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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE M DDLE DI STRI CT OF NORTH CAROLI NA

SHAUNA W LLI AMS, ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
VS.

Civil Action
No. 23 CV 1057

REPRESENTATI VE DESTI N HALL,
in his official capacity as
Chair of the House Standing
Commttee on Redistricting,
ET AL.,

Def endant s.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N

NORTH CAROLI NA STATE
CONFERENCE OF THE NAACP,
ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,

N N N N N

)

VS. )

PHI LI P BERGER, in his official) Civil Action
capacity as the President Pro ) No. 23 CV 1104
Tenpore of the North Carolina )

Senate, ET AL.

Def endant s.

— N

VI DEOTAPED DEPGCSI TI ON OF BLAKE V. SPRI NGHETTI
Thur sday, October 3, 2024

Vi deot aped Deposition of BLAKE V. SPRINGHETTI, called
for exam nation under the Federal Rules of Civi
Procedure, taken before ne, the undersigned, Lori
Litvin, a Notary Public in and for the State of Ohio,
at the offices of Thonpson Hi ne, LLP, Col unbus, Ohi o,

conmencing at 9:22 a.m
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APPEARANCES:

On Behalf of North Carolina State
Conf erence of the NAACP:

Oivia Ml odanof, Esg.

Tom Boer, Esq.

Hogan Lovells US, LLP

4 Enbar cadero Center

Suite 3500

San Franci sco, CA 94111

On Behalf of WIllianms Plaintiffs:

Alison Q zhou Ge, Esq.
Mar k Hai dar, Esq. (Present via Zoom)
El i as Law Group
250 Massachusetts Avenue NW
Suite 400
Washi ngt on, DC 20001
On Behal f of the Legislative Defendants:
Phillip Strach, Esq.
Alyssa Riggins, Esq. (Present via Zoom)
Nel son Mul lins
301 Hillsborough Street
Suite 1400
Ral ei gh, NC 27603

and

Eri ka Dackin Prouty, Esq.
Baker Hostetl er

200 Civic Center Drive
Suite 1200

Col umbus, ©hi o 43215

Al so Present:
On Behal f of the NAACP Plaintiffs:
Chris Shenton, Esq.
Sout hern Coalition for Social Justice

St eve Troncone
Vi deogr apher
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A In this sane email there were incunbents.

Q Ri ght .

A So | took into account the incunbent data --

Q Ckay. So --

A -- in order to conply with -- one of these prongs

references incunbents.

Q Ckay. So it was the guidance and then the
Congressional and the House incunmbent information that
you had?
A Yes.

Q And did you see any prior drafts of this

gui dance?

A No.

Q And you weren't provided any information about
t hi s gui dance before the October -- the August 23rd,
2023 emai |l ?

No.
Do you know why these criteria were sel ected?

No.

No.

A

Q

A

Q You didn't talk to anybody about why?

A

Q And you had no part in selecting any of these
c

riteria?
A Correct.
Q Are you aware of any public input taken on the
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criteria?

A No, not aware if there were or were not.
Q Are the criteria listed in order of priority?
A | don't think so but I -- 1 don't know. | didn't

draft this so.
Q And you weren't told to -- to consider the
criteria in any sort of priority?
A The only tinme where that cane up was when it cane
to count subdivision splits when -- because there are
several cases geographically where in order to keep a
VTD whol e you m ght have to split a subdivision or if
you -- and vice versa, if you're keeping a subdivision
whol e, you're splitting a VID

So, | don't -- I don't think this was necessarily
in priority but that was the situation where it was
relayed that in that scenario the VID would be the
priority.
Q So the choice to keep the VID together was told
to be a priority over splitting a subdivision?
A Yes.
Q Was there any other conversation about
priortization of any of these factors besides what you

just nentioned?

A No. | -- 1| don't knowif the drafter drafted
these in priority or not. That's not information that
Page 92
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| was -- that was shared with nme. | created them al
equal ly.

Q Okay. So you treated themall equally. Can you
tell me about how you did that? There are a | ot of
factors here so |I'mcurious about your process.

A Yes. So, you know, started with a blank map with
just the county groupings that were -- that | was

I nstructed to use and then --

Q Let me stop you there. Wen you said instructed
to use, is that the 2022 House plan groupings that are
|isted here? | think that's on the fourth |ine.

A Yes. Yeah, four down.

Q Ckay. So you used -- you started with a bl ank
map and then you put together the county groupings
based on the 2022 House pl an?

A No. Based on the 2022 groupi ngs and then drew a
bl ank, drew from a blank slate fromthere.

Q OCkay. Do you know whether this criteria is
different than the criteria that was used in the |ast
redistricting in North Carolina?

A | don't know if it is or isn't.

Q For the groupings it says that the groupings are
sufficient. Did you consider any other groupings or
did you just automatically decide that those were the

groupi ngs that you woul d use?
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A | decided that the client instructed ne to use
t hese so | used those.
Q That's -- your interpretation of sufficient is

this is what you shoul d use?

A Yes.
Q Ckay.
A And there was never any instruction otherw se, so

ultimately the client was happy with that deci sion.

Q So you had no other conversations with the
client, Chairman Hall, about the county groupings?
A No.

Q Did you have any conversations about the county

groupi ngs with anybody el se?

A No.
Q So once it was decided, they were | ocked in?
A Yes. Those are the ones that we used.

Q OCkay. So I want to wal k through each of these.
The first one is that the districts are to be drawn
within plus or mnus 5 percent of the ideal district
popul ati on.

How did you determ ne the ideal district
popul ati on?
A Well, | didn't actually have to do any ot her
mat hemati cal cal cul ati on because we were operating

under the sane census so that it's, | think, 86, 995
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plus or mnus 5 percent of that.
Q Ckay.
A | think is what the -- it's been a while but
That's what is ingrained in ny head, so.
Q Good nenory. |Is there any conversation you had
wi th anybody about the ideal district population?
A No. Plus or mnus 5 strai ghtforward.
Q Ckay. The second one -- and we're going to skip
the second line, but the second criteria for the
House, which is the third line, says: Draw House
districts that are contiguous. Contiguity by a point
Is not permtted but contiguity by water is
perm ssi bl e.

What does "contiguous" nean, from your
perspective?
A Yeah, it's -- there's -- the geography of the
district all enjoined all together. There's no points
of a district that did not connect to other parts of
the district other than water.
Q Ckay. And how did you cone to understand that
meani ng?
A It's pretty straightforward. Simlar case in
Ohio. Point contiguity doesn't work and contiguity
t hrough water does work and you can't have

non- conti guous districts.
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Q Did you have any conversations w th anybody about
this particular criteria?
A No. It was straightforward.
Q Al'l right. The next one is the county groupings
which we tal ked about briefly: Draw House districts
wi thin county groupings as described by Stephenson and
subsequent deci sions by the North Carolina Suprene
Court and the 2022 House pl an groupi ngs are
sufficient.
So you said that you utilized the 2022 House
County groupi ngs, right?
A Yes.
Q It mentions here subsequent decisions by the
North Carolina Suprene Court. Did you |look into those
subsequent deci sions?
A No.
Q So you had no conversati ons about what those
subsequent deci sions sai d?
A No.
Q So with respect to the county groupings, you just
used the 2022 groupings and didn't have any ot her
conversati ons about the groupings thensel ves?
A Correct.
MR. STRACH. You all keep going.
"1l be right back. Keep going.
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Q The next -- the next criteria is that new
districts will be drawn and the map drawer will not be
bound by the location of prior district |ines.

Did you rely upon any prior district |lines?

No.

Why not ?

| drewit froma bl ank sl ate.

O >» O »

And why did you decide to draw from a bl ank sl ate
I nstead of using prior district lines?

A That's just what -- that's how | started and
there was never an instruction to do anything other
than that so | started from scratch

Q So there was no instruction that said, you know,
go take a look at this group of districts in this part
of the state and, you know, shift things based on what
you see there for any particular reason? It was a

bl ank sl ate?

A Yeah. | used this -- yeah, | used this criteria.
There wasn't a criteria to start fromthe 2022 map

ot her than the groupings so --

Q Ckay.
A -- | started from scratch.
Q The next one is data identifying the race of

I ndi vidual s or voters shall not be used in the

construction or consideration of districts in the 2023
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was nmuch cl eaner fromthat standpoint than, according
to them than previous maps that they had in North
Carolina, so that's -- that's what they were happy
with.

Q So they were happy with no splitting of VTDs,

| ooked conpact. Was there anything else that they
menti oned or that you guys tal ked about with respect
to the criteria?

A Well, there were split VIDs. Sone of them were
mat hematically required to stay within the county
groupi ng but yeah, | nmean that's -- they were pretty
happy with that.

Q Was there anything specific that they wanted you
to do different than conpared to what you had done

| eading up to that date?

A Well, | renenmber there being sonme districts that
| drew that -- that they wanted to make changes in,
but overall | think nost of the map was they were

pretty happy wth.

Q What was the districts you renmenber that they
wanted to nmake changes in?

A Well, there were sonme where, you know, |ike, |
didn't see a way around not having two incunbents in a
district without, you know, doing sone things.

And that was one where they were, like, well, we
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don't want -- even -- and | think it was even a

Denocrat. It wasn't even a nenber of their own
caucus.

They were, like: WelIl, you know, you shoul dn't
do that, but it wasn't intentional. [t was just the
math was -- was required there.

Q When you say it wasn't intentional, you weren't

Intentionally trying to do that? You were just
followng --

A Right. Right. Yeah.

Q -- what the math --
A So it was just like stuff that, you know, |'m not
goi ng to know everything about the -- you know, |'m

not fromNorth Carolina. So just mnor things |ike

t hat .

Q Yeah, because | think you said earlier that, |
mean, you don't really have an understandi ng of the
political geography so that wasn't going into the map
maki ng.

You were really just following the criteria and
using the nunbers to conme up with this initial draft?
A Right. Yeah. | nean, any political information
| had was just these races that we inputted into
Maptitude. These elections | should say.

Q Did you -- when you were showing this initial
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draft to Chairman Hall, Representative Stevens, and
the staff nmenbers at this second working group
neeting, did you show themthe political performance
data for the draft?

A Yeah. So the political performance data, you
know, is up on the screen in a spreadsheet |ike
organi zation so they were able to see political

per for mance.

Q And were changes nmade to that draft based on
political performance?

A In some cases sone of the -- sone of the
districts, you know, both -- in both directions.
While this is a Denocratic district, this is a
Republican district, leaning -- Republican | eaning and
Denocratic | eani ng, but yeabh.

Q So what -- what do you recall fromthose

I nstances in terns of what you were told with respect
to partisan data? Were you told: Let's change this
specific district so it is nore Republican |eaning or
nore Denocratic | eaning?

A Yes, there was sone of that. There was sone of
that but I -- yeah, initially I just think it was nore
about incunmbents and, you know, certain political
subdivisions |ike -- and sonme of it was just, you

know, oh, by rearranging these VIDs this subdivision
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isn't split and we woul d make that up.

Sone of it was just cleaning up the map, but
yeah, there certainly was sone -- partisan perfornance
adj ustnents nade as wel .
Q During that neeting were you nmaki ng adjustnents
in the roomduring the neeting?
A Yes.
Q So it was kind of |Iike active -- you were
actively nmake changes while you were getting feedback?
A Yes.
Q Did you take any notes about those -- that
f eedback that you received during that neeting?
A No. Just we would look at it on the screen. |If
it worked out, fine. If not, pull it out, reverse,
and then restart.
Q Okay. So you would test things out |ive during
t hese neetings?
A Yes.
Q And then if it worked out, would you save that

draft as |i ke whatever, revised draft X?

A Yeah. It would stay. Maptitude automatically
saves so it would stay. It was a working version.
Q So it would type, save, this was your working

version in Maptitude, but did you save specific

versions of drafts anywhere or was it just one ongoi ng
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wor ki ng draft that you used?

A So when | would, for exanple, go -- like in this
trip we're tal king about, it would be one working
draft while | was there, two days, three days, four
days, whatever it was.

And then | would take that back with ne and
continue to work on it in Colunmbus, and then whenever
the next trip was that would be the next version.

So each -- basically each working session that |
travel ed that would be Ilike, you know, V3 would be
trip 3. | don't know what | actually called them
Q Ckay. So there weren't subsections within a
wor ki ng session? It was just the one working draft
that you had in North Carolina based on the

conversations that you had?

A Yeah. There -- there were sonme later in the
process where, you know, | would bring |like two
different versions of like a four-county cluster or a

four-county groupings and say: Here's one thing to
consider; here's another thing to consider.

And then sonetinmes they went with neither and we

woul d -- you know, or sonetines they would choose one,

so, but.

Q Do you recall what those decisions were based on?

A Usually math. And when | say math, | nmean just
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1 trying to have the least splits and what math

2 popul ation allows us to do within the county groupings

3 and i ncunbents where they live has a big part of -- of

4 where a lot of these lines go to or mani pul ated, |

5 guess, and then Partisan neasurenment.

6 Q Was there a priortization of any of those three

7 or were they bal anced equal |l y?

8 A | say they were bal anced equal ly, yeah.

9 Q Do you have a specific recollection of adjusting
10 in that first session, that first working session, of
11 adjusting any districts in Northeastern North
12 Carol i na?

13 A No. | don't -- | think nost of the changes were
14 in the nore popul ated --
15| Q So Wake?
16 A -- areas. Yeah, but even in Wake -- yeah,
17 woul d say probably Wake and that nunber was the
18 maj ority.
19 Q What do you recall about the changes in Wake?
20 A Those were the -- well, the geography there is
21 pretty crazy the way the nunicipal boundaries are
22 drawn. | nean, it's pretty puzzled up there.
23 So, you know, | would notice or the client would
24 noti ce, you know, communities or political subdivision
25 m ght be split that wasn't intended.
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So we would go in and nake those adjustnents or
j ust because of the geography is tricky there.
Q So you woul d have split them w t hout know ng and
t hen Chairman Hall woul d have sai d: Hey, we can't --
we can't do that here, we have got to -- we have got
to readjust this?
A Yeah or | would have noticed it and we would
have -- he would say: Yeah, nmake that change. O, we
m ght have been | ooking at sonething else and | m ght
have noticed that sonething needed to be adjusted.

But it was nostly that and then secondary to that
probably, or maybe equal to, the partisan perfornmance.
Q Do you recall any specific changes in that first

map to the Forsyth or Stokes area?

A Yeah. Yeah, there were changes in Forsyth.

Q What do you -- what do you recall about those
changes?

A Same thing there. VWhat | recall in those areas

is the incunbents |live pretty closely to each other
and so, you know, neasuring not doubl e-bunking,

keepi ng communities together, political subdivisions

t oget her.
Those -- | renmenber those two pieces being a
priority, and then also, |ike, you know, creating a

Denocrat-1eaning district that the Denocrat incunbent
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actually lives in and not accidentally putting them

t oget her, because | renmenber the math there being
tight and the geography where the incunbents |ived
bei ng a chal |l enge.

Q Do you have a recollection in that first session
of a scenario where you had put together the districts
and the political subdivisions were -- seened okay, no
splitting of VIDs, the math seened good per how you
have been describing the math popul ati on, but there

was a recommended change sol ely based on partisanshi p?

A No. Not -- not in Forsyth.
Q Anywhere el se on the map?
A Parti san nmeasurement was included in sone other

areas, sure.
Q So what did you understand your -- strike that.
Can you wal k ne through how a parti san
performance adjusted -- adjustnent would work?
So, if you pulled up the map and sonet hi ng was
fl agged by sonebody that a certain district should be
nore Republican | eaning because you could see on the
map, right, the election data results, how did that --

can you wal k me through how t hat adjustnent woul d be

made?
A Sure, and it wasn't just making sonething nore
Republican. There was one district that | drew to be
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Republican | eaning, strongly Republican | eaning, and
it was a Denocratic incunbent and | was instructed to

make adj ustnents there based on partisan performnce.

So, but, you know, it would be -- npbst of the
parti san novenent was very -- fromthe version that |
brought to the version that | left with was very
mniml. There wasn't --

| mean, we're talking like four tenths of a
percent. It's not like one district went from55
percent Republican leaning to -- or |I'lIl use even 47
percent Republican | eaning to, you know, 55 percent
Republ i can | eani ng.

It m ght have went 47 percent Republican | eaning
to 47.6 Republican. | nean, it was very small --

Q And this is in ternms of --

A -- partisan adjustnent.

Q Sorry. Go ahead.

A Very small. There -- you know, the biggest --

t he biggest partisan adjustnent that had the biggest
actual mathematical partisan change was the situation
| mentioned first which was | drew a very Republican
district that had a Denocratic incunbent in it and |
was instructed to refornulate that county grouping
because of that partisan.

Q Okay. Let's talk about that. Wiy did you draw

Page 148

Veritext Lega Solutions
Caendar-CA @veritext.com 866-299-5127

Case 1:23-cv-01057-TDS-JLW  Document 82-15 Filed 01/07/25 Page 21 of 30




1 it that way?
2 A Wy did | draw it that way? Well, you know, on
3 my system | don't know which Republic -- which
4 i ncunbents are Republican or Denocrat; | just know
5 that they're incunbents so | was just draw ng
6 districts.
7 Q And you didn't check it afterwards?
8 A Check to see whether the incunbent was Denocr at
9 or Republican?
10| Q Uh- huh.
11 A Well, | did during the working session with the
12 client, yes.
13 Q So did the client flag to you that this was an
14 | ssue before you knew it was an issue?
15 A Yes.
16 Q And who -- who flagged that for you?
17 A | don't renmenber if it was Chairman Hall or
18 Representative Stevens, but | can tell you it was one
19 of the two of them
20 Q Ckay. And what district was this?
21 A | don't renenber the district nunmber but it was,
22 like in, 1'"ll say central North Carolina, not western
23 North Carolina, but sonmewhere in the m ddle of the
24 St at e.
25 Q Chat hant?
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MR. STRACH: Chat ham
MS. MOLODANOCF: Chat ham

Q Wuld it have been Chatham North Carolina?

A | don't renmenber exactly --

Q Ckay.

A -- the -- 1 -- it was in the center of the State

pretty nuch.

Q Ckay. Did that happen on any other occasion
where you had drew a Republican-1|eaning district but
you di scovered |ater that there was a Denocratic

I ncunbent there?

A There coul d have been but that's the one that
sticks out in ny nmenory the nost.

Q And it sticks out in your menory because it was
the first one?

A No, because it was challenging to -- to -- to --
just because in that county grouping the math was very
tight. Al the districts were very heavy, and so
where the incunbents |ive and trying not to draw a
heavily, heavily-Republican district for a Denocratic
I ncunbent, the math really is what nade it pretty
difficult to find a solution, but we found one.

Q So you nentioned that was a difficult district.
Did you encounter other difficult districts either for

t hat reason or different reasons?
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A That one sticks out, and then, you know, trying
to find different math to work for the districts that
acquire VID splits to stay within the county grouping.
You know, I'"'mjust -- | didn't just accept it; |
needed to split one, right, | would run -- run nunbers
to see if | could try to not split one but those were
chal I engi ng too because there wasn't a mat hemati cal

sol ution ot herw se.

Q Were there specific areas that stick out to you?
A The one that -- | forget the county -- but
there's a -- it's in, | guess, the southeastern part
of the state. It's a two-county grouping and there's

two districts in there and you need to split a VID in
order to make it work.

That's the situation where the math is difficult
in the other direction. |It's very light in
popul ation. So |I tried to find another solution but
t here was not one.
Q So what did you understand your deadline to be in
terns of the map draw ng?
A So, previously | had nentioned that we had sort
of set sone days from August to October so ny deadline
woul d be the next tinme | went back.
Q Your deadline -- so it was the expectation that

you woul d show up with a fresh draft to be revi ewed?
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Q So it's gone down from68.8 by quite a bit and
then for black voters it's 30.2 percent which is
al nost doubl ed from what was -- what remained in 35.

And then down bel ow you see that Republican votes
for President for 2020 is 45.6 which is .1 percent
difference. Essentially the sane.

So this change -- based on this information, this
change did not result in an increase in a Republican
| eaning district, is that right?

MR. STRACH. (Objection. o
ahead.
A | don't -- so this is the first time |I'm seeing
this so | don't knowif that's the case or not.
Q Let's assune that the data shared in these
nunmbers are correct for purposes of ny questions. The
result of splitting this VID did not increase
Republican -- did not make a -- did not nake Wake --
or did not make House district 35 a nore Republican
| eaning district, is that right?
MR. STRACH. (Objection. o
ahead.

A Again, | don't -- |1 -- 1 don't know the
under|lying analysis of this and what the |ayers were,
so | can't say enpirically.

Q If it's just based on what we're | ooking at right
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now -- so this is -- thisis all -- 1 realize | have
given you, you know, a limted set of information and
this information is data that was pulled from DRA
based on the -- the map, the map changes, between Meck
V2 and then the noney sign map, the percentage of
votes for the Republican candi date and President, for
Presi dent of 2020, did not change virtually. Does
that | ook right?

MR. STRACH: (Obj ecti on.
Q | s that what you're seeing?

MR. STRACH. (Objection. o

ahead.
A | don't -- | don't know all the underlying data
in this anal ysis.
Q So the only difference -- differences -- between
Wake County between Meck V2, the map Meck V2, and the
noney sign map, was the split VID and the split VID
resulted in cutting out a significant nunber of
bl ack -- of black people -- double the anount of bl ack
voters that were in the precinct beforehand?
Do you see that on the -- does that -- does that

track what I'm-- what you're seeing in this exhibit?

MR. STRACH: (Obj ection.
A So, again, | don't know the underlying data in

this analysis and | didn't use racial data so | --
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Q So I'mtrying to understand if you did not use --
you did not consider race in this decision, right,
because you did not use racial data?

A | did not use racial data.

Q And the result of this decision did not influence
partisanship in this district. So I'mtrying to

under stand what the thinking was for this change given
the result it has on black voters.

MR. STRACH:. (Objection. Answer

I f you can.
A | can't say one way or the other. | didn't use
racial data. | don't understand the underlying

information in this analysis. First tinme |I'm seeing
it, so.

Q So do you know why you would have split this VID
when, | mean, we have been talking now for -- for a
while and | think one of the thenes of your map
drawi ng has been that you wanted to keep VTDs whol e.

|s there a reason that you would have split this

VTD?
A | don't renmenber a specific reason. | don't -- |
don't recall the -- the math or the percent deviations

of the surrounding districts.
| know that the math in Wake County is pretty --

pretty tight, but I don't renmenber a specific
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directive fromthe client.

Q So just for another point of reference, the
popul ati on devi ati on percentage between House District
35 or in House District 35 between Meck V2, in Meck V2
It was negative 1.92 percent and in the noney sign map
for District 35 the percent deviation was negative

4. 48 percent. So, significant change there.

And this is -- this is based on the underlying
shape files that were provided to us that we put into
Maptitude to get sonme nunbers.

So, this decision was not to keep VIDs -- a VID
whol e, right?

A Again, | don't renmenber this specific directive
for this.

Q BUT it couldn't have been because you split a
VTD.

A This VID is split, yes.

Q So it could not -- the decision could not have
been because you wanted to keep this VID whole, it

al so coul d not have been because you wanted to
decrease popul ation devi ation given the shift and THE
I ncrease, is that right?

MR. STRACH: (Obj ection.

A Again, first tinme seeing this. | will say seeing
this zoomin, | nmean, | think the district | ooks nore
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conpact. | nean, that's a long stringy VTD.

So I think both the -- the 66 District and the
35th District | ook nore conpact. That's a long VID
geogr aphi cal | y.
Q So we were tal king earlier about how VTDs and
different political subdivisions |ook different in
North Carolina and how that's been your focus and
sonetines that has been a priority over conpactness
because you want to keep VIDs together.

Sol'm-- I"mtrying to square this decision with

t he conversation we have had just to understand what

was the -- what was the change here based on?
A | don't recall a specific decision or directive
here, but like | said, observationally it |looks -- it

makes both districts | ook nore conpact.

Q So visual conpactness is one reason that you
could think for this change. |Is there anything el se?
A | don't have any recollection of a specific
directive.

Q Is it your recollection that this change woul d
have been made as a result of a conversation with
Representatives Hall and Stevens?

A Well, could you rem nd nme again what version --
what date version this cones fronf

Q The change happened in the noney sign map which
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The State of GChio, )
) SS: CERTI FI CATE
County of Cuyahoga. )

I, Lorraine A. Litvin, Notary Public within and
for the State of Ohio, duly comm ssioned and
qualified, do hereby certify that the w thin-nanmed
BLAKE V. SPRI NGHETTI, was by me first duly sworn to
testify the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth in the cause aforesaid; that the testinony
t hen given by hinlher was by ne reduced to stenotypy
in the presence of said wtness, afterwards
transcri bed on a conputer, and that the foregoing is a
true and correct transcript of the testinony so given
by him her as aforesaid.

| do further certify that this Deposition was
taken at the time and place in the foregoing caption
speci fi ed and was conpl eted w t hout adjournment.

| do further certify that | amnot a relative,
enpl oyee of, or attorney for any of the parties in the
above-captioned action; | amnot a relative or
enpl oyee of an attorney for any of the parties in the
above-captioned action; | amnot financially
interested in the action; | amnot, nor is the court
reporting firmwith which I amaffiliated, under a
contract as defined in Civil Rule 28(D); nor am
otherwi se interested in the event of this action.

I N WTNESS WHEREOF | have hereunto set ny hand
and affixed ny seal of office at Cl evel and, Ohio, on
this 24th day of October, 2024.

Lorraine A. Litvin, Notary Public
in and for the State of Ohio.
My comm ssion expires August 4, 2026
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