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the second, third, fourth and fifth Arlington Heights
factors; right?

A, Yes.

Q And you're also opining about Senate
Factor 6; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q And you're not offering opinions on any
ot her Arlington Heights factors except for the
second, third, fourth and fifth ones; right?

A. That's correct. Insofar as to ne the way
that | read Arlington Heights, the first factor asks
whether it is just plainly obvious that there is
discrimnatory intent. And if that is not the case,
the Court sort of directs you to the remaining
factors. And so for nme, you don't see in nodern
times an inquiry on Factor 1.

Q And so did you conduct an anal ysis of
Factor 1 before noving to the other Arlington Heights
factors you anal yzed?

A. | would say to ne | ooking at the evidence,
it required an inquiry into the other factors.

Q So in your view, the first Arlington Heights
factor of obvious discrimnatory intent wasn't
present and that's what |led you to | ook at the other

factors?
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A. In plain obvious terns, that is correct.

Q And so aside, | guess, fromthat limtation
on the first factor, the only factors from Arlington
Hei ghts you're offering any opinions about in this
report are the second, third, fourth and fifth
factors; right?

A. Correct.

Q And you're not offering an opinion on any
ot her Senate factor other than Senate Factor 6;
correct?

A. Yes, sir.

Q So let's ook at the top of page 6 of what
the plaintiff asked you to do here. And you were
asked to exam ne the drafting, passage and enact nent
of the Georgia General Assenbly's new congressional
State House and State Senate redistricting plans.

That was ki nd of piece nunber one; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And that analysis and evaluation didn't | ook
at boundaries, political inpact or racial make-up
after those plans; right?

A. Not in the way that a political scientist
woul d.

Q Was there any way that you | ooked at
boundari es, political inpact, racial make-up of the

Veritext Lega Solutions
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districts thensel ves as part of your anal ysis?

A. Not in ternms of a nunmbers-crunching
analysis, if that's what you nean.

Q And you primarily reviewed the process by
whi ch those maps becane law. |s that fair to say?

A. Yes, sir.

Q So I'mlooking at paragraph four in this
section. You say: Insofar, as the Suprene Court
directed trial courts to use this framework --
referring to Arlington Heights framework -- in making
determ nations on discrimnatory intent, experts in
my understandi ng should also follow this guidance in
assisting courts to do the sane.

Where did you gain the understandi ng that
you're referencing in that paragraph?

A.  From Arlington Heights itself and from-- in
previ ous work on Arlington Heights framework reports.

Q In your previous work on Arlington Heights
framewor k reports, have you reached a concl usi on
about the intent of the legislature you were
anal yzing or did you reach an opinion simlar to that
here that just evidence would support an intent
findi ng?

A. Simlar to this here.

Q In the next paragraph, you tal k about you're

800.808.4958
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consi der"?
A. | mean that this is anmong the things that

people at the tinme would have raised a red fl ag
about, that it is potentially packing those
districts.

Q And so it's your belief that raising
districts above 50 percent, black voter registrati
I s packing or can be?

A. It depends --

MR, DAVIS: Objection to the extent that
calls for a I egal conclusion, but you may
answer .

THE WTNESS: It depends. | don't
mysel f performracially polarized voting
anal yses. But if one were to do that, you
woul d then determ ne what would be a viable
nunber for mnority candidates to elect a
candi date of their choice.

BY MR TYSON:
Q Now, you'd agree that in the 2011 cycle,

on,

t he

House, Senate and congressional plans were precleared

by the Departnment of Justice on the first attenpt;
right?
A.  They were.

Q And that was the first tinme since the Vot

I ng
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Ri ghts Act was passed in 1965 that all three of
Georgia's redistricting plans were approved on the
first attenpt; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And 2011 was also the first time Republicans
drew t he House, Senate and congressional plans for
Georgia; right?

A. | ndeed.

Q Mving over to page 39, you say: |In 2015,
after Shel by County versus Hol der ended the
precl earance requirenent and the General Assenbly
passed a redistricting plan -- and this was a
m d- decade redistricting involving the change in a
few districts; correct?

A. Correct.

Q And you're not saying Shel by County was
decided in 2015. You're saying the |lawsuit was filed
in 20157

A. That's correct.

Q And you'd agree that the 2015 litigation you
reference here never resulted in a court order
finding that those changes in the 2015 map to be
illegal; right?

A. Right. | believe that was voluntarily

di sm ssed.

800.808.4958
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Q And it was voluntarily dism ssed after
Denocrats won both of the chall enged seats?

A. Correct.

Q And are you aware that -- or are you aware
if there was ever any court order finding any of the
pl ans drawn by Republicans statewide in the 2011
cycle to be unlawful or unconstitutional?

A.  No.

Q So you're not aware or were there no such
orders?

A. There were no such orders that |I'm aware of.

Q Down on the bottom of page 40 you reference
a programfor then Secretary of State Brian Kenp
removing voters fromthe voter registration rolls;
right?

A.  Yes.

Q And you're aware that that system was upheld
in the Fair Fight Action litigation against both
constitutional and other |egal challenges; right?

A.  Yes.

Q You also reference Senate Bill 202.

Are you saying that Senate Bill 202 is
intentionally racially discrimnatory?
MR. DAVIS: Objection to the extent it

calls for a I egal conclusion, but you may

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A.  Yes, including Chairwoman Ri ch.
(Reporter asks for clarification.)
BY MR, TYSON:

Q And you're aware the speaker pro tem of the
Georgi a House is a Republican woman?

A.  Yes. Jones.

Q And you're aware that the chair of the
Public Service Conm ssion is a statew de el ected
Republ i can woman?

A.  Right.

Q You then reference Republicans in the
General Assenbly routinely invoked the Denocrats'
abuse of power in the 2001 redistricting cycle as an
excuse for their own potential abuse of power in the
current cycle.

Are you opining that the 2021 maps were an
abuse of power?

A. What | nean there is that when they are
confronted by nmenbers of the public at the town halls
at the public hearings, these people are expressing
their opinion that these sane sort of things are
occurring. And the response from | eadership very
often to those comments was, well, the Denocrats did
it in 2001.

Q And so is it your opinion that the 2021

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696



Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 142 8 Filed 03/27/23 Page 10 of 61

© 00 N oo o b~ wWw N P

(SR SR SR R N N o e e e i o
a A W N P O © 00 N OO 00~ W N ., O

Joseph Bagley , Ph.D. February 28, 2023

Georgia State Conference of The NAACP, eta.v.S

Page 64

redistricting maps in Georgia were an abuse of power
by Republican | egislatures?

A. | couldn't say that outright. No.

Q And you'd agree that in Georgia, race and
politics tends to be coextensive; right?

MR. DAVIS: Objection. You nay answer.

THE WTNESS: |'mnot sure | would say
"coextensive." Cbviously, as a historian, |
appreciate that they are deeply intertw ned
historically. So, yeah, 1...

BY MR, TYSON:

Q Do you believe it's possible to separate
racial goals frompolitical goals by elected
officials in Georgia?

A. Could you restate?

Q Yeah. Do you believe that it's possible to
determine if a legislator is notivated by
parti sanship or by racial goal s?

A It's difficult to get into the heart or the
m nd of anyone, particularly a specific |egislator.
And, again, as a historian, you appreciate that,
hi storically speaking, race and politics in a state
| i ke Georgia have a very long history.

In an inquiry like this, however, you

consider political notivations. You consider

800.808.4958
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Q And when you say the degree of racial

pol ari zati on has changed, you' d agree that racial

pol ari zati on has increased since the '90s in Georgi a;

right?
A. That's probably fair to say.
Q You'd agree that partisan polarization has
al so increased in Georgia since the 1990s?

A.  Right.

Q So let's nove next to the sequence of events

for the 2021 redistricting cycle.

And in the first bullet there, you say that:

The public was critical -- widely critical, I'm

sorry, of holding the neetings before the rel ease of

t he census data and the publication of the nmaps.
Do you know if any town hall neetings in

Georgia were held in the 2001 or 2011 redistricting

cycles after maps were published?

A. | don't believe so.

Q And so it wasn't unusual for CGeorgia to hold

town hall neetings prior to the publication of maps
based on prior redistricting cycles; right?

A. Based on prior redistricting cycles, yeah,
that's the way it was done before.

Q And you reference calls for a nore

transparent process.

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696




Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 142 8 Filed 03/27/23 Page 12 of 61

© 00 N oo o0 b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P PP PR
o A W N B O © 00 N O U b~ wWw N +—» O

Joseph Bagley , Ph.D. February 28, 2023
Georgia State Conference of The NAACP, eta.v.S

Page 69

What do you take a nore transparent process
to nean fromthose public coments?

A.  That was the nunber one concern. That was
voi ced by people over and over at the town halls and
at the, you know, publicly opened conmttee heari ngs.

And from what | understand people's concerns
to be was that not only is the process of actual map
draw ng occurring behind the scenes, as it were, but
that in their view, rushing through the process once
the actual maps in terns of the versions that were
actually enacted were put forward was a deliberate
attempt to truncate feedback on those.

And so those were anong the things that they
woul d be concerned about when they are saying that we
want a nore transparent process.

Q And the word "truncate" would, to ne,
necessarily inply a shorter tineline?

A. Right.

Q You next -- the next bullet at the top of
42, you reference that the Republican nenbers of the
commttee wanted nore of a dial ogue than a one-way
street of taking community comments at heari ngs;
right?

A.  Yes.

Q Do you know if the hearings that were held

Veritext Lega Solutions
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In 2001 and 2011 were also a one-way street of taking
community coment w thout dial ogue?

A.  They were.

Q So the 2021 cycle utilized the sanme process
for the town halls thenmselves, in terns of taking
testinony, as was used in 2001 and 2011; right?

A. Right. And so people continued to express
their frustration with that as before, yeah.

Q The next bullet references that the nenbers
of the public asking for hearings to be held in the
nost popul ous areas of the state where they should
have been. Do you see that?

A. | do.

Q And why should they have been held in the
nost popul ous areas of the state?

A. According to people who raised those
concerns, if you were really commtted to, as |
believe the commttee set forth in their press
rel eases and gui delines, hearing fromas many people
as possible, then it wuld stand to reason that you
woul d want to hold those hearings where they were the
nost accessible to the nost anount of people.

Q Did you review where prior redistricting
cycle public hearings were held across the state?

A.  Yes. Although, | couldn't recount to you

Veritext Lega Solutions
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to say you're reporting what people asked for instead
of offering your own opinions about the process?

A. | amreporting what people have said in
| arge part in this portion. Although, it's part of
perform ng nmy own opinion in the broader report.

And so when | see a chorus of views or a
view to nme that continues throughout this process
even after maps are published and that dovetails with
the other pieces of the report, then that rises to ne
to a level of significance.

Q So would it be fair to say that Section 5 of
your report, you' re not offering opinions, but you're
explaining the parts of the process that hel ped form
your opinions in the case?

A. That's fair.

Q  Next paragraph on 42, you reference the
public's concerns regarding the nature of the town
hal | hearings. And then as a hyphen, they're being
hel d before data and maps were published and the
I nput only format constitute procedural departures
from if not past practice, then certainly fromthe
mass of the public -- what the mass of the public
vi ewed as best practices and good governance; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And we discussed, since the town hall format

Veritext Lega Solutions
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was identical to the 2001 and 2011 hearings and th
timng before maps were introduced was the sane as
t he 2001 and 2011 hearings, you'd agree that the 2
heari ngs were consistent with past practice in

Georgia; right?

e

021

A. Yes. And that wasn't necessarily the public

com ng forth and saying, Why are you doing it

differently? It's saying, We still don't understand

why it's being done this way.

Q You also say that the commttee ignored t
vast majority of the input at that end of that
section; is that right?

A.  Yes.

Q And so what nethodol ogy did you use to
determ ne that the commttee ignored the vast

majority of the input fromthe public?

he

A.  None of that in ternms of what we see noving
forward in this process -- well, it does not appear
that their commentary was taken to heart in terns of

any actual changes to the process.
For example, multiple people said, This

turnaround after the maps have been published is f

ar,

far too short. G ve us two weeks. G ve us a week.

G ve us whatever anmpbunt of time to analyze these

pl ans, to offer feedback on the plans thensel ves,

on

Veritext Lega Solutions
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my review of the process, seens to not act upon the
maj or i ssues that were conveyed by way of that input.

Q The next sentence says using the 2001
process as an excuse for elenents of the current
process is both a procedural and substantive
depart ure.

Did | read that right?

A.  Yes.

Q So what do you nean by using the 2001
process as an excuse?

A. There were tinmes where -- well, there were
many, many times people repeatedly saying, Wiy can't
with we have nore tinme, particularly post-publication
of maps to anal yze these plans, review these pl ans,
provi de feedback on these pl ans.

And Chai rman Kennedy, in particul ar, but
others would say, Well, this is anal ogous to the way
the Denocrats did it in 2001, or at one point says,
Well, | look back and woul dn't you know it, there was
a vote held within three days, or whatever it may
have been.

And yet it -- there seens to be nothing that
woul d commit the commttee to, you know, fashion its
process in that way based upon that.

Q And so when you say in this sentence that

Veritext Lega Solutions
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using the 2001 process is both a procedural and
substantive departure, what do you nean by a
procedural and substantive departure?

A. So, substantively, there's, again, nothing
in the guidelines that would con- -- again, constrain
the commttee or the assenbly to strictly fashion its
behavi or based upon previous cycles, which is a
procedural issue, as well, of course.

Q But you'd agree that the 2001, 2011 and 2021
processes were all procedurally simlar; right?

A. In major elenents of the process, yes.

Q And were they substantively simlar across
those three cycles, as well?

A. Yes. So when | say substantively and
procedurally, it's not necessarily in conparison to
previ ous cycl es.

Q So a departure isn't a departure from
previ ous cycles; right?

A.  Not necessarily, right.

Q \What is it a departure fronf

A. It's a departure fromwhat the committee
itself purports to be holding itself to, which is to
receive and act upon public input and not necessarily
to be bound by the strictures of previous cycles.

Q So let's work through process here.

800.808.4958
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(Defendant's Exhibit 5 was marked for
i dentification.)
BY MR, TYSON:
Q This is the call for the 2011 speci al

sessi on.

Did you review the call for the 2011 speci al

session in analyzing or preparing your report at all?

A. Not this specific proclamtion, no.

Q You're aware that the commttees both
held comm ttee education days on August the 30th
prior to the special session; right?

Yes.

And have you wat ched that video?

> O >

Yes. | did.

Q And you're aware that a variety of different

groups spoke to the commttee and presented their
view of redistricting?

A. That's right.

Q Are you aware that the House commttee
adopted its redistricting guidelines follow ng that
August 30t h neeting?

A. | believe that's correct. It would be in
the report sonmewhere.

Q And the Senate comm ttee had a neeting on

August 30t h about the guidelines, but are you aware

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Q So in Section C you, cover the Novenber 4th,
2021 hearing. And like the other sections we've
t al ked about, you're not offering opinions in this
report -- this section. You' re sunmarizing the
neeting, but it hasn't had sone bearing on your
ultimate opinion; right?

A. That's correct.

Q And you'd agree that the Senate commttee
took public comment at this nmeeting on Novenber 4th;
ri ght?

A. They did.

Q And that was after districts were rel eased;
right?

A. Let ne see.

Yeah. This is immediately thereafter.

Q And at the end of this neeting, page 62,
Denocratic Leader Butler asked the chairman to
post pone a neeting for tonorrow before the
presentation of her map; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And the chair advised her that the map was
going to -- the neeting was going to go forward
tonmorrow and she could present her map at that point;
right?

A. Right.

800.808.4958
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BY MR. TYSON:

Q So in this November 5th Senate commttee
nmeeting, Leader Butler answered questions about her
proposal |ike Senator Kennedy had the opportunity to
answer questions about his proposal for district
maps; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And you'd agree that the conmttee, again,
took public comments at this neeting; right?

A. They did.

Q And at the end, there was no notion about
the denocratic Senate map; correct?

A. That is correct. At that tine, yes.

Q And then Senator Kennedy's bill was passed
out of conmttee by a nine-four vote?

A. Right.

Q And when you say, All black nenbers voted
against the bill, that's the sane as saying all
Denocrats in the commttee voted against it; right?

A. Yes. In this particular commttee, yes.

Q So in Section E, you then have a Novenber
5th nmeeting of the House commttee where Chairman
Ri ch presented the majority State House plan and
Denocratic Leader Beverly presented the denocratic

caucus' plan; right?

800.808.4958
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A.  Right.

Q And so you'd agree the denocratic | eader was
able to present its plan and answer questi ons about
it fromthe conmttee; right?

A. Yes. He at that tinme, yes.

Q And noving to Section F, Novenber 8 neeting,
that was three days later; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And at this neeting, a Republican
representative opposed the Republican plan but didn't
have his request for changes agreed to by the
conmmttee; right?

A. Representative Singleton is to whom you

refer?
Q Yes.
A. Yes.

Q And so the commttee declined to accept
Representative Singleton's proposed changes to the
map?

A. Correct.

Q And then public comrents was taken at this
commttee neeting as well; right?

A. There was sone. Yes.

Q And no vote was taken at the concl usion of

this nmeeting?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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1 A. | believe that's correct. Yes.
2 Q And you reference the renoval of a Ms. Jones
3 fromthe neeting.
4 What relevance is that to the redistricting
5 pl ans and the process that happened here?
6 A.  This woman was extrenely upset and had to be
7 removed fromthe neeting. It just shows you,
8 guess, the fervor that sone people have in their
9 di sagreenent with the process.
10 Q You're not saying Ms. Jones' renopval was
11 notivated by racist actions by Chairman Rich --
12 A.  No.
13 Q ~-- are you?
14 Moving to Section G this is another neeting
15 of the House commttee on Novenber 9th; right?
16 A.  Yes.
17 Q And nore public commentary was all owed at
18 this neeting as well?
19 A.  Yes.
20 Q And -- so you'd agree that in both the House
21 and the Senate conmmttees there were opportunities
22 for public input after draft plans were rel eased;
23 right?
24 A. Yes. But | think if you listen to what
25 people are saying that a lot of tinmes during this

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Novenber 11th Senate conmi ttee neeting.

A.  Ckay.

Q And you didn't cover that neeting in any
nore detail than that sentence; right?

A. That certainly would have been sonet hing
that | reviewed. But, yes, | don't see a specific
section on that.

Q And are you aware that the Senate comm ttee
al | owed public comment on the House plan before
voting on the map on November 11th in that neeting?

A.  Yes.

Q You can set those to the side and nopve to
fl oor debate.

Section | of your report begins with debate
on the floor of the State Senate; right?

A.  Yes.

Q And in ternms of the presentation, you didn't
sunmari ze Senat or Kennedy's presentation of the bill.
You only summari zed the interactions he had with
ot her senators asking questions. |Is that fair to
say?

A. That's fair to say. O course, | renenber
his going through the plan as with Chairman Rich on
t he House side. They established, you know, how many

county splits are there, increasing the splits and

Veritext Lega Solutions
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say this plan conplies with the Voting R ghts Act and
sort of check off all those boxes.

Q Did Senator Kennedy include discussions of
various comrunities of interest as part of his
presentation?

A. | believe so. There are a few.

Q Are you opining that a floor vote on a
Senate plan on Novenber 9th, 2021, was a rushed or
truncated process conpared to prior redistricting
speci al sessions?

A.  Not necessarily conpared to prior sessions
or cycl es.

Q So what | wanted to do is just wal k through
sone of those prior sessions.

So you're aware that when the CGenera
Assenbly -- when you pull a bill on the Genera
Assenbly's website, it includes a |list of events that
happened around the passage of that bill; right?

A. Sure.

(Defendant's Exhibit 8 was marked for
identification.)
BY MR, TYSON:

Q I'mgoing to hand you what |'ve narked as

Def endant's Exhibit 8. And I'Il represent to you

this is a collection of the bills for the final maps

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A.  Right.

Q So did you review any of that information
about the tineline of past redistricting special
sessi ons when you were preparing your report?

A. I'mgenerally aware of it and it's something
| considered. What | will tell you is that | don't,
agai n, think that when people are voicing a |ot of
t hese concerns, it's necessarily that they're saying
it's a deviation from past practice. | think they
woul d al so disagree with that past practice as well.

Q But you're not opining that the
redistricting session in 2021 -- or the process was
rushed conpared to the prior two redistricting cycles
in Georgia; right?

A.  Not conpared to those two.

Q At the end of Section -- this is section on
page 71, you say: The bill passed 34/21 with no
bl ack menbers voting in favor

And that was because it was a party line
vote; right?

A. There are no current -- well, there were no
bl ack nenbers at the tinme in the other party.

Correct.
Q So all the Republicans voted yes and all the

Denmocrats voted no on the Senate plan?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A.  Yes.

Q Going to subsection J and the fl oor debate
for the House plan, simlarly to the Senate plan, you
didn't present Representative Rich's presentation of
the plan; correct?

A. Right. It's the sanme sort of rundown as
wi th Senat or Kennedy.

Q At the end after Leader Beverly's speech on
page 73, you report that Chairman Rich said that sone
denocratic nenbers had nmet with her but, apparently,
ot hers had been advised not to do so.

Do you know if Denocrats were advised not to
neet with Senator Rich?

A. | believe sone were advised in that way.

Yes.

Q Is that relevant to your assessnent of the
process if Denobcratic nmenbers refuse to neet with the
chair of the commttee?

A. It's relevant. Yes.

Q And does it change any of your concl usions
about the process if denpcratic nmenbers refuse to
participate in the process?

A. No. 1In fact, given the sort of totality of
t hese circunstances here, it would indicate to ne

that, perhaps, they saw it as futile; perhaps, they

Veritext Lega Solutions
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didn't feel like it necessarily would be in their

interest at that time for whatever reason.

Q Do you know if either the House or Senate
pl an i ncluded changes requested by denocratic nenbers
in the final map after the draft was rel ease?

A. In terns of drawing lines, | know there were
at | east sone.

Q So when denocratic nenbers made suggesti ons,
at |l east in sone cases, the Republican majority took
t hose suggestions; right?

A. |In sone cases, yes.

Q And there were tinmes when the Republican
maj ority refused Republican requests for changes |ike
Representative Singleton; right?

A In that one instance. Although, | think in
his case, he had run afoul of the | ate speaker.

Q Then you say the plan voted on the House
floor by a vote of 99 to 79 with no bl ack menbers
voting yes.

You'd agree that no Denocrats voted in favor
of the plan; right?

A. Yes, sir.

Q And nost of the Republicans voted for the
pl an; right?

A. Correct.

800.808.4958
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now, tell

tell you

under the inpression significant differences.

Q

conmmttee neeting to consider the Congressional plan;

right?
A.
Q

Novemnber

meet i ng,

there, which informed your opinions but are not

of fering
A

basis for

Q

t he denocratic caucus was able to present a

congr essi

Leader Beverly; right?

A.
Q
House - -

A.
Q

t he denocratic proposed congressional plan at that

neeti ng?

Page 109

you exactly what was different. But | can

t hat peopl e who spoke at the neeting were

And in Section I, you discuss the House

Yes.
And in both this discussion of the
17th Senate neeting and Novenber 17th House

again, you're recounting what happened

any opinions; right?
This is the basis. This is part of the
my overall opinions. Yes.

And in this House neeting on Novenber 17th,

onal redistricting plan through Denocratic

Which neeting? |'msorry, which subsection?
"' mon page 75, subsection I, Novenber 17th
Ch, vyes.

And so Leader Beverly was able to present

800.808.4958
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A. Right.

Q And you reference Chairman Rich replying:
There's not a magic fornula or standard or equation
where we find that there are areas where we can draw
the voting rights districts and we do that.

Did I quote that correctly?

A.  You did.

Q And you nentioned, | think, earlier in your
report comments nmade about the Voting Rights Act.

I s.

This a comment about the Voting Rights Act
that is part of your analysis of the redistricting
process in Georgia?

MR. DAVIS. Objection to form You may

answer .

THE W TNESS: This coment is

significant to nme insofar as it -- if

racially polarized analysis is done, then

there actually is a fornula or a standard

t hat would be followed and -- but

Representative Rich and Senator Kennedy said

repeat edly had conducted such an anal ysi s,

but I don't think ever shared the specific

results of that and certainly not in the

case of individual districts.

Veritext Lega Solutions
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BY MR, TYSON:
Q And so your view of Representative Rich's
comment here is that it was not accurate?
MR. DAVIS: Objection to the extent it

calls for a legal conclusion, but you may

answer .
THE WTNESS: No. | just think in terns
of this whole nobsaic, | think it's

i ndicative of the kinds of comments you

woul d get from | eadershi p about the Voting

Ri ghts Act that are sort of vague and

potentially m sl eading.
BY MR, TYSON:

Q You're not saying --

A. I'mnot saying that Representative Rich
doesn't understand the Voting Ri ghts Act.

Q You're not saying her coment was
I naccurate -- let me put it this way -- let ne ask
this: Wy specifically did you include this coment
on page 75 of your report?

A. It's just part of the back and forth that,
again, | think is indicative of the kinds of
exchanges that you see between | eadershi p and ot hers.

Q Going over to Section J, Novenber 18th, 2021

House comm tt ee.

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A.  Yes.

Q Again, this was a neeting that allowed
public coment on the map; right?

A. Yes. And | can't renenber -- this is within
a day or two of a plan being published, but yes.

Q In a second paragraph, you reference a
resi dence of the area of Cobb County nanmed Leroy
Hutchins. Do you see that?

A. | do.

Q Are you aware that M. Hutchins is an
el ected Denocrat in Cobb County, Georgia?

A. | was not aware of that, but | would say
that's not uncommon for those people to cone forward
i n these neetings.

Q And there was no vote held on the
Novenmber 18th House committee neeting; correct?

A. That's correct.

Q  Subsection K, we nove to another Senate
commttee neeting. And you' d agree at this neeting
Senator Butler was allowed to present the denocratic
proposed congressional plan; right?

A.  He did.

Q And I think we've already discussed this.
But this is the point where Senator Butler refused to

share information fromthe Legislative Black Caucus'

Veritext Lega Solutions

800.808.4958 770.343.9696



Case 1:21-cv-05338-SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 142 8 Filed 03/27/23 Page 32 of 61

© 00 N oo o0 b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P PP PR
o A W N B O © 00 N O U b~ wWw N +—» O

Joseph Bagley , Ph.D. February 28, 2023

Georgia State Conference of The NAACP, eta.v.S

Page 113

tour of the state about redistricting; right?

A. | believe it cane up. And | don't know that
at that tinme he refused. | think it was noted that
that information had not been shared up to that
poi nt .

Q And do you agree the commttee took public
conmment again on the map?

A. Yes. This is the sane day as the
previous -- or, yes, the sane day as the House
commttee neeting we were just talking about.

Q And the first individual you reference in
the mddl e of page 77 for public comment is a man
named David Garcia?

A. Yes. | seeit.

Q And are you aware that M. Garcia works for
one of the organizations that's suing the State about
Its redistricting nmaps?

A | am

Q And there was ultinmately a vote on Leader
Butler's plan in the conmttee neeting; right?

A. That's correct.

Q And you say the vote was al ong racial |ines,
but that's the sane thing as saying in this
commttee, it was along party lines; right?

A, Inthis -- yes. In this commttee, that's

800.808.4958
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correct.
Q And then the map Senat or Kennedy proposed
al so passed along party lines; right?

A. Correct.

Q Subsection K, we nove to the floor debate on

t he congressional plan in the Senate. And,
simlarly, here you don't present Senator Kennedy's
presentation of the plan. You begin with Senator

Parent's criticisns of the plan; right?

A. Right. This -- those presentations are kind

of pro forma, checking off certain boxes. So it was

easier just to summari ze that and nove forward.

Q And in | ooking through this section, the

only comment | saw in favor of the plan was the next

to the | ast paragraph where Senator Kennedy responded

about the issue.
Did you quote anybody el se who spoke in
support of the plan?
A. | can tell you | didn't deliberately |Ieave

out anyone who spoke in favor of the plan. | can

tell you on balance at these floor debates commttee

nmeeti ngs and hearings, the vast mpjority of coments

were in opposition.
Q And then the vote took place. And you'd

agree even though it says, No bl ack nenbers voting

Veritext Lega Solutions
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aye, that this was a party line vote in favor of the
pl an; right?

A It was.

Q And next we nove to a Novenber 20th
commttee neeting that was held via Zoom right?

A. Right.

Q And this was both held on a Saturday and
al | owed public coment; is that right?

A. Yes. Although, | think a lot of these --

t he people that spoke woul d have characterized it as
sort of an 11th-hour neeting, but yes.

Q And at the end of this nmeeting when the bill
passed through the commttee with a favorable vote
and no bl ack nenmber voted aye, that's the sanme as
saying it passed on a party line vote for this
commttee; right?

A. That's correct.

Q Then Section M we have the floor debate on
t he congressi onal plan.

Do you know if the reapportionment office
was cl ose to Leader Beverly in terns of redraw ng
redi stricting nmaps?

A. | believe they actually went with their map
to Ms. Wight in ternms of sonme technical adjustnents

and that sort of thing at sonme point.
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Q So the reapportionnment office was able to
work with Leader Beverly to facility the introduction
of his plans?

A. That's a fair characterization in terns of
sone technical stuff after their plan was created
that just sort of brought that in line and hel ped him
in that regard technically.

Q Do you know if Ms. Wight had worked with
Leader Beverly or his staff at all on any other plans
apart fromthe technical review?

A. I'"mnot sure of the exact details of that
I nteraction.

Q Going to the mddle of page 83, you nobve to
Chai rman Rich closing the debate begi nning with her
concerns about CD6, saying that although it only
needed to add 657 people -- and I'mgoing to

summari ze, the other districts around it --

A.  Yes.
Q -- needed to be changed; right?
A.  Yes.

Q And have you reviewed the denocratic
congressi onal plan?

A. In general, yes.

Q Are you aware that it significantly redrew

District 6, as well ?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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A.  Yes.

Q And then, ultimately, the vote on page 84
was a party line vote as well; right?

A. That's right.

Q So it looks to nme this is the end of the
section on the Arlington Heights anal ysis because
we're noving into Senate Factor 6 on the next page;
I's that right?

A. Correct.

Q So what opinions are you offering about
Arlington Heights in |ight of what we've discussed in
t hese prior pages in Sections, | guess, 3 through 6?

A. So that constitutes a review of the process
under Arlington Heights. And as | point out in the
begi nning of that section, it shows to me significant
departures in ternms of having this flurry of input
before and after the maps are published that does not
seem to have that addressed.

And so if the commttee says they are very
concerned with taking in public input -- which they
did take in public input at nunmerous tinmes -- then
you would tend to see then, them acting upon that.
And to nme, you really don't see that with the
process.

Q So are you opining that the specific
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conclusion where it's only those individuals

who are expressing these concerns, if that

makes sense.

BY MR, TYSON:

Q Wuld it be relevant whether the individuals
expressi ng concerns were engaged in other litigation
agai nst the State but not the redistricting
litigation?

A. | suppose, although | would inmagine it would
be litigation |ike that against SB 202.

Q Are you opining that any of the contenporary
statenments made by | egi sl atures evidenced raci al
I ntent during the 2021 process?

MR, DAVIS: Objection to the extent it
calls for any kind of |egal conclusion, but
you nmay answer.

THE WTNESS: | believe the only thing |

di scuss in here that -- in that regard --

and | et ne actually back up and say we're

| ong since passed the day and age in which

anyone would plainly say with any sort of

raci al intent.

But there are occasionally itenms that
are perhaps telling, again, within the

context of this entire report. And so when
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you have a | eader of a comm ttee suggest

t hat, perhaps, the application of the Voting

Rights Act is unfair, that to ne raises a

flag.

BY MR, TYSON:

Q Sois that the only comment that you
identify that raises a flag of contenporary
statenents nade by | egislatures?

A. That's the one that | found nost
significant.

Q And that's the coment on page 75 by
Chai rman Ri ch?

A. Correct.

Q Are you offering the opinion that this
specific sequence of events leading up to the
adoption of the 2021 redistricting plans was racially
di scrim natory?

MR. DAVIS: Objection to the extent it
calls for a legal conclusion, but you may
answer .

THE WTNESS: It's my opinion that the
sequence of events along with the history of
di scrimnation that | discuss in the report
and as part of this report as a whole would

tend to |l end credence to a finding of
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discrimnatory intent in the process.
BY MR, TYSON:

Q So it's your opinion that sonmeone could find
that there was discrimnatory intent in the process,
but you're not saying there was discrimnatory intent
In the process; right?

A. I'mnot drawi ng the | egal conclusion which
is left for the Court to do.

Q So just so we're conpletely clear on this,
you are not offering the opinion that there was
discrimnatory intent in the process. You're
offering the opinion that evidence would support a
finding of discrimnatory intent?

A. Correct.

Q So aside fromthe conclusion of your report
at the very end, have we -- is it correct that the
pages from page 8 where you begin historical
background section through page 84 is the entirety of
your opinions about the Arlington Heights factors in
your report?

A.  Yes.

Q And barring new facts -- | want to set aside
additional facts. But if there are no other new
facts that arise, you are not planning to offer any

further expert opinions about the Arlington Heights
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Joseph Bagley , Ph.D. February 28, 2023
Georgia State Conference of The NAACP, eta.v.S

Page 133

noti vated by discrimnatory intent when it passed the
bills in question.

So you don't view that as your job to offer
an opinion on the General Assenbly's notivation;
right?

A. It's not ny job to reach the final |egal
conclusion, I don't think.

Q And your determnation is that there's
enough evidence for the Court to determ ne the |ines
were drawn to deny voters their equitable right to
participate in the political process. But you are
not saying the lines were drawn to deny voters of
color their equitable right to participate in the
political process; right?

A | wuld say that | am-- it is nmy opinion
that the evidence is there for the Court to find
that -- to make that final determ nation.

Q But to be clear, you are not making that
final determ nation?

A. Correct.

Q You also reference the nature of the report
Is to present a npsaic of a continuum | know we
talked a little bit about nosaic and conti nuuns
earlier, but can you wal k nme through what you nean by

that phrase in the conclusion?

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Page 138

| egi sl ative process?

A. Yes. Failing to account for public coment
after the maps are published, refusal to all ow access
to the map drawi ng process and rushing the process in
general and so on.

Q So when you say failing to make tine for
public coments after maps were published at the | ast
m nute, you'd agree there was -- there were nultiple
commttee neetings that allowed comments after the
maps were published; right?

A. There were, but | would say those were in a
very, very tight wi ndow of time where in sone cases
maps are published the day of and comentary is taken
the day of, possibly the day after. So what people
were asking for is a much [arger w ndow of tinme to be
able to really systematically analyze those maps and
provi de substantive feedback.

Q And you reference rushing the process. But
you' d agree that the process was not rushed when
conpared to the 2001 and 2011 redistricting cycles;
right?

A. Yes. But that would indicate to ne it was
al so rushed in those cycles, as well, insofar voters
want nore time with the publication of maps.

Q You say failing to account for mnority

800.808.4958

Veritext Lega Solutions
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BY MR, TYSON:

Q And so you call these itens in this |ist
departures in the legislative process. But the
departure was only from what you read in the public
comment the public was asking for; is that right?

A. And then in ternms of what the commttee
itself purported to val ue.

Q Wien you say what the commttee itself
purported to value, are you relying on the guidelines
t hat were adopted by House and Senate comm ttees?

A.  And comments made by | eadership throughout
t he process, yes.

Q But you'd agree that there were not
procedural and substantive departures in the
| egi sl ati ve process when the conparison point is the
2001 and 2011 redistricting cycles?

A. They are generally anal ogous in that regard.

MR. TYSON:. Those are all the questions
| have for you.

THE W TNESS: All right.

MR. TYSON: Alex nay have sone nore, but
|"m finished for today. Thank you.

THE W TNESS: Thanks, M. Tyson.

MR. DAVIS: | have a few questions.

(Di scussion ensued off the record.)
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BY THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA

A PROCLAMATION
CONVENING THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF GEORGIA IN SPECIAL SESSION

‘WHEREAS: Article V, Section Il, Paragraph VIl of the Constitution of the State of Georgla grants to the
Governor the power to convene a special session of the General Assembly, stating and thereby

limiting its purposes; and
The Regular Session of the 2011 Ceneral Assembly adjourned sine die on April 14, 2011; and

The Covernor has determined that certain purposes warrant the convocation of a special session;
and

By virtue of the power and authority conferred upon me by the Constitution of Georgia, |,
Nathan Deal, Governor of the State of Georgia, do hereby convene the General Assembly of this
State In Special Session at ten o'clock (10:00) a.m. on Monday, August 15, 2011, for the
purposes and only those purposes specified as follows:

1. Far enacting, revising, repealing or amending general law for :

(a)  The division of the State Intc appropriate districts from which members of the
Ceorgia State Senate shall be elected,

(b)  The division of the State Into appropriate districts from which members of the
Georgla State House of Representatives shall be elected,

() The division of the State Into appropriate districts from which members of the House

of Representatives to the United States Congress shall be elected; and

To ratify the Executive Order dated June 23, 2011, and numbered 06.23.11.03 In the
official records of the Office of the Governor untll the General Assembly acts upon this
Order; and

For amending the Official Code of Georgia Annotated Section 48-8-244(a), relating to the
special district transportation sales and use tax; and

4, For enacting, revising, repealing or ding local laws which the General Assembly
deems necessary to avoid unreasonable hardship or to avold undue impairment of public
functions if consideration and enactment thereof are postponed.
Glven under my hand and the Great Seal of the State of Georgia, at the City of Atlanta, on this /O s
day of August 2011.

GOVERNOR

ATTEST

(e T

CHIEF OF STAFF
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09/07/2001 House First Readers

09/07/2001 Senate Passed/Adopted By Substitute

09/07/2001 Senate Third Read

09/06/2001 Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/30/2001 Senate Recommitted

08/30/2001 Senate Third Read

08/29/2001 Senate Read Second Time

08/28/2001 Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/22/2001 Senate Read and Referred

08/22/2001 Senate Hopper

Footnotes

8/20/01 Senator of 22nd replaced by Senator of 10th on SB 1EXZ Conference Committee; 8/28/01 Favorably reported by substitute; 9/21/01 Motion
1o dissolve Conference Committee lost.

Votes
Date Vote No. Yea Nay NV Exc
No Votes available.
HC]pﬁl] Links chis]ative Resaurces COPYRIGHT ® 2023 THE GEORGIA GENERAL ASSEMBLY
Georgia.gov House of Representatives
Governor's Office Senate
Secretary of State Open RFP's
Georgla Department of Motor Vehicles Senate Staffing
Georgia Department of Driver Services Intern Program
Georgja Department of Revenue

Georgia Department of Labor

2/2



Case 1:21-cv-05338:SCJ-SDG-ELB.-Document 142-8" Filed 03/27/23  Page 46 of 61

Session: | 2001 2nd Special Session

cial Session. This is not the current session.

You are viewing a page from the 2001 2nd Spe

HB 14EX2

House districts; reapportion

Sponsors
N N District
0. ame

69th
1, Smith, Tommy. !
2 Connell, Jack 115th
3 Walker, Larty, 141st
4 Skipper, Jimmy. 137th
5. Smyre, Calvin 136th
6. Murphy, Thomas 18th
Commitrees

House Committee:

Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment

First Reader Summary

A BILL to amend Chapter 2 of Title 28 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to apportionment of the House of
Representatives and Senate and qualifications of members, so as to provide for the composition and number of state
representative districts; and for other purposes.

Status History

Date Status

10/01/2001 Effective Date

10/01/2001 Act 2EX23

10/01/2001 House Date Signed by Governor
09/26/2001 House Sent to Governor
09/06/2001 Senate Notice to Reconsider
09/06/2001 Senate Passed/Adopted
09/06/2001 Senate Third Read

09/05/2001 Senate Read Second Time
09/04/2001 Senate Committee Favorably Reported
08/29/2001 Senate Read and Referred
08/29/2001 House Passed/Adopted
08/29/2001 House Third Readers

08/28/2001 House Committee Favorably Reported
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08/28/2001 House 2nd Read Engrossed Failed

08/28/2001 House Second Readers
08/27/2001 House Notice of Motion to Engross
08/27/2001 House First Readers

08/26/2001 House Hopper

Footnotes

9/7/01 Motion to reconsider lost in Senate.

Votes
Date Vote No. Yea Nay NV Exc
No Votes available.

HC]P{:UI Links chisl:\rivc Resources COPYRIGHT @ 2023 THE GEORGIA GENERAL ASSEMBLY
Georgia.gev House of Representatives

Vernor's Senate
Secretary of State Open REP's
Georgia Department of Motor Vehicles Senate Staffing
Georgla Department of Driver Services Intern Program

Georgia Department of Revenue

Georgia Department or

2/2
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Session: | 2001 1st Special Session

This is not the current session.

You are viewing a page from the 2001 st Special Session.

SB 1EX1 o=t
Senatorial Districts; reapportion election districts; change composition to take office in 2003

r_ rrent Ver J Fast Versiorﬂ

Sponsors

No Name District
1. Golden, Tim 8th

2 Starr, Terrell 44th

3. Walker, Charles 22nd
Committecs

House Committee:
Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment

First Reader Summary

ABILL to be entitled an Act to amend Chapter 2 of Title 28 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to apportionment
of the House of Representatives and Senate and qualifications of members, so as to provide for the composition and number
of state senatorial districts; to provide for the number of Senatars; to provide for certain qualifications; to provide for the
election of Senators; to provide when the Senators elected shall take office; to provide for the continuation of present senatorial
districts until a certain time; to provide for other matters relative to the foregoing; to provide an effective date; to repeal
conflicting laws; and for other purposes.

Status History

Date Status

08/24/2001 Effective Date

08/24/2001 Act 1EX6

08/24/2001 Senate Date Signed by Governor
08/17/2001 Senate Sent to Governor

08/17/2001 House Passed/Adopted

08/17/2001 House Third Readers

08/16/2001 House Committee Favorably Reported
08/14/2001 House Second Readers

08/13/2001 House First Readers

08/10/2001 Senate Passed/Adopted By Substitute
08/10/2001 Senate Third Read

08/09/2001 Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/08/2001 Senate Recommitted

112
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08/08/2001

08/07/2001

08/06/2001
08/01/2001
08/01/2001

Footnotes

Senate Third Read

Senate Read Second Time

Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
Senate Read and Referred

Senate Hopper

8/6/01 Favorably reported by substitute

Votes

Date

Vote No. Yea Nay

No Votes available.

NV Exc

Helpful Links

Legislative Resources

Georgia.gov House of Representatives
Governor's Office Senate

Secretary of State Open RFP's

Georgia Department of Motor Vehicles Senate Staffing

Georgia Department of Driver Services Intern Program

Georgia Department of Revenue
Georgia Department of Labor

COPYRIGHT @ 2023 THE GEORGIA GENERAL ASSEMBLY
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Session: 2011 Special Session

You are viewing a page from the 2011 Special Session. This is not the current session.

HB 20EX

Georgia Congressional Reapportionment Act of 2011; enact

Current /l [ Past Versions

Sponsors
No. Name District
1. Lane, Roger 167th

Sponsored In Senate By:
Seabaugh, Mitch

Committees

House Committee:

Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment

Senate Committee:
Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summary

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of congressional districts; to provide for a short title; to
amend Title 21 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to elections, so as to provide for election of members of
Congress; to provide when such members shall take office; to provide for definitions and inclusions; to provide for continuation
of present congressional districts until a certain time; to correct a certain reference; to provide for other matters relative to the
foregoing; to provide an effective date; to repeal conflicting laws; and for other purposes.

Status History

Date Status

09/06/2011 Effective Date

09/06/2011 Act 3EX

09/06/2011 House Date Signed by Governor
09/01/2011 House Sent to Governor

08/31/2011 Senate Passed/Adopted

08/31/2011 Senate Third Read

08/30/2011 Senate Read Second Time

08/30/2011 Senate Committee Favorably Reported
08/25/2011 Senate Read and Referred

08/25/2011 House Immediately Transmitted to Senate
08/25/2011 House Passed/Adopted By Substitute
08/25/2011 House Third Readers

08/24/2011 House Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/23/2011 House Second Readers

08/22/2011 House First Readers

12
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Session: 2011 Special Session

You are viewing a page from the 2011 Special Session. This is not the current session.

SB 1EX

Georgia Senate Reapportionment Act of 2011; provide for composition and number of State Senatorial districts

’ [ Past VersionsJ

Sponsors

No. Name District
1. Seabaugh, Mitch 28th
2. Cowsert, Bill 46th
3. Bethel, Charlie 54th
4. Williams, Tommie 19th
5. Rogers, Chip 21st

Sponsored In House By:
Lane, Roger

Committees

House Committee:
Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summary

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of state senatorial districts; to provide for a short title; to
amend Chapter 2 of Title 28 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to apportionment of the House of
Representatives and Senate and qualifications of members, so as to provide for the number and election of Senators; to provide
for qualifications; to provide when the Senators elected shall take office; to provide for the continuation of present senatorial
districts until a certain time; to provide that the provisions of this Act shall supersede and replace an interim apportionment
plan; to provide for other matters relative to the foregoing; to provide an effective date; to repeal conflicting laws; and for other
purposes.

Status History

Date Status

08/24/2011 Effective Date

08/24/2011 Act 2EX

08/24/2011 Senate Date Signed by Governor
08/23/2011 Senate Sent to Governor

08/23/2011 House Immediately Transmitted to Senate
08/23/2011 House Passed/Adopted

08/23/2011 House Third Readers

08/22/2011 House Committee Favorably Reported
08/22/2011 House Second Readers

1/2
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08/18/201 House First Readers

08/18/2011 Senate Transmitted House

08/18/2011 Senate Passed/Adopted By Substitute

08/18/2011 Senate Third Read

08/17/2011 Senate Read Second Time

08/17/2011 Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/15/2011 Senate Read and Referred

08/09/2011 Senate Hopper

Foornotes

8/23/2011 Structured Rule; 8/23/2011 Immediately transmitted to Senate and Governor

Votes
Date
08/18/2011

08/23/2011

Vote No. Yea
Senate Vote #4 35
House Vote #403 104

Nay NV Exc
18 1 2
56 6 14

Helpful Links

Georgia.gov

Governor's Office

Secretary of State

Georgia Department of Motar Vehicles
Georgia Department of Driver Services
Georgia Department of Revenue
Georgia Department of Labor

Legislative Resources
House of Representatives

Senate

Open RFP's

Senate Staffing

Intern Program
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Session: | 2011 Special Session

You are viewing a page from the 2011 Special Session. This is not the current session.

HB 1EX

Georgia House of Representatives Reapportionment Act of 2011; enact

Sponsors
No. Name District

1. Lane, Roger 167th

Sponsored In Senate By:
Seabaugh, Mitch

Committees

House Committee:
Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summary

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of state house districts; to provide for a short title; to
amend Chapter 2 of Title 28 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to apportionment of the House of
Representatives and Senate and qualifications of members, so as to provide for the number and election of Representatives; to
provide for certain qualifications; to provide when the Representatives elected shall take office; to provide for the continuation
of the present representative districts until a certain time; to provide that the provisions of this Act shall supersede and replace
an interim apportionment plan and certain changes thereto; to provide for other matters relative to the foregoing; to provide an
effective date; to repeal conflicting laws; and for other purposes.

Status History

Date Status

08/24/2011 Effective Date

08/24/2011 Act 1EX

08/24/2011 House Date Signed by Governor
08/23/2011 House Sent to Governor

08/23/2011 Senate Transmitted House
08/23/2011 Senate Passed/Adopted

08/23/2011 Senate Third Read

08/22/2011 Senate Read Second Time
08/22/2011 Senate Committee Favorably Reported
08/18/2011 Senate Read and Referred

08/18/2011 House Immediately Transmitted to Senate
08/18/2011 House Passed/Adopted By Substitute
08/18/2011 House Third Readers
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08/16/2011 House Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
08/16/2011 House Second Readers

08/15/2011 House First Readers

08/15/2011 House Hopper

Foornotes

8/18/2011 Passed House by Rules Committee Substitute; 8/18/2011 Structured Rule; 8/18/2011 Immediately transmitted to Senate; 8/23/2011
Immediately transmitted to House and Governor

Votes
Date Vote No. Yea Nay NV Exc
08/18/2011 House Vote #399 108 64 4 4
08/23/2011 Senate Vote #7 36 16 0 4
I_] C] p{_‘u] LinkS LCSiSlﬂL’iVC RCSOUI'CCS COPYRIGHT © 2023 THE GEORGIA GENERAL ASSEMBLY
Georgia.gov House of Representatives
Vi : ice Senate
Secretary of State Open RFP's
Georgia Department of Motor Vehicles Senate Staffing
Georgia Department of Driver Services Intern Program

Georgia Department of Revenue

Georgia Department of Labor
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Session: | 2021 Special Sesslon

You are viewing a page from the 2027 Special Session. This is not the current session.

SB 2EX

"Georgia Congressional Redistricting Act"; enact

Current Version H PastVersioni]

Sponsors

No. Name District
1. Kennedy, John 18th

2, Cowsert, Bill 46th

3. Dugan, Mike 30th
4. Gooch, Steve 51st

5, Burke, Dean 11th
6. Walker, 1ll, Larry 20th
A Miller, Butch 49th
Committees

House Committee:
Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summary

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of congressional districts; to provide for a short title; to
provide when such representatives shall take office; to provide for continuation of present congressional districts until a certain
time; to provide for related matters; to provide an effective date; to repeal a specific Act; to repeal conflicting laws; and for other

purposes.

Status History

Date Status

12/30/2021 Effective Date

12/30/2021 Act 8EX

12/30/2021 Senate Date Signed by Governor
11/30/2021 Senate Sent to Governor

11/22/2021 House Passed/Adopted

11/22/2021 House Third Readers

11/20/2021 House Committee Favorably Reported
11/20/2021 House Second Readers

11/19/2021 House First Readers
11/19/2021 Senate Passed/Adopted By Substitute
11/19/2021 Senate Third Read

1/2



@ase 1:21-cv-05338&SCJ-SDG-ELB Document 142-8

11/18/2021 Senate Read Second Time

11/18/2021 | Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
11/03/2021 | Senate Read and Referred

11/02/2021 | Senate Hopper

Footnotes

Filed 03/27/23 Page 57 of 61

11/18/2021 Notice of intent to file Minority Report; 11/19/2021 Minority Report Filed; 11/22/2021 Structured Rule

Vores
Date
11/19/2021

11/22/2021

Vote No.

Senate Vote #23
House Vote #22

Yea

32

96

Nay NV Exc
21 0 3
68 4 12

Helptul Links

Georgia.gov

Governor's Office

Secretary of State

Georgla Department of Motor Vehicles
Georgia Department of Driver Services

Georgia Department of Revenue

Georgia Department of Labor

chislativc Resources
House of Representatives

Senate

Open RFP's

Senate Staffing

Intern Program
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Session: 2021 Special Session

SB1EX

You are viewing a page from the 2021 Special Session. This Is not the current session.

"Georgia Senate Redistricting Act of 2021"; enact

] ‘ Past Versions k

Sponsors

No. Name

1. Kennedy, John
2. Cowsert, Bill

3. Dugan, Mike

4. Gooch, Steve

5. Burke, Dean

6. Walker, Il, Larry,
7. Miller, Butch
Committees

House Committee:

Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summary

District
18th
46th
30th
51st
11th
20th

49th

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of state senatorial districts; to provide for a short title; to
provide when members of the Senate elected shall take office; to provide for the continuation of present senatorial districts
until a certain time; to provide that the provisions of this Act shall supersede and replace a districting plan and certain changes
thereto; to provide for related matters; to provide an effective date; to repeal specific Acts; to repeal conflicting laws; and for
other purposes.

Status History

Date

12/30/2021
12/30/2021
12/30/2021
11/30/2021
11/15/2021
11/15/2021
11/12/2021
11/12/2021
11/10/2021

11/09/2021

Status

Effective Date

Act 7EX

Senate Date Signed by Governor
Senate Sent to Governor

House Passed/Adopted

House Third Readers

House Committee Favorably Reported
House Second Readers

House First Readers

Senate Passed/Adopted By Substitute

12
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11/09/2021
11/08/2021
11/08/2021
11/03/2021
11/02/2021

Foornotes

Senate Third Read

Senate Read Second Time

Senate Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
Senate Read and Referred

Senate Hopper

Filed 03/27/23 Page 59 of 61

11/08/21 Notice of Intent to file Minority Report; 11/09/2021 Minority Report Filed; 11/15/2021 Structured Rule

Votes
Date Vote No. Yea Nay NV Exc
11/09/2021 Senate Vote #6 21 33 1 1
11/09/2021 Senate Vote #7 34 21 0 1
11/15/2021 House Vote #12 96 70 1 13

Ht‘lpﬁ)l Liﬂks Ltgislntivc R.CSOUI'CCS COPYRIGHT ® 2023 THE GEORGIA GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Georgia.gov House of Representatives

Governor's Office Senate

Secretary_of State Open REP's

Georgia Department of Motor Vehicles Senate Staffing

Georgia Department of Driver Services Intern Program

Georgia Department of Revenue

Georgia Department of Labor
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Session: | 2021 Special Session

You are viewing a page from the 2021 Special Session. This Is not the current session.

HB 1EX

Georgia House of Representatives Redistricting Act of 2021; enact

’ ‘ Past Versions

Sponsors
No. Name
1. Rich, Bonnie

Sponsored In Senate By:
Kennedy, John

Committecs
House Committee:

Legislative & Congressional Reapportionment
Senate Committee:

Reapportionment and Redistricting

First Reader Summ ary

District

97th

A BILL to be entitled an Act to provide for the composition and number of state house districts; to provide for a short title; to
provide when members of the House of Representatives elected shall take office; to provide for the continuation of the present
representative districts until a certain time; to provide that the provisions of this Act shall supersede and replace a districting
plan and certain changes thereto; to provide for related matters; to provide an effective date; to repeal specific Acts; to repeal

conflicting laws; and for other purposes.

Status History

Date Status

12/30/2021 Effective Date

12/30/2021 Act 6EX

12/30/2021 House Date Signed by Governor
11/29/2021 House Sent to Governor

11/12/2021 Senate Passed/Adopted

11/12/2021 Senate Third Read

11/11/2021 Senate Read Second Time

11/11/2021 Senate Committee Favorably Reported
11/10/2021 Senate Read and Referred

11/10/2021 House Immediately Transmitted to Senate
11/10/2021 House Passed/Adopted By Substitute
11/10/2021 House Third Readers

11/09/2021 House Committee Favorably Reported By Substitute
11/04/2021 House Second Readers

11/03/2021 House First Readers
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