying to make.

And that becones inportant when you ask about

the first time a map was -- was drawn. | can tell you
about --

Q | see.

A -- the ones | know about or that -- that | have

sonme recollection of.

Q But you had conversations with G na Wight at
sone poi nt about what you wanted to see in the State
Senate map?

A You said the State Senate map. Yes, we would
have had conversati ons about sone general principles for
the State Senate map, which would have been | argely
derived froma distillation of thoughts that | was
sharing with you earlier of things | had | earned at the
town hall neeting -- town hall neetings, plural.

Q Inthe -- returning to the first draft
congressional map, did you comrunicate to G na Wi ght

that it was inportant that districts be conpact?

A | don't know that | can tell you I communicated
that. | would tell you as a general sense, that it would
be Gna -- or Gna guiding ne as to what the maps needed

to l ook like or the characteristics of the map so that

t hey woul d be | egal and appropriate.
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Q Did -- did Gna Wight provide any other
gui dance to you on what the maps should | ook |ike other
t han being legal -- legally conpliant?

A  Well, on a-- on a mcroscale it would be, for
exampl e, on the congressi onal maps, because there can't
be any popul ati on deviation. Yeah, she would have had a
hand in -- or, you know, in saying -- it gets a little
difficult when you literally have to have the exact sane
popul ati on nunmber, so you have to -- you nmay have to nove
a line squiggly through a neighborhood and capture one
house to try to get three people to nmake the nunbers
right.

So that would have been her -- her work and
t hrough the advisory process of getting to the right
nunber so that at the end all 14 districts have the sane.

Q Did she give you guidance on anything besides
mai nt ai ni ng equal popul ati on anong di stricts and ot her
| egal requirenments?

A She did, and |I'm sure she did, but it would be
nore in the vein of her being explanatory of why this
district looks like this. It is because of, you know, we
noved it over here because we wanted to protect this
community of interest, or -- and so she would tal k about
t hose principles, those bases, those notions, if you

will.
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It was nore in the vein of her

to ne,
to do this or we've got to
expert.

Ceorgia factually.

Q Did you explain to her that

rat her than nme saying,

She's done this for

expl ai ni ng t hat
you know, here, we've got

do that. And again, she's the

20-pl us years, and she knows

it was inmportant to

mai ntain communities of interest in the first draft of
t he congressional map?
A |'"m sure that was a part of the conversation,

because by the tinme we got
interest is sonething that
that we were wanting to be
wor ked very hard to try to
whol e and not divide counti

And | think we --
i nprovenent,

the last map. |

this map than in the past or

And that was a product of the work,

attribute the credit

out the nunbers right, and

maybe a substanti al

thi nk we have fewer

around to that, comrunities of

was a -- was a conmon thene
respectful of, just as was we
not -- to try to keep counties
es.

| think this map i s an

i mprovenment on at | east
split counties in
general ly.

and | woul d

to G na of working hard and figuring

how do you include counties to

get to within the nunmbers while at the sanme tinme trying

to be respectful
and the ot her

Q Did you tell

and observant of communities of

Ms. Wight that

i nt er est

principles that we've tal ked about.

it was inportant
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that the cores of the prior districts be preserved as

much as possi bl e?

A | don't renmenber ne telling her that. | do
remenber there being -- that being a consideration of
what we were doing. You know, | probably knew enough by
that time to know that that wasn't -- that was a

principle that we wanted to respect. Being a little nore

candid, it probably was her telling nme nore about it than

me telling her about it, froma -- froma expertise
informati on base. But yes, | do renmenber a discussion of
t hat .

Q Did you ask her to consider partisan data in
creating the first draft congressional map?

A | don't remenber if it was in the first draft,
but partisan consideration was a -- at tinmes a part of
t he process.

Q And how was it part of the process?

A In | ooking at her work on form ng certain
districts, the proposed district or district area of what
woul d be the partisan split or presunmed partisan split or
assunpti ons about that.

Q Did -- do you know what data she was review ng
when she told you how a district would tend to -- to vote
froma partisan perspective?

A | believe she was relying on historical voting
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data that she had, but I -- | can't tell you the software
she was using or, you know, that |evel of detail of what
she -- what she sourced her information from

Q Oay. Was it -- did you tell Gna Wight that
it was inportant that she try to protect incunbents in

the first draft of the congressional mp?

A W certainly may have. |I'mjust trying to
recall. | don't recall the specifics of any conversation
about -- about that issue. | don't think anybody got

drawn out of their district, so to speak, though, so
that's why I'"'mtelling you that, yeah

Q D dyoutell Gna Wight that she should
consi der denographic data when drafting the first
congressi onal map?

A \What do you nean "denographic data"?

Q Let's start with racial denpgraphic data.

A Agai n, your -- your question presupposes. It
kind of puts the cart before the horse in the sense of as
t hough I wal ked in and said, here's what | want you to do
and here is the consideration. She was the expert. She
knew that. She -- she was steeped in the requirenents of
what one would have to do to do this correctly, legally,
and be conpliant going forward.

And | would say it was sonething that was just

i nherent in her process as she went forward. She knew

Page 106

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 107 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

all of that and knew how to fashion things so that they
woul d be conpliant.

Q Did she present you with any draft proposal
prior to you giving her input on what you wanted to see
in the draft?

A | don't renenber.

MR. GENBERG. Okay. | think this is a good
time for a break for Iunch.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Ckay.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 12:18 p.m W
are now off the record.

(The deposition was at recess from 12:18 p. m
to 1:32 p.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 1:32 p.m, and
we are back on the record.

MR. GENBERG. M. Jaugstetter, do you have
sonet hi ng you want to say?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Yes, thank you, before you
begi n questi oni ng.

During lunch we were able to confirmthat |
made a bit of a premature objection as to |egislative
privilege. You were questioning the senator about any
conversations he may have had. The specific senator was
Senat or Cowsert, about the redistricting nmaps.

asserted an objection based on legislative privilege, but
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we confirmed since then that Senator Cowsert has
aut hori zed Senat or Kennedy to disclose any comruni cations
or conversations they may have had.

So | want to make that clear on the record and
give you the opportunity to ask that question again if
you' d like.

MR. GENBERG. Thank you.

Q BY MR CGENBERG Senator Kennedy, did you have
a conversation with Senator Cowsert about what he wanted
to see in the redistricting mps?

A Yes.

Q Wat did he tell you he wanted to see in the
redistricting maps?

A  The conversation | recall was about his
district and certain areas he wanted his district to
enconpass or not, or how it would need to be noved around
relative to the inpact it would have on everything that's
around it.

And | don't renmenber the specifics of what he
said, but | think I reconmended that he just go over to
see G na and | ook at the map and work with Gna, and it's
my under standing that's what he did.

Q This is for the Senate map?
A Yes.

Q Did he explain the reason that he wanted

Page 108

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 109 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

certain areas in this district?

A Not that | recall

Q Do you have any understandi ng of why he wanted
certain areas in this district?

A From things he said to ne, no; or otherw se,

no.
Q Do you recall if the areas he asked to be in

his district had a particular -- strike that.
Do you -- do you recall if the areas he asked

to be in his district had a high percentage of white
popul ation?

A No, | don't recall. | don't recall that being
a part of it, no.

Q Did you have conversations with any other

| egi sl ators about what they wanted to see in either -- on
any of the -- any of the draft maps?
A Yes.

Q Who else did you have a conversation with?

A | had conversations, connections with, and as |
told you this nmorning, that | had offered to nmeet with
anyone who wanted to. So in trying to renenmber who
actually took me up on that, Senator Lindsey Tippins, |
had a nmeeting with him

Q And what was -- what was discussed at that

meeting?
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MR. JAUGSTETTER: | do have to assert an

obj ection as to the contents of that discussion with
respect to Senator Tippins. | do not have -- or that
woul d i nvoke -- invade upon his |egislative privilege,
and |"mgoing to instruct the witness not to answer that.

Q BY MR GENBERG Ckay. We can nove on to tab 2
in the binder.

A Ckay.

Q So this will be marked as Exhibit 2.

(Deposition Exhibit 2 was marked for

identification.)

Q BY MR GENBERG. Take tine to read it.

A  Ckay.

Q And do you agree this shows that on
Septenmber 27th of 2021, the Reapportionnment O fice
rel eased the congressional redistricting plan fromthe
Senate Conmittee?

A Can you repeat the last part of that question?
' m sorry.

Q That the Reapportionment O fice rel eased the
congressional redistricting plan fromthe Senate
Comm ttee?

A Yes.

Q This was rel eased --

A Excuse ne. Let nme -- this was a press rel ease
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of a map that had been worked on that was rel eased by ne
and the Lieutenant CGovernor.

Q Do you know who drafted this press rel ease?

A | -- I"mnot certain.
Q I'll direct you to your statenent at the
bottom -- starting at the bottom of page 1, beginning

with, "Even given the delay of official Census nunbers,"”
and endi ng on the next page, "Looking at this map, it is
obvi ous that GCeorgi ans have been heard, and will continue
to be heard.”
Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q VWhat did you nmean by, "Looking at this map, it
i s obvious that CGeorgi ans have been heard"?

A Because you can |l ook at the map that was
of fered, that was the subject of that press rel ease, and
it looks fair, and | think the districts are balanced in
general. And for those -- and what | neant by that were
t hose that -- maybe beyond just the general public, but
t hi nki ng about the principles that should drive
redistricting and reapportionnent, that this map neets
t hose principles.

Q And what are those principles?

A The sanme things we've tal ked about earlier

t oday.
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Q Could you just repeat one nore tinme?

A Sure. That it's legal, that it's fair, that
it's appropriate, neets the |legal requirenents that we' ve
di scussed earlier today, principles of conpactness. And
in general terns, you look at it and there's no weird or
goofy-shaped districts.

Q Okay. Thank you.

Can you cite any exanples of public input that

infornmed this map?

A It would be the sane that we tal ked about this
norning. |t would be principally fromthe town hal
meet i ngs.

Q Uh-huh. Okay. But nothing specific at the
time that you can recall?

A Not the way you asked the question, no.

Q An exanple of public input that infornmed the
map, is that -- is that -- howis that -- is that unclear
to you?

A Repeat the question.

Q Can you cite an exanple of public input that
informed this map?

A | believe one of the things we tal ked about
this norning was, there was a county in Northeast Georgia
call ed Pickens County, | think I gave you the exanple of

had been previously divided, |I think in the congressional
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map, not the Senate map. That's one of the things that |
can think of that we attenpted to draw and keep Pickens
whol e.

Q Do you see at the bottomof the first paragraph
of the press release, it says that the map i s "being
provided to the public for further review and
di scussion"?

A Uh- huh.

Q To your know edge, was there ever a town hal
held to discuss this plan?

A We held public hearings when the maps were
presented as the comm ttee convened, yes, which are open
to the public and live streaned.

Q Was this map, the Septenber 27th map, was that
t he subj ect of any conversation at the public hearings in
Novenber ?

A If this map is the one that was ultimtely
presented in one of the bills, then, yes. But | just
don't renenber whether or not the map that was attached
to this press rel ease was the same one that was presented
in one of the bills that was dropped. So if it was, then
yes, it was public input.

Q So okay. So you don't recall whether this plan
you rel eased on Septenber 27th was the plan that was

i ntroduced during the special session and enacted?
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A No, that's what | just said. | don't renenber.

Q Okay. Did you receive any public comments on
this map?

A Yes.

Q Did you review those comments?

A So some of the comments that | received were
oral coments that people woul d nake about the map that
had seen it in the newspaper or with the press, and so |
woul d have received those. | think there was sone

responses, perhaps, in what | amgoing to call the portal

that was set up to receive information. | think we had
some coments through that as well. | don't have a
specific recollection of what -- what was reviewed --

what was offered or what | would have reviewed at the
tinme.

Q So you don't have a nmenory of review ng any
comments on -- fromthe online portal?

A VWhat | said was, | don't have a specific
recoll ection of what | would have reviewed or not
reviewed fromthe portal about this nmap.

Q Do you recall review ng any comments at all?
A Yes.

Q Okay.
A But what | can't distinguish for you is was it

about this map or was it about other maps, because we
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were doing lots of work over the course of tine.
Q Do you have a sense of how many comrents you
reviewed fromthe portal ?

A No, couldn't give you a nunber.

Q More than a hundred?

A Can't give you a nunber.

Q Okay. Mire than a few?

A | can't give you a nunber.

Q It could be less than three?

A | don't know how nore plainly to answer your

gquestion than --
Q Al right.
A -- 1 can't give you a nunber. | don't renenber
how many were revi ewed.
Q Okay. |If you can turn to tab 3, please.
A Ckay.
MR. GENBERG And this will be marked as
Exhi bit 3.
(Deposition Exhibit 3 was marked for
identification.)
THE W TNESS: Ckay.
Q BY MR GENBERG  \What does this appear to be?
A It is entitled "Draft - Georgia Congressional
Districts.”

Q Does -- does the map |l ook fam liar?
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A Yes.
Q Do you think it is the map, the Septenber 27th

map, the draft map?

A | -- 1 don't know. | nean, at this point |
have seen so many, | don't know if this is the one that
was attached to the press release. It is a map of the

state of Georgia with 14 congressional districts.

Q I'll represent to you that this is the map that
acconpani ed the press rel ease --

A Okay.

Q -- that we just reviewed.

Did you have any role in drawi ng any part of
this map?

A If this is the map that attached to the
Sept enber 27th press rel ease --

Q It is.

A -- then we would have had, | believe, all the
town hall neetings conpleted by then, and I could have
had some general input with G na about the exercise she
was undertaking to specifically draw a map to be proposed
or shown to us. But beyond that general-type input, no.

Q How was this decision reached to -- to draw
this map and release it to the public?

A The decision to draw the map was the product of

G na Wight and her work, after what | just described as
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may have been some input fromme and what -- and whatever
el se other input she received and she decided to draw it.
The second part of your question was and to

release it, I think you asked.

Q Yes.

A Was a decision based on a conversation with the
Li eut enant Governor that we wanted to release a
congressional map that reflected generally what our
t hought s were about how a congressi onal map perhaps
shoul d | ook or shoul d be considered for coment and
further conversation.

Q Do you recall whose idea that was?

A To do what?

Q Torelease it. Was it your idea or the
Li eut enant Governor's idea?

A | don't specifically remenber, no.

Q Do you recall the reasoning for the decision?

A Part of the reasoning was -- and the one driver
that | renmenber was, the Lieutenant Governor and |
t hought it would be good for the Senate to be the first
to set forth a map that reflected sonme of the work of our
commttee and the Senate body and place it out for
consi deration and begin the narrative around or the
di scussi on around what a congressi onal map ought to | ook

like. And | believe we were the first to rel ease such a
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map for consideration.

Q You wanted to be first in front of who
specifically?

A Not necessarily anyone specifically, but we had
gotten to the point that we were confortable, | think,
with the thoughts around this and the discussion needed
to begin. At this point in Septenber, the clock is
ticking, and they all thought it m ght nake sone sense
for the Senate to make the first nove ahead of the House.

Q So ny understanding is you conferred with
menbers of the Senate Redistricting Conmttee, Lieutenant
Governor Duncan, and G na Wight for this map. |s that
correct?

Is there anybody el se?

A No, | don't think |I said the Senate
Redi stricting Commttee. You phrased your question that
way earlier --

Q Ckay.

A -- and | answered it by saying, no, this was
t he product of nme and the Lieutenant Governor and G na
and our work. Because we had not had a conmmttee neeting
as of Septenmber. Now, that's not to say that other
comm ttee nmenbers didn't have input, but | want to be
clear that it wasn't the product or didn't cone after a

conm ttee neeting.
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Q | understand. So individual senators?

A Yes.

Q Okay. So besides individual senators,
Li eut enant Governor Duncan and G na Wight, is there
anyone el se you discussed this map with before it was
publ i shed?

A No, | don't think so.

Q \Wat role did the Lieutenant Governor have in
providing input into this map?

A | don't really know. You need to ask him

Q Did you have any neetings with Gna Wight in
connection with this map where you were able to see her
make changes in real tinme on the screen?

A | don't think so.

Q Do you forma view of whether the
Sept enber 27th plan presented suitable congressional
district lines?

A Yes.

Q \Vhat was your view?

A That it did present suitable congressional
l'ines.

Q Was there anything that concerned you about the
Sept enber 27th plan?

A Not that | recall

Q If we turn to tab 4, please.
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A Ckay.
MR. GENBERG: We will mark this as Exhibit 4.
(Deposition Exhibit 4 was marked for
identification.)
Q BY MR GENBERG Take your tinme review ng this.
A |'"ve got six pages; is that correct? |Is that
what -- is that what's supposed to be there? 1It's an

e-mail and sone other stuff?

Q Yes.

A  Ckay.

Q E-muil and attachnents.

A Ckay.

Q Mneis five pages. It's five pages.

A Ckay. |'ve got six. | have, it |looks to be a
two-page e-mail. M third page is conpletely bl ank.

Q Onh, okay.

A So maybe --

Q | guess that's the one that's an extra one.
Yeah.

A Okay. Sorry, | just realized that. Okay.

Q Okay. This appears to be an e-mmil chain?

A Yes.

Q Starting with the bottom e-nail begi nning at

t he page -- bottom of page 1 of the docunent --

A  Ckay.
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Q -- and continuing to page 2, what does the
"Sent" line of that e-mail say?

A Beginning with the "Sent" |ine, Thursday,
Sept enber 23rd, 2021.

Q Onh, sorry, the "Front Iine.

A Ckay. From Jam e Shaw, jshaw@ anmesbatesl| p.com

on behal f of John F. Kennedy, sent Thursday,

Sept enber

23rd, 2021, 1:55 p.m to Wight, Gna, and then

her e-mai|l address, cc'ing John F. Kennedy at ny e-mil

address at ny law firm The subject just says in

bracket s

Q
A

firm

behal f ?
A

Q

"External Email."
Who is Jam e Shaw?

Jam e is or was ny |l egal assistant at ny |aw

Did she send this e-nail to G na Wight on your

It appears so.

What conmuni cation did you have with Jam e Shaw

prior to this e-mail being sent?

A

years, SO

> O » O

Wwell, Jame was ny |l egal assistant for a few
| talked with her all the time, every day.
Sorry. About the -- the e-mail itself --
Ckay.

-- and the contents of the e-mail.

| don't renember.
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Q Did you conmunicate with any nenbers of your
law firm about the redistricting process?

A Not ot her than perhaps a partner or a associate
or soneone saying, howis it going, howis redistricting
goi ng?

Q So this e-mail fromJam e Shaw sent
Septenmber 23rd, prior -- so that's prior to the rel ease
of the Septenber 27th map, correct?

A Yes. Uh-huh,.

Q Do you have an understanding of which draft of
the congressional map this e-mail pertains to?

A | would think it would be for the one that is
attached to -- as Exhibit 3, that's part of the
Septenber 27th press release. And | would think that
because of the dates and the close proximty in tinme, not
because of specific recollections about information.

Q Does -- 1 think the fifth page of your exhibit,
the map, does that appear to be the published
Sept ember 27th map?

A It appears to be. |If not, it's very simlar.

Q Let's look at the e-mail fromJam e Shaw to
Gna Wight. There's a series of districts |isted, and
it appears to be instructions about changes to the map
for those districts; is that correct?

A It appears to be.
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Q Does -- do the instructions listed in this
e-mail, did those instructions cone fromyou?
A | believe so.

Q Are these directions to nodify a prior draft
versi on of the Septenmber 27 map?

A | don't think so. I think it would be to
nodi fy the existing maps at the tine.

Q How many drafts of the Septenber 27 nmap were
generated before it was published?

A | don't know.

Q Does this e-mail reflect your final input into
the creation of the Septenber 27 map?

A Probably. | don't remenber anything beyond
t hat .

Q Reviewing the words beginning with "District
Si x" --

A  Ckay.

Q -- what did you nean by "District Six: East
Cobb/ North Fulton/all of Forsyth"?

A Probably a recomendati on or a suggestion of
what should be in the district or part of what should be
in the district.

Q Did soneone propose to you that Forsyth County
be added to District 67

A | don't renmenber.
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Q Wiy did you propose addi ng Forsyth County to
District 67

A It was one piece in a nuch |arger puzzle of
what was anticipated of trying to create districts that
woul d ultimately bal ance out popul ati on-w se.

Q Vhat redistricting criteria were consi dered
ot her than bal anci ng popul ati on?

A Al of the other things that we tal ked about
al | day.

Q Conpactness?

A Par don?

Q Conpactness?

A Yes. And let nme add to that answer or change
it alittle bit. Those would have been part of the
consi derations, but again, these are recomendati ons and
suggestions, understanding that they were going to G na
for G na; understanding she would actually do the draw ng
and would do so with all of the considerations that were
necessary as a part of the process that she would
undert ake.

Q Did Gna Wight, indeed, include East Cobb,
North Fulton, and all of Forsyth in the Septenber 27 map?
A It | ooks close to that, but there's some of
Gm nnett County in 06 as well, and that's not reflected

in the e-mail .
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Q Dd-- do you believe that your intention was
tolimt District 6 only to East Cobb, North Fulton, and
all of Forsyth?

A | don't know what ny intention was at that tinme
with the communication we are | ooking at, beyond what |
can read that was actually typed on the page.

Q Were you aware that the inclusion of Forsyth
County in District 6 reduced the black voting age
popul ation percentage in that district?

A | don't know that | was.

Q Were you aware that Forsyth County has a 4.8
percent bl ack voting age popul ati on?

A | don't know what the nunber is or was.

Q Did you assess whether the inclusion of Forsyth
woul d affect whether the black preferred candi date could
win District 6 in the Septenber 27 plan?

A In the e-mail that is sent?

Q Prior to -- prior to asking Gna Wight to
include all of Forsyth in District 6, did you assess
whet her the black preferred candidate could win District
6 if Forsyth County was in District 67

A Again, | don't remenber the list of all the
consi derations that were undertaken at the time.

Q Wuld it have concerned you if you had known

t hat including Forsyth County woul d have nade it very
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unlikely for black preferred candidates to win in
District 67

A | would have relied upon Gna's expertise and
t he counsel of ny counsel if that were an issue or
probl em

Q So --

A Yeah, in the overall picture of redistricting.
And | say that, overall, because you can't take one
district out without inform ng yourself of what's around
it.

Q Did you have a concern or would you have been
concerned i ndependently of any legal requirenents if you
had known that including Forsyth County woul d have nmade
it very unlikely for black preferred candidates to win in
District 67

A | wouldn't have wanted to do anything that nade
it difficult, as you' ve described, for black candi dates
to win. But your question is asked in the isolation and
to the exclusion of what does that, the formation of any
district, have to do in the inpact of districts around
it.

Q Did you understand that it was necessary to
i nclude Forsyth County in District 6 in order to conply
with | egal requirenents?

A  Ask that again.
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Q Did you understand that it was necessary to
i nclude Forsyth County in District 6 in order to conmply
with | egal requirenments?

A | don't think that question can be answer ed.
There's too many variables in the equation. You can't
ask it that way, or it can't be answered the way you've
asked, rather.

Q Was there a way to have | egal conpliance other
than including Forsyth County in District 6? Ws it

necessary to include Forsyth County in District 6 in

order to conply with all |egal requirements?
A | can't answer that question because that
assunes that Forsyth County was the only way to -- only

county to add to 6 when you got areas around it.

Q | don't think it assunes that.

A I think it does. Your question is, did Forsyth
have to be included in 6 to be a legal district? And
t hat assumes that you couldn't have included any other
areas --

Q It doesn't --

A -- and nmde it |egal.

Q I'msorry. It doesn't assunme that. |'mjust
asking if it was possible.

A OCkay. |Is it possible that Forsyth County had

to be added to 06, but Forsyth County is a |arge chunk of
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06. So are you asking ne to disregard the bal ance of 06
excl udi ng Forsyth?

Q I'msaying, was it possible -- okay. Let's
take it from equal popul ation perspective. Wuld it have
been possible to create a District 6 with a -- that
conplied with the population equality requirenments of the
U.S. Constitution wi thout including Forsyth County in
District 6?2 Ws there another way to do it?

A So if you are asking if there's another way to
do it popul ation-wi se, | assunme, sure, you could have
gone in different directions as |ong as you encaptured
enough people to get to the popul ati on nunber that was
required. Then, yes, that could be -- that could and
woul d be the case for the creation of each one of these
districts.

Q Dawson County is not included in District 6 of
the Septenber 27th map; is that correct?

A It is not.

Q Did soneone propose to you that Dawson County
shoul d be added to District 67

A They could have. | don't remenber.

Q Wiy was Dawson County not included in District
67?

A Well, to have included Dawson in 6, you nmean 6

| ooking like it does now and include Dawson? You woul d
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be over the popul ati on nunber.

Q Well, so why was Dawson County not included in
District 6, granted that you woul d have to renove
something for -- take a -- take an assunption that you
woul d have to renpve something fromDistrict 6 in order
to neet the popul ation requirenents, but why was Dawson
County not included while removing sonme other popul ation?

A | don't know that there was a reason to excl ude
or not include Dawson County.

Q So you can't cite any redistricting criteria
t hat woul d have been -- inforned your thinking to not
reconmend Dawson County be included in District 6?

A Well, again, if you include Dawson, now you've
gone over the population limts for District 6 as we | ook
at it on this map, which is how | have to assune, which
is what | am supposed to | ook at based on your questions
and the map that's in front of me. So Dawson woul d have
t aken the popul ati on nunber too high.

If you're asking if you add Dawson and then
remove sone other area, you haven't identified that area.
So what -- do you give up sone Cobb? Do you add
Cherokee? Do you go nore into Gm nnett? Your question
assunes that you can create a district in a vacuum
wi t hout understandi ng and being informed about what it

does to the areas around it.
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So it's not a one-for-one consideration, is
what | amtrying to say, and the way you' ve asked the
question, it's a population-driven nunber. And | can
answer that one, which is, add Dawson and now you are
over the popul ation.

Q Let's assune you could consider renoving sonme
popul ation from Cobb County or Fulton County in order to
add Dawson County to District 6. What would be the
consi deration for not doing that?

A Because now you' ve taken the 11th District and
you' ve taken popul ation away fromit, and nowit's too
| ow.

Q So your answer for why not to include Dawson
County is based purely on popul ation?

A No, because you asked ne one of the reasons.
Sure, there were other factors. | don't know what all
t hose other factors are.

Q You can't --

A But they woul d have been informed, and we woul d
have been guided by G na Wight and counsel as to the
creation of 6 and all the districts around it in the
process that we were undert aking.

Q So you can't cite any redistricting criteria
ot her than equal population for not including Dawson

County in District 67
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A For what ?

Q For not including Dawson County in District 6.

A | can tell you that the creation of 6, the
creation of 9, in which Dawson County is |ocated, the
creation of 11, which is the county that you gave as
an -- or the district that you gave as a county in which
you wanted to nove popul ati on out of Cobb, the creation
of 7, which is all within GMnnett, all of those
districts, all of those districts included the formation,
trying our best to incorporate the considerations of al
the principles we have tal ked about this norning.
Understanding | wasn't driving that train; that | was
relying upon the advice of counsel to do so in a way that
was -- would ultimtely create maps that were legally
correct and appropriate and with the advice of G na, who
was actually in the map-drawi ng process, trying to do the
sanme thing with the same objective.

Q Let's say sone of Fulton County was renoved in
order to include Dawson County and bal ance out District
6. Do you think that would be --

A |"msorry, repeat that again. Restate what you
just said.

Q Assunme we renove sone population from Ful ton
County, add Dawson County, instead of what you see here

on the Septenber 27 map. Wuld that alternative, in your
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opi ni on, be nobre conpact or |ess conpact than the
Sept enber 27th map?

A It depends on where you -- from-- where from
Ful ton County you nove.

Q Let's assune you renove sonme of the
sout her nnost portion of Fulton County that's in District
6 in order to include Dawson County.

A And if that were done, the question is?

Q Wuld -- wuld that be a nore conpact map than
the one you see in the Septenber 27 version?

A | don't know that it woul d, because now t hat
you are adding -- and again, you're getting into -- you
are outstripping my know edge of certain things that
woul d be required to informnme to answer the question.

| believe that if you pull -- that the density
of Fulton is greater than Dawson, so with what you're
suggesting doing woul d be | ess conpact.

Q So just to be clear, the adding of Dawson
County and renpoval of a portion of Fulton County would
create a | ess conpact district than the Septenber 27th
one?

A Again, | told you I'm-- | don't know what the
popul ati on nunbers are, and so if you had a specific
exanmpl e, and even if you showed ne a specific exanple of

redrawi ng lines, since | don't know what the popul ation
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numbers are of the area you are tal ki ng about, obviously,
that has -- | think has sonmething to do with the notion
of conpact ness.

Q Wll, like you said, Fulton County has nore
popul ation density, so would it be true that a snaller
| and nass area of Fulton County would be renoved than the
si ze of Dawson County in order to bal ance popul ati on?

A | would assume that. Again, not know ng the
popul ation nunbers but just thinking Atlanta and
popul ation, assune popul ation densities. But you are
i ncreasing a geographic area greater with your nove to
addi ng Dawson County than leaving it the way it is. So
is that nore conpact or |ess conpact? | guess if that's
how you defi ne conpactness in the context of the
di scussion we are having right now

Q How would you define it?

A I think of conpactness as areas where the
geographi cal area inside the boundary is as close to one
anot her as possible, if that makes any sense. That's
what | think of as conpactness, versus crazy
gerrymandering lines. But again, you can't | ook at that
ina-- in a vacuumeither, because as is obvious from
this, we're trying to be respectful of other things, such
as county lines.

Q And then, in your opinion, would this
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hypot heti cal of addi ng Dawson County, renoving the
portion of Fulton that's the southernnost portion in the
Septenmber 27th plan, would that preserve the core of the
prior District 6 nore than the Septenber 27 plan?

A You would have to show me the old map for ne to

know t hat .
Q If you could turn to tab 8, please.
A Ckay.

Q Looking at the left side of the docunent
| abel ed "Prior Congressional District 6 Boundaries."

A Okay.

Q Then considering the hypothetical of renoving a
portion of the southernnost part of Fulton County,
District 6 in the Septenber 27th plan, adding
Ful ton County -- adding -- sorry, adding Dawson County,
is that move to add Dawson County and renove a portion of
North Fulton, would that be nore consistent with
preserving the core of the prior District 6 than the
Sept ember 27th pl an?

A Ckay. You've got to help me out here. The map
on the left of -- of page 8?

Q That is --

A Is that the Septenber 27 map or is it the one
on the right?

Q The one on the left is the prior District 6
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boundaries for the 2010 cycle.

A Ckay. So the previous maps that were in place
and utilized for previous el ections?

Q Yes.

A Ckay.

Q The one on the right is the enacted nap.

A Okay.

Q But I"'mnot tal king about that right now. |I'm
just tal king about |ooking at the prior map on the left
of tab 8.

A Ckay.

Q Looking at the Septenber 27th map and then
conparing the hypothetical of the Septenber 27th map, so
conparing the Septenber 27th map to the hypothetical of
addi ng Dawson and renoving a portion of Fulton County.

A Okay. So to be clear, we are tal king about
three different maps?

Q Yes.

A Ckay. You've got the old map that was in --
utilized in place. W've got the Septenber 27 map, and
then we've got S.B. 2EX

Q Yeah. We are not tal king about S.B. 2EX right
now. We are just conparing two naps to the prior nap.

A  VWiich two? |If this is the prior map --

Q We're conparing --
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-- which two?

We are conparing the Septenber 27 map

This one, correct (indicating)?

Yes, ny hypothetical, which is not --

VWhich is not on the page or drawn anywhere.
VWhich is not on the page or drawn anywhere.

Okay.

O >» O » O » O >

And the prior boundaries.

Al right. Wy don't we just -- why don't we

do this. Wy don't we conpare the Septenber 27th map and
the enacted map to the prior districts, which is closer
to -- which preserves the core of the prior districts
nore, the Septenber -- of the prior District 6, the
Septenber 27 map or the enacted map, S.B. 2EX?

A If | understand your question, you're asking ne
to conpare a Septenmber 27 map, which is page 3 of your
exhi bit book, to S.B. 2EX, which is the right side of the
page behind Exhibit 8?

Q Yes. |I'msaying which of those two preserves
the core of the prior District 6 nore?

A | don't know that | can answer that.

Q \Which one -- does the Septenber 27th plan or
does the S.B. 2EX plan | ook nore simlar to the prior
District 6 boundary?

A In some ways the Septenber one does. In sone
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ways it does; in some ways it doesn't to ne.

Q In what ways does it and in what ways doesn't
it?

A Well, part of what's confusing is there is no
aspect of population shifts included in your question.
So you are assunmi ng that one can draw sonething like a

CD 6 fromthe previous map, that if you took that and

drewit, I don't know what that does -- | don't know if
that nmeets the popul ation nunbers or not. So | don't
know if it would be -- if it were possible to draw a CD 6

i ke the old one.

Q | can represent --

A But this is --

Q Sorry. | can represent to you that the prior
CD 6 only needed to be adjusted by about 700 people in
order to conply with equal popul ation requirenments after
t he 2020 Census data was rel eased.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: |I'mgoing to -- I'mgoing to
assert an objection to form and I'mjust going to tel
you what ny concern is. You are asking this lay w tness
to undertake an in-depth analysis of three different maps
on the fly wthout any underlying data, and he's already
acknowl edged that he's not -- he's neither famliar with
the underlying data, nor is he qualified to render one.

He is a fact witness. He's not an opinion
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witness. |If you're asking hima question about what he
did or what the committee did, that's fair gane, but I
think you're -- I think you're departing far and afield
away from what's proper questioning for a |ay w tness.

MR. GENBERG. | am aski ng hi m whet her he
preserved or intended to preserve the cores of the prior
di stricts and whet her --

MR. JAUGSTETTER: But that's not what you asked
him You asked himto | ook at three different maps and
render his opinion about a real map, an undefined
hypot heti cal map, and another map, as conpared to a third
map and to render his opinion about which one appeared
nore conpact.

That's not -- that's not the question you just
represented you asked him You have asked hi m an opi ni on
guesti on.

MR. GENBERG. His opinion as the chair of a
Senate Conmttee isn't relevant here?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: No, | don't think his opinion

is. He's a fact witness. He -- | don't think -- | don't
see his opinion on -- you all listed the topics of

exam nation, and his -- the chair's opinion as to

conmpact ness of any particular district is not |listed

within the deposition topics.

If you want to ask this fact w tness fact
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guestions, you can ask this fact wi tness fact questions.
But the question you're asking, first of all, I don't

thi nk an expert could answer it sitting here the way you
have phrased your hypothetical.

Second of all, he's -- he's neither an expert,
nor is he being provided the information that an expert
woul d need to answer that question.

Q BY MR GENBERG So -- so you have no opinion
whet her the Septenber 27th plan or the enacted plan nore
cl osely preserves the boundaries of the prior District 67

A  Wth everything that counsel just said, ny
frustrations, nmy attenpts to answer your question, |
don't know. | cannot forman opinion to the question
you' ve asked the way you've asked it.

MR. GENBERG. |1'd ask counsel to refrain from
speaki ng obj ecti ons.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: | woul d ask counsel to ask
appropriate questions of this witness within the
gui del i nes of the deposition that you provided.

Q BY MR GENBERG If you will go back to tab 4.

A  Ckay.

Q Do you see a -- the word starting with
"District 13"7?

A On page 27

Q Correct.
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A Yes. GCot it. Yes.

Q Did soneone propose to you that part of Cl ayton
County be noved fromDistrict 5 to District 137

A I don't know if someone proposed that to nme or
where that idea is sourced from

Q Wiy did you propose noving part of Clayton
County to District 13?

A | don't know, except it's one of the pieces of
the | arger puzzle of everything going on.

Q VWhat redistricting criteria were part of noving
Cl ayton County or part of Clayton County to District 137

A Specific redistricting criteria, | can't answer
t hat question. Generally speaking, with the hel p of
counsel and G na Wight, trying to be conpliant with al
of what needed to be conplied wth.

Q You proposed that part of Clayton be added from
District 5 to District 13, correct?

A That is an idea expressed in the e-mail, yes.

Q Wiy did you make that request?

A The sane answer as |'ve told you. | don't
remenber what the reasoning was behind that.

Q Wiy did you propose that sonme of Dougl as be
renoved fromDistrict 13 to District 3?

A Specifically, | don't remenber.

Q Please read the words beginning with "District

Page 140

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 141 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

14" on page 2.

A "Add popul ation from Bartow to bal ance out."

Q Yes. Wat did you nean by that?

A  Well, it's referencing District 14, so | think
| woul d have been referencing that, "add popul ation from
Bart ow County to bal ance out,"™ bal ance out to nme nmeans
get to the popul ati on nunber that you need to get to.

Q Wiy did you propose adding the population from
Bart ow County to District 147

A It would have been -- | don't know. | don't
have a specific nmenory, but it would have been to get to
what ever popul ation requirenment there was for CD 14.

Q Wiy was part of Bartow County added to bal ance
out popul ati on nunbers as opposed to all or part of
G | mer County?

A Again, if you are -- well, specifically, |
can't tell you because you are picking that one nove,
t hat one piece of the puzzle out, and looking at it in a
vacuum wi t hout | ooking at what's around it.

If you were to take G Il nmer County and put it in

14, | don't know that the nunbers work. But 9 |ooks nore
like a better-looking district, if you will, neaning its
shape, conpactness, contiguity, keeping counties whole,
all of those reasons | ooks better with G| nmer being in 9.

| think, as | explained to you this norning
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about geographic communities of interest, if | recall
correctly, Glmer would be on the east side of that
nmount ai n range versus as you see it's divided. That kind
of follows what | think was described for us as the
nmount ai n range dividing Northwest CGeorgia, and the area
to the east of it for the transportation issues and
communi ties of interest.

So what you are doing would, | think, if I am
remenbering nmy facts correctly, would offend that notion
of trying to keep those communities of interest as best
intact as we coul d.

Q Wiy was part of Bartow County added to bal ance
out popul ati on nunbers as opposed to part of Cobb County?

A Again, you're -- you're picking specific
guestions out when there was a | ot of noving pieces to
the puzzle. | don't think you can or it's fair to go and
say, well, why not this one, why not that one? Because
if you are gonna do that, then you're gonna have to
further explain to ne how do you make up Cobb? And if
you take it out of Cobb, then what are you gonna do with
DeKal b? What are you gonna do with Dougl as?

There's an accordion effect that occurs when
you nove the lines, and it inpacts all of the
districts -- can inpact all of the districts that's

contiguous to the one you happen to be | ooking at at the
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nonent .

Q Are you aware that on Septenber 23rd, 2021,
Governor Kenp signed a proclamation order in a speci al
| egi slati ve session of the Georgia General Assenbly in
order to draw new redistricting naps?

A | am aware of the proclamation. | am-- 1'1l|
assunme you are giving nme the correct date of Septenber
23rd.

Q The special -- the special |egislative session
was set to begin on Novenber 3rd, 2021?

A That sounds right, yes.

Q Did you have any communications with Chair Rich
about the strategy for the special |legislative session?

A  About the strategy for the session, not that I
recal | .

Q Did you have conmuni cations with anyone el se
about the strategy for the special |egislative session?

A Tell nme what you nean by strategy. | nean, if
you are enconpassing that, should we have neetings in the
norni ng or afternoon, is that part of strategy? O, you
know, | can --

Q Didyou --

A -- try to give you answers. | don't think
that's what you want, but so it depends on what you nmean

by "strategy."”
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Q Did you have conmuni cati ons with any nenbers of
the General Assenbly about when to propose certain
redistricting bills?

A l'"msure we did with regard to the tim ng of
getting bills filed in connection with holding the

comm ttee hearings that we needed to hold as a | ogistical

matter.
Q Wo did you have those communi cations with?
A | don't renmenber who all.
Q Turn to tab 5 of the binder.
A Okay.

Q Page 2 at the bottom do you see where it says,
"Congressional Districts - Novenmber 17, 2021, Senate and
House Conmittee Chairs - Senate Bill 2EX"?

A Uh- huh. | see that.

Q Was November 17th, 2021 the day that S.B. 2EX
was rel eased publicly?

A | don't renenber.

Q S.B. 2EX was the congressional redistricting
pl an?

A | -- as | asked you this norning to tell me if
that was the bill nunmber for which map, so | don't know.
| " massum ng you are telling ne --

Q I will represent yes.

A -- honestly that 2EX was the congressi onal
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pl an.
Q Ckay.

A And that -- go ahead.

Q Was the congressional redistricting plan first

consi dered on Novenber 17th, 20217

A | don't renmenber what dates.

Q \VWhat did the Georgia legislature do in order to

consi der

sessi on?
A

matter of

convened.

Senate Bill

Well, once the bill is filed,
public record.

We woul d have held a hearing,

2EX during the special

| egi sl ative

it's then a

And the comm ttee woul d have

publ i c heari ng,

taken input. Menbers of the commttee woul d have

participated in that process. And at sone point, the

bill would have voted out of conmttee and then gone to
the fl oor.
Senate Bill 2EX

Q Do you recall how | ong after

was first introduced that the Senate Comm ttee voted on

it?
A No.

Q If I

woul d you - -

represented that it was the next day,

woul d that surprise you?

A | don't know -- | don't know that those dates

are right. They may be. Wuld it surprise nme? Not

necessarily, because | don't know what all was going on
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in the context around the work of -- 2EX; is that right?
| s that what we are tal king about?

Q Yes.

Assum ng that the congressional map was

i ntroduced to the public on Novenber 17th and the Senate
Comm ttee passed the congressional map on November 18t h,
do you believe there was sufficient time for Georgians to
review the map and comment on it to the Senate Commi ttee?

A Yes.

Q Wiy do you believe that?

A Because we had rel eased a map i n Septenber,
some, what, alnost two nonths earlier, that although not
identical, was substantially simlar, | believe. The
comment was being received. The public had tine to have
input. We had a public hearing, and that was presented
and voted on, and al so because no one presented any sort
of conpelling argunment as to why that map was i ncorrect
or inefficient or deficient or illegal or didn't neet the
standards that were required.

Q Were you receptive to hearing those kind of
argunment s?

A Sure.

Q Wuld you say it's unusual for a bill to be
passed out of the Senate Conmttee the day after it was

i ntroduced?
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A | can't answer that because this was ny first
redistricting rodeo.

Q How about generally, not limted to
redistricting? Wuld you say it's unusual for a bill to
be passed out of the Senate Commttee the day after it's
i ntroduced?

A Not necessarily, but I don't think that's a
fair question or | can fairly answer it because the
redistricting process is very different than the nornal
bill passage process.

Q Do you think that the redistricting -- it makes
sense for the redistricting process to nove qui cker than
a normal bill passage process?

A It depend -- depends upon what the
circunstances are. |If you are proposing a map that, in
fact, no one is presenting objections to, that have
any -- or any legal objections to and we're called into
speci al session for just a prescribed period of tine,
that's why | amsaying, it's totally different dynanm cs
in a special session and with redistricting.

Q Were you willing to consider public comrents
fromthe public hearings on S.B. 2EX and make changes
appropriate with those coments?

A | believe we did, didn't we?

Q Were there changes nade from S. B. 2EX when it
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was i ntroduced on Novenber 17th and when it was passed on
Novenber 18t h?

A | don't renmenber, but | don't think so.

Q I'll -- do you renenber nenbers of the public
speaki ng at public hearings on Novenber 17th and 18t h?

A I remenber people canme and spoke. Do |
remenber what they said now, sone year, year and a half
|ater, no, | don't renmenber the specifics.

Q Do you renenber that sone Georgia residents had
conpl ai nts about S.B. 2EX?

A | don't renenber specifically, but I -- there
may have been people that canme and conpl ai ned or had
guestions or concerns, | think may be a better way to put
it.

Q Wiich conplaint -- what type of conplaints
woul d have caused you to sl ow down the process and
reconsi der the bill?

A | don't know that | can answer that. You are
asking me for -- about a hypothetical to put ne back at a
point in time, doing a exercise that had a | ot of noving
pi eces to it.

Q Wuld you say it's unusual for a bill to be
passed out of the Senate Commttee the day after it's
i ntroduced when it was unani nously opposed by the

mnority party?
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A  Wuld it be unusual? Repeat the question.

Q Wuld it be unusual for a bill to be passed out
of the Senate Commttee the day after it was introduced
when it was unani nously opposed by the mnority party?

A Your question asks nme to disregard that we're
in a special session, that this is redistricting, which
makes this different. Is it unusual for the Senate
majority party to pass a bill when all the mnority
parties are against it, no, that's not unusual.

Q Wuld it be unusual to do it the day after it
was i ntroduced?

A In the general context or in a special session
with redistricting?

Q In the general context.

A No, dependi ng upon -- again, you are asking ne
a hypothetical w thout enough information for ne to
really make a conparison, so | can't answer the question
t he way you have asked it.

Q I'mjust asking based on your experience in
multiple commttees over years of experience.

A  And | amjust telling you | can't answer your
guestion based upon the way you have asked it.

Q If you turn to tab 6.

A Ckay.

Q Wuld you review those two e-mails, starting
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with the one on the bottom

A Okay.

Q Does this appear to be an e-mail from Stephanie
Tanner to yourself on Novenber 4th, 20217

A It appears to be an e-mail sent to ny e-mail,
my Senate e-mail address, yes.

Q And does it say that Senator Parent asked the
sender to send the e-mail bel ow on Senator Parent's
behal f?

A Yes.

Q And then could you read the e-mail after that
starting with, "I heard your statenent.”

A OCkay. On the -- the bottom one, the Novenber

4 --
Q Yes.
A -- e-mil?
Q  Uh- huh.
A "l heard your statenent,” that one?
Q Yes.
A "l heard your statement during the hearing on

the proposed State Senate map that we have hired a
speci al subject matter counsel who is representing and
available to all nenmbers. | would |like to avail nyself
of that expertise. Can you please connect me with --

connect nme or send me the nane of the contact information
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of any such experts or counsel? Also, will you provide
me with all witten advice or witten materials you have
received fromthese individuals concerning redistricting,
your proposed map, and conpliance with the Voting Rights
Act . "

Q Do you recall receiving this e-mail ?

A No, | don't.

Q Do you have any reason to doubt that you did

receive this e-mail ?

A Well, when you say receive, if you are asking
do | doubt that it canme to ny Senate inbox, | can't speak
to that. |t appears to have, just based on the e-mail

chain data that's there. When you say receive, if you
are asking if I sawit, | don't renenber seeing this.

Q Do you have a habit of reviewing the e-mails
sent to your Senate e-mmil address?

A | do, but it's mainly done -- it is far nore
done by ny assistant, Capitol assistant.

Q Wuld your Capitol assistant informyou of
requests comng fromother State Senators?

A  Yeah. She's supposed to.

Q Does it appear that Senator Parent is asking to
be connected with redistricting experts and counsel who
have been hired?

A Well, | read it into the record, so | think it
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speaks for itself.

Q \Who were you referring to when you stated
during the referenced hearing on the proposed State
Senate map that, "subject matter counsel who is
representing and available to all nenbers"?

A I'mtrying to renenber. | don't recall right
now.

Q Could it have been Bryan Tyson?

A | don't remenber if M. Tyson was -- was in the
role to have been available to all senators. That's what
| don't know.

Q D d you respond to these e-nmails?

A | don't know if my assistant did or not.

Q Would your assistant have responded to the
e-mail with -- without talking to you first?

A  She coul d have.

Q Did you or your assistant provide the contact
informati on of the subject matter counsel to Senat or
Par ent ?

A You would have to -- | assunme you have all the
e-mails. You would know that. | don't know if it was or
not .

Q Is it common in the General Assenbly to not
grant access to the -- mnority parties access to routine

counsel ?
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A You would have to ask counsel or other people
t hat have been around here | onger than that or other
peopl e that have gone through the redistricting process
in different capacities.

Q After the creation of the Septenber 27 map,
prior to the creation of the S.B. 2EX map, were any draft
maps created?

A | don't know.

Q So you think it's possible that the
Septenber 27th map was the only map -- the only
congressional map created prior to the S.B. 2EX map?

A Il think it is just what | told you, which is, |
don't know if there were other maps created or not.

Q How many draft congressional maps were shown to
the Senate Conm ttee?

A | don't know. | don't renenmber if there were
drafts shown or other iterations or if it was the one
t hat was being proposed that was calling the commttee to
be convened for the purpose of the hearing of that
specific bill. | just don't renmenber.

| do remenber the discussion, of course, about
that bill and that map, because that's why we were there.
| don't renmenber if in that process or surroundi ng that
process other drafts were shown. | just -- | don't

r emenber.
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Q Do you recall after the 27 -- Septenber 27th
map was produced, having conmuni cation with G na Wi ght

about additional drafts of the congressional map?

A Do I renmenber if we had a conver- -- if Gna
and | had communications like that? | just don't
remenber .

Q@ You don't recall if you had any conmmuni cati on

with Gna Wight in between Septenber 27th and
Novenmber 17th when the S.B. 2EX was introduced?

A That wasn't your question.

Q Well, do you have any recollection of any
conversations between Septenber 27th, 2021 and
Novenmber 17th, 2021 with G na Wight?

A |"msure | had conversations with her, nultiple
conversations during that tine frame. Do | have
recol |l ecti ons about the sub -- substance, no.

Q Did you have conversations with her during that
time franme about draft maps?

A The third tine, | don't know.

Q Could we return to tab 1?

A  Ckay.

Q Could you read tab 1 -- or deposition topic 1
out | oud.

A Okay. | amreading fromtab 1, six pages in.

The page is numbered nunmber 3. Deposition topic nunber
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1, "The devel opment and creation of the CONGRESSI ONAL
MAP, including all factors considered when devel opi ng and
creating the CONGRESSI ONAL MAP, all persons who have made
requests relating to the CONGRESSI ONAL MAP, and al
persons that provide direct -- provided directions, data,
statistics, feedback, map drawi ng expertise, or other
input relating to the CONGRESSI ONAL MAP. "

Q Wat did you do to prepare to testify on this
topi c specifically?

A Again, as | said this norning, reviewed sone of
the materials that were sourced fromny e-mail or text
messages that | understood have been produced to y'al
t hrough the course of discovery.

Q Did you review draft maps that were created for
t he congressional map?

A | may have seen the Septenber map. That m ght
have been part of -- excuse nme -- what | saw. So that
woul d have been a draft map in advance of one that cane
before SB2 -- 2EX

Q Did you review e-mails with Gna Wight?

A There may have been sonme e-mails with G na
Wight in those materials.

Q Wre there any e-nmails with G na Wight about
draft nmaps between Septenber 27, 2021 and Novenber 17,

20217
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A | don't remenber.

Q You previously testified that you were able to
at |l east at some point review G na Wight making edits to
a draft map on a screen?

A | was able to review her naking?

Q You were witnessing her live making edits to a
draft map?

A Yes. But to be clear, you're saying "to make a

draft map," to ne sounds like that the end result is it
produced a map that was printed off and that fol ks could
| ook at. \Vhat | renmenber, being with G na and wat ching
her nove lines, for exanple. And as | recall, the

sof tware she could nove lines, and it would give you a
real time readout of popul ation.

And so | say that to say, sir, if you consider
that a draft, then yes, but it -- | don't remenber it
resulting in a docunent, you know, that would be draft
nunmber what ever.

Q Do you know when G na Wight woul d save her
progress on a draft?

A You'd have to ask her.

Q Were you able to view any information in
addition to the population of the various districts?

A | don't remenber. VWhat | do renenber is seeing

t he popul ati on vari abl e nunber.
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Q You don't recall if there was racial data that
was avail able to view?

A | don't.

Q You don't recall if there was partisan data
t hat was available to review?

A | just don't remenber.

Q \Wiat input did you give in this real tine
process to G na Wight as far as changes to a draft map?
A | remenber | ooking at ny district, 18, and |
had to pick up, I think, about 10,500 people to add to ny

district to get it to the necessary popul ati on nunber.
And | renenber her noving the line and there being sone

i nput maybe about, okay, you gotta get bigger sonehow, or
you've got to shrink somewhere and add nore. That -- |
remenber that conversation with her about ny district.

Q Do you recall which areas you asked her to
consi der addi ng?

A Yes.

Q And which areas were those?

A So ny district largely noved further into
Houst on County. | had part of Houston County. The rest
of my district pretty nmuch remai ned the sane, the sanme
counties. No counties were added. No counties were
dropped. | just wound up getting nore of Houston County.

And | had the northern tip of Houston County, so we noved
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the line further south until we got to whatever the
popul ati on nunber was that we needed for ny district.
Q Do you recall if that change made your district

have a hi gher white popul ati on?

A | don't. | think the nunbers stayed about the
same.

Q Do you have a -- do you know how that change
affected -- had an effect with respect to any traditional

redistricting criteria?

A | don't think any of the -- when you say
traditional redistricting criteria, you nean those things
that need to be net to be | egal and appropriate? |s that
what you are alluding to when you say that?

Q \Vhat do you nean by "appropriate"?

A That it conplies with all that which is deened

to be necessary to be | egal and ot herw se appropriate.

Q Sol'mreferring to -- when | say "traditional
redistricting criteria,”" I'"'mreferring to --
A |'"msorry, say that again.

Q VWien | say "traditional redistricting
criteria" --

A Ckay.

Q =--I'mreferring to criteria that are generally
consi dered good things for redistrictors to consider, not

just the |legal requirenents, but things |ike conpactness,
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not splitting counties, |like you said, preserving, of
course, prior districts, general principles that are not

| egal requirenments are generally considered good things

to -- to follow.

A  Ckay.

Q So do you -- let nme ask the question. Do you
recall if the change in your district had any effect on

any of those traditional redistricting criteria?
A | believe that it did not. Not in a negative

way .

MR. GENBERG This would be a good tine for a
br eak.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Okay. 3 o'clock

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is now 2:59 p. m
We are now going off the record.

(The deposition was at recess from2:59 p.m to
3:25 p.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 3:25 p.m, and
we are back on the record.

MR. GENBERG. | will say first for the record,
to the extent exhibits weren't marked, please mark tab 1
as Exhibit 1, tab 2 as Exhibit 2, tab 3 as Exhibit 3, tab
4 as Exhibit 4, tab 5 as Exhibit 5, tab 6 as Exhibit 6,
and tab 8 as Exhibit 8.

(Deposition Exhibit Nos. 5, 6 and 8 were marked
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for identification.)
MR. GENBERG Could we turn to tab 13, please,
and please mark that as Exhibit 9.
THE COURT REPORTER: Tab 13 is Exhibit 9?
THE WTNESS: |s Exhibit 97
MR. GENBERG It's tab 13.
MR. JAUGSTETTER: Oh, we are going to mark it
as Exhibit 97
MR. GENBERG.  Yeabh.
MR. JAUGSTETTER: Ckay.
THE W TNESS: Okay.
(Deposition Exhibit 9 was marked for
I dentification.)
Q BY MR CGENBERG Do you want to review it?
| will confine ny questions to the second page
of the general principles for drafting plans.
A Ckay.
Q Have you reviewed that?
A Just briefly, yes.
Q Does this appear to be the Senate Committee
redi stricting guidelines?
A It looks like it, yes.
Q Have you seen these before?
A If they are the redistricting guidelines that

we voted on and used, yes, | have.
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Q Were the Senate Committee gui delines approved
on August 30, 20217

A | don't renenber the date, but that sounds
about right.

Q \What role did you have in creating the

redistricting guidelines?

A If | remenber correctly, these are the sane
principles that were utilized in the last redistricting
cycle. So | would have lifted them if you will, from

that and utilized them and placed themw th our materials
for presentation to the commttee for consideration of
what the plans, or the principles for drafting plans
shoul d be for our current cycle.

Q MVWhat is your understanding of -- sorry, could
you read the principle nunber 3, please?

A "All plans adopted by the Committee will conply
with Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as
amended. "

Q And what is your understanding of this
principl e?

A I would have relied upon counsel to advise us
as to what, one, we should do to make sure we're in
conpl i ance.

Q How did you ensure the Senate Conmittee

conplied with this principle?
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A  Again, advice of counsel and the input and
expertise of G na Wight.

Q Could you read principle nunber 4.

A "All plans adopted by the Committee will conply
with the United States and Georgia Constitutions."

Q Vhat is your understanding of this principle?

A That the plans adopted, nmeaning the maps being
offered, will conmply with constitutional provisions of
the U S. Constitution and the Georgia Constitution.

Q VWhat is your understandi ng of what the U. S.
Constitution requires in redistricting?

A | relied upon and woul d have relied upon the
advi ce of counsel and the expertise of G na Wight.

Q So sitting here today, you have no
under st andi ng?

A That's not what | said.

Q I'masking what your understanding is sitting
here today.

A Are you asking nme to give you a | egal opinion
about the Voting Rights Act of 1965 --

Q I'"mjust asking what your understanding is.

A -- of the United States Constitution?

| think we have a United States Constitution

t hat has provisions, that some of which apply to

el ections and voting rights processes, and that we did
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what we could to try to be conpliant with the United
States Constitution. And the sanme would be for the
Georgia Constitution.

Q Wat is the specific provision that guided your
work of the U. S. Constitution?

A | can't hear you.

Q MVWhat is the specific provision of the United
States Constitution that guided your work?

A We would have relied upon the advice of counsel
for that.

Q VWhat is your understandi ng of what the Georgia
Constitution requires in redistricting?

A The sanme; we relied upon the advice of counsel.

Q So you are not prepared to say what your
under standi ng of -- that your constitutional requirenents
were in drafting the congressional State House and State
Senate maps?

A I'mnot prepared to answer a | aw school exam on
what all provisions of the Georgia Constitution are
applicable to the redistricting process, no.

Q So you -- you didn't have --

A Your question as worded requires just that.

Q I'mjust asking for what your understandi ng
was.
A Okay. No, that's -- you're not. You are
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asking me far nore in the way your question was worded.

Q Vhat was your understandi ng of what was
required?

A That we conply with the United States
Constitution, the Georgia Constitution, the Voting Rights
Act, and the other provisions that we've tal ked about
t oday, which were guided by, and largely we foll owed, the
advi ce of counsel and the expertise that G na Wi ght
provi ded us during the process.

Q How was principle number 4, conpliance with the
U.S. and Georgia constitutions, followed throughout the
redistricting process?

A The sanme answer | gave you just a m nute ago.

Q Vhich is?

A Wich is that we followed the advice of counsel
to direct us to nake sure that the process we went
t hrough and the end result that we cane to conplied with
the Georgia Constitution and the United States
Constitution, and with the advice and direction of G na
Wi ght about the end product and the process.

Q So you can't explain how those carried out in
practice?

A How what was carried out?

Q Conpliance with the U S. Constitution.

A Yeah, the way it was carried out is that we
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gathered as a committee, with me as chair, and we did the
work of the conmmttee, in trying to draw maps and draw ng
maps that were legally conpliant, which necessarily
include -- necessarily included the advice of counsel

al ong the way, to make sure that what we were doing and
the end result were conpliant with federal |aw, state

| aw, and otherw se proper.

Q Could you read principle nunber 7, please.

A "The Commttee should consider: The boundaries
of counties and precincts.” That's Al Bis
"Conpactness.” Cis "Comunities of interest."”

Q What is your understanding of what it neans
that the Senate Comm ttee should -- should, quote, should
consi der -- quote, should consider? 1'll rephrase.

What is your understanding of what it neans
that the Senate Committee, quote, should consider, closed
quot e?

A That the commttee in doing the work and
process of what we generically call redrawi ng the naps
and reaching a conclusion of a map that's to be offered
and be voted on by the |l egislative body, should consider
t he boundaries of counties and precincts, should consider
conmpact ness, and shoul d consider conunities of interest
as aspects that are inmportant and shoul d be respected.

Q How did the Senate Committee consider counting
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boundari es?

A W considered it with regard to |ooking at the
drafts that were being presented in the process of trying
to basically not split counties, and that is that the end
result have as many whol e counties as possible in the end
result.

Q Vhich drafts presented are you referring to?

A That woul d have been a consideration at each
stage al ong the way.

Q How did the Senate Committee consider precinct
boundari es?

A Simlar to the -- to the question and answer
about counties. But this one's a little different, in
that we woul d have very nmuch relied upon Gna's
expertise. Counties are a little easier than -- whether
you are a |lawer or a nonlawer or you have G na Wight's
expertise or not, anyone can | ook at a CGeorgia map that
has county boundaries on it and | ook and see whet her or
not you are splitting counties or not.

That's not really the case with precincts.
That information is not on typical mapping, and so we
very largely relied upon Gna Wight for that expertise
and conpliance with that principle.

Q How did the Senate Comm ttee consider

conmpact ness?
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A Again, | think trying to draw districts that
wer e conpact and the shape of them were sinple and
strai ghtforward and nmade sense and didn't appear to be
gerrymandered, respecting the principles we have been
tal ki ng about, such as whole counties, for exanple.

Q How did the Senate Committee consi der
communities of interest?

A I think it would be the sane answer as to how
we consi dered sone of these other principles, except we
woul d have been including and trying to incorporate the
information that we had received during the process
| eading up to | ooking at maps and considering final nmaps,
again, with the expertise and advice of counsel and that
of G na Wight.

Q Between these four considerations, county
boundari es, precinct boundaries, conpactness, and
communities of interest, which did the Senate Commttee
consi der the nobst inportant throughout the redistricting
process?

A | don't know that | can answer that we
consi dered one over the other. They were all considered
and were all -- we attenpted to respect all of them

Q To the extent there was a conflict between
adherence to all of these principles at once, which

princi ple would you consider to be the least willing to

Page 167

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 168 of 390

© 00 N oo o0 b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P P P PP
o A~ W N B O © 00 N O O b~ wWw N +—» O

be conprom sed?

A  Okay, you have to --

Q \Wich --
A | don't understand that question.
Q O all these four -- of all these four

considerations, in the event that there was a conflict,
whi ch consi deration was least likely to be conproni sed?

A | don't think I can answer that question the
way you asked it.

Q Would you review or read general principle

nunmber 8.
A Ckay. Oh, I'msorry, you want nme to read it
out | oud?

Q Pl ease.

A Okay, I'msorry. "Efforts should be made to
avoi d the unnecessary pairing of incunbents."”

Q VWhat's your understanding of that principle?

A It is that you try not to put two incunbent
senators under the old map, who obviously were by
definition in two different districts, in the same
district of a newmy-drawn map or proposed nap.

Q Could you read out |oud principle nunber 9.

A "The identifying of these criteria is not
intended to limt the consideration of any other

principles or factors that the Commttee deens
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appropriate.”

Q Did the Senate Committee deemthe consideration
of any other principles or factors to be appropriate?

A  There may have been, but these are the witten
principl es.

Q Can you nane any principle or factor that was
consi dered that wasn't witten down?

A Can | give you one of those as | sit here
today, if there were any? No.

Q Did the Senate Conmm ttee consi der preserving
the cores of the prior districts, in other words,

m nim zing changes fromthe prior districts to the new
districts?

A I think we did.

Q Do you think there is a benefit in preserving
the cores of prior districts?

A Yes.

Q And what is that?

A If you're not going to pair incunbent senators
and you assunme that the senator is going to run again,
then you -- by keeping the core, you keep the area that
t he senator has the nost famliarity with and the
constituents have the nost famliarity with their senator
can be hel pful.

Q Are there any changes you woul d have made to
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t he gui delines?

A | don't know how to answer that.

Q Are there any additions or subtractions you
woul d have made to the general principles for drafting
maps?

A At the time these were inplenmented, no. They
seenmed sensible. They seenmed to touch upon what needed
to be addressed. And if | amnot m staken, | think the
comm ttee voted unaninously to, in essence, adopt and
enpl oy the same principles that were used ten years ago.

Q If we can turn to tab 7 of the binder.

A Ckay.

Q And we'll mark that as Exhibit 7.

A Ckay.

(Deposition Exhibit 7 was marked for
identification.)

Q BY MR GENBERG \What does this appear to be?

A It's entitled "Joint" -- excuse nme, "Proposed
Joi nt Congressional Districts of Georgia."”

Q@ \What does it look like to you?

A It'"s a map of the state of Georgia with 14
congressi onal maps.

Q Does this appear to show the enacted
congressional redistricting plan?

A It's not dated, and | don't have that nenory
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passed -- excuse nme. | don't have the map that was
passed conmmtted to nmenory, so | can't answer that.
Q VWen did you first see -- let's just assune

that this is S.B. 2EX, which was enact ed.

A  Ckay.

Q \Wien did you first see this proposed map?
A | don't renenber.

Q To your know edge, who drew this map?

A | believe it would be G na Wight.

Q Do you know whether this map took into account
subm ssion -- into account public feedback?

A | couldn't --

Q Do you know whether this map took into account
public feedback?

A The mapping process included a | ot of feedback
fromthe public, including the town hall neetings, the
recei pt of information, the commttee hearings which were
public in which the public was invited to. All of that
process fed into what was ultimately this map, so | would
answer your question that way.

Q Did you have any role in drawing any part of
this map?

A And by way of rem nder, this is the one that we
passed?

Q Correct.
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A This is -- when you say "drawing,"” | interpret
that to mean physically drawi ng where the |ines are, and
t he answer woul d be no. That would have been G na
Wi ght.

Q Did you provide any input into this nmap?

A I'msure | did.

Q Vhat input did you provide?

A As | sit here, | can't tell you that, other
than I woul d adopt my comments earlier, | think, of the
general input that -- that we discussed and that you went

over with ne.
Q Wo did you confer with about map drawing in
connection with your role as Senate Commttee chair?

A Who did | confer with?

Q Yes.
A Well, we had counsel. | had a vice chair.
have comm ttee nenbers. | have caucus nenbers. | have

constituents. W had, | think what you call ed
third-party folks |ike you asked about.

Q Did you review S.B. 2EX prior to its
i ntroduction?

A I'msure | did.

Q Did you use any particular software to review
the districts?

A | would not have used any in ny review. |
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don't -- | didn't have that software or those prograns.

Q Did you consider any data when you revi ewed the
di stricts?

A Sur e.

Q \Vhat data did you review?

A Principally, it would have been popul ation
data. And when | say yes to your question of did |
review, | should probably further explain, via and
t hrough G na Wight, who she's the one that had the data.
She had the software. She had the mapping that had that
ki nd of dat a.

So while | don't have any specifics or specific
recollection, I"'msure in my neeting with G na, that
t here woul d have been some di scussion of the data, such
as popul ati on and maybe ot her data that woul d have been
instructive as to why this nmap was believed to be | egal
and appropriate and net the requirenments for
redistricting.

Q I'll represent to you that this exhibit,

Exhi bit 7, was published on the LCRO website by the LCRO
or the Reapportionment O fice.
If you can turn to page 4.
A Ckay.
Q Could you read the headings, starting with

"District,” going "District, Popul ation, Deviation,"
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could you read those out | oud.

A Across the line? Across the way, horizontal?

Q  Uh- huh.

A Ckay. So this is a docunent entitled
"Popul ation Summary" with "Summary Statistics,” all about
popul ation, and then there's a mddle portion that
says -- of columm headings, "District, Population,
Devi ation." | believe that would be Percent Deviation,
D-e-v-n, and then bracketed is [18+ Pop].

And the next colum is [% 18+_Pop] and

[% NH Wit]. The next colum is [% NH Bl k]. The next
colum is [% Hi spanic Origin]. The next colum is
[ % NH Asn]. The next columm is [% NH Ind]. The next
colum is [% NH Hwm]. The next colum is [% NH O h].
And, finally, the right-hand colum is [% NH_2+Races].

Q Did you reviewthis data prior to the enactnment
of S.B. 2EX?

A | don't renenber.

Q Wat is your understanding of what the
"% NH Wht" stands for?

A Is that the one about the mddle -- m ddle way
of the page?

Q It is.

A | would assune "Wht" is an abbreviation for

whi t e. | don't know what W-- or "NH" is.
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If | represented --
A O if I knewit at sone point, | don't renenber
now.
Q If I represented it was non-Hispanic --
A Ckay.
Q -- would that make sense?
A Ckay. Yes, sir.

Q Did you review any data simlar to this prior
to the enactnment of S.B. 2EX that gave percentages for
races by district?

A | may have. | just don't know. | don't
remenber .

Q Didyou forma view on why the S.B. --
whet her -- sorry.

Did you forma view on whether S.B. 2EX
presented suitable congressional district |ines?

A Did | performa review of whether or not --

Q Did you forma view?

A Yes. | believed it to, yes, appropriately form
congressional district |ines.

Q And why did you formthat view?

A The advice of counsel that the maps that we had
drawn, that G na Wight had drawn were | egal and
ot herwi se appropri ate.

Q Aside fromwhat we've already discussed, did
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you provide any input on S.B. 2EX?

A Not that | can recall

Q Can we return back to tab 8, which we marked as
Exhi bit 8.

How woul d you -- so I'll represent that the nmap
on the left is a map of prior congressional District 6
boundaries and the map on the right is a map of the
S.B. 2EX congressional district boundaries.

Do you have any reason to believe that that is
i naccur at e?

A No, sir. | assune you're -- | don't have a
menory that infornms me that it's accurate, but | wll
assunme that you are being truthful with ne.

Q How woul d you characterize the difference
bet ween the prior boundaries and S.B. 2EX boundaries?

A  The boundary of S.B. 2EX takes the district
further north and enconpasses part of Cherokee and
Forsyth and Dawson counties, which if | amreading where
the county |ine between Fulton and Forsyth would be, if |
am | ooki ng at that correctly, don't exist in the prior.

Q Are you aware that approximtely 360, 000 peopl e
were added to District 6 in S.B. 2EX that weren't in the
district in the prior boundaries?

A Not that number, but | thought you said earlier

it was just a much smaller nunber. Did you not?
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So --
That was not the figure you gave ne earlier.
So --

Hold on a m nute, please.

O r» O r» O

Ckay.

A That was not the figure you gave ne earlier
when you enbedded it in your question, when we were
doing -- we were trying to conpare the two.

Q So what | said earlier was that the district,
the prior district boundaries did not have to change
based on the Census results. So the prior district with
t he Census data was al nost identical to a -- to the
number -- anmount of population it needed to be.

Does that make sense?

A Maybe |I'm just confused. | thought you just
told nme that the new 6 had to add 300 and sonet hi ng
t housand to get to the right nunber.

Q \Wat | was saying -- what | was --

A How can they both be true?

Q M question was, was the -- did the District 6
add peopl e and subtract people, not whether it was
required to to conply with equal popul ation.

A Are you saying did it add different people?

Q Correct.

A O different nunbers?
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Q It added people and subtracted people. So
it -- it was close to the population it needed to, and
t hen added approxi mately 360, 000 people and subtracted
360, 000 people that used to be in the district. So the
net-net was essentially bringing it back to popul ation
equality, which it would have been if no changes were
made.

Does that make sense?

A | think I foll ow you.

Q How does the S.B. 2EX District 6 boundari es
respect communities of interest?

A Well, again, specifically, Gna Wight and
counsel woul d have advised on this, but you can | ook and
see, if I"mreading this correctly, S.B. 2EX includes the
county of Dawson as a whole, which in some ways | think
is recognized as a community of interest. |t appears to
have all or nobst of Forsyth County, which would be, |
think a community of interest. Maybe |I'm not | ooking at
this correctly, but it appears to have a substanti al
portion of the core of North Fulton, which was there
previously. 1 don't know if North Fulton would be deened
a community of interest. But it, | think, also would
have respected it, in that S.B. 2EX put DeKal b County
back as a whole county, which it was split on the old

map, so there again, respecting the community of interest
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driven by county Ilines.

Q Do you believe there are simlar --
simlarities between the residents of Dawson County and
the residents of East Cobb?

A |I'msure there are.

Q Do you believe they have simlar policy
i nterests?

A |'msure they do in sonme regards.

Q Can you nane any simlar policy interests that
the residents of Dawson County and the residents of East
Cobb have?

A | don't think on the |evel you' re |ooking for,
no. | don't have that |evel of expertise or specificity.

Q If you turn to tab 9.

MR. GENBERG. And mark that as Exhibit 9.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: You al ready marked Exhibit 9
to be tab 13.

MR. GENBERG. Oh, can we mark it -- sorry.
Thank you. Can we mark it as Exhibit 10.

(Deposition Exhibit 10 was marked for
identification.)

THE WTNESS: So tab 9 is Exhibit 10?

MR. GENBERG  Yes.

THE W TNESS:  Ckay.
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Q BY MR CGENBERG \What does this appear to be?

A It's a docunment turned side | andscape that has
a map on the left, a partial map on the left entitled
"Prior Congressional District 13 Boundaries.”™ And then
on the right, a partial map that says, "S.B. 2EX
Congressional District 13 Boundaries."

Q Looking at the S.B. 2EX boundaries on the
right, which counties would you say are included in the
District 13 boundaries?

A  The one on the right?

Q Yes.

A It looks |ike parts of Douglas, parts of
Fulton. It appears to go in parts of Cobb, parts of
Cl ayton, Henry, and Fayette.

Q Does this district appear to contain any whol e
counties?

A It -- I don't think so. It doesn't |ook like
ei ther one did.

Q Does the prior boundaries appear to include al
of Dougl as County?

A | can't answer that. | can't see enough of
Dougl as County to know if that's all of Douglas or not.

Q ©Didthe conmttee prioritize preserving whole
counties in the creation of District 13 in S. B. 2EX?

A W prioritized it -- | don't want to use the
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word "prioritize" as in made it the sole or nost

i nportant issue of all the considerations. It was an
important -- as | have said earlier, an inportant
consi deration of what we were doing, as seen in the
application of the inportance of that to all the
districts, all 14 of the districts that were forned.

Q \Wiich criteria were prioritized for District

137

A | think I just said that the criteria that we
t al ked about were -- | don't want to use the word
"prioritize." They were all deened to be inportant in

the work the comm ttee was doing. Wen you say
prioritize, that suggests to me that there's one that was
pl aced above all others.
Q Do you believe that the residents of Cobb
County share a community of interest?
A Yes, | would think they do. Sone do in sone
ways.
Q Do you believe that the residents of Henry
County share a community of interest?
A | would think sonme do in sonme ways.
Q If we can turn to tab 10.
MR. GENBERG Mark it as Exhibit 11, please.
(Deposition Exhibit 11 was marked for

identification.)
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THE W TNESS: COkay.

Q BY MR GENBERG \What does Exhibit 11 appear to
be?

A It is identified or entitled "Prior
Congressional District 14 Boundaries,"” and a partial map
on the left, and then on the right half of the page is
"S.B. 2EX Congressional District 14 Boundaries," and a
partial map below it.

Q Does this appear to -- to you to be the prior
congressional District 14 boundaries on the left and the
S. B. 2EX congressional district boundaries on the right?

A | don't renmenmber what the prior congressional
District 14 | ooked like. And I'm assunm ng you have
accurately copied the current, or the 2EX District 14 on
the right.

Q How would you characterize District 14? How
woul d you characterize --

A One above 13, | nean.

Q Yeah. How would you --

A | don't know what you nean by that.

Q How would you characterize the race of the
citizens in District 147?

A | don't know if you've got sone nunbers for nme
to look at. |I'mhappy to. | would -- | don't know the

actual nunbers.
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Q Wuld it surprise you if | told you it was
predom nantly white?

A No, that would not surprise ne.

Q Are you aware of the primary industries of the
residents of District 147

A The "primary industries of the residents"?

Q Yes.

A Are you asking nme what kind of jobs they work
at? What do you nean "primary industries"? | don't
under st and t hat.

Q Yes, the jobs.

A Well, I-75 cones down t hrough here somewhere,
so you've got things that would be related to the
transportati on aspect of that. And there are -- and you
al so have a large carpet m Il industry in Northwest
Ceorgia that is something we're proud of to have.
think some of the largest flooring manufacturers in the
country that are located in Northwest Georgia.

Q How would you --

A Anong other industries. | don't want to -- but
that's the one that we're probably just commonly nost
known for for Northwest Ceorgia.

Q How about agriculture?

A Maybe, but | don't -- | can't give you any

details of that.
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Q How would you conpare the prior District 14
boundaries and the S.B. 2EX boundaries of District 147

A Well, | guess first what junps out at ne is the
comment | made earlier that was sourced froma town hal
neeting, that there were residents of Pickens County,
Georgia that asked that their little county not be split
and divided. You renenber those comments? That is -- it
is that to which | was referring.

And | think you see that on this map, that we
chose to keep Pickens whole. And it's in the -- whatever
the district to the right is. | guess the 9th? Yes.
And it looks like there is a little bit of Cobb added to
it.

Unless | am m ssing sonmething, it |ooks Iike
t hose may be the only two differences fromthe old 14th
District to the new 14th District.

Q Are you aware that that portion of Cobb that
was added to District 14 is a heavily black popul ation
area?

A No.

Q Wuld you have been aware of that at the tinme
of the enactnment of S.B. 2EX?

A | don't know if | would have or not.

Q Wuld you say that that section of Cobb County,

which I will represent includes the cities of Austell and
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Powder Springs, if that portion of Cobb County shares a
community of interest with any area within congressional
District 14 boundaries?

A Are you asking if | think the portion of Cobb
that's in the D 14 shares communities of interest with
ot her areas of 147?

Q Yes.

A | really don't have specific information or
know edge about that area of Cobb or, for that matter,
Cobb County in general. It's not where I live, but it's
contiguous to and i medi ately next to Paul ding County. |
woul d think there would be sonme simlarities of the
people that are right -- or the geographic area that's
ri ght adjacent to it.

Can we return to tab 4 --
Okay.

Q -- which will be Exhibit 4, and to page -- |
think it's 5 of your binder, which is entitled "Draft -
Ceorgi a Congressional Districts.” It's the --

A Is it this (indicating)?

Q Oh, I think you are on -- no, it's the page
before that. Yes.

A Ckay.

Q And this is the Septenber 27th plan, correct?

A Oay. | don't know. | can't look at it.
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assunme when you nmake a st at enent

t hat

t r ut hf ul

this is your exhibit binder, so I'"'mgoing to

| i ke that, Counsel or,

I|"mgoing to rely upon you and that you are being

t hat assunpti on.

Q
just go
hard to

A

Q

A

| ooki ng

Q

i ncl ude

A
Q

again,

refer you to the words that say "District 14:

with me and accurate, so | will go forward with
Okay. You know what, actually, let's -- let's
to Exhibit 3, sorry, because this one is kind of
read.

Okay.

So | ooking at Exhibit 3.

Okay. |Is that the sane one we were just
at ?

It is the sane Septenber 27th map but in col or.
Okay. GOCkay. Thank you.

Does District 14 in the Septenber 27th map

part of Cobb County?

No.

Does District 14 in the Septenber 27 plan

part of Bartow County?
Yes.
And then going back again to tab 4, Exhibit 4,

Add

popul ation from Bartow to bal ance out."

A
Q

Okay.

Do you have an understandi ng of why a portion
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of Cobb County was added to District 14 in the enacted
S.B. 2EX plan as opposed to a portion of Bartow County or
any portion of Bartow County?
A s tab 7, Exhibit 7, the --
Tab 7.
-- congressional map --
That's --
-- that was passed? 2EX --
It is.

-- that is passed?

> O r» O *» O » O

Ckay. So | think in answering your question, |
woul d answer it by saying what was passed kept Bartow
County whol e and intact, as opposed to what was being --
as what -- as opposed to what's in the Septenber 27
draft, which is behind tab 3 for CD 14.

Q If you conpare -- strike that.

Wel |, actually, how many county splits -- how
many tinmes has Cobb County split in S.B. 2EX, the Exhibit
77?

A And that's behind tab 3, right?

No, behind tab 7. Sorry.

I't 1ooks |ike four.

Q How many tinmes has Cobb County split in that

Sept enber 27th plan on tab 3?
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A It looks like three.

Q Wuld you say it's better to have fewer county
splits than nore?

A | can't answer that in a vacuum |f you can do
that wi thout inpacting other counties, fewer splits are
better; but if nore splits in one county enable you to
keep other counties or nore counties intact, then there's
a benefit to doing that.

Q If we can return to tab 9, which is Exhibit 10.

A Ckay. Got it.

Q Before the redistricting process in 2021, was
t he bl ack population in District 13 able to el ect
candi dates of choice in District 137

A | don't know what the boundaries |ooked |ike
back then, but | would further answer by saying, every
voter is free to go to the polls and el ect whonever
they -- vote for whonever they want to.

Q Okay. So do you know if District 13 usually
el ected the black candi date of choice?

A | don't know.

Q Wuld you have known that at the time of
redistricting?

A This is CD 13?

Q Yes. So onthe left is the old boundari es.

A No, | would have not -- | don't think | would
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have had know edge about the voting propensities of that
part of the state of Georgia, no.

Q Wuld it surprise you to learn that prior to
redistricting, the black voting age popul ati on percent age
of this district was 62.6 percent?

A  Wuld it surprise ne?

Q Yes.

A | don't know what you nean by "would it
surprise me." Can you restate your question?

Q Does 62.6 percent seemto be a high black
voting age popul ation?

A I don't know because | don't have a reference
point. When you say does it seemto be high, high
relative to what?

Q Wuld you have expected it to be higher or
| ower than 62.6 percent?

A | didn't -- | don't have a basis upon which to
have an expectation to begin wth.

Q Were you aware at the tinme that the black
voting age popul ation of the district was 62.6 percent?

A At what tine?

Q At the tinme of redistricting.

A Ckay. | thought you were asking ne about the
old --

Q The prior district --
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A -- 13. Yeah.

Q The prior district boundaries --

A No, | don't --

Q -- at the tine.

A | don't remenber knowi ng what those nunbers
were before. Again, you're -- you're drifting into sonme

specifics of or about information and the rel evance of
that in the bigger picture, of which we would have relied
upon counsel and G na Wight for advice in making -- or
in them advi sing what the maps ought to | ook |ike to be
conpliant and | egal and appropriate.

Q Wuld you have been aware that the black voting
age population of S.B. 2EX District 13 was 66.7 percent?

A Wuld I have been aware of it when?

Q At the time of redistricting.

A | -- 1 don't know. That's a -- that's a
guestion for G na or counsel.

Q Did you have an understanding at the time of
what bl ack voting age popul ati on percentage was necessary
to elect a candidate of choice in District 13?

A  Your question presupposes that people can't go
to the polls and vote for whonmever they want to.

Q At the tine, did you have an under st andi ng
whet her 66.7 percent black voting age popul ation usually

woul d al |l ow bl ack voters to el ect candi dates of choice?
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A Again, you say "allow."

Q Okay. Do you have --

A Everyone regardl ess of race goes to the polls
and votes for whonever they want to.

Q Do you have an understandi ng of whether a 66.7
percent black voting age population will usually lead to
a result that the black preferred candidate will w n that
district?

A Now you are into the weeds of data at a | eve
that I -- is beyond ny expertise and know edge.

(Deposition Exhibit 12 was marked for
identification.)

Q BY MR GENBERG Let nme know when you're --

A Okay. You can go ahead. | think I've read
nost of it, skinmmed it.

Q Does this appear to be a resolution by the
CGeorgi a Associ ation of Voter Registrars and El ection
O ficials?

A That's what it is entitled, yes, sir.

Q Does this appear to be signed by Paul di ng
County co-president, the Athens-Cl arke County
co-president, Screven County president-elect, Forsyth
County vice president, Clayton County treasurer, and the
Ri chnrond County treasurer?

A It appears to, yes, sir.
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Q Does this appear to be a resolution requesting
that election dates be noved back in 2022 to accommopdat e
the late rel ease of the 2020 decenni al Census data?

A | see that |anguage. It appears to be
referenced in here, yes, sir.

Q Do you recall this resolution?

A | don't renenber seeing this, but | think I --
but I do have a recollection of someone or sone groups
advocating for changing the dates on sonme things, so if
they were the only one that advocated for that, then |
guess that's the group. |If there were nmultiples, then I
don't have a nenory good enough to say yes, it was this
group that | renenber advocating for this.

Q Do you recall this resolution being considered
by the Georgia General Assenbly?

A | don't renenmber one way or the other.

Q Do you recall concerns about the |ate rel ease
of Census data?

A Yes.

Q And what were those concerns about?

A Just that it was gonna squeeze the work that
the redistricting conmttee had to do, that we were
getting, not just Georgia but nationally, right, we are
all getting data |late. And so we would not this cycle

have the |uxury of doing the work of the redistricting
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process that predecessors in other years had typically
enj oyed.

Q Wiy was it necessary to nove quickly? Was
there any constraint on the time? Ws there any -- what
was the necessity in finishing the work quickly?

A Well, we had to have new maps that reflected
t he popul ati on changes so that when we went to the
el ections, upcom ng el ection cycles, we have good | egal
maps that were being relied upon.

Q Gven the need to have redistricting maps in
pl ace prior to elections being run, why was there no
consi deration of noving the el ection dates backwards?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: |'m gonna -- |'m gonna obj ect
on the basis of legislative privilege. | think what you
are asking the senator is why either he or the General
Assenbly did not take other |egislative action beyond the
redistricting bills. The senator has waived his
| egi slative privilege and appeared today to testify only
as to the redistricting bills, and I1'"m going to instruct
hi m not to answer any questions regarding any other
| egi sl ative acts, actions, or considerations by the
General Assenbly.

Q BY MR CGENBERG Okay. One npbre question in
that line of questioning. |If you can turn to tab 11.

believe this will be marked as Exhibit 12 -- 13. Sorry.
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(Deposition Exhibit 13 was marked for
i dentification.)

THE WTNESS: So tab 11, Exhibit 13?

Q BY MR. GENBERG  Yes.

A  Ckay.

Q \Vhat does this appear to be after you read it?
A It appears to be a press release sent out on

behal f of or, presumably, at the request of nyself as
chair of the Senate Redistricting Conmttee and
Representative Bonnie Rich, chair of the House
Redistricting Commttee, identifying the dates and

| ocations of town hall neetings and that we woul d have
such nmeetings for the public for the purpose of receiving
public input on the redistricting process.

And nmy exhibit behind tab 11 is two pages, but
the second page is -- is blank except for just some snal
print text at the top, so | don't knowif |'m supposed to
have nore on that page or not.

Q Do you see that the date, Monday, August 30,
2021, is crossed out for the Augusta hearing, and then in
parent heses it says, "Rescheduled to an earlier date -
August 11th"?

A Yes.

Q Do you have an understandi ng why that town hal

was changed from August 30th to August 11th?
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A No, except | do renenber one of the -- the
hearing dates and the town hall neetings were inpacted, |
believe by a stormthat cane through and necessitated the
cancel | ati on of one of our town hall neetings, and that
may have had -- have inpacted, caused in whole or in part
this reshuffling that you are seeing on that. | just
don't renmenber enough about the specific dates.

That's the only thing that cones to mind as to
why sonme things had to be rescheduled. It could have
been ot her reasons, though.

Q Oay. We can take a break.

A Ckay.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 4:28 p.m W
are now off the record.

(The deposition was at recess from4:28 p.m to
4:49 p.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 4:49 p.m, and
we are back on the record.

Q BY MR CGENBERG Senator Kennedy, do you have
anything else to say that bears on the topics noticed in
the Senate Comm ttee subpoena that we have not discussed?

A  Well, I think | canme here to answer your

questions, is how |l would answer that, and nothing cones

to mnd. |'mhappy to answer questions that you pose. |
think that's the only way | can answer that. 1'm happy
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to answer whatever questions you pose and do the best
that | can.

MR. GENBERG. So I'd -- I'd like to close for
t he common cause plaintiffs by noting that we intend to
hold this deposition open pending a ruling by the court
on |l egislative privilege.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: And | will assert the sane
objection that | have asserted repeatedly, that we object
on |l eaving this deposition open for any purpose
what soever.

MR. GENBERG. And then | understand the Georgia

NAACP plaintiffs have questions.

EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. LIU

Q Yeah. Good afternoon, Senator Kennedy. Can
you hear nme?

A Yes, | can.

Q Oay. N ce to neet youu M nane is Shira Liu
with the law firmof Crowell & Moring. |'m here on
behal f of the Georgia NAACP plaintiff group, and I'm
goi ng to ask you sone questions, as well.

"Il continue to assune that you are testifying
on behal f of the Senate Redistricting and Reapportionment

Committee unless you or | specify otherw se.
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Does that sound good?
A Yes, that does. And assum ng that the only
ot her capacity | could be here in, you would be asking nme

in ny individual capacity, correct?

Q Exactly.
A Yes, ma'am
Q Exactly.
A Ckay.
Q Okay. Geat.
Senator, | heard you say a little bit earlier

that in response to a question that everyone, regardless
of race, goes to the polls and votes for whonever they
want to. Is it your understandi ng that anyone who can go
to the polls and vote for whonmever they want to is
allowed to elect a candidate of their choice?

A | think what | said and what | would -- the way
| would answer that question is to say that when we go --
whonever we are, when we go to the poll, we are free to
choose of those that are on the ballot who we want to
vote for.

Q Sure. So if we can do that, if a person can go
to the polls and vote for whonever they would |ike anong
the ballot, would you say that person is allowed to el ect
t he candi date of their choice?

A  No. Clearly, one has to vote with others
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sufficient to get 50 percent plus 1 for -- for what you
are calling their candidate of choice to be elected, but
that applies to any of us, right, regardl ess of party or
what ever the office may be or whatever the el ection nay
be.

Q So there is a group of people who tend to vote
cohesively, and anyone in that group can go to the pol
and vote for the candidate -- for whonever they want to.
Woul d you say that group can -- is allowed to elect the
candi date of their choice?

A Well, you're changing what | had said. You are
now aski ng about who they can elect. M comment was
about who they can vote for.

Q Unh-huh. Yeah, |I'm asking you a new question.

A Ckay. Can you repeat the question again,
pl ease?

Q Sure.

MS. LIU  Can the court reporter please repeat
t hat questi on.

(The requested portion of the record was read
by the court reporter.)

THE W TNESS: Not necessarily. The -- the
obligation still is present, | assume, if | understand
your question correctly, that whatever that group is has

to get the 50 percent plus 1 of the votes.
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Q BY Ms. LIU And is that how you determ ne
whet her a candi date can -- or sorry. |'ll restart.

I s asking whether a group can get to 50 percent
plus 1 of the votes how you determ ne whet her that group
can el ect a candidate of their choice?

A Are we tal king about a hypothetical group and a
hypot heti cal el ection?

Q | amasking you how you woul d det erm ne whet her
a group can elect a candidate of their choice.

A | think it's the same as any group that wants
to be cohesive or together or however they're voting.
You have to get 50 percent plus 1.

Q GCkay. We now have a video to play for you. W
coll eague will be playing you a video in the room This
is excerpts fromthe Senate Comm ttee on Reapportionnment
and Redistricting from Novenmber 4th, 2021, starting at 8
m nutes and 55 seconds.

(Court reporter clarification.)

Pl ayi ng vi deo:

"We heard fromthe NCSL. W heard fromthe
Ceorgia Denocratic Party. We heard fromthe Georgia
NAACP. We heard from ot her groups that canme and
addressed us that day.

"Fifth, we laid out our guidelines on

August the 30th when nost of the nmenbers cane and net
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here that would govern the drawi ng of the maps. Those
gui deli nes focused on the constitutional requirenents of
equal protection, conpliance with the Voting Ri ghts Act,
including a recognition of racially polarized voting, and
then the inportance of jurisdictional boundaries
prioritizing comunities of interest, conpactness, and
contiguity.

"Si xth, we saw the Denocratic Senate plan and
appreci ated the input provided by the minority party.

"Seventh, we conbined all of this in the form
of our input, including sonme of the districts on the
Denocratic plan, and with the staff of the
Reapportionment Office to come up with the draft that is
what we have in your folders and what we're gonna be
presenting today.

"We rel eased a draft of this map on Tuesday,
two days ago, to allow tine for sone coment, and we've
made a few basic adjustnents based on the input that |
have received from various conm ttee nmenbers.

"So, let's talk about what's here. Well, first
of all, the responsibility and the respect for our
constitution to make sure that our first responsibility
is to balance the popul ation pursuant to the direction of
the U S. Constitution. Wile a |lot of people think this

process is all political driven, the truth is, and the
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begi nning point for all of this is, the popul ation
numbers of the state that are collected, calcul ated every
ten years, which necessitate a redrawing of the |ines.

"Districts have to be substantially the sane
size, and we have generally drawn the districts for the
Senate districts with the deviation of plus or m nus of
no nore than 1 percent on the draft plan that you have
bef ore you. We have al so endeavored and ensured that we
have conplied with the Voting Rights Act, creating
majority-mnority districts and new mnority opportunity
districts.

"This map has 14 districts that are majority
bl ack VAP districts. It has 20 districts that are
maj ority nonwhite VAP, voting age popul ation. So we have
SiXx mnority opportunity districts in addition to the
maj ority black districts.

"We have al so been very respectful of and
consi derate of communities of interest and trying to not
di vide counties. 20 years ago, the 2021 Senate districts
that were drawn by the Denocrats that were in power at
the time and were in charge of the map draw ng process
split 81 of our counties into 56 districts."”

(End of video.)

Q BY Ms. LIU Senator Kennedy, was that you

speaking in the video?
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A Yes.

Q And do you agree that was fromthe Senate
Commi ttee on Reapportionment and Redi stricting,

November 4th, 2021 hearing?

A It certainly appeared to be our -- the video
fromone of our commttee hearings. | don't renenber the
date, but I'Il -- 1'"msure you are representing that
correctly.

Q Sol -- 1 heard you say in that video that the
proposed map conplies with the Voting Rights Act; is that
right? What was the basis for your understandi ng that
the map conplies with the Voting Rights Act?

A That would conme principally fromthe advice of
counsel who had gui ded us through the process, as well as
G na Wight's expertise, in her active hand in draw ng
the maps in a way that was -- we were told was conpliant,

| egal, and ot herw se appropriate.

Q And by "counsel," are you referring to
M. Tyson?
A Yes.

Q And | heard you say principally advice of
counsel, also Gna Wight. Any other basis?

A That's primarily what cones to mnd, to
answer -- in answering your question.

Q Did the Senate Committee on Reapporti onment and
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Redi stricting do any of its own analysis or investigation
to determ ne whether the proposed map conplied with the
Voting Rights Act?

A Vhat do you nean did it do any independent? Do
you nean outside or apart from-- well, let nme just ask.
What do you nean by that?

Q | nean anything apart from advice of M. Tyson
and advice or information from G na Wi ght.

A  Well, it could and would have included
necessarily, for exanple, as | talked about earlier in
t he deposition, one of the principles we were trying to
respect was keeping counties whole. So in the process, |
as chair and all of the commttee nmenbers could | ook at
maps and see that which -- which divides counties the
| east nunber of tinmes or the | east ways.

So, you know, that's sonething that we could
have had i nput on that, you know, doesn't really require
any expertise. |It's just a principle that we can al
| ook at as |aynen, whether you are a | awer or not or you
have experience in redistricting or not. So there would
have been sone input along those |ines.

Q Do you know whether the Voting Rights Act takes
a position on dividing counties in the redistricting
process?

A | don't have a -- | don't know if that's one of
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the principles or if that's part of the Voting Rights Act
necessarily. | know that it's sonething that we al
agreed we should honor in the redistricting process.

Q So sitting here today, can you identify any
aspect of the Senate Committee on Reapporti onnment and
Redi stricting's work to conply with what you know to be
required by the Voting Rights Act, other than advice of
M. Tyson and information or advice from M. Wight?

A  Well, I think there are other aspects, but, you
know, what you are really asking me to do is give you a
| egal opinion or give you an opinion based on ny
assunptions about what the Voting Rights Act says or its
applicability here, and that's really not why | am here.

Q I -- respectfully, I amtrying to understand
fromyou what factors went into the devel opnent of the
maps. So if there is anything el se, can you | et us know?

A  Well, I would refer you to the principles. |

assune you've been in today's deposition, so forgive ne

if you haven't, but there were questions about -- in one
of the exhibits was a docunment entitled -- | think it was
"Principles of Redistricting.” 1t was principles that

were adopted by the commttee that would gui de our
process and our work and in trying to produce the naps.
And so | would refer youto -- | think that's Exhibit 9.

Q Yeah.
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A General Principles and Drafting Plans, which is
on page 2 of Exhibit 9, that has nine different
identified -- it has nine different identified principles
that we tried to -- we as a conmmttee tried to conply
with in our process and the production of the maps that
we voted on.

Q Yep. And, Senator Kennedy, |I'mdefinitely not
asking you to repeat any of your testinony during your
deposition. |I'mreferring to deposition topic 1, "All
factors" -- part of which is, "All factors considered
when devel opi ng and creating the CONGRESSI ONAL MAP."

So what | amtrying to understand is which
factors related to conpliance with the Voting Ri ghts Act
wer e consi dered?

A Well, again, you're -- you're trying to pull ne
into a |l egal discussion about the Voting Rights Act, what
those factors are, how they applied or did not apply, how
we applied themor did not apply them | don't know of
any way to have that conversation w thout getting into a
di scussion and, ultimtely, well, rather directly, you
are asking ne to give you a legal opinion. And | did not
play that role in this process. W had | egal counsel
t hat gui ded us, and we had G na Wight who was
experienced in redistricting and reapportionnment.

Q Senator Kennedy, I'mdefinitely -- | am not
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intending to ask you for a |l egal opinion. M question

is -- listen carefully -- sitting here today, can you
identify any basis for the Senate Comm ttee on
Reapportionnent and Redistricting' s determ nation, your
statenment, that the proposed map conplied with the Voting
Ri ghts Act other than, one, advice of M. Tyson, and two,
information from M. Wight? Can you identify anything
el se today?

A That would be the prinmary source, but the way
you framed the question seenmed to suggest -- well, the
advi ce of counsel would have covered what was believed
and understood by us to be sufficient when our counsel
tells us that this conplies with the Voting Ri ghts Act.

Q | also heard you say in the video that the
proposed map created mpjority and mnority districts and
a new mnority opportunity district.

Does that sound right?

A Yes, | think so.

Q \Wat data did you rely on to -- as a basis for
t hose statenments?

A That woul d have come frominformation, probably
nost principally, fromGna Wight. And you can ask her
t hose questi ons.

Q So do you know what data were used to create

maj ority black districts and majority non-white
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districts?

A We would have relied upon the commttee, and I
woul d have relied upon, again, the expertise of G na, who
had the data. | didn't have independent access to that
data, nor the expertise to understand, if you will, and
apply that data. So that's a -- we would have relied
upon G na Wight's assistance, as -- as well as that of
-- of counsel.

Q You said you didn't have access to that data.
| understand that to nean that you never -- you never
accessed that data; is that right?

A  Wll, | didn't have a -- | didn't have -- what
| meant by that is | didn't have map draw ng software,
and, otherwi se, the data that G na's office seened to
have that was needed to do the work that she was doing.

Q If you had wanted to access the data or use the
software, is there any reason to believe that you
woul dn't have been able to?

A Yeah, | don't know how to work it.

Q But you did go through sonme data in real tinme
with Ms. Wight; is that right? And you were able to ask
her questions while she used the software?

A In sonme of the tinme that | spent with her, yes,
in looking at the maps and in -- as | testified to

earlier, to that extent, yes.
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Q Now, do you know how the determ nati on was made
that the proposed map created majority-mnority and a new
mnority opportunity district?

A That really would call upon the expertise and
opi nions of G na and counsel, but | was inforned and
during the tinme that that was the end product, if you
will, of the maps that were being offered. Excuse ne.

Q Do you know whether the data used -- the data
t hat she used was based on voting age popul ati on or
citizen voting age popul ation or sonething el se?

A You would need to ask her that.

Q Did you ever ask her that?

A | don't renmenber if | asked her those questions
or not. You're -- you're delving into the details of
which really was her business.

Q So Senator Kennedy, you testified that you mnet
with Ms. Wight in the LCRO nunerous tines; is that
correct --

A Yes.

Q -- in this process?

Did the subject of which -- what percentage of
bl ack voting age popul ati on woul d be needed for bl ack
voters to have an opportunity to el ect candi dates of
their choice conme up during these neetings?

A | renenber that there were -- there were
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di scussions and references to black voting age popul ation
and some nunbers based on race, and it was always in the
context of doing what was necessary to make sure that we
were in conpliance with all applicable rules,

regul ations, be they constitutional, Voting Ri ghts Act,
or other provisions that G na and counsel were advising
us, to make sure that our process and our end product
was, as | have said, |egal and otherw se appropri ate.

Q Got it.

So you said the discussions were in the context
of maki ng sure that the commttee was doi ng what was
necessary to conply with the Voting Rights Act; is that
ri ght?

A Well, making sure that when the maps were drawn
or there was a proposed district or districts, nmaking
sure that it -- we conplied with all the obligations.
And again, that's why we had professionals to advise us
t hrough the process.

Q And did you cone to an understandi ng during
this process as to what was needed to conply, in ternms of
what measure of voting age popul ati on and what nuneri cal
t hreshol d needed to be reached?

A You know, at the time, | probably had -- could
have been nore conversant about it, about some of these

princi ples and sonme of these details, but this has been
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many, many nonths ago. |It's not ny area that | work in,
and we're past the redistricting process. So at this
point, | really don't have a recollection that's good
enough to be able to answer those type of questions.

Q But you -- you do understand that you are here
as a 30(b)(6) witness for factors consi dered when
devel opi ng the congressional Senate maps; is that right?

A Yes.

Q And can you -- | believe you testified earlier
that to prepare for that, you' ve reviewed some e-nmails
and text nmessages?

A Yes, ma' am

Q Was there anything else that you did to
prepare?

A Mt with counsel.

Q Do you -- do you renenber approximtely how
many e-mails you reviewed to prepare for deposition
topics 1 and 2?

A | don't.

Q Do you renmenber who the text nessages that you
reviewed were with?

A | don't.

Q You don't renmenber anyone?

A You know, at 5:15 and six hours into this

deposition, no, I'msorry, | don't renenmber the nanes

Page 210

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 211 of 390

o 00 A W N

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

of -- of those materials or names that were on any of
t hose text nessages.

Q Were they all texts between yourself and
soneone el se?

A | don't remenber, but they are a part of the
production fromthe di scovery process that presumably you
have and that you've seen and you' ve revi ewed.

Q Okay. Now, going back to that video that was
pl ayed, you stated that there is racially -- you
recogni zed racially polarized voting; is that right?

A | think I was speaking -- not ne, but | think
was speaking that the process that we undertook and the
work of the committee with ny | eadership as chair, again,
whi ch necessarily involved significant input fromG na
Wi ght and counsel, did recognize that principle, yes.

Q VWhat principle of racially polarized voting was
recogni zed during this process?

A | think what | said was that there is racially
pol ari zed voting in Georgia.

Q How did you cone to that concl usion?

A Quite frankly, it would have been on the advice
of counsel. Understand, | amnot -- | amnot an
el ections expert. | amnot a redistricting expert. |
was chairing this process, and at the tinme that was nade

was on the front end of the conmttee process, but it was
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my understanding fromthe advice of trusted counsel that
t hose statenents were made, and identifying the

princi ples upon which we relied to nove forward to do the
wor k of the commttee.

Q Okay. | want to ask you a few nore questions
about your comrunications with Ms. Wight during the
redistricting process. Did Ms. Wight ever tell you what
the -- she had heard fromthe mnority party during her
nmeetings with thenf

A l"msorry, did you say did she ever --

Q Did she ever tell you that she met with the
mnority party during the redistricting process?

A  She probably did. And the reason |I answer it
that way, | feel certain that the mnority party did neet
with her. They're -- she is as equally accessible to
them as she is and was to the mgjority party. And so ny
know edge of them neeting with her nmay have been from
themtelling ne they were neeting with her, not so nuch
or nore so than her telling ne she was neeting with them
So that's a long answer to a short question, but | was
trying to be conplete.

Q Sure. | appreciate that.

And what's your understanding -- what's the
basis for your understanding that Ms. Wight was equally

accessible to the mnority party?
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A That's her position. That's her role. She's
equal |y accessi bl e, yes.

Q That it's her job role requires her to be
equal |y accessible to nenbers of both parties?

A  Well, it is nmy understanding that her office

and that she was available to neet with themif they had

questions. | didn't ask her about that. She didn't talk
to me about that. | don't renenber any of the mnority
party comng to nme and saying, hey, John, | net |ast week

or yesterday with Gna and we did this or that. So, you
know, |'m not going to have any information about those
meetings, if they occurred, when they occurred or what
was di scussed, but -- but I'mgiving you ny -- ny

i Mpr essi ons.

Q But your understanding is that her job role
requires her to be equally accessible to nenmbers of both
parties?

A It would be ny understanding that if whomever
wanted to neet with her, she was exceedi ngly accessi bl e,
whet her it was legislators or |ocal elected officials
from what ever county to everybody in between.

Q And -- and is that because she's just like a
super nice person, or is that because that's her
responsibility and her role?

A You -- you really need to ask her that
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question. | don't know what her job description is, and
| don't know if there are rules or regs or there's an
enpl oyee handbook that sets out what her -- the scope of
her duties are. You should ask her that.

Q Yeah. I'mtrying to understand what your
under standi ng is.

A And | have given you ny total understandi ng and
maybe then sonme of actually what nmy understanding is.

Q Cot it.

Did you ever hear from M. Wight what the
mnority party had told her about the redistricting
process or requests that they nade?

A No. As | said just a nonent ago, no, | don't
recall her telling me about any neetings that she had
wi th ot hers.

Q I'dlike for you to turn to Exhibit 4 that was
mar ked earlier in your deposition.

A Ckay.

Q The Bates stanmp is 3224. |If you could turn to
page -- do you have that in front of you?

A  Yeah. You said Exhibit -- you said tab 4 of
t he deposition notebook?

Q Yeah, Exhibit 4.

A Yes.

Q Exactly.
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A | have it.
Q This is an e-mail -- page 2 is an e-mail you

wote to Ms. Wight; is that right?

A Yes.

Q And | know -- | know you have already tal ked --
testified about this page, and I -- | just wanted to ask
you, here | -- | read this as a set of instructions or

requests to Ms. Wight in drawing maps; is that right?

A | wouldn't call theminstructions. | would
call them suggestions or recommendati ons that would have
been --

Q Is it fair --

A -- that would have been conmuni cated about that
particular map at the tine.

Q Got it.

And is it fair to say that you don't renenber
the basis for any of these instructions?

A I think what | testified to, and ny
understanding is, that this is probably a general
distillation of information that had been presented to ne
and that | had collected, and by nenory, fromthe town
hal | meetings that we had conducted over the course of
the -- of the summer and the previous few nonths.

Q So you think this is only information gl eaned

fromthe town hall nmeetings, or could it have come from
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ot her requests as wel | ?

A It could -- it could be the product of other
sources of information.

Q Could those sources include other |egislators?

A That's possible.

Q Do you renenber any -- is there anything in
here that you can, sitting here today, identify the
source for that suggestion?

A | can. If you'll look at District 9 on page 2.
It says, "Make Pickens whole.™

Q Yeah.

A So we had a town hall neeting that | think was
in Dalton, Georgia, and a constituent, or maybe nore than
one, cane to the podium and spoke. And as | recall, one
said -- the lady or gentleman said, "Qur little county of
Pi ckens County is currently divided by the congressional
district line, and can you pl ease keep our little county
whol e?"

Q Yep, understood. Anything el se?

A O anything else of all that's on this |ist
giving you a source, is that your question?

Q Can you renenber the source for anything el se
ot her than the "Make Pickens whole thing"?

A  Yeah, | would have to go through all of this.

Agai n, understanding this is many, many nont hs ago.
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Not hi ng junps out at me that | amrecalling a
source of information |like the one | already gave you.
Q Had you been speaking with other |egislators
about the redistricting process before Septenber 26th,
20217
A Yes, | believe so.
Q Did any of those |legislators mke requests to

you concerning the redistricting results --

A Yes.

Q -- that they wanted?

A Yes.

Q Is it possible that some of those are reflected
in here?

A It's possible, yes.

Q How often did you neet with G na Wight or her

staff | eading up to the passage of the map, the enacted

maps?

A | have no way of knowing. | nmet with her often
but have no way of knowi ng. | don't know how to give you
a frequency or a nunber, |'m sorry.

Q Is it possible it was nore than ten tinmes?

A Ten tinmes in total over the whole process?

Q Yes.

A Yes, | would think so. Yes.

Q Is it possible it was nore than 20 tinmes?
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A " mgoing to have to stop there because | just
don't -- | just don't renenber. And a lot of this, quite
frankly, kind of runs together over tine.

Q Now, when you created the Senate maps with

Ms. Wight, was Bryan Tyson or others fromhis firm ever
present ?

A | don't renmenber M. Tyson being with us on
some of the nmenories that | think I have of being with
G na working on the maps. | don't renenber himbeing in
t here.

Q Do you renenber others being in there?

A Yes.

Q Who -- who do you recall being in the roonf

A | can renenber being there with a couple of
ot her senators at different tines.

Q Wiich -- which senators?

A | remenmber being there with Senator Larry
Wal ker. | remenber on a different occasion being in

G na's office with Senat or

and there certainly may have been others.

-- | think Senator Mux Burns,

Those are the

ones that come to m nd at the npnment.

Q Do you renenber
being in the roonf
A Not - -

often or typical. It was

ot her

if they were, |

menbers of the LCRO staff

don't renmenber it being

usual Iy G na.
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Q Do you renmenber Brian Knight being in the roonf
A | really don't.
Q Do you renmenber Dan O Connor being in the roonf
A No.
Q Do you renmenber Rob Strangia -- | may be

m spronouncing that -- being in the roonf
A I'"'m-- I"mkind of bad with nanes, so |I'm

struggling fromthe outset because | don't recognize the
name, and that's not to say that if he wal ked in, | mght
not recognize his face. So |I'msorry, but | don't.

Q Yeah, we are just trying to get what you can
remenber. That's fine.

During these neetings, did Ms. Wight have

her -- were you |ooking at her conputer screen?

A Sonetinmes, yes. But sonetinmes | was in her
of fice and we were tal king about the scheduling of things
and adm nistrative matters.

Q \When you were | ooking at a screen, was it on
Ms. Wight's conputer?

A No.

Q \Vhich conmputer were you | ooking at?

A It was projected on a big screen tel evision
that was on the wall.

Q And whose -- what was -- where was the

proj ection source?
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A |"massunming it came froma conputer. | don't
remenber. |'m assum ng she had a | aptop, but | don't
remenber if it was a desktop or a laptop or just -- or
maybe she just -- | really don't know. | don't renenber.

Q It wasn't your -- it wasn't your conputer?

A It wasn't nmy conputer, and | was | ooking at the

wal |l which is at the end of a rectangular room so | --

you know - -
Q Yeah.
A -- she's kind of to my back, so | wasn't

| ooki ng at what she was doing to create the inmage that we
may have been | ooking at.

Q And you just said what she was doi ng, and you
kind of nmoved your fingers |ike someone typing. Can | --
does that inply that Ms. Wight was typing and using the
nmouse during these conmputer projections?

A Are you asking nme did she do it by keyboard
versus mouse; is that what you're asking nme?

Q No. Was it -- was it her that was controlling
the conputer, is nmy question?

A | believe it was, because | -- | don't renenber
anyone else typically being in the room other than what
we' ve tal ked about. Well, let me put it this way. |
don't renmenber her having other staff in the room

Q  Uh- huh.
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A | can't -- I'mnot going to testify that there
was never any other staff. I1'mjust telling you fromny
recollection it was Gna. It was -- it was not G na
telling a staff person what to do. | believe it was G na

doi ng the work of whatever she was doi ng.
Q Got it. And you testified that during these

meetings, sonetinmes information would be projected onto

the -- | guess the wall or a projection screen?
A Well, let ne --
Q At what -- uh-huh.
A l"'msorry. If | said projected, | didn't nmean

in the sense of ol d-school projector --

Q Yeah.

A -- where it's projecting sonething up. It
was -- it was a big screen, flat screen television that
| --

Q Cot it.

A -- assune was W-Fi or cabled up with a

conput er or sonething.

Q Ckay.

A  So yeah.

Q So you were |looking at a screen together, and
what was on the screen during these neetings?

A Typically it would be a map of the state of

CGeorgia or portions of it.
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Q And was that map divided up or col ored or
shaded in any way?

A | think that there were -- as she would do
what ever she was doing, | seemto recall that there m ght
be sone different colors on the map, but nothing that I
can tell you or associate certain colors represented
certain things. |'msure they nmeant things at the
monent, but again, we are tal king about sonething that
was nonths ago and that | was not in charge of or doing
anything --

Q Do you know - -

A -- to manipul at e.

Q Do you know whet her any of that information on
the map was depicting racial or other denographic data?

A | don't -- | don't -- sorry. W had a phone
goi ng of f over here.

Q Okay.

A | don't renenber that. What | remenber were
popul ati on data and noving |ines based upon popul ati on
data to get districts that conplied with what | sort of
consider is the primary driver of creating a map, is that
based on popul ation, and for Georgia, population growh,
and then the shifting population within the state that
drives the necessity to redraw the maps, with the primary

driver being, at the end of the congressional maps,
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they've all got to be within one percent. And at the end
of our Senate maps, | think we tried to do those within a
degree of 1 percent popul ati on devi ati on.

Q Was there anything depicted, any data depicted
ot her than just the nunmber of people?

A  There probably was fromtine to time in the
consi deration of whatever data was needed to be a part of
t he consideration of the work that she was doing. But
again, that -- that would fall to sort of her expertise
and advi ce of making sure that whatever was being drawn
and | ooked at or considered in the nonent, even if the
popul ati on nunber was correct, that it was otherw se
conpl i ant.

Q Do you renenber |ooking at any partisanship

data fromthe screen in Ms. Wight's office?

A | don't know that | renenber |ooking at --
wel |, yes, there was sonme partisanship data, because |
remenber there -- that being in sone of the conversations

with her or nonments, that woul d be sonethi ng of
consi deration, yes.
Q \Vhat was the partisan consideration?

A Just the Republican-Denocrat split of a

proposed district or a hypothetical district, | should
maybe call it, not a proposed, but a hypothetical
district.
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Q And what was the commttee's goal with respect
to partisanship?

A \What was the commttee's goal with respect to

parti sanshi p? | don't know how to answer that question.
Q In the redistricting process?
A | don't know how to answer that question.

Q \Vhat was the source of the partisan data that
you were view ng?

A As | recall, there were different sources of
Republ i can and Denocratic numbers, if you will, or
presuned Republicans that would be in an area or
Denocrats that would be in an era -- area. | don't
remenber what source G na was using for that to arrive,
if you wll, at a nunmber that was being used or
consi dered at the nonment. But she did have that data,
and it was on there. That was a part of the discussion.

Q So you don't know what the source was for
presum ng certain people would vote Denocrat and others
vot e Republican?

A  Right now, | don't -- | don't renenber which,
no, ma'am -- or what, rather.

Q But that data came fromher, is that right, or
she had control of that data?

A | don't know where it came from and | don't

know t hat she had control of it, but it was some source
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that she was going to to have it. It wasn't anything
that | brought to the roomor the process, if you wll.

Q Do you renmenber if you reviewed data at the
precinct |evel?

A | do, because when we were drawi ng the |ines or
as G na drew hypothetical or proposed |lines, again, for
t he popul ati on purposes, | renenber her saying, we need
totry to not split precincts. And -- and maybe there
were instances where that was necessary to get to the --
t he popul ati on requirenents of -- of parity.

So that's what | think of in terns of how
precincts sort of came on the radar screen, if you wll,
and were consi der ed.

Q Did the projections include Census bl ock data?

A ["mjust not sure. | renmenber that term being
used, and, quite frankly, there were tinmes that G na
woul d use terns that maybe | didn't understand and
appreci ate, because this is what she |ives, eats, sleeps,
you know, and has for years. And so |l was -- | didn't
want to -- it was -- yeah. Sonetines she'd tal k above ny
head, which doesn't take much.

Q So | assume, then, that you don't know what
type of Census bl ock | evel data she used?

A No, | don't. No, | don't.

Q Do you know whet her voters in CGeorgia register

Page 225

Veritext Lega Solutions
866 299-5127




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 129 Filed 03/23/23 Page 226 of 390

a A W N

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

25

to vote by political party?

A W don't, | don't think.

Q So when you were review ng the partisanship
data, was the presunption that black voters usually vote
for denocratic candi dates?

A | -- 1 don't -- again, that's sonmething you
woul d need to ask G na.

Q So you -- did you ever ask her, like, howis it
we are |l ooking at this partisanship data when voters
don't register by political party?

A I think it was | ooking at past -- if you | ooked
at an area, |ooking at past elections and what the vote
tallies were, how much, what percentage of the people
that voted in a certain geographic or a defined area
vot ed Republican versus voted Denocrat. That's -- |
think that's ny recollection.

Q \When you were neeting with Ms. Wight, did you
suggest changes to the maps that she then inplenmented on
t he maps?

A Yes.

Q Do you know if any of those changes becane
enact ed?

A | believe so, yes.

Q \Vhat changes are you aware of?

A \Wen | was neeting with her about ny Senate
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district, Senate District 18, and it was a matter of |
had to gain about, | think, 10,000, 10,500 people to get
my district nunbers up to what was required, and in her
asking did I want to make a suggesti on of which way to
nove to increase the population size, which for ne al so
i ncluded increasing the geographic area of Senate
District 18.

Q So what did you suggest?

A | suggest -- so my district -- | suggested
novi ng or increasing the anount of Houston County that |
represent, or that's a part of District 18.

Q Wiy did you make that suggestion?

A  Well, if you look at SD 18, it conprised --
it's conprised of six counties; four full counties and
two partial counties. And so the |least -- the easiest
change to nake seenmed to be keep the four counties that |
had the sane. Bibb maybe made a few little -- the two
partial counties there were m nor changes, but the
easi est and nost logical thing to do was, since |
represented the northern quarter or so of Houston County,
was to take the southern boundary of that line and sinmply
go south until you get to a point where you are picking
up about 10, 000 peopl e.

M5. LIU 1'd like to mark -- what's the next

exhi bit nunmber ?
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THE COURT REPORTER: It wll be 13 (sic).

M5. LIU Can we mark the docunent that ends in
2663. It's a Georgia Senate Press Ofice.

(Deposition Exhibit 14 was marked for
identification.)

Q BY Ms. LIU Do you have that, Senator Kennedy?

A No, ma'am | think soneone is getting it for
you.

Q Ckay.

A  Ckay.

Q Does this look famliar to you?

We are going to mark this Exhibit 14; is that

right?

Q Yes.

A Okay. Exhibit 14 is a Georgia Senate Press
O fice

Q Yeah.
A Dat ed Novenber 5, 2021, and it's two pages with

Bat es stanp nunber ending in 2663 and 2664.

Okay. "Il --
Q Correct.
A -- take a look at it now.

Q So | wanted to draw your attention to paragraph
3. It says, "The Senate will continue review ng public

i nput until the redistricting process is conplete.”
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This is dated November 5th, right?
Okay.

Q Do you see where -- do you see where that says
t hat ?

A Yes, | do.

Q Are you aware of any public input between
Novenber 5th, 2021 and the enactnent of the maps that
changed the maps that were enacted -- or changed between
t he proposal on Novenber 5th and the enacted maps?

A "' m not sure | understand your question.

Q Well, on Novenmber 5th, this press rel ease said
that the Senate will continue review ng public input,
correct?

A Yes, until the --

Q Are you --

A Yeah. kay.

Q Can you identify any public input between
Novenber 5th, 2021 and the enactnent of the maps that
changed the maps between the Novenber 5th proposal and
t he Novenber 21st -- or sorry, and the enactnment?

A No, but I think I"m-- your question is a
little confusing or maybe |I'm confused, in that | believe
this press release, Exhibit 14, is specific to and only
referencing Senate Bill 1EX, and your question asked ne

about the maps, plural, as if --
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Q Okay.
A -- 1 think you were asking about all of the

maps that we considered and voted on. And so does that

make sense? | think --
Q Yeah.
A -- you were asking nme about sonething nore

broadly than | think this press rel ease addresses.

Q Okay. Well, that's fair. Can you identify
anyt hi ng that changed between Senate Bill 1EX and the
correspondi ng enacted map?

A well, I -- if -- if | amrenenbering correctly,
and if | amreading this press release correctly, and
assum ng the press release is correct, too, | think this
is saying that we passed 1EX.

Q  Uh- huh.

A So at that point, that bill represented the map
t hat was passed by the Senate. The House woul d not have
changed it, and assumi ng the Governor did not change it
and the Governor didn't nake any changes, that map woul d
have been done as of November 5, 2021. So 1EX was
conpl et e.

| think what is referenced -- is being
referenced in paragraph 3, that we'll continue to review
public input until the redistricting process is conplete,

that's speaking, | believe, to the macro aspect of the
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redistricting process for whatever was left to be done,
be it congressi onal maps or otherw se.

Q Are you aware of any other public input after
that tinme that changed the ultimte product of the
redistricting process?

A | think you broke up. Can you ask that again,
pl ease?

Q Sure. Are you aware of any other input after
that tine that changed the ultimte product of the
redistricting process?

A O input that changed the redistricting
process, no, | don't think so. | nmean, our principles
that we had voted on bipartisanly as a coommttee did not
change. The process was set forth early on. W followed
t hat process. The normal process of dropping the bill
conm ttee hearings, taking the bill to the floor,
passage, discussion, debate on the bills, all of that
occurred in the normal process that the -- of how the

Georgi a Senate body acts, and then ultimte signage of

the bill by the Governor. So | -- as | wal ked through
that process, no, it was -- it was nornmal and as
expect ed.

MS. LIU  Okay. Next I'd like to mark as
Exhi bit 15 a document that ends with Bates nunber 2753.

It's a January 12th, 2021 e-mail from Ms. Wight to
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yoursel f.

(Deposition Exhibit 15 was marked for
identification.)

THE WTNESS: This is 15, ma'anf?

Q BY Ms. LIU Uh-huh. Yes. Was this your first
contact with Ms. Wight?

A  Wuld you give me that date again to make sure
" m | ooking --

Q January 12th, 2021.

A Yes, | have it. 10:00 a.m Yes, ma' am

Q Was this your first contact wwth Ms. Wight?

A Let nme read it. It probably was. | don't
think I knew Ms. Wight before becom ng redistricting
chair.

Q She said that she would put together a packet
of maps to naeke it easier for you and to go over those
and share themw th you, right?

A Yes, that's what it says.

Q Did she, in fact, put together a packet for

you?

A |'"ve got to believe she probably did. She
was -- you know, she is very professional and efficient
and followed up. | don't renenber what it was. There

was so nmuch information that ultimately came ny way as --

as chairman of the committee. So I'mnot trying to
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anticipate your next question, but | don't have any
specific menory of what she nmay have or what |I'm sure she
sent over.

Q That was ny next question.

Do you renenber approxi mately how many tinmes

you net with Ms. Wight between January 12, 2021 and
August of 20217

A No.

Q Wuld it be, you know, nore than ten?

A | really can"t. | would not want to venture a
guess on that. | just don't renenber.
MS. LIU  Okay. 1'd next like to mark a series

of e-mails sent fromM. Wight to yourself on
Decenber 14th, 2021. There are five of them

If you could, please, mark those five, as ny
col | eague has them So these are e-nmils that end with

Bates stanps 2771, 2790, 2800, 2821, 2812.

| think they are still being gathered so --
A Yes, ma'am | don't have them yet.
Q Okay. In the neantinme, | will ask you sone

ot her questi ons.

A Ckay.

Q Senator Kennedy, did you ever investigate
whet her it would be possible to create nore mnority

opportunity districts?
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A | nvestigate whether or not it would be possible
to create -- again, what?

Q Mirre mnority opportunity districts?

A  That coul d have been part of the discussion
with G na and counsel, as we were | ooking at what -- what
the maps were, but I -- | don't have any recollections or
menory of those conmmuni cati ons.

Q Was that sonething that you were trying to do?

A You know, we were follow ng --

THE W TNESS: Counsel, is this a -- can | speak
to what counsel advised me on?

MS. LIU | -- oh, he's asking you.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: You are under no obligation
to disclose the contents of advice, but you can certainly
share the fact that you received advice.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

Yeah, | think, as | have been pretty consistent
during ny whol e deposition, is that we sought, received,
and relied upon the advice of counsel throughout this
process guiding us as to what we ought to do, both
process and end product-w se, regardi ng the naps.

Q BY M LIU Right. So here |I'mnot asking
about advice of counsel, and if the answer is this is al
advice of counsel, that's fine. | mean, it's within your

know edge.
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So |'m aski ng whether you as the Senate
Committee investigated whether it would be possible to
create nore mnority opportunity districts?

A | think -- yeah, | think discussions al ong
those lines would have necessarily been with counsel.

Q Got it. So you testified that sonetines you
met with Ms. Wight w thout counsel present. Did you
ever say sonething like, you know, Ms. Wight, would it
be possible for us to create nore mnority opportunity
districts?

A Again, | can't renmenber if we did or we didn't.

Q Do you renenber when the last town hall was
that was held regarding the redistricting process?

A I'mtrying to remenber. We -- we held a
virtual town hall, and | don't renmenber if that was at
t he beginning or the end of the process. But you may be
aski ng about |ocation-wise, and I'msorry, but what | am
al so processing is that we -- if | renmenber correctly, we
had a town hall neeting that was set that had to be
reschedul ed because we had storns that cane through, and
| think the Governor declared a state of emergency in the

area where we were supposed to be neeting that night.

Sol -- I"'msorry, |I'mbabbling on you a little
bit. | don't remenber the |ocation. Things got jockeyed
around there at the end, so I'msorry, | don't renmenber.
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Q Earlier you testified about whether there
was -- sorry. Wthdraw.

Earlier you testified about a Septenber 27th
plan. Do you recall that testinony? A draft plan?

A Yes. Your co-counsel asked --

Q Yes.

A -- questions about a map that was attached to
and rel eased as part of a press rel ease on Septenber, |
t hink 27, yes.

Q Do you renmenber holding any town hall neetings
after that rel ease?

A No, | think they were before.

Q Do you know why you didn't hold any after the
rel ease of the draft?

A Because we had successfully gone to and held
all of the town hall neetings that had been schedul ed.

Q Can you identify any public input that you
received after Septenber 27th that altered the draft,
bet ween the draft and the enacted map?

A Not specifically to tell you, but I think as we
saw t hrough the exercise earlier, that there was -- there
is a difference between the Septenber 27 draft, as |
recall fromthe course of the day, and the one that was
finally -- that was passed. And that very well -- sone

of those changes very well may have been a product of
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i nput that could have come fromthe public. It could
have conme from constituents. It could have cone from
di fferent sources.

Q But can you identify any sitting here today?

A No. As | sit here right now, no, | can't refer
that -- that to you. But if I'mnot mstaken, the public
portal that we had that was established for people to
upl oad information that they wanted to be consi dered and
wanted to have | ogged in and docunented, | believe that
remai ned open through the process.

Q Can you identify any changes between
Sept enber 27th and enactnent that were at the request of
a |legislator?

A As | sit here right now, no.

Q Are you a nenmber of a political party?

A Yes.

Q Wich one?

A Republ i can.

Q How long have you identified as a Republican?
A You nean personally or professionally?

Q Either one. Both.

A Wll, it -- when | ran for office and

registered in 2014, that was the first time | had run for
public office, so that, | believe, would be the first

time | would have registered, if you wll,
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professionally, if you can call it that, as a Republican.

But goi ng back to tines in college and forward,
| would say | identified as a -- as a conservative and
typically as a Republican voter.

Q I'dlike to turn you to Exhibit 9, which may be
tab 13.

MR. JAUGSTETTER:  Tab 13.
THE W TNESS: Okay. |'ve got it.

Q BY Ms. LIU Now, if you could |ook at page 3
of that exhibit.

A Okay.

Q Could you read B(2)?

A Ckay. It's Exhibit 9, page 3, B(2). "Census
data and redistricting work maps will be available to al
menbers of the General Assenbly upon request, provided
that (a) the map was created by the requesting nenber,
(b) the map is publicly available, or (c) the Legislative
and Congressional Reapportionment O fice has been granted
perm ssion by the author of the nmap to share a copy with
t he requesti ng nenmber."

Q ©Didthe majority ever give the mnority access
to the Census data and redistricting work maps that they
used to draft the maps?

A You would need to ask them

Q Ask who?
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A Ask the mnority.

Q Okay. You were a nenmber of the mpjority,

A Yes.
Q Do you know whether the majority granted the
referenced perm ssion?

A So to put this in context, these are 2021

comm ttee guidelines that, as | recall, were voted on by
the commttee bipartisanly, maybe unani nously. | don't
remenber.

Let nme read this again.

So I would answer the question by saying you
woul d -- you should ask G na Wight that question, as far
as what her office allowed to be available. But it says,
"Census data and redistricting work maps will be
available to all menbers of the General Assenbly upon
request, provided," and then there is the (a), (b), and
(c).

Q Yeah, I"'masking if you know. [If you don't
know, that's okay.

A Well, and your question was, did | or did the
majority party allow sonething, and I amtelling you I
think that's -- that's a m splaced question, given that
this is part of something that we all voted on and

under st ood, and that your specific question would require
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G na Wight to answer with regard to how and what was
made avail abl e.

Q Earlier you testified that you didn't renenber
whet her Bryan Tyson was in a role that was to be
available to all senators. Do you renenber that?

A |"msorry, | lost you. Bryan Tyson what?

Q Ws inthe -- the role to have been avail abl e
to all senators?

A  Was in the?

Q In arole to have been available to al
senators; do you renmenber that?

A Are you saying in arole to be available, is
t hat what you are -- okay.

Q Yeah, to all senators. Do you renenber that?

A Yes. | think -- | think Bryan Tyson's role
woul d have been to advise those of us through the
| egi sl ati ve process, which necessarily is being -- was
bei ng managed and run by the majority party, so..

Q Do you know whet her -- oh, yeah.

Do you know whet her there was additional
counsel who was available to all senators or to the
mnority party?

A | know that the mnority party showed up from
time to time with counsel, so yes, they did have counsel.

Q Do you know who paid for that counsel?
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A No.

Q Do you know who paid for Bryan Tyson's
representation?

A No.

Q Do you know whether it was taxpayer funded?

A No.

Q Did you sign a retainer agreenent with Bryan
Tyson?

A Did | personally sign one, no, | do not recal
doi ng that.

Q Do you know who did sign an agreenment to retain
Bryan Tyson?

A No. It was not -- no.

Q Have you seen a retainer agreenment with Bryan

A Not to my recollection.

Q Did you ever ask who was payi ng hinf

A | don't know that | asked that, but to try to
give you a full answer, it would be nmy assunption -- this
relates to a previous question you asked ne. It would be
my assunption that the -- whatever commttee is

responsi bl e for providing counsel to those that are
working in the redistricting process, which necessarily
i nvol ves the chair and others, that they nmade those

arrangenents. And | believe that would be sourced from
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t axpayer funds, yes.

Q Going back to the previous exhibit, did you
authorize LCROto give the mnority party access to the
draft maps in accordance with the guidelines in Exhibit
9?

A Can you repeat? You were a little quick with
some of the words. Can you...

Q Sure. D d you authorize the LCRO to give the
mnority party access to the draft maps in accordance
with the guidelines you read from Exhibit 9?

A It would not have been up to me to authorize
that. That is part of the agreed-upon plans, and the
mnority party could have, would have, should have,
probably did go and ask G na Wight or her office for the
information that this docunment says they are entitled to.

Q Topic 5 of this exhibit -- I"'msorry, of this
deposition concerns noney spent or received in relation
to the maps. Do you see that?

A Did you say tab 5?

The deposition --

Q Topic 5in tab 1.
A Oh, topic 5, okay.
Q Yeah.

A So, sorry.

Q

A

Okay. Tab 1.
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Q | know I'm sending you around on a wild --

A No, that's okay. No, that's okay. No problem
l"'mwi th you now. Tab 1.

Q Topic 5.

A Deposition topic 5, okay.

Q Vhat did you do to prepare for your testinony
on topic 57?

A Again, nothing nore than what |'ve stated
earlier today.

Q Do you know when -- whether Bryan Tyson
currently represents the conmttee or the LCRO?

A You shoul d ask himthat question.

Q I'masking if you know.

A  Ask the question again, please.

Q Do you know whether Brian Tyson currently
represents the commttee or the LCRO?

A  The answer would be no, | don't know for
certain, no.

Q Do you know when his representation ended, if

it ended?
A | don't. | understand he's representing the
def endant, which is the State or -- in the litigation.

But you are asking about other parties or potential
clients or former clients, and | really can't speak to

t hat, no.
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Q Okay. Let's -- I'mgoing to ask you a little
bit about -- if we could |ook at the topic -- at the
docunment that ends wth 8454.

A Is that one of the previous exhibits?

Q No, that's sonmething Lily has.

A  Ckay.

Q And while she's grabbing it, can | ask you if
you know who represented SD 48 before the redistricting?

A Your question is who represented SD 48 before

the redistricting?

Q Yeah.
A No, I"'m-- I"mtrying to call from nmenory which
of nmy --
Q well --
-- coll eagues had -- had 48.

-- are you famliar with Senator Mchelle Oh --

Au?
A M chel l e Au, yes.
Q Au?
A Yes.
Q |Is she an Asian wonan?
A Yes.
Q Is it your understanding that she was the

candi date of choice anong people of color in her

district?
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A I woul dn't know who the candi date of choice

were -- was of that district.

MS. LIU Okay. We're going to take a quick
break, if you don't mnd. Just a quick --

THE W TNESS: COkay.

M5. LIU  -- break.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 6:07 p.m W
are now off the record.

(The deposition was at recess from6:07 p.m to
6:16 p.m)

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 6:16 p.m W

are back on the record.

EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DAVI S:

Q Thank you, Senator Kennedy. | am Al ex Davis
fromthe Lawers' Conmttee. | knowit's been a |ong
day. I'mthe last face you want to see at the end of a
long day, so | will try to keep this short.

| think we have one nore video clip. W have a
video clip to play you.

Lily, is that ready?

MS. HSU: Yes.

MR. DAVIS: This is fromthe same Novenber 4th

Senate Committee hearing.
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(Video playing.)

"It includes eight whole counties and only one
split, and that's Coffee County. Senator Harper is not
running for the Senate, as | said before, and even though
he lives in the district, it's not appearing because he's
not seeking to run again.

"Senate District 14 is noved from Cherokee
County down to Fulton County in the Sandy Springs and
Roswel | area. This is another new district effectively
because of Senator Thonpson's run for statew de office
and in a heavily mnority-influenced district, but it is
an open seat.

"Senate District 15, Senator Harbison, a
col l eague on this commttee, in Colunbus has a district
that's protected by the Voting Rights Act, and this map
mai ntains that. It is also alnost identical to what our
Denocratic col | eagues proposed that they would like to
see what Senate District 15 | ooked Iike on their map.
They had good i deas and we incorporated those.

"Senate District 8 -- excuse ne, 16 is next.

Not a |lot of change here with three whole counties. Only
Fayette County split. Comunities of interest south of
Atl anta and existing district core are protected.

"Senate District 17, protecting the current

district cores because Senate District 17 already
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i ncludes Henry and Newt on County. It added population in
Wal ton and Morgan, which share a | ot of commonality with
Newt on and Henry around the ring of Atlanta.

"Senate District 18, at |east fromny
perspective, the nost inportant district."

(End of video.)

Q BY MR DAVIS: Yeah, so at the end of that
vi deo, you tal ked about Senate District 17, right?

A Yes, | -- yes, | think so.

Q And you represented -- yeah, it's been a | ong
day. And you represented that the changes to Senate
District 17 were nmade to keep the core of the district.
Isn't that right?

A | think that's what | said, yes, sir.

Q Does keeping the core of a district intact take
precedence over conpliance with the Voting Rights Act in
the view of the commttee?

A | don't know that | can answer that question
with regard to setting or establishing priorities. And
if you' ve been all day -- on all day, there was sonme
guestions earlier where that same sort of concept was
established. And again, we would have relied upon the
advi ce of counsel and the guidance of counsel with regard
to what not only was required but what was inportant.

And | would only further add that, | don't
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t hi nk we woul d have considered or had a principle or a
concept that would have been given priority over the
Voting Rights Act.

Q So just to be clear, it's your testinony that
you think, sitting here now, that nothing would take
priority over conplying with the Voting Ri ghts Act?

A Well, see, now you are draggi ng me down the
road where you're -- you're eliciting or trying to elicit
a | egal opinion and the application of the Voting Rights
Act and other principles of election and redistricting,
and that was not ny role. It wasn't ny job. | don't
have that expertise. W relied upon the advice of
counsel to help guide us through that process, to draw
maps that were | egal and otherw se appropriate.

Q So it's your testinony that as chairman of the
Senate Redistricting Conmttee, you had no say or
preference about -- about the priorities that your -- the
redistricting process you were | eading?

A No. That is not what | just said. You
conpletely m scharacterized what | just stated.

Q Okay. So did you have any say over -- over the
priorities that would guide the redistricting process
that you | ed?

A So those -- that answer would begin with

| ooking at the principles that were agreed to, which |
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think is tab 13 in the deposition exhibit notebook, which
has as part of it general principles or drafting plans in
the nine points there, that, as | said, were agreed to by
t he menbers of the commttee in a bipartisan fashion, and
| think even unani nously.

So that woul d have begin the -- would have been
t he beginning point, | think, of establishing what woul d
be the guidelines or principles, as they are delineated,

t hat woul d guide the work of the commttee.

Furt hernmore, we woul d have had, and did have,

t he advice of legal counsel to make sure that what we did
both process-w se and substantively with where we woul d
land with a proposed map woul d be in conpliance with the
Voting Rights Act, the United States Constitution, the
CGeorgia Constitution.

And finally, the assistance of G na Wight in
hel pi ng make sure that the maps that were drawn and
produced and utilized in sonme fashion were otherw se
appropriate as best we could make them

Q Let nme try one nore tinme. Maybe |I'm not asking
this ina-- in a clear way, so | apologize for that if
| " m not .

Isn't it true that you could not subordinate

conpliance with the Voting Rights Act to keeping cores of

districts intact?
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A Again, you're -- you're asking nme for a |lega
opi ni on and how t hat opinion would have been depl oyed
t hrough the process that we went through. And again,

t hat woul d have been guided -- we would have been gui ded
and were gui ded by counsel.

You' re -- as | understand the questi on,
M. Davis, you are specifically setting forth two
princi ples and sayi ng what happens when those conpete,
and what is the |egal outconme of which prevails and in
what way and in -- you know, and that's the kind of thing
you need good | awers for to hel p guide you down that
process to nmake sure, A, you are doing the job correctly
and properly as you are doing it, and B, you wi nd up
substantively with a good work product that is |egal and
proper and appropriate.

Q Oay. I'm-- I'"mgonna nove on. | had a few
guestions about Senate District 17. Are you aware that
the final map reduced the black voting age population in
Senate District 17 by approximtely 10 percent?

A As | sit here today, | don't -- | don't have
t hose nunbers, you know, at hand, if you wll.

Q Wuld you have any basis to dispute that the
bl ack voting age population in District 17 was reduced by
approxi mately 10 percent sitting here today?

A You know, M. Davis, since | don't have those
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numbers or any data or any information in front of me, |
wouldn't -- | wouldn't be able to comment one way or the
other. Assuming -- | assume that if we are tal king about
something that's purely factual, that you would not
represent that information to ne.

Q Okay. So then, is it also true that you -- you
woul dn't have any know edge sitting here today about why
t hat was done?

A \Wen you say "why that was done,"” that your
guestion is couched in a way seeningly to inply that that
was the sole reason that that district was drawn, and
that's -- that's not the case. | think -- | know you al
are tired of hearing me talk and explain that this is a
conpl ex process that involves lots of noving parts, lots
of variables in the equation, from population to
geographies, all those other reasons that go into what is
ultimately seen as a formed district that has a number on
it.

Q Sitting here today, do you renenber any reason
why the black voting age population in Senate District 17
wasn't used?

A No, except to say that anytinme you take any
district and ask why it | ooks the way it does for any

pur pose or for any data point you want, you -- | don't

mean you, Ssir, but anyone that wants to describe or
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di scuss it, you cannot do it in a vacuum w t hout

consi deration of and recognizing the districts that are
around it and why were the -- you know, the sinple
approach, why were the contiguous districts around it
formed the way they were and what were the drivers?
Because that naturally and inexplicably inpacts what the
district you are | ooking at wound up | ooking Iike.

Q But you don't renmenber anything specific about
Senate District 17 and why bl ack popul ati on had to be
reduced?

A No. When you -- when you said the question why
it had to be reduced, no, | don't renenber.

Q Let nme rephrase that.

A  Thank you.

Q Do you renmenber any reason, specific reason
sitting here today, why the black voting age popul ation
in Senate District 17 was reduced?

A No, other than 17 is a product of all those
around it, just like 18 is a product of all those around
it. 19 is a product of all those around it.

Q Do you know Senator Brian Strickland?

A Yes, sir, | do.

Q Did you ever speak to Senator Strickland about
his district?

A Probably so. And I'm-- 1'mthinking, because
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as | had testified earlier, | had offered to neet with

all 55 other senators, some of whomtook nme up on it.

| -- 1 think M. Strickland and | did neet, yes, sir.
Q Did he request any change to his district?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: |'m going to object to that
guestion on the basis of l|legislative privilege. Senator
Strickland has not waived his privilege. The question
you are asking necessarily requires Senator Kennedy to do
so, and I will instruct himnot to answer.

Q BY MR DAVIS: OCkay. |I'mgoing to nove on. |
just have one nore question.

Are you aware of a history of voting-rel ated
di scrimnation in Georgia?

A | think I would say yes. You nean just from a
macro historical perspective?

Q VYes, let me clarify. Are you aware of a
hi story of voting-related discrimnation in Georgia
agai nst bl ack voters?

A Yes.

Q \What about Hispanic voters?

A | don't consider nyself an expert in history,
and this is not ny area, so, you know, | think I'll say
yes to the -- to black voters. | can't give you any

details really beyond that.

Q Actually, just to go back to -- to the Senate
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District 17 for -- for one second. Your -- your district
is Senate District 18, right? 1Is that right?

A Correct.

Q Are you aware of whether any black voting age
popul ation or black voters were noved from Senate
District 17 into Senate District 18, your district?

A  I'mpretty sure that didn't happen because his
district is north of mne, and the northern boundaries of
my district were largely unchanged. So I think -- if I'm
under st andi ng your question, | think the answer would
have to be no.

Q Okay. And then sorry for junping around.

A That's okay.

Q Just going back to the history for a second.

A Okay.

Q | just have a few nobre questions.

Can you think of any instances of
voting-related discrimnation in Georgia in the |ast 20
years?

A I"mtrying to think of things of which |I have
become aware through readi ng or what have you, and |
don't know that I'mrecalling any.

Q Have you personally w tnessed any
voting-related discrimnation?

A No.
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Q In the last 20 years?

A No.

MR. DAVIS: Okay. | think I'mgoing to pass
the witness. | don't know if we have any tinme |eft, but
if we do, I will pass the w tness.

Thank you for your tine. | knowit's been a
| ong day.

THE W TNESS: Yeah. Thank you, M. Davis.

MR. DAVIS: Sorry you had to see ne at the end.

THE W TNESS: Yes, sir.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Hi. Can we -- can you tell
me how nmuch time is left?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: You have about two m nutes to

go.
MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Okay. G eat .

EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. RUTAHI NDURWA:
Q Hi, Senator. M nane is Makeba. | represent
the Grant and Pendergrass plaintiffs. | just have a

coupl e of questions because | only have two m nutes.

A Okay.

Q In your experience as a senator, do the views
of menbers of the Denpcratic party in Georgia generally

defer fromthe views of the Republican party in Georgia?
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A Do they generally defer?

Q Yes.

A You nean are they different? |Is that -- is
t hat what you are asking?

Q Correct. Are the views of the Republican party
generally different than that of the Denocratic party?

A It depends on the issue or --

Q Okay. How about when it cones to renoving
Conf ederate nmonunents from public spaces?

A Yes, | think they're -- they're -- | think
there's a whol e spectrum of opinion on those issues,
probably across the whole spectrum of all people, al
senators that serve.

Q And you voted for Senate Bill 377, right?

A I'msorry, which one was that?

Q It's called, "Prevent the Use of Curricula or
Trai ning Prograns Which Act Upon, Pronpte or Encourage
Certain Concepts with Exceptions."”

Does that fam liarize yourself with Senate Bil

3777
A \What -- what year was that, m' anf
Q It was in the last session, 2021.
A 21 or '227?
Q O 2022, sorry.
A OCkay. Al right. And give ne the title again.
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And |'m sorry, after being here a while, the SB nunbers

run together

Q It's okay, and I think I'mrushing because |
know - -

A Sure.

Q -- we don't have nuch tine.

A Ckay.

Q But the title starts with, "To Prevent the Use
of Curricula or Training Progranms Wi ch Act Upon, Pronote
or Encourage Certain Concepts with Exceptions.” And it's
related to education and certain topics of education that
were to be prevented in being taught in schools.

A Ckay. If it's -- if it's the legislation that
| am-- | think you are referring to, yes, | voted for
t hat .

Q Okay. And --

MR. JAUGSTETTER: |I'mgoing to -- I'"mgoing to
intervene. | think our time is up. W have been here
| ong enough today.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Can | please just finish ny
| ast |ine of questioning? It pertains exactly to that
previ ous statenent.

MR, JAUGSTETTER: No, ma'am We're gonna -- we
are going to go ahead and end today.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: Okay. Thank you so much for
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your tine.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Thank you

M5. M TCHELL: Hi. Sorry. Cassandra Mtchel
here for the Al pha Phi Al pha plaintiffs. W just want to
go on the record as saying we reserve the right to seek
time that was provided for by our subpoena. W can
followup with that later if need be.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: Under st and.

MS. RUTAHI NDURWA: | am going to go ahead and
take the wi se wisdom of Cassie Mtchell there and al so
reserve the tine on behalf of the Grant and Pendergrass
plaintiffs and seek that fromthe court if need be.

MR. JAUGSTETTER: | understand. We'Ill be --
we'll be objecting to sane.

THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 6:33 p.m This
| eaves the deposition open. W are now going off the
record.

THE COURT REPORTER: Does anybody need a rough

draft of the transcript?

MR. JAUGSTETTER: | will take one.
MR. GENBERG. | will go ahead and take one.
MS. HSU: | would also |like to order a

transcri pt.
>>>

>>>
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MR. TYSON: | would also |like to order

transcript.

(The deposition concluded at

6:33 p.m)
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The followi ng reporter and firm disclosures
were presented at this proceeding for review by counsel

REPORTER DI SCLOSURES

The follow ng representations and discl osures
are made in conpliance with Georgia Law,
more specifically:
Article 10(B) of the Rules and Regul ati ons of the Board
of Court Reporting (disclosure fornms)
OCGA 9-11-28(c) (disqualification of reporter for
financial interest)
OCGA 15-14-37(a) and (b) (prohibitions against contracts
except on a case-by-case basis).
- | ama certified reporter in the State of Georgia.
- | am a subcontractor for Veritext Legal Solutions.
- | have been assigned to nake a conplete and accurate
record of these proceedings.
- 1 have no relationship of interest in the matter on
which | am about to report which would disqualify me from
maki ng a verbati mrecord or maintaining ny obligation of
inmpartiality in conpliance with the Code of Professiona
Et hi cs.
- | 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 provide
reporting services by the noticing or taking attorney in
this matter.
- There is no agreenent in place that is prohibited by
OCG 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 col l oqui es, questions, and answers as submitted by
the certified court reporter.
- Exhibits: No changes will be nade to the exhibits as
subm tted by the reporter, attorneys, or wtnesses.
- Password-Protected Access: Transcripts and exhibits
relating to this proceeding will be uploaded to a
passwor d- protected repository, to which all ordering
parties will have access.
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CERTI FI CATE

STATE OF GEORG A )
) SS:
COUNTY OF DEKALB )

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing transcri pt
was taken before nme; that | was then and there a
Regi st ered Professional Reporter and Regi stered Merit
Reporter, License No. 6595-1471-3597-5424 for the State
of Georgia, and License No. 14315 in the State of
California; that the witness before testifying was duly
sworn by nme to testify to the whole truth; that the
guestions propounded by counsel and the answers of the
w tness thereto were taken down by nme in shorthand and
thereafter transcribed under ny direction; and that the
foregoing pages contain a full, true, and accurate
transcript of all deposition testinony and proceedi ngs
had, all done to the best of ny skill and ability.

| FURTHER CERTIFY that | amin no way related
to, nor enployed by any of the parties hereto, nor am|
in any way interested in the outcone.

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

Not hing in the arrangenents nade for this
proceedi ng i npacts ny absolute comnmtnent to serve all
parties as an inpartial officer of the court.

DATED at Dunwoody, CGeorgia, this 2nd day of
February, 2023.

MARCELLA L. DAUGHTRY, RPR, RMR
GA License No. 6595-1471-3597-5424
CA CSR 14315
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To: Patrick D. Jaugstetter, Esg.

Re: Signature of Deponent JOHN F. KENNEDY

Date Errata due back to our offices: 30 days

Gr eetings:

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 notari zed,
please mail it to the offices of Veritext (below).

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

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

Pl ease send conpleted Errata to:
Veritext Production Facility
20 Mansell Court, Suite 300

Roswel |, Georgia 30076
(770) 343-9696
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ERRATA for Assignnment #5667914
|, the undersigned, do hereby certify that | have read
the transcript of nmy testinony, and that

There are no changes not ed.

The foll owi ng changes are not ed:
Pursuant to Rule 30(7)(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure and/or OCGA 9-11-30(e), any changes in form or
substance which you desire to make to your testinony
shall be entered upon the deposition with a statenment of
the reasons given for making them To assist you in
effecting corrections, please use the formbelow If

addi ti onal pages are necessary, please furnish sane and

attach.
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
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Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason
Page Li ne Change
Reason

DEPONENT' S SI GNATURE
Sworn to and subscri bed before ne, this

, 20

Notary Public

My conmm ssion expires:

day of
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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, if 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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Costa Mesa

611 Anton Blvd.

Suite 500

Costa Mesa, CA 92626
P 949.955.3855

Los Angeles

707 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 3500

Los Angeles, CA 90017
P 866.299.5127

Las Vegas

2250 S. Rancho Drive
Suite 195

Las Vegas, NV 89102
P 702.360.3206

Sacramento

One Capitol Mall

Suite 240

Sacramento, CA 95814
P 916.379.5553

San Diego

550 West C Street
Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101
P 619.231.0403

San Francisco

101 Montgomery

Suite 450

San Francisco, CA 94104
P 415.274.9977

San Jose

1292 Lincoln Avenue
San Jose, CA 95125
P 408.279.8590

Van Nuys

14520 Sylvan Street
Van Nuys, CA 91411
P 818.988.1900

February 7, 2023

Re: Deposition of 30(b)(6) Senate Redistricting and Reapportionment
Committee John Kennedy, taken on January 20, 2023

Case: Ga St. Conf. Of NAACP, Et Al. vs. State Of Georgia, Et Al

Dear Mr. Genberg:

Attached is the electronic original transcript of the above mentioned deposition.
The original is being held at Veritext for safekeeping until further notice.

Should you need any assistance with this matter, please contact our office via
phone or email: calendar-ca@veritext.com.

Sincerely,
The Veritext Team

Encl.

cc: All Counsel

www.veritext.com


mailto:calendar-ca@veritext.com
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AO 88A (Rev. 12/20) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 1:21-CV-5338-ELB-SCJ-SDG

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

I received this subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

on (date)

1 I served the subpoena by delivering a copy to the named individual as follows:

on (date) s or

1 I returned the subpoena unexecuted because:

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also
tendered to the witness the fees for one day’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

S

My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server's signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc.:
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AO 88A (Rev. 12/20) Subpoena to Testify at a Deposition in a Civil Action (Page 3)

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), (e), and (g) (Effective 12/1/13)

(c) Place of Compliance.

(1) For a Trial, Hearing, or Deposition. A subpoena may command a
person to attend a trial, hearing, or deposition only as follows:
(A) within 100 miles of where the person resides, is employed, or
regularly transacts business in person; or
(B) within the state where the person resides, is employed, or regularly
transacts business in person, if the person
(i) is a party or a party’s officer; or
(ii) is commanded to attend a trial and would not incur substantial
expense.

(2) For Other Discovery. A subpoena may command:

(A) production of documents, electronically stored information, or
tangible things at a place within 100 miles of where the person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person; and

(B) inspection of premises at the premises to be inspected.

(d) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena; Enforcement.

(1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or attorney
responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take reasonable steps
to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a person subject to the
subpoena. The court for the district where compliance is required must
enforce this duty and impose an appropriate sanction—which may include
lost earnings and reasonable attorney's fees—on a party or attorney who
fails to comply.

(2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.

(A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce
documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or to
permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the place of
production or inspection unless also commanded to appear for a deposition,
hearing, or trial.

(B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or tangible
things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or attorney designated
in the subpoena a written objection to inspecting, copying, testing, or
sampling any or all of the materials or to inspecting the premises—or to
producing electronically stored information in the form or forms requested.
The objection must be served before the earlier of the time specified for
compliance or 14 days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made,
the following rules apply:

(i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving party
may move the court for the district where compliance 1s required for an
order compelling production or inspection.

(ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order. and the
order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer from
significant expense resulting from compliance.

(3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.

(A) When Required. On timely motion, the court for the district where
compliance is required must quash or modify a subpoena that:

(i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;

(i) requires a person to comply beyond the geographical limits
specified in Rule 45(c);

(iiii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter. if no
exception or waiver applies; or

(iv) subjects a person to undue burden.

(B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affected by a

subpoena, the court for the district where compliance is required may, on
motion, quash or modify the subpoena if it requires:

(i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research, development,
or commercial information; or

(i) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that does
not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from the expert’s
study that was not requested by a party.

(C) Specifving Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(d)(3)(B). the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under specified
conditions if the serving party:

(i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that cannot be
otherwise met without undue hardship; and
(i) ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably compensated.

(e) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.

(1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information. These
procedures apply to producing documents or electronically stored
information:

(A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents
must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary course of business or
must organize and label them to correspond to the categories in the demand.

(B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not Specified.
If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing electronically stored
information, the person responding must produce it in a form or forms in
which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms.

(C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One Form. The
person responding need not produce the same electronically stored
information in more than one form.

(D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need not provide discovery of electronically stored information
from sources that the person identifies as not reasonably accessible because
of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel discovery or for a protective
order, the person responding must show that the information is not
reasonably accessible because of undue burden or cost. If that showing is
made, the court may nonetheless order discovery from such sources if the
requesting party shows good cause, considering the limitations of Rule
26(b)(2)(C). The court may specify conditions for the discovery.

(2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.

(A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed information
under a claim that it 1s privileged or subject to protection as trial-preparation
material must:

(i) expressly make the claim; and

(ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents, communications, or
tangible things in a manner that, without revealing information itself
privileged or protected, will enable the parties to assess the claim.

(B) Information Produced. 1f information produced in response to a
subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as
trial-preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any party
that received the information of the claim and the basis for it. After being
notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or destroy the specified
information and any copies it has; must not use or disclose the information
until the claim is resolved; must take reasonable steps to retrieve the
information if the party disclosed it before being notified; and may promptly
present the information under seal to the court for the district where
compliance is required for a determination of the claim. The person who
produced the information must preserve the information until the claim is
resolved.

(g) Contempt.

The court for the district where compliance is required—and also, after a
motion is transferred, the issuing court—may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena or an order related to it.

For access to subpoena materials. see Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a) Committee Note (2013).
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ATTACHMENT A

DEFINITIONS

Unless otherwise defined, all words and phrases shall be accorded their usual
meaning and shall be interpreted in their common, ordinary sense. As used in these
Requests, the words below shall be defined as follows:

1. The term “COMMUNICATION(S)” should be interpreted in its
broadest sense to include without limitation all oral or written communications,
including any writings, texts, emails, voicemails or other electronically stored
information as that term is defined by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 34(a).

2. The term “DOCUMENT(S)” should be interpreted in its broadest sense
to include without limitation any written, printed, typed, recorded, or graphic matter,
however produced, reproduced, or stored, including the originals and all
nonidentical copies, whether different from the originals by reason of any notations
made on such copies or otherwise, or other electronically stored information as
defined by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

3. The term “ALTERNATIVE” means and refers to any maps, other than
the corresponding CONGRESSIONAL MAP, HOUSE MAP, or SENATE MAP
considered by you, including drafts and different options for each corresponding

map.

DCACTIVE-66560423.1
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4. The term “CONGRESSIONAL MAP” means and refers to the Georgia
Congressional map passed by the Georgia General Assembly and signed into law by
Governor Kemp, with bill number SB 2EX.

5. The term “HOUSE MAP” means and refers to the Georgia State House
of Representatives map passed by the Georgia General Assembly and signed into
law by Governor Kemp, with bill number HB 1EX.

6. The term “SENATE MAP” means and refers to the Georgia State
Senate map passed by the Georgia General Assembly and signed into law by
Governor Kemp, with bill number SB 1EX.

4 The relevant time period for each of the requests is from November 1,

2016, to the present unless otherwise noted.

DCACTIVE-66560423.1
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DEPOSITION ToOPICS

1; The development and creation of the CONGRESSIONAL MAP,
including all factors considered when developing and creating the
CONGRESSIONAL MAP, all persons who made requests relating to the
CONGRESSIONAL MAP, and all persons that provided directions, data, statistics,
feedback, map drawing expertise, or other input relating to the CONGRESSIONAL
MAP.

2 The development and creation of the SENATE MAP, including all
factors considered when developing and creating the SENATE MAP, all persons
who made requests relating to the SENATE MAP, and all persons that provided
directions, data, statistics, feedback, map drawing expertise, or other input relating
to the SENATE MAP.

3. The development and creation of any ALTERNATIVE maps, including
all factors considered when developing any ALTERNATIVE maps, all persons who
made requests relating to any ALTERNATIVE maps, and all persons that provided
directions, data, statistics, feedback, map drawing expertise, or other input relating
to any ALTERNATIVE maps.

4. The DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS relating to the

CONGRESSIONAL MAP, SENATE MAP and any ALTERNATIVE maps.

DCACTIVE-66560423.1
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5. Any money spent or received in relation to the CONGRESSIONAL
MAP, SENATE MAP, and any ALTERNATIVE maps.

6. The redistricting Town Halls that occurred between January 1, 2021,
and November 3, 2021.

7. The November 3, 2021, special redistricting session of the Georgia
General Assembly.

8. Activities taken by the Legislative and Congressional Reapportionment
Office and/or its members and their staff, relating to the CONGRESSIONAL MAP,
HOUSE MAP, or SENATE MAP.

9. Activities taken by the House Legislative and Congressional
Reapportionment Committee and/or its members and their staff, relating to the

CONGRESSIONAL MAP or HOUSE MAP.

DCACTIVE-66560423.1
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Lt. Governor Geoff Duncan and
Chairman John F. Kennedy Release
Senate Draft of Georgia
Congressional Map

SEPTEMBER 27, 2021

ATLANTA (September 27, 2021) | Today, Lt. Governor Geoff Duncan and Senator
John F. Kennedy, Chairman of the Senate Redistricting and Reapportionment
Committee, released a proposed draft of the Georgia Congressional Districts. The
proposed maps, thoughtfully drawn in accordance with longstanding principles of

redistricting, are being provided to the public for further review and discussion.

In 2011, Georgia’s redistricting maps were approved by the Obama Justice
Department — avoiding the issues that occurred in 2001, which resulted in
Georgia’s legislative redistricting maps being declared unconstitutional. As the
legislature begins the process of redistricting, the Senate is committed to
continuing the practice of transparency and fairness. In an effort to provide both,

the proposed map is being released as soon as practicable.

“It is clear that this map not only meets principles of redistricting, but we are proud
to present a map that regardless of political party, Georgians can be proud of,” said
Lt. Governor Geoff Duncan. “Ensuring that any maps we produce are fair, compact,
and keep communities of interest together, will continue to be of upmost

importance.”

“Even given the delay of official Census numbers, the Senate Redistricting

Committee has diligently worked to ensure that we hear from citizens across all

https://ltgov.georgia.gov/press-releases/2021-09-27/It-governor-geoff-duncan-and-chairman-john-f-kennedy-release-senate-draft 1/2
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regions of the state,” said Chairman John F. Kennedy. “Looking at this map, it is

obvious that Georgians have been heard, and will continue to be heard.”

#H##

Contact Director of Communications

Emma Johnson

Related Files

Draft Congressional Districts (/sites/ltgov.georgia.gov/files/2021-
09/DRAFT%20Congressional%20Districts.jpg) (323.75 KB)

Draft Congressional Districts

https://ltgov.georgia.gov/press-releases/2021-09-27/It-governor-geoff-duncan-and-chairman-john-f-kennedy-release-senate-draft 2/2
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User: S018
Plan Name: cong-s18-p1
Plan Type: Congress

Population Summary

Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:48 AM

Summary Statistics:

Population Range: 765,135 to 765,138

Ratio Range: 0.00

Absolute Range: -1to2

Absolute Overall Range: 3

Relative Range: 0.00% to 0.00%

Relative Overall Range: 0.00%

Absolute Mean Deviation: 0.86

Relative Mean Deviation: 0.00%

Standard Deviation: 1.03

District Population Deviation % Devn. [18+_Pop] [% 18+_Pop] [% NH_Wht] [% NH_BIK] [% Hispanic [% NH_Asn] [% NH_Ind] [% NH_Hwn] [% NH_Oth]  [% NH_2+
Origin] Races]

001 765,138 2 0.00% 589,477 77.04% 57.36% 27.69% 7.86% 2.19% 0.24% 0.16% 0.44% 4.07%

002 765,135 -1 0.00% 589,333 77.02% 41.68% 47.12% 5.9% 1.5% 0.2% 0.11% 0.35% 3.15%

003 765,135 -1 0.00% 583,333 76.24% 58.57% 27.89% 6.79% 2.1% 0.21% 0.04% 0.52% 3.89%

004 765,135 -1 0.00% 587,972 76.85% 25.85% 52.51% 11.52% 5.88% 0.16% 0.04% 0.64% 34%

005 765,137 1 0.00% 621,562 81.24% 32.66% 52.8% 6.5% 3.85% 0.16% 0.04% 0.53% 347%

006 765,136 0 0.00% 575,220 75.18% 60.96% 8.97% 10.26% 14.83% 0.14% 0.03% 0.69% 4.12%

007 765,135 -1 0.00% 567,113 74.12% 29.31% 29.42% 25.07% 11.87% 0.16% 0.04% 0.69% 3.43%

008 765,136 0 0.00% 583,009 76.2% 57.3% 30.05% 7.4% 1.52% 0.2% 0.04% 0.31% 3.18%

009 765,136 0 0.00% 595,476 77.83% 68.18% 7.45% 14.11% 6.06% 0.21% 0.03% 0.38% 3.58%

010 765,137 1 0.00% 591,955 7737% 65.41% 20.66% 737% 2.33% 0.18% 0.03% 0.51% 3.51%

011 765,136 0 0.00% 594,934 77.76% 60.24% 16.93% 13.26% 3.96% 0.18% 0.04% 0.87% 4.53%

012 765,138 2 0.00% 586,770 76.69% 52.49% 35.68% 5.65% 1.83% 0.22% 0.11% 0.37% 3.65%

013 765,137 1 0.00% 574,626 75.1% 17.83% 61.68% 13.2% 3.24% 0.18% 0.04% 0.67% 3.15%

014 765,137 1 0.00% 579,494 75.74% 72.97% 9.58% 11.94% 1.02% 0.22% 0.04% 0.37% 3.85%

Total: 10,711,908

Ideal District: 765,136

Ma e Page 10f 1
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User: S018
Plan Name: cong-s18-p1
Plan Type: Congress

Population Summary

Tuesday, September 28, 2021 8:49 AM

Summary Statistics:

Population Range: 765,135 to 765,138

Ratio Range: 0.00

Absolute Range: -1to2

Absolute Overall Range: 3

Relative Range: 0.00% to 0.00%

Relative Overall Range: 0.00%

Absolute Mean Deviation: 0.86

Relative Mean Deviation: 0.00%

Standard Deviation: 1.03

District Population Deviation % Devn. [18+_Pop] [% 18+ _Pop] [% NH18+ [% NH18+ [% H18+ [% NH18+ [% NH18+ [% NH18+ [% NH18+ [% NH18+_2
_Wht] _BIK] _Pop] _Asn] _Ind] _Hwn] _Oth] + Races]

001 765,138 2 0.00% 589,477 77.04% 60.22% 26.57% 6.86% 2.36% 0.26% 0.15% 0.37% 3.22%

002 765,135 -1 0.00% 589,333 77.02% 44.42% 45.77% 5.08% 1.56% 0.22% 0.1% 0.29% 2.57%

003 765,135 -1 0.00% 583,333 76.24% 61.37% 26.97% 5.78% 2.11% 0.22% 0.04% 0.42% 3.1%

004 765,135 -1 0.00% 587,972 76.85% 28.24% 52.19% 10.02% 5.82% 0.16% 0.04% 0.58% 2.96%

005 765,137 1 0.00% 621,562 81.24% 34.84% 51.18% 5.97% 427% 0.16% 0.04% 0.48% 3.05%

006 765,136 0 0.00% 575,220 75.18% 63.79% 9.11% 9.15% 13.82% 0.13% 0.04% 0.62% 3.35%

007 765,135 -1 0.00% 567,113 74.12% 32.6% 28.65% 22.49% 12.65% 0.16% 0.04% 0.59% 2.82%

008 765,136 0 0.00% 583,009 76.2% 59.93% 29.17% 6.3% 1.58% 0.21% 0.04% 0.24% 2.53%

009 765,136 0 0.00% 595,476 77.83% 71.64% 7.16% 11.67% 6% 0.22% 0.03% 0.31% 2.96%

010 765,137 1 0.00% 591,955 77.37% 67.84% 20.06% 6.22% 2.35% 0.19% 0.03% 0.44% 2.87%

011 765,136 0 0.00% 594,934 77.76% 62.95% 16.79% 11.46% 4.04% 0.18% 0.04% 0.79% 3.74%

012 765,138 2 0.00% 586,770 76.69% 55.01% 34.63% 4.89% 1.95% 0.22% 0.1% 0.3% 2.89%

013 765,137 1 0.00% 574,626 75.1% 20.54% 61.07% 11.35% 3.46% 0.19% 0.04% 0.61% 2.73%

014 765,137 1 0.00% 579,494 75.74% 75.96% 9.3% 9.92% 1.05% 0.24% 0.04% 0.29% 321%

Total: 10,711,908

Ideal District: 765,136

Ma e Page 10f 1
Redstricling.
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Client: 5018
Plan: Congress-prop1-2021

Proposed Joint Congressional Districts of Georgia SpSaged

Mnes
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Client: 5018
Plan: Congress-prop1-2021

Proposed Joint Congressional Districts of Georgia SpSaged
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Client: 5018
Plan: Congress-prop1-2021

Proposed Joint Congressional Districts of Georgia SpSaged
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User: SO18
Plan Name: Congress-prop1-2021
Plan Type: Congress

Population Summary

Summary Statistics:

Population Range: 765,135 to 765,137

Ratio Range: 0.00

Absolute Range: -1to 1

Absolute Overall Range: 2

Relative Range: 0.00% to 0.00%

Relative Overall Range: 0.00%

Absolute Mean Deviation: 0.71

Relative Mean Deviation: 0.00%

Standard Deviation: 0.80

District Population Deviation % Devn. [18+_Pop] [% 18+_Pop] [% NH_Wht] [% NH_Blk] [% Hispanic [% NH_Asn] [% NH_Ind] [% NH_Hwn] [% NH_Oth] [% NH_2+
Origin] Races]

001 765,137 1 0.00% 589,266 77.01% 57.59% 27.54% 7.75% 2.19% 0.24% 0.16% 0.44% 41%

002 765,137 1 0.00% 587,555 76.79% 39.94% 49.03% 5.95% 1.34% 0.21% 0.1% 0.34% 3.09%

003 765,136 0 0.00% 586,319 76.63% 64.37% 22.61% 6.31% 2.09% 0.21% 0.04% 0.47% 3.91%

004 765,135 -1 0.00% 589,470 77.04% 25.82% 52.19% 11.63% 6.13% 0.16% 0.04% 0.65% 3.39%

005 765,137 1 0.00% 621,515 81.23% 35.79% 48.53% 7.38% 4.09% 0.16% 0.04% 0.52% 3.49%

006 765,136 0 0.00% 574,797 75.12% 63.7% 8.58% 10.23% 12.4% 0.16% 0.04% 0.69% 4.21%

007 765,137 1 0.00% 566,934 74.1% 29.52% 28.11% 23.77% 14.26% 0.16% 0.04% 0.69% 3.45%

008 765,136 0 0.00% 585,857 76.57% 57.91% 29.72% 7.17% 1.56% 0.19% 0.05% 0.31% 3.09%

009 765,137 1 0.00% 592,520 77.44% 64.7% 9.72% 15.39% 5.95% 0.2% 0.04% 0.42% 3.59%

010 765,135 -1 0.00% 588,874 76.96% 63.58% 22.12% 7.66% 2.26% 0.17% 0.04% 0.53% 3.63%

011 765,137 1 0.00% 595,201 77.79% 61.33% 16.33% 13.04% 3.76% 0.19% 0.04% 0.82% 4.49%

012 765,136 0 0.00% 588,119 76.86% 52.13% 36.12% 5.63% 1.83% 0.21% 0.11% 0.36% 3.61%

013 765,137 1 0.00% 574,789 75.12% 16.35% 64.26% 12.23% 3.17% 0.18% 0.05% 0.66% 3.1%

014 765,135 -1 0.00% 579,058 75.68% 68.07% 13.58% 12.69% 1.14% 0.22% 0.05% 0.4% 3.85%

Total: 10,711,908

Ideal District: 765,136

Ma e Page 1of 1
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User: SO18
Plan Name: Congress-prop1-2021
Plan Type: Congress

Population Summary

Summary Statistics:

Population Range: 765,135 to 765,137

Ratio Range: 0.00

Absolute Range: -1to 1

Absolute Overall Range: 2

Relative Range: 0.00% to 0.00%

Relative Overall Range: 0.00%

Absolute Mean Deviation: 0.71

Relative Mean Deviation: 0.00%

Standard Deviation: 0.80

District Population Deviation % Devn. [18+_Pop] [% 18+_Pop] [% [% [% [% [% [% [% [%
NH18+_Wht] NH18+_Blk] H18+_Pop] NH18+_Asn] NH18+_Ind] NH18+_Hwn NH18+_Oth] NH18+_2+

] Races]

001 765,137 1 0.00% 589,266 77.01% 60.41% 26.44% 6.78% 2.36% 0.26% 0.14% 0.37% 3.24%

002 765,137 1 0.00% 587,555 76.79% 42.73% 47.62% 5.12% 1.41% 0.23% 0.09% 0.28% 2.53%

003 765,136 0 0.00% 586,319 76.63% 66.83% 22% 5.33% 2.08% 0.22% 0.04% 0.38% 3.11%

004 765,135 -1 0.00% 589,470 77.04% 28.25% 51.79% 10.12% 6.09% 0.16% 0.04% 0.58% 2.96%

005 765,137 1 0.00% 621,515 81.23% 37.92% 47.14% 6.67% 4.53% 0.16% 0.04% 0.48% 3.07%

006 765,136 0 0.00% 574,797 75.12% 66.63% 8.61% 9.11% 11.44% 0.14% 0.04% 0.63% 3.41%

007 765,137 1 0.00% 566,934 74.1% 32.78% 27.35% 21.27% 14.97% 0.16% 0.04% 0.59% 2.85%

008 765,136 0 0.00% 585,857 76.57% 60.52% 28.84% 6.1% 1.6% 0.2% 0.05% 0.25% 2.43%

009 765,137 1 0.00% 592,520 77.44% 68.29% 9.37% 12.89% 5.94% 0.21% 0.03% 0.34% 2.92%

010 765,135 -1 0.00% 588,874 76.96% 66.2% 21.34% 6.51% 2.3% 0.19% 0.03% 0.46% 2.98%

011 765,137 1 0.00% 595,201 77.79% 63.99% 16.25% 11.22% 3.82% 0.2% 0.04% 0.75% 3.73%

012 765,136 0 0.00% 588,119 76.86% 54.65% 35.06% 4.87% 1.95% 0.22% 0.1% 0.3% 2.86%

013 765,137 1 0.00% 574,789 75.12% 18.82% 63.75% 10.52% 3.38% 0.19% 0.05% 0.61% 2.68%

014 765,135 -1 0.00% 579,058 75.68% 71.33% 13.14% 10.58% 1.17% 0.23% 0.04% 0.32% 3.2%

Total: 10,711,908

Ideal District: 765,136

Ma e Page 1of 1
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Prior Congressional District 6 Boundaries

Dawson GA
Forsyth GA
Cherokee GA
Gwinnett GA
Cobb GA
DeKalb GA
Fulton GA Legend

County
[ Prior CD 6 Boundaries

©2021 CALIPER

S.B. 2EX Congressional District 6 Boundaries
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Prior Congressional District 13 Boundaries S.B. 2EX Congressional District 13 Boundaries

Cobb GA

Legend
County
[ Prior CD 13 Boundaries

-

Douglas GA

:

Fulton GA

Clayton GA

e

Henry GA
Fayette GA
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Prior Congressional District 14 Boundaries S.B. 2EX Congressional District 14 Boundaries

Dade GA
Catoosa GA

Whitfield GA Murray GA

Walker GA

Chattooga GA Gordon GA
Pickens GA

Legend
County
[ Prior CD 14 Boundaries

Floyd GA

Polk GA

Cobb GA
Paulding GA

Haralson GA
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JUNE 16, 2021 BY BETSY THEROUX

House and Senate Reapportionment Committees to
Hold Statewide Town Hall Hearings

ATLANTA - The House Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment Committee, chaired by
State Representative Bonnie Rich (R-Suwanee), and the Senate Reapportionment and
Redistricting Committee, chaired by State Senator John F. Kennedy (R-Macon), will hold a
series of joint town hall hearings across the state of Georgia. Additional details regarding the
public comment hearing locations will be forthcoming; the hearing schedule is as follows:

e Monday, June 28, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Atlanta;

e Tuesday, June 29, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Cumming;

e Wednesday, June 30, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Dalton;

e Tuesday, July 6, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Athens;

» Wednesday,July-7,2021,from5—7 p-m-in-Augusta; (RESCHEDULED)

e Monday, July 26, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Brunswick;

e Tuesday, July 27, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Albany;

* Wednesday, July 28, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Columbus;

e Thursday, July 29, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Macon;

 Friday, July 30, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. via virtual participation only;

» Wednesday, August 11, 2021, from 5 — 7 p.m. in Augusta (Martinez);
----- A6 il p-m-in-Augusta(Martinez)-(RESCHEDULED to an earlier

date — Aug. 11)

During these town hall-style hearings, members of the committees will hear and receive
input from residents regarding the state’s redistricting process. These public hearings will be
livestreamed and archived at www.legis.ga.gov.

#HH

= BONNIE RICH

# HOUSE LEGISLATIVE & CONGRESSIONAL REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE, STATE
REPRESENTATIVE BONNIE RICH

https://house-press.com/house-and-senate-reapportionment-committees-to-hold-statewide-town-hall-hearings/ 1/2
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i

Sen. John F. Kennedy serves as Chairman of the Senate Committee on Reapportionment and Redistricting, as
well as Majority Caucus Chairman. He represents the 18" Senate District which includes Upson, Monroe,
Peach, Crawford, and portions of Bibb and Houston Counties. He may be reached at 404.656.0045 or by

email at john.kenhedv@senate. ga.gov

LEGIS00002664
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