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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DAN MCCONCHIE, in his official capacity as
Minority Leader of the Illinois Senate and individually
as a registered voter, JIM DURKIN, in his official
capacity as Minority Leader of the Illinois House of
Representatives and individually as a registered voter,
JAMES RIVERA, ANNA DE LA TORRE,
DOLORES DIAZ, FELIPE LUNA JR., SALVADOR
TREMILLO, CHRISTOPHER ROMERO, the
REPUBLICAN CAUCUS OF THE ILLINOIS
SENATE, the REPUBLICAN CAUCUS OF THE
ILLINOIS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, and
the ILLINOIS REPUBLICAN PARTY,

Plaintiffs,

Vs. Case No. 1:21-cv-03091
IAN K. LINNABARY, CASANDRA B. WATSON, Circuit Judge Michael B. Brennan
WILLIAM J. CADIGAN, LAURA K. DONAHUE, Chief District Judge Jon E. DeGuilio
CATHERINE S. MCCRORY, WILLIAM M. District Judge Robert M. Dow, Jr.
MCGUFFAGE, and RICK S. TERVEN, SR., in their
official capacities as members of the Illinois State Three-Judge Court
Board of Elections, EMANUEL CHRISTOPHER Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2284(a)

WELCH, in his official capacity as Speaker of the
Illinois House of Representatives, the OFFICE OF
SPEAKER OF THE ILLINOIS HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES, DON HARMON, in his
official capacity as President of the Illinois Senate, and
the OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE
ILLINOIS SENATE,

Defendants.

EXPERT REPORT OF ANTHONY FOWLER

A. Introduction

1. I am submitting this expert report regarding the extent of racially polarized voting in
Illinois, the extent to which minority groups in Illinois have been able to choose candidates who
will respond to their needs, and how district demographics relate to the chances that a minority
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legislator will represent a district. As discussed fully below, I conclude that (1) there is significant
racially polarized voting in Illinois; (2) voters in minority districts have little opportunity to elect
their preferred officials or incentivize their officials to work hard on their behalf; and (3) Latino
legislators are unlikely to emerge in districts that are not predominantly Latino. | have based these
opinions on the information I know now and reserve the right to supplement this report or revise
my opinions if new or additional information becomes available. I have been compensated a
$500.00 hourly rate for my work; my compensation doesn’t depend on the nature of my opinions
or the outcome of underlying lawsuit.

B. Education and Professional History

2. | am a professor in the Harris School of Public Policy at the University of Chicago, a
faculty associate of the Department of Political Science and a founding member of the Committee
on Quantitative Methods in Social, Behavioral, and Health Sciences at the University of Chicago.
I have a bachelor’s degree in biology from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (2009) and
Ph.D. in political science from Harvard University (2013).

3. My research applies econometric methods for causal inference to questions in political
science, with particular emphasis on elections and political representation. Some specific interests
include the causes and consequences of unequal voter turnout, explanations for incumbent success
in elections, the politics of policymaking in legislatures, the health of democracy, and the
credibility of empirical research.

4. | have published 28 peer-reviewed articles in academic journals including the
American Journal of Political Science, Journal of Politics, Quarterly Journal of Political Science,
Political Science Research and Methods, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
Election Law Journal, and Journal of Empirical Legal Studies. | have also written for Bloomberg,
The Washington Post, and Boston Review, and co-authored an amicus brief for Arizona Free
Enterprise Club v. Bennett, a U.S. Supreme Court case on campaign finance.

5. At the University of Chicago, | have taught courses for undergraduate, professional,
and doctoral students on elections, campaigns, public opinion, political economy, and quantitative
methods. | have co-authored a textbook entitled Thinking Clearly with Data: A Guide to
Quantitative Reasoning and Analysis, which is published by Princeton University Press.

C. The Extent of Racially Polarized Voting in Illinois is Significant

6. To what extent do racial groups vote differently in Illinois? Political and legal
scholars often attempt to answer this question by analyzing precinct-level election data and
comparing precincts with different racial compositions. This kind of analysis often requires strong
assumptions. For example, if the white voters living in predominantly minority precincts are
different from the white voters living in predominantly white precincts, the standard ecological
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regression will produce biased estimates of the share of white and minority voters who supported
each candidate in an election.?

7. Therefore, to better assess racially polarized voting in Illinois and as cross-check on
other assessment methods, | analyze surveys in which individual voters reported their vote choices
in a recent election.? Specifically, | utilize data from the Cooperative Election Study (CES,
formerly the Cooperative Congressional Election Study). The CES surveyed tens of thousands of
voting-eligible Americans each year between 2006 and 2020. It utilized a panel of respondents
recruited by YouGov that, after re-weighting, was intended to be nationally representative. These
data have been utilized in numerous academic studies and are generally viewed to be reliable and
high quality. All subsequent analyses of these data in this report utilize the survey weights provided
by YouGov and the CES.

8.  The CES asks respondents how they voted in recent U.S. presidential, U.S. senatorial,
or gubernatorial elections, and it also asks respondents to self-identify their race and ethnicity.
Limiting my analyses to respondents who reside in Illinois and self-identify as white, Black,
Latino, or Asian, | have data from between 1,135 and 2,546 respondents in each even year between
2006 and 2020.

9. Table 1 shows how different racial and ethnic groups voted in these high-salience
statewide elections. Specifically, for each election and racial group, the table reports the proportion
of respondents who supported the Democratic candidate. Those who report abstaining or voting
for a third-party candidate are excluded, so the table indicates how many people voted for the
Democrat among those who voted for either the Democratic or Republican candidates. Standard
errors are shown in parentheses, reflecting the sampling uncertainty associated with each estimate.
As expected, the standard errors are smallest for white voters (approximately three-fourths of the
sample), slightly larger for Black voters (approximately 15 percent), and larger still for Latino
voters (approximately 7 percent) and Asian voters (approximately 2 percent). Table 1 also reports,
for each election, the difference in the voting behavior of Black and white voters, Latino and white
voters, and Asian and white voters, along with the corresponding standard error associated with
each difference.

! See Greiner, D. James. 2007. Ecological Inference in Voting Rights Act Disputes: Where Are
We Now, and Where Do We Want to Be? Jurimetrics 47(2):115-167 for a discussion of these
challenges. Several different methods are commonly used to infer individual voting behavior from
aggregate election returns. If analysts want to do more than simply bound the extent of racially
polarized voting, strong assumptions are necessary. By directly analyzing individual-level data, |
am able to assess racially polarized voting without having to make any kind of ecological
inference.

2 Other scholars have utilized survey data to assess racially polarized voting. For example, see
Elmendorf, Christopher S., Kevin M. Quinn, and Marisa A. Abrajano. 2016. Racially Polarized
Voting. University of Chicago Law Review 83:587-692., which discusses the benefits of this
approach relative to alternative approaches that rely on aggregate data.
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10. The results in Table 1 show that there is significant racially polarized voting in
Illinois. The majority of Black and Latino voters preferred the Democratic candidate in every
election analyzed, the majority of Asian voters preferred the Democratic candidate in 10 out of 13
elections, and the majority of white voters preferred the Democratic candidate in only 7 out of 13
elections. Averaging across the 13 elections and putting equal weight on each election, the rate of
Democratic support is 48.5 percent among white voters, 58.9 percent among Asian voters, 74.1
percent among Latino voters, and 95.4 percent among Black voters.

11. Social scientists typically report that an observed difference is statistically significant
if the p-value is less than .05, which means that if the true difference were zero, the chances of
obtaining a result as extreme as the one we observed is less than 5 percent. The observed
differences between Black and white voters are highly statistically significant (p < .001) in every
election examined. The observed differences between Latino and white voters are statistically
significant (p < .01) in 11 out of 13 elections examined. And the observed differences between
Asian and white voters are statistically significant (p <.05) in 3 out of 13 cases.

12. To better utilize the available data and summarize the differences in voting behavior
between racial groups, | pool data from each of these elections in a single regression. Each
observation is a voter by election. The dependent variable is an indicator for whether the voter
supported the Democratic candidate (as opposed to the Republican) in that election. The
independent variables of interest are indicators for Black, Latino, and Asian respondents. | also
include election fixed effects to account for the fact that rates of support differed across elections,
and as before, 1 utilize survey weights in the analysis.

13. The results of this analysis are in Table 2. The first column shows results for the entire
state of Illinois, and the coefficients indicate that, on average, Black voters are 47.3 percentage
points more likely to vote for a Democrat relative to a white voter in the state, Latino voters are
25.4 percentage points more likely to vote for a Democrat than a white voter, and Asian voters are
13.1 percentage points more likely to vote for a Democrat. All of these differences are
substantively meaningfully and highly statistically significant (p <.001).

14. The remaining columns of Table 2 show the same analyses but for particular regions
of interest. The CES provides a zip code and a county of residence for each respondent. | match
respondents to the cities of Chicago and Aurora using zip codes, and | match respondents to Metro
East according to their county of residence. Following the Wikipedia entry for the region,? |
classify Bond, Calhoun, Clinton, Jersey, Macoupin, Madison, Monroe, and St. Clair counties as
Metro East.

15. Even focusing within these particular regions, there remain large gaps in the voting
behavior of different racial groups. In Chicago, the gaps between groups are smaller than they are
statewide, largely because white voters in Chicago are more Democratic than white voters
elsewhere in Illinois. But in Aurora and Metro East, the differences in voting behavior between

3 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Metro_East#List_of counties
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minority and white voters are even larger than the statewide differences. For example, in Aurora
and Metro East, respectively, Black voters are 58.9 and 53.2 percentage points more Democratic
than white voters, and Latino voters are 43.2 and 34.2 percentage points more Democratic than
white voters.

16. The bottom row of Table 2 shows the average voting behavior of white voters in these
places. Aside from Chicago, we see that white voters in these places lean Republican. Therefore,
the preferred candidate of minority voters is typically different from the preferred candidate of
white voters.

D. Racially Polarized Voting Likely Understates the Extent to Which Minority Groups
Have Divergent Interests

17. Although Tables 1 and 2 show significant racially polarized voting in Illinois, we
would theoretically expect racially polarized voting to understate the extent to which the interests
of minority voters diverge from those of white voters. The reason is that the extent of polarized
voting depends on the electoral choices available to voters. If there are no candidates who
differentially appeal to the interests of a minority group, the lack of polarized voting would not
constitute evidence that the minority group does not have important or unique interests.

18. To see this, consider two candidates running for statewide office in Illinois. More than
seven in ten Illinois residents are white, so no candidate can win statewide office without receiving
the support of a significant share of white voters. As an example, in 2014, Democratic incumbent
governor Pat Quinn received just below 40 percent of the two-party vote among white voters,* and
he lost office. So candidates who appeal primarily to minority voters are not likely to win statewide
office. Because of these demographics, if there are issue positions that primarily appeal to minority
voters but not white voters, statewide candidates are not likely to espouse those positions. If one
candidate did espouse these positions, we might expect racially polarized voting to be even greater.
But if both candidates are trying to appeal to the median voter, the observed level of polarized
voting will not reflect the extent to which groups have divergent interests.

19. Now consider a local or legislative election with a majority-minority electorate. By
the same logic, two office-motivated candidates competing for a majority of votes will espouse
the positions that appeal to the interests that are prevalent in this particular electorate, which
happen to be the interests of the minority group.® So again, we would expect polarized voting to

* According to the CES data previously, Quinn received 39 percent of the two-party vote among
white voters. According to an exit poll, <cbsnews.com/elections/2014/governor/illinois/exit/>,
Quinn received 36 percent of the two-party vote among whites.

® See Downs, Anthony. 1957. An Economic Theory of Democracy. New York: Harper & Row for
a canonical model of two office-motivated candidates who converge to the preferences of the
median voter. See Hall, Andrew B. 2015. What Happens when Extremists Win Primaries?
American Political Science Review 109(1):18-42 for evidence that ideological moderation is
electorally beneficial.
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understate the extent to which the interests of groups diverge. For voting behavior to reflect the
interests of groups, there must be high-quality candidates available who appeal to those divergent
interests.

20. The preceding discussion assumes there are two viable candidates competing for
office, but this is not the typical scenario in Illinois elections. The next section shows that
candidates in Illinois often run unopposed, meaning that voters have no choice whatsoever. The
voters have no opportunity to select a better candidate or incentive their elected officials to work
harder on their behalf if a candidate runs unopposed or if the only challengers to an incumbent are
not serious, viable alternatives. In this grim scenario, racially polarized voting will be an especially
uninformative indicator of voter interests.

21. Despite these theoretical issues, racially polarized voting in Illinois is nevertheless
quite stark. This suggests that minority groups indeed have unique and divergent interests. But
their ability to translate those interests into outcomes depends upon the electoral institutions and
the choices available to them.

22. | understand that other experts have or will be analyzing racially polarized voting in
specific state legislative races. | would recommend considering the issues described above when
focusing on those specific races. Many state legislative races are uncompetitive, many candidates
are not viable, and many candidates don’t put forth the kind of campaign effort necessary to appeal
to voters and make their positions known. As previously discussed, a lack of racially polarized
voting in such an election would not constitute convincing evidence that minority groups don’t
have divergent interests.

23. Table 3 shows data on votes and campaign spending for several elections of particular
interest that | believe other experts plan to analyze. All of these elections are general elections or
Democratic primaries between 2012 and 2020. In many of these elections, the runner-up did not
spend a meaningful amount of money on their campaign. In 15 out of 32 races, the winner spent
more than 80 percent of the money spent by the top-two candidates, and in 11 cases, the winner
spent more than 90 percent. We wouldn’t expect the divergent interests of minority voters to be
reflected in their voting behavior if candidates don’t campaign enough for voters to learn about
them, or if they don’t offer meaningfully different policy positions than their opponent.

E. Voters in Minority Districts Have Fewer Choices and Less Opportunity for Electoral
Selection and Accountability

24. Minority voters in Illinois typically have little opportunity to choose their own elected
officials or to incentivize them to work hard on their behalf even though they have interests and
preferences that often differ from those of white voters. As explained in more detail below,
elections in Illinois are often uncompetitive or even uncontested, and party leaders use various
tactics to reduce competition, thereby mitigating opportunities for electoral selection and
accountability.
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25. To assess the extent of electoral competition, | analyze data from the Illinois House of
Representatives. | focus on the most recent redistricting cycle, which includes election years 2012-
2020 and General Assemblies 98 through 102. Primary election data is not available for 2018 so
analyses that rely on this data exclude that particular election and corresponding General
Assembly.

26. Table 4 shows for each General Assembly, the share of districts for which the elected
legislator ran uncontested in the primary election, general election, and both the primary and the
general election. Many citizens have essentially no choice when it comes to selecting their state
legislator. Elected legislators to the House of Representatives were uncontested 79 percent of the
time in their primary election, 49 percent of the time in their general election, and 40 percent of
the time in both their primary and general elections. This last result bears repeating. In four out of
ten cases, the person elected to represent their voters in the Illinois House of Representatives ran
unopposed in both the primary and the general election.

27. Why is there so little competition in Illinois elections? At least part of the answer is
that party leaders use various tactics to prevent voters from having more choices. One of those
tactics is that incumbents who would like to retire from the legislature often resign in the middle
of their term, giving their party the opportunity to appoint a replacement. A large literature in
political science finds that incumbents are electorally advantaged because of the increased
resources and exposure that come with holding office.® So instead of allowing voters to select a
new leader in an open-seat race following a retirement, party leaders in Illinois appear to encourage
retiring members resign in the middle of their term, allowing the party leaders to appoint a new
legislator who can run for reelection as an incumbent.

28. The far-right column of Table 4 shows how often this occurs in the Illinois House of
Representatives. In a typical General Assembly, nine to 13 percent of the elected legislators will
resign in the middle of their term and be replaced by an appointee of the party. The 102nd General
Assembly is still ongoing so we don’t yet know how many legislators will resign, but at the time
of this data collection, two elected legislators have already resigned and been replaced by
appointees. Based on the results from previous General Assemblies, more are likely to follow.

29. Many of these appointed legislators go on to face little competition when they stand
for election for the first time. During this period of analysis, 40 percent of these appointed
legislators ran uncontested in their first primary, 49 percent ran uncontested in their first general,
and 17 percent run uncontested in both their first primary and their first general election.

® See Ansolabehere, Stephen and James M. Snyder, Jr. 2002. The Incumbency Advantage in U.S.
Elections: An Analysis of State and Federal Offices, 1942-2000. Election Law Journal 1(3):315-
338 and Fowler, Anthony and Andrew B. Hall. 2014. Disentangling the Personal and Partisan
Incumbency Advantages: Evidence from Close Elections and Term Limits. Quarterly Journal of
Political Science 9(4):501-531 for evidence that incumbent state legislators benefit electorally
from having held office.
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30. Table 5 shows the same measures of competition but for different subsets of cases.
The first row shows results for districts for which more than 40 percent of the voting-age
population in 2010 was Black. The second row shows results for districts for which more than 40
percent of the voting-age population in 2010 was Latino. During the period of study, the
representatives of these districts are all Democrats. The third row shows all other cases where a
Democrat won the election, and the fourth row shows cases where a Republican won the election.

31. We see that uncompetitive races are common across all of these cases, but they are
especially common in minority districts. The primary and the general election were both
uncontested 32 percent of the time when a Democrat won in a non-minority district, but in Black
and Latino districts, these rates increase to 53 and 45 percent, respectively. We also see that
appointments are more common in minority districts relative to non-minority districts. Therefore,
the residents of minority districts are especially unlikely to have an electoral choice to make. The
representatives of minority districts are often selected by the Democratic Party, and citizens of
these districts have little opportunity to select a better representative or to incentivize their
representative to work harder on their behalf.’

32. A potential explanation for the results in Table 5 is that Black and Latino districts see
less competitive because they are especially partisan districts. We saw in Tables 1 and 2 that Black
and Latino voters are much more likely to support Democrats. If more Democratic or more partisan
districts tend to have less competitive elections, that might mean that minority districts see less
competition because they are especially partisan, not because they are minority districts per se.
Table 4 assesses this possibility through regressions that control for the partisan leanings of each
district. Specifically, analyzing each General Assembly by district with a Democratic
representative, | regress the outcomes from Table 5 on indicators for Black and Latino districts
and control for the partisanship of the district. Specifically, | control for the average two-party vote
share of Democratic candidates in statewide elections in each district. I also include fixed effects
for each General Assembly to account for the fact that these measures of competition may change
over time idiosyncratically.

33. The results in Table 6 suggest that more partisan Democratic districts are less likely
to see uncontested primary elections, much more likely to see uncontested general elections, and
more likely to see both elections go uncontested. After controlling for district partisanship, we see
that minority districts are less likely to see uncontested primary elections, much more likely to see
uncontested general elections, and slightly more likely to see both elections go uncontested. They
are also notably more likely to experience a partisan appointment in the middle of a term. Overall,
the results suggest that voters in minority districts have fewer choices at the ballot box, and they’re
much more likely to have their choices made for them by party leaders. This remains true if we
compare them to similarly partisan but non-minority districts.

" For more on the importance of electoral competition for representation, policy outcomes, and the
health of democracy, see Ashworth, Scott. Electoral Accountability: Recent Theoretical and
Empirical Work. Annual Review of Political Science 15:183-201.

-8-



Case: 1:21-cv-03091 Document #: 151-3 Filed: 11/10/21 Page 10 of 27 PagelD #:1555

F. Latino Representatives Are Unlikely to Emerge in Districts That Are Not
Predominantly Latino

34. Do minority voters at least have representatives from their minority group even though
minority districts have little opportunity to select their representatives or incentivize them to work
hard on their behalf? To address this question, | analyze data on the race of electoral winners in
Illinois state legislative elections between 2012 and 2020. | focus on all districts for which at least
15 percent of the citizen voting-age population (or CVAP) is Black, 15 percent is Latino, or 15
percent is Asian.® | pool data from both chambers, and approximately three out of four races in
this analyses are from the Illinois House of Representatives.

35. Figure 1 shows how the share of a district’s CVAP comprised of a minority group
corresponds with the probability that a general election winner is a member of that minority group.
Specifically, the figure shows kernel-weighted local polynomial regressions (Epanechnikov
kernel, bandwidth = .1). Only the ranges of demographics observed in the data are shown. As
expected, the probability that the electoral winner is from a minority group increases as the share
of the district composed of that minority group increases.

36. Also as expected, the relationship between a group’s share of a district and the
probability that a group member wins the election is nonlinear. There is typically a weak
relationship between demographics and descriptive representation when a group is a small
minority of a district, but as the size of a group increases, the relationship becomes steeper. And it
flattens out again at a certain point.

37. This result suggests that the way in which districts are drawn can have large effects
on minority representation. For example, a district that is 40 percent Black is predicted to have a
78 percent chance of electing a Black legislator. But a district that is 20 percent Black is predicted
to have a 15 percent chance of having a Black legislator. Therefore, if a region is 20 percent Black
and has the population for two districts, a map that places all Black citizens in one district will
produce a black legislator 78 percent of the time, but a map that equally distributes black citizens
between the two districts will produce at least one Black legislator only 28 percent of the time (1
—{1-.15}?>= .28).

38. Figure 1 shows that Latino districts are much less likely than a comparably Black
district to elect a member of their group. A district that is 20 percent Latino is predicted to have a
Latino winner just 6 percent of the time, and a district that is 40 percent Latino is predicted to have
a Latino winner 45 percent of the time. The nonlinear relationship between demographics and
descriptive representation are such that districts that do not have a large share of Latino voters are
very unlikely to see a Latino representative.

8 Data on the race of candidates was collected only for districts with at least 15 percent population
from one of these minority groups. This information was provided by counsel for the McConchie
plaintiffs, and I believe it to be accurate.

-9-
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39. When an lllinois legislative map includes several districts with large Latino
populations but with white incumbents, are minority candidates likely to be elected in these cases?

40. To answer this question, Figure 2 repeats the same analyses from Figure 1 but
conditions on cases where a white candidate previously won the general election. Specifically, the
three panels of the figure show the probability of a minority winner emerging in the next election
after a white candidate won, two elections downstream, and three elections downstream.
Comparing the results to those in Figure 1, we see that minority candidate victories are much less
likely in scenarios where a white candidate won a recent election.

41. The descriptive representation of minority districts with a white incumbent does
increase over time. For example, if a white candidate wins in a 50 percent Latino district, there is
only a six percent chance that a Latino candidate will win in the next election, a 13 percent chance
they will win two elections downstream, and a 20 percent chance three elections downstream.
However, the extent to which minority representation increases over time depends strongly and
nonlinearly on the districts demographics. If a white candidate wins in a 40 percent Latino district,
there is a four percent chance that a Latino candidate will win in the next election, a seven percent
chance they will win two elections downstream, and a ten percent chance three elections
downstream. So a district with a white incumbent is twice as likely to later elect a Latino legislator
if it is 50 versus 40 percent Latino.

42. My current curriculum vitae is attached as Exhibit A, which includes a list of all the
publications that | have authored in the past ten years. In forming my opinion, | reviewed survey
data on vote choices and racial identification, election results, data on the demographics of state
legislative districts, campaign finance data from elections of interest, and data on the race of
electoral candidates. | also drew from theory and evidence in political science, and the most
influential sources are cited in the footnotes of the report. | have submitted expert reports but have
not testified as an expert at trial or been deposed in the last four years.

Dated this 10th day of November 2021 at Chicago, Illinois.

oy by

Anthffny Fowler

-10 -



Case: 1:21-cv-03091 Document #: 151-3 Filed: 11/10/21 Page 12 of 27 PagelD #:1557

'sasafjuaed Ul aJe S10443 PIepuRlS "SI3)0A 3)IYM pue AILIOUIW U33MIS0 89USI3JIP 3yl MOUS SUWN|02 83y}
[eul) ayL "UoIdaa Yaes Ul a1epipued oneldowsd syl parioddns oym dnoub [eroea yoes wodj SI810A sioul||| JO ateys ay) s1iodaa ajqel ayL

IHHI

(¥0T’) 98T’ (590°) 81T (0zo) 8sy  (zoT) L0L° (£907) 6€L° (TTO) 646° (9T0°) T2S”  0Z0Z &1LusS 'S'N
(€60°) ¥S0° (9207 12T (810) o (160) ¥65 (#207) 292" (9007) G86° (ZT0)O¥S”  9TOZ &1LUSS 'S'N
(#¥1) 820 (€207) 60€ (Lzo) 9y (ev1)sos (0207) 8L (LT07) 296 (T207) 9Ly #TOZ &1eusS 'S'N
(zv1) 2et—  (#0OT) 00T (9z07) 2195 (1v1) 89z (20T) 16 (9TO') 2G6° (020°) 06E"  OTOZ ®1LUSS 'S'N
yT) TIT (5207 9T (Lzo) gty (2v1) 0.9 (2L07) €28 (LT07) 226 (T207) GG  800Z &1LUsS 'S'N
(TOT) TTC (€907 L2T (zeo) ez (6607) 222 (T1907) evL (8207) 6€6° (LT07) 9TS" 0Z0Z luspisald 'S'N
(990) 582 (ze0) g6 (9g0) 62 (¥90°) 282" (2207) 968" (2€07) T€6° (LT0°) 20" 9TOZ luspisald 'S'N
(¥ST°) QST (590°) 262 (8z0) gL (2s1) 859" (T907) ¥6L° (8T0°) G26° (T20°) 20" ZTOZ luspisald 'S'N
(82T) 68T’ (020) L1€ (L20) 09%  (9zT) L0L° (9907) g8 (9T07) 226 (22Z0°) 8TS" 8002 luspisald 'S'N
(660°) 9ST’ (¥50°) GTE (cz0) 187  (860) 2v9 (2S07) T08” (9T0°) 296" (LT07) 98¥ 8T0Z JOUIBA0D)
(8eT) 050'—  (960) 99T (ee0’) 1677  (9eT) 2ve (¥607) 899" (L207) 688" (020°) Z6E ¥T0Z JOUIBN0D)
(LeT) ¥ST—  (80T") Q9T (Lzo)ovs  (9gT7) 2927 (90T) 18S (LT07) LG66° (T2O) LTIV 0T0Z J0UIBA0D
(zvT) 2og (990) 92z (ceo) ety (ovT) 16L (290) ¥TL° (8207) 206" (T20°) 88Y% 900¢ J0UI3A0D)
ANUA — UBISY  OIUA — dSIH IUYAM — o[  UBISY ouljeT Yoelg alYM uonds|3

sioul|]] ur BunoA pazirejod Ajjeroey T ajqeL



Case: 1:21-cv-03091 Document #: 151-3 Filed: 11/10/21 Page 13 of 27 PagelD #:1558

Table 2. Racially Polarized Voting in Different Regions of Interest
DV = Democratic Vote
Illinois Chicago Aurora Metro East

Black 473 .285 .589 532
(.008) (.016) (.048) (.036)
Latino 254 161 432 342
(.022) (.029) (.118) (.077)
Asian 131 .048 217 —-.451
(.034) (.054) (.115) (.058)
Election Fixed Effects X X X X
Survey Weights X X X X
Observations 17,618 3,948 439 830
Mean DV for white voters  .480 674 376 445

Heteroskedasticity-robust standard errors are in parentheses.

-12 -



lm.ﬁl

(@)
L0
B *UO1193]3 4O 3w} Je Juaquinoul Ue sayedlpul (1) "10Aew e104ny 10} SPUBIS YNV pue ‘zZ 10111sIg Jauolssiwwo) Aunod
”.n”. %009 10J Spuels ZDDD ‘10ssassy AlUNoD 00D 40} SpUeIS DD ‘19]]011dwo) 10} SpURIS dIND ‘[e48ua) Asulony 1o} spuels 9y “Jaguinu 19L1IsIp ayl pue (S 1o H) Jagureyd ayl ayedlpul saoed aAle|siba)
A 31818 *(d) seurewd o1re1d0wag aJe Ss1aylo pue (9) suoildale [esauab ate saded awos aseys Buipuads s, Jsuuim ayr Ag palios ale SUO0I93|3 "UMOYS aJe 8del yoes Wwolj sayepipued Buiwiopsd omy doy syt
== 000'T 8¢8’ 00°0$ 1169 IAMVNOOIS SIMVIN L6'8TT'L$ 868°G¢ SYVHANOD VSSITHN O 9102 01H
o 0001 918’ 00°0$% 606 NOSNHO[-OIDDNd INO.L 9¢'L81°¢$ ¥rL1C (D TTHN HVIO9dd O 2102 OvH
(@)
© 000'T €89’ 00°0$% 72091 ZAANVNIHI O@IVOTY Te'681°15$ 065¥¢ AATINHNVYI O 210T S¢H
o 000'T §99° 00°0$ €86°¢ [ ‘SELNON TNvY 61'918°88% 121'L (D SHANVT NHAHLS d Tz TIs
N~ 0001 909 00°0$% 8L NOSNHO[ draad 09°L68°901$ TS 1L (D ¥9ad SINNAA ~ d 810T 2D0D
N 686 €99° £9°0v9°91$ 162°0C SHYVNIT HINVIHLS 00°¢Y6°129°T$ 168°6¢ (D NO.LYITIND [ NHO[ D 10T 9S
B 886° 268 LSC1TT$ 96+°0¢ ANVYIINHATIH VANV.L €9°¢61°GLIS YSTHy L1449 ¥HHJOILSHD D 810C LSS
< 686" 059’ 'ST6'%$ L8T9 ALLASINVNHSTIY VIVIAVAS 0S°L86°0¢€$ L89TT D Al gavaanvy Wanmvl  d0zoz ovH
- 9L6° 68§ L6°019°G$ 8CI1¥ HOVTIVA N O 08'081vCc$ 106°LS (D gOA0( [ S0rILVd 9 0202 0+S
() 156° S6L° 60°TS1Y$ 696°S AAOHUI AANV G8'LS6°6LS 6L0°¢T (D ZHANVNYHH VSI'T D 910Z ¥2H
% 96’ 96L’ 1180t %$ SOLY DISNTTOMZ 149909 €6'1€5°9L$ 9281 (D OLOS VIHINAD d 910¢ vH
a 0r6’ 8¢9’ ¥6'SLT 6 ¥L¥°9 XOOTIM NO'T 00'199°65+$ L8ETT (D gDA0( [ S0r4LVd d 020Z 0¥S
- €16° LIL S6'ELI'GS LOY'L YHLIVA I A TVYNOA 06'SLEYSS 00€°61 (D ZHAONVNYHH vIvaavd 9 0202 ¢8H
N 906’ G18° 9%°92¢TS$ 9¢1e YHMAVA VI 06'$82°C0S$ 8¢8Cl (D OYLSVD VNILSIID d 020T TTS
S 88’ 1.8 ILY6ETI$ S10°0C SHNYVI JAVA 12°865%6$ 789°9C (D AOOMNHTYD VAOLVT O 020Z ¥1TH
< 8.8 01§ 0L'SL8°91T$ 9L6°LS @IV LLLANVH( 00°LE€S9S°1$ 8¢T°09 VTIIA VNIV D 0202 STS
— LLS L6L 00°6S6°L$ 916°TT NAOYI IVIN TS 0vS 95$ 00L°9t (D VATONVTIIA VNITD 9 020C 118
— 998’ 9’ 99'L9LT¢$ 166°1C VTIIAONS ADVYIL 01°¢8¥11C$ Ge86¢ OWLSVD VNLLSIID 9 910¢ ¢S
— 968’ 9LL 0STIP's$ 96 VTHAVA OINOLNV LS'887°C¢$ TLTe (D SI'TIIA NHETHLY S d 10T LLH
o]
@ 0S8’ LOL 66'8€9°¢ST$ YTI'L SHIVZNOD NOSV/[ £8'810< 1$ GST'LL (D NVOIAQVIN TAVHDIN d 9102 ZCH
i ¢18 8¢S 08'861°6LT$ L6681 TINOHN ANV VINOL 00'80+'S1Z 1$ €e1ce VTIIA VNIV D 810C 6¥H
. 8L 665 0F'€65¥¢T$ 8y AHHAVS VIV IIA 89'99°CH8$ 0€T'L NOSNIFOY INONV'T d 810 SH
) 01L 805" 16°S10'86$ 968°C IAUVZZ0O TIIA 01°091°0+¢$ 120 (D soTagdd INOL d T10C 6§H
ﬂ 889" YL Tr'e81°06$ 0S0°L OYAIATOD 1AV 0T L8¥°861$ P1¥°61 (D ZANLLIVIN STII d 810C 0TS
— Ly 089’ 08°0€5°596$ 00¢°6 (D NIINNA N 00'165286°1$ 06L°61 NO.LLVYLS VNvITA[ d 910 SH
s 41 $65° 00°61¥°0C1$ 7189 TH.ILVd 'THSDIVH 00°612°S2T$ 988°C1L D A ‘gaveaNy ‘W anv( d 9102 OYH
3+
— Ty 9zs’ 00°¢8S‘6LL TS  STh'Tse NNINO LVd 00¥28°¢C6'c$ LY 06S TAOVYE HINVA d 8102 OV
c 665 41 OL'SISLITS L1201 OUHAHDV XHTV 0LTOV'SLIS TEL01 HVIN VSHYHH.L d 910z ¢H
Q 065 8L9" 02°060°62¢$ 969°61 LLLAYOId 404 08'65t°67¢$ AN (D L'Tdd NVA VIOIYLVd d 910z SS
m 6LS L 96'790°¢8% €50 SYIWOHL NvQf 06’ TLEPTTS (0% (D ZHANVNYTH VIvVaavd d 020C ¢8H
o g1 905 TL'BILS61S FOV'L NVINZOO MO CHY8eTITS PLS L NIAMI QYVHOIY O L102 ¥NV
o S1¢ 849" 01°S¢S191$ G8S1 HANOAVIHOS AONVN OLYYE LIS L16C D A FaveaaNy WHANIV[ 10z ovH
O 80¢” ¥LS 00°€6L00C°T$  STr'che (D soreyad HAdSO[ 00CICYLTTS  69L'LTE 199V ZIMd  d 8102 VOD
- 6r 899° 06'208921$ 9069 ITTHAVIVD HAHLS 01°¢89CT1$ 188°¢T OYILSVD VNLLSTYD d 9102 T¢S
% ¢8Y L09° 0S°08L°6T1$ 1L0°¢ HSO NNA'TA 0€°009°L11$ LELY YHAYV.L SLLIND d 810C ScH
™ LEY ¥09° 0€°€TSTSES ¥84°¢ (D sorgyad INOL 0L°S9T°¢LTS$ 91¢S IAQUVZZ0O TIIA d ¥10C 6¢H
o 9Tt 18§ 190146$ TL8'S YHIOON "D AYVIED 6¥'968°69% $¢¢°8 (D SWVITIIA Y¥VINO d 0202 O1H
W So¢’ ¢S 08'CC1°1Tes$ YL6Y (D @>nng Nva 0L'S¥0°LT1$ 9¢9°g ZIINO NOYVV d 810¢ 1TH
T ¥8¢ TLS 79'98¢°0C1$ 6¥61 SINVINOY 9O49 8C'SS9L¥$ 620°9C AOOMNHIIO VAOLVT 9910 ¥11H
ﬂ T LTS 00°S9T°LL6'6S  €TLYOY'T (D YHONNN JTISHT 007€1°¢eS’e$  #¥2'9L9C VZOANHN VNVSNS D 910C dND
- 000" 869° 09°9%L¥11$ 9L0°¢ NV TTIN SI¥I 00°0$ 0C1'L ZHIINVY VITHA d 8107 vH
@ aleys buipuads  aleys a10A buipuads S810A aleN buipuads S810A EVEN uonds|3
% JBUUIM JBUUIM dn-Jauuny J3UUIAN
@) 1SaJaqu] JO SuUOoI133|3 ul co_H_HmQEoO ‘e 9l|geL



Case: 1:21-cv-03091 Document #: 151-3 Filed: 11/10/21 Page 15 of 27 PagelD #:1560

Table 4. Electoral Competition in the Illinois House of Representatives
Assembly Primary Uncontested General Uncontested Both Uncontested Appointment

98 120 .500 .356 .085
99 .805 .559 475 .093
100 831 .568 475 127
101 424 119
102 197 .398 .280 017
Pooled .788 490 .396 .088
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Table 5. Electoral Competition in Different Settings

Primary Unc. General Unc. Both Unc. Appointment

Black Districts .694 .800 528 111
Latino Districts .661 129 446 A14
Democrats in Non-Minority Districts 877 337 318 .061
Republicans .789 427 .395 .094
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Table 6. Assessing Competitiveness While Controlling for Partisanship
Primary Unc. General Unc. Both Unc. Appointment

Black District -.115 201 .066 .084
(.072) (.095) (.103) (.044)
Latino District —-.164 189 017 079
(.067) (.101) (.115) (.042)
District Partisanship —-.350 1.324 715 -.180
(.202) (.333) (.345) (.143)
Assembly Fixed Effects X X X X
Observations 282 356 282 356

District-clustered standard errors in parentheses
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Figure 1. Minority Winners and District Demographics

The curves are kernel-weighted local polynomial regressions (Epanechnikov kernel, bandwidth =
.1) showing how the probability that the general election winner is from a minority group relates
to the share of the district’s CVAP comprised of that group. The sample includes all state
legislative general elections (from both chambers) between 2012 and 2020 in districts where at

least 15 percent of the citizen voting-age population (CVAP) is Black, 15 percent is Latino, or 15
percent is Asian.
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Figure 2. Minority Winners Following White Winners

The figure replicates the analysis in Figure 1 but focuses on cases where a white candidate
previously won. The left panel shows the probability of a minority winner in the next election after
a white candidate’s victory, the middle panel shows the same thing two elections downstream, and
the right panel shows three elections downstream.
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