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From: Sean Opperman
To: Amy Lane; Cari Christman; Chris Steinbach; Dave Nelson; Desiree Castro; Drew Graham; Garry Jones; Johanna

Kim; Jorge Ramirez; Josh Reyna; Margaret Wallace; Martin A Golando; Peter Einhorn; Robert Borja; Tara
Clements; Terry Franks

Subject: Redistricting Dropbox Update
Date: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:24:15 PM
Attachments: Senate District Deviation from Ideal District Population.pdf

Just a reminder that the Redistricting Committee’s Dropbox is a great resource for all things
redistricting.  Each Senate office has complete access to this folder.  Some of the information in
Dropbox includes:
 

• Information from hearings
• Public input received from the public input portal
• Maps based on ACS estimates
• Maps of current plans
• Maps based on the Texas Demographic Center projects

 
We just added a new folder titled “2020 Census” under the “Maps” folder.  In this folder, we will
start adding maps that we receive from TLC that are based on 2020 Census data.  So, if you are
looking for new information based on the 2020 census, this may be a place to start looking.  TLC’s
redistricting website is also another great resource:  https://redistricting.capitol.texas.gov/
 
We just added the attached map to Dropbox, which is based on the 2020 census.  As TLC continues
to analyze the 2020 census data, we should start receiving more maps as well. 
 
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/sxg2mp62zuu6tx2/AACIQ4bIzQmZKMoUDxRzl_jua?dl=0
 
Let us know if you have any questions. 
 
 
Sean Opperman
Chief of Committee Operations
Chief Legal Counsel
Senate Special Committee on Redistricting
Senate Committee on Jurisprudence
Senator Joan Huffman, Chair
sean.opperman@senate.texas.gov
(512) 463-0493 (Redistricting)
(512) 463-0395 (Jurisprudence)
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DALLAS
COUNTY

JOHNSON
COUNTY

PARKER
COUNTY

ELLIS
COUNTY

TARRANT
COUNTY

SD-9
-0.2 %

SD-16
-0.2 %

SD-22
-2.0 %

SD-23
-1.9 %

SD-12
11.1 %

SD-30
2.9 %

SD-10
927,052

1.7 %

U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates

21R0006 1/8/21

State Senate District 10

Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172

The council groups population data into categories for redistricting in Texas.
Individuals counted as Hispanic, Black, and Asian may be included in multiple
categories. Non-Anglo is a combined total of individuals identifying as any
racial or ethnic category other than White alone, adjusted so that individuals
are not counted more than once. The Anglo and non-Anglo categories
combined represent total population.

Sen. Beverly Powell

         4.8%

        43.2%Anglo (White, Non-Hispanic)
Non-Anglo

        31.1%Hispanic or Latino
Black Alone or in Combo         20.7%
Asian Alone or in Combo

        56.8%

Estimated Population
Texas: 28,260,856

Ideal District: 911,641

ACS 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates

Estimated Deviation
from Ideal District Population

Percent Deviation from Estimated Ideal District Population

State Senate District
ACS 2015-19 Est. Pop.

/Over Under Est. Ideal

+5% +10% +11.1%-10%-12.2% -5%
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DALLAS
COUNTY

JOHNSON
COUNTY

PARKER
COUNTY

ELLIS
COUNTY

TARRANT
COUNTY

SD-16
-0.1 %

SD-22
-2.3 %

SD-23
-1.4 %

SD-9
0.3 %

SD-12
9.4 %

SD-30
1.7 %

SD-10
912,860

1.5 %

U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

20R0269 12/30/19

State Senate District 10

Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172

The council groups population data into categories for redistricting in Texas.
Individuals counted as Hispanic, Black, and Asian may be included in multiple
categories. Non-Anglo is a combined total of individuals identifying as any
racial or ethnic category other than White alone, adjusted so that individuals
are not counted more than once. The Anglo and non-Anglo categories
combined represent total population.

Sen. Beverly Powell

         4.8%

        43.9%Anglo (White, Non-Hispanic)
Non-Anglo

        30.7%Hispanic or Latino
Black Alone or in Combo         20.5%
Asian Alone or in Combo

        56.1%

State Senate District
ACS 2014-18 Est. Pop.

/Over Under Est. Ideal

Estimated Population
Texas: 27,885,195

Ideal District: 899,522

ACS 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

Estimated Deviation
from Ideal District Population

Percent Deviation from Estimated Ideal District Population
+5% +9.4%-10%-11.1% -5%
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Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172
U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

19R4070b  12/30/19

BRAZORIA

HARRIS

MONTGOMERY

LIBERTY

WALLER

GALVESTON

CHAMBERSFORT BEND

SD-4
4.8 %

SD-7
6.2 %

SD-15
1.4 %

SD-17
1.5 %

SD-18
6.3 %

SD-3
-3.8 %

SD-6
-4 %

SD-11
-2.2 %

SD-13
-1.5 %

DALLAS

HUNT

JOHNSON

PARKER

GRAYSON

ELLIS

MONTAGUE

TARRANT

KAUFMAN

WISE COLLIN

FANNIN
COOKE

DENTON

HOOD

ROCKWALL

SD-8
5.1 %

SD-9
0.3 %

SD-10
1.5 %

SD-12
9.4 %

SD-30
1.7 %

SD-2
-2.7 %

SD-16
-0.1 %

SD-22
-2.3 %

SD-23
-1.4 %

TRAVIS

HAYS

WILLIAMSON

BASTROP

BURNET

CALDWELL

SD-14
7.9 %

SD-5
6.9 %

SD-25
8 %

SD-24
-4.6 %

SD-21
-1.2 %

Harris County

Travis County

*The estimated state population and estimated district populations were produced from the American Community Survey (ACS) 2014-2018 5-year estimates of total population.
The actual population data and ideal district size for use in redistricting will be produced upon the completion of the 2020 Census and delivery of small area data in accordance
with Public Law 94-171.

BEXAR

COMAL

WILSON

GUADALUPE

ATASCOSA

KENDALL

SD-19
0.3 %

SD-25
8 %

SD-21
-1.2 %

SD-26
-2.7 %

Bexar County

North Central Texas
State Senate DistrictsEstimated Population

Texas: 27,885,195
Ideal District: 899,522

ACS 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates*
Estimated Deviation

from Ideal District Population2010 Census Total Population
Texas: 25,145,561

Ideal District: 811,147

ACS 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates
Deviation from Estimated Ideal District Population

+9.39%

-11.10%

983,996

799,687

899,522
944,498+5%

854,546 -5%

Percent Deviation from Estimated Ideal District Population

+5% +9.4%-10% -5%-11.1%

SD-4
4.8 %

SD-5
6.9 %

SD-7
6.2 %

SD-8
5.1 %

SD-9
0.3 %

SD-10
1.5 %

SD-12
9.4 %

SD-14
7.9 % SD-15

1.4 %

SD-17
1.5 %

SD-18
6.3 %

SD-19
0.3 %

SD-20
0.1 %

SD-25
8 %

SD-30
1.7 %

SD-1
-6.5 %

SD-2
-2.7 %

SD-3
-3.8 %

SD-6
-4 %

SD-11
-2.2 %

SD-13
-1.5 %

SD-16
-0.1 %

SD-21
-1.2 %

SD-22
-2.3 %

SD-23
-1.4 %

SD-24
-4.6 %

SD-26
-2.7 %

SD-27
-7.8 %

SD-28
-11.1 %

SD-29
-5.1 %

SD-31
-4.3 %

State Senate District
/Over Under Est. Ideal
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DALLAS
COUNTY

JOHNSON
COUNTY

PARKER
COUNTY

ELLIS
COUNTY

TARRANT
COUNTY

SD-9
9 %

SD-12
20.2 %

SD-16
9 %

SD-22
9 %

SD-23
8.5 %

SD-30
11.5 %

SD-10
849,337
927,052
9.2 %

U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2009-2013 & 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates

21R0007a 1/8/21
Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172

Anglo (White, Non-Hispanic)
Non-Anglo
Hispanic or Latino
Black Alone or in Combo
Asian Alone or in Combo

Estimated Texas Population
ACS 09-13: 25,639,373
ACS 14-18: 28,260,856
Percent Change: 10.2%

Estimated Population Change
ACS 2009-2013 5-Year Estimates

to
ACS 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates

         4.3%

        47.1%

        29.4%
        18.9%

        52.9%

         4.8%

        43.2%

        31.1%
        20.7%

        56.8%

        21.9%

         0.2%

        15.5%
        19.4%

        17.1%

09-13 15-19 % Change

Estimated Percent Change in Total Population

State Senate District 10
Sen. Beverly Powell

ACS 2009-13 Est. Pop.
ACS 2015-19 Est. Pop.

State Senate District

Est. Percent Change

15% 20%5%2% 10%
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DALLAS
COUNTY

JOHNSON
COUNTY

PARKER
COUNTY

ELLIS
COUNTY

TARRANT
COUNTY

SD-9
8.1 %

SD-12
16.7 %

SD-16
7.5 %

SD-22
7.3 %

SD-23
7.7 %

SD-30
8.7 %

SD-10
849,337
912,860

7.5 %

U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2009-2013 & 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

20R0363 1/24/20
Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172

Anglo (White, Non-Hispanic)
Non-Anglo
Hispanic or Latino
Black Alone or in Combo
Asian Alone or in Combo

Estimated Texas Population
ACS 09-13: 25,639,373
ACS 14-18: 27,885,195
Percent Change: 8.8%

Estimated Population Change
ACS 2009-2013 5-Year Estimates

to
ACS 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

         4.3%

        47.1%

        29.4%
        18.9%

        52.9%

         4.8%

        43.9%

        30.7%
        20.5%

        56.1%

          19%

         0.2%

        12.2%
        16.7%

          14%

09-13 14-18 % Change

Estimated Percent Change in Total Population

State Senate District 10
Sen. Beverly Powell

ACS 2009-13 Est. Pop.
ACS 2014-18 Est. Pop.

State Senate District

Est. Percent Change

13% 16.7%4%2% 8.8%
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Texas Legislative Council
State Senate Districts: PlanS172

U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey 2009-2013 & 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

20R0363a  1/23/20

BRAZORIA

HARRIS

MONTGOMERY

LIBERTY

WALLER

GALVESTON

CHAMBERSFORT BEND

SD-3
2.6 %

SD-4
11.9 %

SD-6
3.4 %

SD-7
14.2 %

SD-11
8.3 %

SD-13
11 %

SD-15
11 %

SD-17
12.5 %

SD-18
14.5 %

DALLAS

HUNT

JOHNSON

PARKER

GRAYSON

ELLIS

MONTAGUE

TARRANT

KAUFMAN

WISE COLLIN

FANNIN
COOKE

DENTON

HOOD

ROCKWALL

SD-2
6.5 %

SD-8
14.6 %

SD-9
8.1 %

SD-10
7.5 %

SD-12
16.7 %

SD-16
7.5 %

SD-22
7.3 %

SD-23
7.7 %

SD-30
8.7 %

TRAVIS

HAYS

WILLIAMSON

BASTROP

BURNET

CALDWELL

SD-14
12.3 %

SD-5
13.3 %

SD-25
15.2 %

SD-24
6.2 %

SD-21
7.9 %

Harris County

Travis County

BEXAR

COMAL

WILSON

GUADALUPE

ATASCOSA

KENDALL

SD-19
9.7 %

SD-25
15.2 %

SD-21
7.9 %

SD-26
8 %

Bexar County

North Central Texas
State Senate Districts

Estimated Texas Population
ACS 09-13: 25,639,373
ACS 14-18: 27,885,195
Percent Change: 8.8%

SD-1
2 %

SD-2
6.5 %

SD-3
2.6 %

SD-4
11.9 %

SD-5
13.3 %

SD-6
3.4 %

SD-7
14.2 %

SD-8
14.6 %

SD-9
8.1 %

SD-10
7.5 %

SD-11
8.3 %

SD-12
16.7 %

SD-13
11 %

SD-14
12.3 % SD-15

11 %

SD-16
7.5 %

SD-17
12.5 %

SD-18
14.5 %

SD-19
9.7 %

SD-20
6.3 %

SD-21
7.9 %

SD-22
7.3 %

SD-23
7.7 %

SD-24
6.2 %

SD-25
15.2 %

SD-26
8 %

SD-27
3.9 %

SD-28
2.2 %

SD-29
3 %

SD-30
8.7 %

SD-31
6.5 %

Estimated Population Change
ACS 2009-2013 5-Year Estimates

to
ACS 2014-2018 5-Year Estimates

Estimated Percent Change in Total Population

State Senate District
Est. Percent Change

13% 16.7%4%2% 8.8%
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From: Garry Jones
To: Sean Opperman; Sean Opperman_SC; Anna Mackin_SC
Subject: Letter from Sen Powell to Sen Huffman
Date: Thursday, September 16, 2021 5:30:00 PM
Attachments: Letter to Sen Huffman from Sen Powell 9.16.21.pdf

Senate District 10 Facts.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r100.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r116_acs1519.pdf
2012 DC Court Opinion.pdf
SD10 Map Packet.pdf

Importance: High

Sean and Anna,
 
Attached is a letter from Senator Powell further explaining how the proposal to dismantle Senate
District 10 as an effective minority coalition and crossover district is unlawful intentional racial
discrimination and will produce a discriminatory effect.  Please confirm receipt.
 
Garry Jones
 
--
Garry Jones
State Senator Beverly Powell
District: 817-820-0007
Austin- 512-463-0110
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September, 16 2021 
 
State Senator Joan Huffman 
Chair, Senate Special Committee on Redistricting 
P.O. Box 12068, Capitol Station 
Austin, TX 78711 
VIA EMAIL 

 
Dear Senator Huffman: 
  

At our September 14, 2021 meeting, I provided you with information that confirmed what 
you already knew (and what public testimony to the Committee had already highlighted)—SD10 
is a performing coalition and crossover district in which Black and Hispanic voters (and other 
minorities) have succeeded in electing their preferred candidates. I have attached electronic copies 
of the information that I provided you in hard copy: (1) maps showing the location of minority 
voters within SD10 and showing how they have succeeded electorally, and (2) a copy of the 2012 
federal court decision ruling that the Legislature’s prior effort to dismantle SD10 in 2011 was 
unlawful intentional discrimination against minority voters. I have also attached to this letter (1) 
a fact sheet explaining SD10’s status as a performing coalition and crossover district for minority 
voters and (2) information from the Texas Legislative Council about the demographic makeup of 
SD10. 
  

Although you did not provide me a copy of the Committee’s draft proposed plan (please do 
so immediately upon receipt of this letter), the plan you displayed on the computer screen during 
our meeting cracks Black and Latino communities apart and would destroy SD10’s status as an 
effective coalition and crossover district for minority voters.  

 
Based on my recollection of the map you displayed during the meeting, I have highlighted 

below several legal deficiencies with the proposed plan. The map below shows, in blue circles, the 
concentrations of minority voters that you apparently propose to cleave from SD10, splitting 
SD10’s minority voters apart and submerging them into separate districts dominated by white bloc 
voting against minority-preferred candidates. I cannot be certain of the exact figures, because I 
have not been provided a copy of the proposed plan and must instead rely upon my recollection 
from our meeting, but the areas shown in blue circles include nearly 190,000 voters with a CVAP 
of about 41% Anglo, 33% Latino, and 23% Black.  
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SD10 currently has an Anglo citizen voting age population (“CVAP”) of 53.9%, a Black 

CVAP of 20.5%, and a Latino CVAP of 20.4%. In addition to being politically cohesive within 
SD 10, minority voters in SD10 also have consistently succeeded electorally by working together 
with a minority of Anglo voters who “crossover”—as the United States Supreme Court has 
characterized it—to vote for minority-preferred candidates. 
  

You propose to dismantle SD10 as a functioning coalition and crossover district. Based upon 
my recollection of the map shown during our meeting, it appears that you propose to redraw SD10 
to have an Anglo CVAP of roughly 63%, a Black CVAP of 16%, and a Latino CVAP of 17%—
a nearly 10% increase in the Anglo share of the district. Moreover, in addition to cleaving SD10’s 
politically cohesive minority voters, you also propose to eliminate the Tarrant 
County “crossover” Anglo voters with whom SD10’s minority voters have formed a political 
coalition and replace them with Anglo voters in Johnson and Parker Counties who uniformly reject 
minority-preferred candidates. The map below shows in red circles areas including roughly 
110,000 voters with an Anglo CVAP of 77.8%: 
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In the areas shown in red, a portion of Anglo voters crossover to support minority-preferred 
candidates. Together, the areas shown in red have a roughly 78% Anglo CVAP, but the Anglo-
preferred candidates generally receive vote percentages of 13-17 points below that number (i.e. 
Anglo-preferred candidates receive about 61-65% of the vote in the areas shown in red).1  
  

You propose to replace these voters—along with around 190,000 (majority minority) voters 
shown in blue circles above—with voters from Johnson and Parker Counties. Together, Johnson 
and Parker Counties have an Anglo CVAP of 82.4%, but Anglo crossover voting for minority-

                                                           
1 For example, in these areas, Trump prevailed 61.0% to 37.5% in the 2020 presidential 
election, Cornyn prevailed 64.5% to 33.4% in the 2020 senate election, Cruz prevailed 62.6% to 
36.6% in the 2018 senate election, Paxton prevailed 63.0% to 34.7% in the 2018 attorney general 
election, and Patrick prevailed 63.9% to 33.9% in the 2018 lieutenant governor election. 
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preferred candidates is nearly nonexistent. Unlike the Anglo voters in Tarrant County, the Anglo-
preferred candidates in Johnson and Parker Counties combined generally receive vote percentages 
of just 3-6 points below the counties’ Anglo CVAP percentage.2 Dismantling SD10 and including 
Johnson and/or Parker Counties is unlawful. 
  

Your proposal thus achieves its purpose of dismantling SD10’s status as an effective 
coalition and crossover district for minority voters in two ways: (1) it cracks apart and harms the 
district’s minority voters, substantially decreasing SD10’s minority population, and (2) it 
eliminates the Anglo crossover voters who have joined together with minority voters to support 
minority-preferred candidates. 

  
This is unlawful. As the Supreme Court has explained, “if there were a showing that a State 

intentionally drew district lines in order to destroy otherwise effective crossover districts, that 
would raise serious questions under both the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments.” Bartlett v. 

Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 24 (2009) (Kennedy, J., Roberts, C.J., and Alito, J., plurality); Campos v. 

City of Baytown, Tex., 840 F.2d 1240, 1244 (5th Cir. 1988) (holding that Section 2 protects 
minority coalition districts). In the proposed plan that you previewed on September 14, it is clear 
that you have “intentionally dr[awn] district lines in order to destroy [an] otherwise effective 
crossover district[].” And if you did not previously know that the Supreme Court has warned 
against this precise unlawful scheme, now you do.  Furthermore, the Fifth Circuit decision cited 
above—binding precedent that the Legislature must follow3—also held that coalition districts are 
protected under federal law, so there is ample legal support for the argument that destroying a 
coalition district would also be intentionally discriminatory. 

  
Not only are you aware that SD10, which you intend to dismantle, is an effective coalition 

and crossover district, you are also aware that the 2011 Legislature’s same effort to dismantle 
SD10 was ruled to be intentional racial discrimination. See Texas v. United States, 887 F. Supp. 
133, 166 (D.D.C. 2012) (“The Senate Plan was enacted with discriminatory purpose as to SD10.”). 
At our September 14, 2021 meeting, a Committee attorney indicated that this decision was vacated. 
But the discriminatory intent ruling was not overruled. In fact, the federal court later ruled that 
Sen. Davis was the prevailing party in her lawsuit challenging the discriminatory scheme and 
awarded her attorneys’ fees.  

  

                                                           
2 For example, Trump carried the counties 78.8% to 19.9%, Cornyn prevailed 79.0% to 18.6%, 
Cruz prevailed 78.2% to 20.9%, Paxton prevailed 76.7% to 20.7%, and Patrick prevailed 77.5% 
to 20.5%. 
3 In 2017 testimony in federal court, the prior chair of the House Redistricting Committee—a 
lawyer—expressed confusion that Texas is in the Fifth Circuit and that the Fifth Circuit’s rulings 
are binding on the State of Texas. I hope this clarifies those facts. 
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The D.C. Circuit affirmed that ruling, rejecting Texas’s argument that it had ultimately won 
the case: “To say that Texas ‘prevailed’ in this suit because a different litigant in a different suit 
won on different grounds that Texas specifically told the district court it would not raise is, to say 
the least, an unnatural use of the word ‘prevailing.’” Texas v. United States, 798 F.3d 1108, 1116 
(D.C. Cir. 2015) (emphasis in original). Instead, the D.C. Circuit held that Texas mooted the 
lawsuit by acquiescing to the district court’s intentional discrimination ruling, abandoning its 
effort to dismantle the district, and adopting SD10’s current configuration—which has now 
persisted for twenty years. Id. at 1118. It did so before Shelby County had any effect on the 
decision. Id. The Supreme Court denied Texas’s petition for certiorari. Texas v. Davis, 577 U.S. 
1119 (2016) (Mem.). Moreover, the Fifth Circuit explained why it was strategically wise for Texas 
to abandon the changes to SD10 that the D.C. federal court had found intentionally discriminatory. 
After the Section 5 preclearance formula was invalidated, the Fifth Circuit explained, “it is far 
from clear that Texas could have automatically prevailed on the merits” had it continued to defend 
its dismantling of SD10, and instead the San Antonio court could (and likely would) have 
invalidated the changes to SD10 again “based on Plaintiffs’ Section 2 and constitutional 
claims.” Davis v. Abbott, 781 F.3d 207, 215 (5th Cir. 2015). After all, the DC federal court had 
just found the effort was intentional racial discrimination. 
  

Sen. Davis and her co-plaintiffs won her claim that Texas intentionally discriminated against 
racial minorities by cracking SD10’s minority population and submerging them in Anglo-
dominated rural districts—a victory that the Supreme Court left undisturbed and that cost Texas 
taxpayers over $1 million in legal fees. Yet that is what you are proposing to do again. 

  
Moreover, a similar effort to crack apart Tarrant County’s minority population was 

ruled intentionally discriminatory in the 2011 congressional plan. Perez v. Abbott, 253 F. Supp. 3d 
864, 945-961 (W.D. Tex. 2017). Although Circuit Judge Jerry Smith dissented from most of that 
three-judge court’s decision, he agreed that the cracking of minority populations in Tarrant County 
was unlawful intentional discrimination: “Relatively little about the 2011 Congressional 
redistricting passes the smell test as to DFW, the largest metropolitan area in Texas with 6.4 million 
residents in 2010 but where the apparent choice of minority voters in 2010 was reflected only in 
CD30 (veteran African-American Democrat Congresswoman Eddie Bernice Johnson).” Id. at 986 
(Smith, J., dissenting). The three-judge court actually redrew the congressional lines in Tarrant 
County to remedy this intentional fracturing and dilution of minority voting strength. 

  
The 2020 Census reveals that Tarrant County now has over 1 million Black and Latino 

residents—250,000 more than it had following the 2010 Census. By contrast, Tarrant 
County now has just over 900,000 Anglo residents—over 300,000 fewer than it had following the 
2010 Census. Yet you propose to eliminate the one senate district in which Tarrant County’s 
minority voters have succeeded in electing their preferred candidate. You propose to do this even 
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though the same scheme was found to be intentional racial discrimination after the last Census—
when there were substantially fewer minority voters. 
  
 When the San Antonio district court declined to “bail in” Texas to the Voting Rights Act 
Section 3 preclearance regime, it unanimously (with the votes of District Judges Rodriguez and 
Garcia and Circuit Judge Smith) warned the Legislature that it “would be well advised to conduct 
its redistricting process openly” in 2021 and to abandon its effort from “the 2011 session . . . 
[of] engag[ing] in traditional means of vote dilution such as cracking and packing in drawing 
districts” if it wished to avoid federal oversight of its electoral decisions. Perez v. Abbott, 390 F. 
Supp. 3d 803, 820-21 (W.D. Tex. 2019). 
  
 On behalf of my constituents, I urge you to heed that warning, and preserve SD10 as an 
effective coalition and crossover district for minority voters. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
 
 
Senator Beverly Powell 
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Ideal District Population

Total State Population

Total Districts Required

163,301

62,569

32.70%

-144,171

6.65%

17.37%

-15.33%

31

0

940,178

31

29,145,505

Districts in Plan

Unassigned Population

Smallest District (28)

Plan Overall Range

940,178

1,103,479

796,007

Population --------Deviation--------

307,472

PLANS2100

Average (mean)

Largest District (25)

Total Percent

Unassigned Geography No

Districts Contiguous Yes
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Deviation Total Anglo Non-Anglo Asian Black Hispanic B+H %Anglo %Non-Anglo %Asian %Black %Hispanic %B+H

DISTRICT 1 -94,391 Total: 845,787 523,195 322,592 12,698 152,162 135,853 284,487 61.9 38.1 1.5 18.0 16.1 33.6
-10.04 % VAP: 647,407 423,117 224,290 9,040 110,647 86,370 195,560 65.4 34.6 1.4 17.1 13.3 30.2

Bowie (100%) 92,893 55,855 37,038 1,506 25,188 7,602 32,451 60.1 39.9 1.6 27.1 8.2 34.9
Camp (100%) 12,464 6,734 5,730 154 2,092 3,222 5,262 54.0 46.0 1.2 16.8 25.9 42.2
Cass (100%) 28,454 21,028 7,426 199 4,941 1,336 6,224 73.9 26.1 0.7 17.4 4.7 21.9
Franklin (100%) 10,359 7,876 2,483 104 534 1,455 1,943 76.0 24.0 1.0 5.2 14.0 18.8
Gregg (100%) 124,239 68,050 56,189 2,137 27,498 24,040 50,879 54.8 45.2 1.7 22.1 19.3 41.0

Harrison (100%) 68,839 42,039 26,800 718 14,553 9,839 24,107 61.1 38.9 1.0 21.1 14.3 35.0
Lamar (100%) 50,088 35,354 14,734 645 7,310 4,412 11,570 70.6 29.4 1.3 14.6 8.8 23.1
Marion (100%) 9,725 6,869 2,856 96 2,026 389 2,380 70.6 29.4 1.0 20.8 4.0 24.5
Morris (100%) 11,973 7,716 4,257 98 2,705 1,182 3,850 64.4 35.6 0.8 22.6 9.9 32.2
Panola (100%) 22,491 16,098 6,393 178 3,509 2,190 5,633 71.6 28.4 0.8 15.6 9.7 25.0

Red River (100%) 11,587 8,499 3,088 97 1,895 766 2,608 73.3 26.7 0.8 16.4 6.6 22.5
Rusk (100%) 52,214 32,022 20,192 349 9,032 9,579 18,445 61.3 38.7 0.7 17.3 18.3 35.3
Smith (100%) 233,479 134,452 99,027 5,402 41,819 47,281 87,936 57.6 42.4 2.3 17.9 20.3 37.7
Titus (100%) 31,247 13,410 17,837 329 3,347 13,680 16,829 42.9 57.1 1.1 10.7 43.8 53.9
Upshur (100%) 40,892 31,287 9,605 319 3,592 3,986 7,462 76.5 23.5 0.8 8.8 9.7 18.2

Wood (100%) 44,843 35,906 8,937 367 2,121 4,894 6,908 80.1 19.9 0.8 4.7 10.9 15.4

DISTRICT 2 4,398 Total: 944,576 447,698 496,878 28,943 140,474 309,693 444,417 47.4 52.6 3.1 14.9 32.8 47.0
0.47 % VAP: 695,983 360,724 335,259 21,297 96,736 200,985 295,310 51.8 48.2 3.1 13.9 28.9 42.4

Dallas (17%) 442,107 117,953 324,154 18,446 88,625 214,019 299,087 26.7 73.3 4.2 20.0 48.4 67.7
Delta (100%) 5,230 4,189 1,041 63 402 394 765 80.1 19.9 1.2 7.7 7.5 14.6
Fannin (100%) 35,662 27,042 8,620 319 2,628 4,218 6,760 75.8 24.2 0.9 7.4 11.8 19.0
Hopkins (100%) 36,787 25,976 10,811 420 2,847 6,484 9,237 70.6 29.4 1.1 7.7 17.6 25.1
Hunt (100%) 99,956 65,598 34,358 1,552 9,374 19,673 28,642 65.6 34.4 1.6 9.4 19.7 28.7

Kaufman (100%) 145,310 78,626 66,684 3,026 24,448 36,165 59,668 54.1 45.9 2.1 16.8 24.9 41.1
Rains (100%) 12,164 10,130 2,034 103 360 1,109 1,446 83.3 16.7 0.8 3.0 9.1 11.9
Rockwall (100%) 107,819 70,198 37,621 4,533 9,772 20,560 29,811 65.1 34.9 4.2 9.1 19.1 27.6
Van Zandt (100%) 59,541 47,986 11,555 481 2,018 7,071 9,001 80.6 19.4 0.8 3.4 11.9 15.1

DISTRICT 3 -63,008 Total: 877,170 586,514 290,656 9,909 107,232 151,955 256,410 66.9 33.1 1.1 12.2 17.3 29.2
-6.70 % VAP: 678,053 474,050 204,003 7,058 79,110 99,745 177,628 69.9 30.1 1.0 11.7 14.7 26.2

Anderson (100%) 57,922 33,098 24,824 543 12,253 11,111 23,107 57.1 42.9 0.9 21.2 19.2 39.9
Angelina (100%) 86,395 49,970 36,425 1,169 14,115 19,732 33,448 57.8 42.2 1.4 16.3 22.8 38.7
Cherokee (100%) 50,412 30,095 20,317 418 7,069 11,797 18,714 59.7 40.3 0.8 14.0 23.4 37.1
Hardin (100%) 56,231 46,934 9,297 608 3,559 3,417 6,891 83.5 16.5 1.1 6.3 6.1 12.3
Henderson (100%) 82,150 61,854 20,296 794 5,694 11,242 16,696 75.3 24.7 1.0 6.9 13.7 20.3

Houston (100%) 22,066 12,957 9,109 186 5,462 3,071 8,439 58.7 41.3 0.8 24.8 13.9 38.2
Jasper (100%) 32,980 23,795 9,185 193 5,950 2,198 8,107 72.1 27.9 0.6 18.0 6.7 24.6
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Deviation Total Anglo Non-Anglo Asian Black Hispanic B+H %Anglo %Non-Anglo %Asian %Black %Hispanic %B+H

DISTRICT 3 -63,008 Total: 877,170 586,514 290,656 9,909 107,232 151,955 256,410 66.9 33.1 1.1 12.2 17.3 29.2
-6.70 % VAP: 678,053 474,050 204,003 7,058 79,110 99,745 177,628 69.9 30.1 1.0 11.7 14.7 26.2

Liberty (100%) 91,628 50,044 41,584 734 8,052 30,797 38,563 54.6 45.4 0.8 8.8 33.6 42.1
Montgomery (13%) 82,949 58,619 24,330 1,181 4,045 16,666 20,455 70.7 29.3 1.4 4.9 20.1 24.7
Nacogdoches (100%) 64,653 37,158 27,495 1,066 11,610 13,597 24,950 57.5 42.5 1.6 18.0 21.0 38.6

Newton (100%) 12,217 9,249 2,968 50 2,253 344 2,571 75.7 24.3 0.4 18.4 2.8 21.0
Orange (100%) 84,808 64,935 19,873 1,451 8,941 7,265 15,988 76.6 23.4 1.7 10.5 8.6 18.9
Polk (100%) 50,123 34,808 15,315 490 5,422 7,345 12,617 69.4 30.6 1.0 10.8 14.7 25.2
Sabine (100%) 9,894 8,307 1,587 82 852 393 1,200 84.0 16.0 0.8 8.6 4.0 12.1
San Augustine (100%) 7,918 5,270 2,648 64 1,897 639 2,487 66.6 33.4 0.8 24.0 8.1 31.4

San Jacinto (100%) 27,402 19,170 8,232 176 2,412 4,822 7,143 70.0 30.0 0.6 8.8 17.6 26.1
Shelby (100%) 24,022 14,416 9,606 458 4,095 4,685 8,702 60.0 40.0 1.9 17.0 19.5 36.2
Trinity (100%) 13,602 10,533 3,069 100 1,269 1,314 2,561 77.4 22.6 0.7 9.3 9.7 18.8
Tyler (100%) 19,798 15,302 4,496 146 2,282 1,520 3,771 77.3 22.7 0.7 11.5 7.7 19.0

DISTRICT 4 78,972 Total: 1,019,150 546,031 473,119 47,261 146,614 260,391 401,196 53.6 46.4 4.6 14.4 25.5 39.4
8.40 % VAP: 754,208 430,392 323,816 33,190 104,336 170,158 271,757 57.1 42.9 4.4 13.8 22.6 36.0

Chambers (100%) 46,571 29,858 16,713 879 3,763 10,952 14,512 64.1 35.9 1.9 8.1 23.5 31.2
Galveston (1%) 2,770 2,289 481 38 37 321 349 82.6 17.4 1.4 1.3 11.6 12.6
Harris (4%) 175,789 105,053 70,736 8,568 15,581 42,780 57,346 59.8 40.2 4.9 8.9 24.3 32.6
Jefferson (100%) 256,526 96,047 160,479 11,256 88,504 58,915 145,686 37.4 62.6 4.4 34.5 23.0 56.8
Montgomery (87%) 537,494 312,784 224,710 26,520 38,729 147,423 183,303 58.2 41.8 4.9 7.2 27.4 34.1

DISTRICT 5 120,622 Total: 1,060,800 585,040 475,760 84,192 117,540 257,915 366,873 55.2 44.8 7.9 11.1 24.3 34.6
12.83 % VAP: 814,153 476,525 337,628 59,634 84,805 177,706 258,273 58.5 41.5 7.3 10.4 21.8 31.7

Brazos (100%) 233,849 123,035 110,814 16,856 27,910 63,067 88,787 52.6 47.4 7.2 11.9 27.0 38.0
Freestone (100%) 19,435 12,817 6,618 143 3,038 3,155 6,112 65.9 34.1 0.7 15.6 16.2 31.4
Grimes (100%) 29,268 16,910 12,358 195 4,217 7,361 11,400 57.8 42.2 0.7 14.4 25.2 39.0
Leon (100%) 15,719 11,659 4,060 153 1,059 2,446 3,469 74.2 25.8 1.0 6.7 15.6 22.1
Limestone (100%) 22,146 12,530 9,616 245 4,117 5,013 8,945 56.6 43.4 1.1 18.6 22.6 40.4

Madison (100%) 13,455 6,984 6,471 131 2,724 3,415 6,099 51.9 48.1 1.0 20.2 25.4 45.3
Milam (100%) 24,754 15,367 9,387 193 2,520 6,264 8,582 62.1 37.9 0.8 10.2 25.3 34.7
Robertson (100%) 16,757 9,505 7,252 145 3,381 3,528 6,789 56.7 43.3 0.9 20.2 21.1 40.5
Walker (100%) 76,400 39,823 36,577 1,335 17,359 16,578 33,580 52.1 47.9 1.7 22.7 21.7 44.0
Williamson (100%) 609,017 336,410 272,607 64,796 51,215 147,088 193,110 55.2 44.8 10.6 8.4 24.2 31.7

DISTRICT 6 -106,189 Total: 833,989 82,009 751,980 22,116 112,350 620,231 724,381 9.8 90.2 2.7 13.5 74.4 86.9
-11.29 % VAP: 597,899 70,005 527,894 17,166 80,026 430,464 506,262 11.7 88.3 2.9 13.4 72.0 84.7

Harris (18%) 833,989 82,009 751,980 22,116 112,350 620,231 724,381 9.8 90.2 2.7 13.5 74.4 86.9

56432

Texas Legislative Council
08/26/21 1:33 PM
Page 3 of 11

Red-100T
Data: 2020 Census
PLANS2100  08/02/2021 4:30:06 PM SENATE DISTRICTS - PLANS2100

District Population Analysis with County Subtotals
Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-12   Filed 11/24/21   Page 19 of 40



Deviation Total Anglo Non-Anglo Asian Black Hispanic B+H %Anglo %Non-Anglo %Asian %Black %Hispanic %B+H

DISTRICT 7 69,190 Total: 1,009,368 400,979 608,389 108,606 178,105 314,396 482,266 39.7 60.3 10.8 17.6 31.1 47.8
7.36 % VAP: 741,905 318,117 423,788 79,795 121,527 213,508 330,000 42.9 57.1 10.8 16.4 28.8 44.5

Harris (21%) 1,009,368 400,979 608,389 108,606 178,105 314,396 482,266 39.7 60.3 10.8 17.6 31.1 47.8

DISTRICT 8 57,955 Total: 998,133 471,726 526,407 213,052 132,796 164,666 292,219 47.3 52.7 21.3 13.3 16.5 29.3
6.16 % VAP: 750,559 379,606 370,953 151,150 93,611 112,209 203,272 50.6 49.4 20.1 12.5 15.0 27.1

Collin (80%) 855,489 414,023 441,466 194,946 104,142 128,210 227,961 48.4 51.6 22.8 12.2 15.0 26.6
Dallas (5%) 142,644 57,703 84,941 18,106 28,654 36,456 64,258 40.5 59.5 12.7 20.1 25.6 45.0

DISTRICT 9 -15,521 Total: 924,657 359,833 564,824 77,850 148,920 324,820 465,913 38.9 61.1 8.4 16.1 35.1 50.4
-1.65 % VAP: 684,713 292,419 392,294 57,586 103,578 218,171 317,934 42.7 57.3 8.4 15.1 31.9 46.4

Dallas (8%) 214,865 40,951 173,914 11,414 28,241 133,038 159,538 19.1 80.9 5.3 13.1 61.9 74.3
Tarrant (34%) 709,792 318,882 390,910 66,436 120,679 191,782 306,375 44.9 55.1 9.4 17.0 27.0 43.2

DISTRICT 10 5,318 Total: 945,496 373,902 571,594 53,541 203,632 304,689 500,464 39.5 60.5 5.7 21.5 32.2 52.9
0.57 % VAP: 708,665 311,021 397,644 39,148 143,890 203,819 344,139 43.9 56.1 5.5 20.3 28.8 48.6

Tarrant (45%) 945,496 373,902 571,594 53,541 203,632 304,689 500,464 39.5 60.5 5.7 21.5 32.2 52.9

DISTRICT 11 -6,922 Total: 933,256 441,837 491,419 69,631 126,520 283,159 402,305 47.3 52.7 7.5 13.6 30.3 43.1
-0.74 % VAP: 704,652 358,661 345,991 50,870 89,666 192,455 278,887 50.9 49.1 7.2 12.7 27.3 39.6

Brazoria (74%) 274,233 109,938 164,295 28,062 51,329 82,513 131,415 40.1 59.9 10.2 18.7 30.1 47.9
Galveston (99%) 347,912 189,069 158,843 15,598 49,137 88,315 134,914 54.3 45.7 4.5 14.1 25.4 38.8
Harris (7%) 311,111 142,830 168,281 25,971 26,054 112,331 135,976 45.9 54.1 8.3 8.4 36.1 43.7

DISTRICT 12 146,201 Total: 1,086,379 584,227 502,152 112,796 130,987 237,245 360,982 53.8 46.2 10.4 12.1 21.8 33.2
15.55 % VAP: 809,228 463,844 345,384 79,199 89,823 157,794 244,165 57.3 42.7 9.8 11.1 19.5 30.2

Denton (82%) 747,584 397,439 350,145 97,774 92,723 145,266 233,269 53.2 46.8 13.1 12.4 19.4 31.2
Tarrant (16%) 338,795 186,788 152,007 15,022 38,264 91,979 127,713 55.1 44.9 4.4 11.3 27.1 37.7

DISTRICT 13 -48,341 Total: 891,837 87,673 804,164 83,325 359,794 366,202 714,241 9.8 90.2 9.3 40.3 41.1 80.1
-5.14 % VAP: 672,728 77,764 594,964 68,800 274,320 253,519 520,963 11.6 88.4 10.2 40.8 37.7 77.4

Fort Bend (16%) 129,465 10,047 119,418 13,324 66,474 40,856 105,499 7.8 92.2 10.3 51.3 31.6 81.5
Harris (16%) 762,372 77,626 684,746 70,001 293,320 325,346 608,742 10.2 89.8 9.2 38.5 42.7 79.8

DISTRICT 14 104,129 Total: 1,044,307 500,168 544,139 100,712 104,059 327,880 423,128 47.9 52.1 9.6 10.0 31.4 40.5
11.08 % VAP: 823,529 423,611 399,918 77,514 77,803 232,239 305,178 51.4 48.6 9.4 9.4 28.2 37.1

Bastrop (100%) 97,216 45,751 51,465 1,287 6,873 41,484 47,762 47.1 52.9 1.3 7.1 42.7 49.1
Travis (73%) 947,091 454,417 492,674 99,425 97,186 286,396 375,366 48.0 52.0 10.5 10.3 30.2 39.6

DISTRICT 15 3,390 Total: 943,568 226,738 716,830 58,385 231,324 426,052 647,386 24.0 76.0 6.2 24.5 45.2 68.6
0.36 % VAP: 702,919 193,626 509,293 46,291 166,966 291,967 453,752 27.5 72.5 6.6 23.8 41.5 64.6

Harris (20%) 943,568 226,738 716,830 58,385 231,324 426,052 647,386 24.0 76.0 6.2 24.5 45.2 68.6
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Deviation Total Anglo Non-Anglo Asian Black Hispanic B+H %Anglo %Non-Anglo %Asian %Black %Hispanic %B+H

DISTRICT 16 -13,360 Total: 926,818 382,450 544,368 135,241 126,913 272,218 393,365 41.3 58.7 14.6 13.7 29.4 42.4
-1.42 % VAP: 721,088 323,526 397,562 100,951 95,074 191,456 283,450 44.9 55.1 14.0 13.2 26.6 39.3

Dallas (35%) 926,818 382,450 544,368 135,241 126,913 272,218 393,365 41.3 58.7 14.6 13.7 29.4 42.4

DISTRICT 17 17,351 Total: 957,529 378,959 578,570 167,274 162,686 243,220 396,938 39.6 60.4 17.5 17.0 25.4 41.5
1.85 % VAP: 735,558 310,148 425,410 126,728 117,544 174,123 286,700 42.2 57.8 17.2 16.0 23.7 39.0

Brazoria (26%) 97,798 51,895 45,903 1,935 9,789 32,689 41,611 53.1 46.9 2.0 10.0 33.4 42.5
Fort Bend (29%) 242,215 79,715 162,500 73,264 41,520 46,783 86,586 32.9 67.1 30.2 17.1 19.3 35.7
Harris (13%) 617,516 247,349 370,167 92,075 111,377 163,748 268,741 40.1 59.9 14.9 18.0 26.5 43.5

DISTRICT 18 96,015 Total: 1,036,193 444,550 591,643 122,416 144,154 315,878 451,868 42.9 57.1 11.8 13.9 30.5 43.6
10.21 % VAP: 764,077 354,586 409,491 85,222 100,375 213,565 310,504 46.4 53.6 11.2 13.1 28.0 40.6

Aransas (100%) 23,830 15,816 8,014 655 394 6,158 6,486 66.4 33.6 2.7 1.7 25.8 27.2
Austin (100%) 30,167 18,480 11,687 304 2,791 8,052 10,630 61.3 38.7 1.0 9.3 26.7 35.2
Burleson (100%) 17,642 11,258 6,384 118 2,145 3,712 5,737 63.8 36.2 0.7 12.2 21.0 32.5
Calhoun (100%) 20,106 8,374 11,732 1,169 534 9,858 10,271 41.6 58.4 5.8 2.7 49.0 51.1
Colorado (100%) 20,557 11,761 8,796 132 2,535 5,990 8,336 57.2 42.8 0.6 12.3 29.1 40.6

De Witt (100%) 19,824 10,854 8,970 105 1,867 6,890 8,564 54.8 45.2 0.5 9.4 34.8 43.2
Fayette (100%) 24,435 17,041 7,394 129 1,722 5,216 6,785 69.7 30.3 0.5 7.0 21.3 27.8
Fort Bend (55%) 451,099 153,964 297,135 107,688 75,792 110,941 183,400 34.1 65.9 23.9 16.8 24.6 40.7
Goliad (100%) 7,012 4,246 2,766 60 349 2,288 2,569 60.6 39.4 0.9 5.0 32.6 36.6
Gonzales (100%) 19,653 8,159 11,494 122 1,391 9,897 11,074 41.5 58.5 0.6 7.1 50.4 56.3

Harris (2%) 77,432 27,009 50,423 6,713 13,373 29,825 42,430 34.9 65.1 8.7 17.3 38.5 54.8
Jackson (100%) 14,988 8,510 6,478 228 1,186 4,829 5,877 56.8 43.2 1.5 7.9 32.2 39.2
Lavaca (100%) 20,337 14,564 5,773 114 1,497 3,936 5,316 71.6 28.4 0.6 7.4 19.4 26.1
Lee (100%) 17,478 10,612 6,866 123 1,945 4,479 6,287 60.7 39.3 0.7 11.1 25.6 36.0
Matagorda (100%) 36,255 15,355 20,900 856 4,330 15,455 19,466 42.4 57.6 2.4 11.9 42.6 53.7

Nueces (1%) 3,149 2,706 443 60 17 237 249 85.9 14.1 1.9 0.5 7.5 7.9
Refugio (100%) 6,741 2,864 3,877 61 534 3,306 3,735 42.5 57.5 0.9 7.9 49.0 55.4
Victoria (100%) 91,319 39,330 51,989 1,758 6,843 42,931 48,751 43.1 56.9 1.9 7.5 47.0 53.4
Waller (100%) 56,794 23,494 33,300 1,063 12,827 18,486 30,985 41.4 58.6 1.9 22.6 32.5 54.6
Washington (100%) 35,805 22,023 13,782 694 6,044 6,425 12,288 61.5 38.5 1.9 16.9 17.9 34.3

Wharton (100%) 41,570 18,130 23,440 264 6,038 16,967 22,632 43.6 56.4 0.6 14.5 40.8 54.4

DISTRICT 19 12,036 Total: 952,214 207,184 745,030 28,364 83,272 635,879 707,063 21.8 78.2 3.0 8.7 66.8 74.3
1.28 % VAP: 696,433 169,417 527,016 19,936 58,032 445,933 498,594 24.3 75.7 2.9 8.3 64.0 71.6

Atascosa (98%) 47,973 15,428 32,545 383 721 30,847 31,342 32.2 67.8 0.8 1.5 64.3 65.3
Bexar (32%) 636,132 133,256 502,876 25,336 76,783 406,027 472,270 20.9 79.1 4.0 12.1 63.8 74.2
Brewster (100%) 9,546 4,948 4,598 164 287 3,963 4,176 51.8 48.2 1.7 3.0 41.5 43.7
Crockett (100%) 3,098 1,080 2,018 23 36 1,920 1,945 34.9 65.1 0.7 1.2 62.0 62.8
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DISTRICT 19 12,036 Total: 952,214 207,184 745,030 28,364 83,272 635,879 707,063 21.8 78.2 3.0 8.7 66.8 74.3
1.28 % VAP: 696,433 169,417 527,016 19,936 58,032 445,933 498,594 24.3 75.7 2.9 8.3 64.0 71.6

Dimmit (100%) 8,615 898 7,717 94 129 7,487 7,570 10.4 89.6 1.1 1.5 86.9 87.9

Edwards (100%) 1,422 651 771 26 17 718 725 45.8 54.2 1.8 1.2 50.5 51.0
Frio (100%) 18,385 3,053 15,332 218 767 14,171 14,897 16.6 83.4 1.2 4.2 77.1 81.0
Kinney (100%) 3,129 1,489 1,640 46 66 1,470 1,517 47.6 52.4 1.5 2.1 47.0 48.5
Maverick (100%) 57,887 1,574 56,313 295 307 54,936 55,107 2.7 97.3 0.5 0.5 94.9 95.2
Medina (100%) 50,748 22,324 28,424 528 1,762 25,455 26,930 44.0 56.0 1.0 3.5 50.2 53.1

Pecos (100%) 15,193 3,473 11,720 183 630 10,845 11,376 22.9 77.1 1.2 4.1 71.4 74.9
Real (100%) 2,758 1,940 818 28 50 692 731 70.3 29.7 1.0 1.8 25.1 26.5
Reeves (100%) 14,748 1,697 13,051 205 332 12,510 12,748 11.5 88.5 1.4 2.3 84.8 86.4
Terrell (100%) 760 352 408 13 22 370 384 46.3 53.7 1.7 2.9 48.7 50.5
Uvalde (100%) 24,564 6,613 17,951 206 268 17,317 17,462 26.9 73.1 0.8 1.1 70.5 71.1

Val Verde (100%) 47,586 7,836 39,750 574 962 38,207 38,861 16.5 83.5 1.2 2.0 80.3 81.7
Zavala (100%) 9,670 572 9,098 42 133 8,944 9,022 5.9 94.1 0.4 1.4 92.5 93.3

DISTRICT 20 -32,504 Total: 907,674 144,610 763,064 19,619 23,353 718,372 736,301 15.9 84.1 2.2 2.6 79.1 81.1
-3.46 % VAP: 661,833 120,706 541,127 14,567 16,433 506,457 520,411 18.2 81.8 2.2 2.5 76.5 78.6

Brooks (100%) 7,076 724 6,352 48 47 6,242 6,271 10.2 89.8 0.7 0.7 88.2 88.6
Hidalgo (59%) 511,678 33,464 478,214 8,790 5,230 464,480 467,717 6.5 93.5 1.7 1.0 90.8 91.4
Jim Wells (100%) 38,891 6,963 31,928 216 414 30,835 31,082 17.9 82.1 0.6 1.1 79.3 79.9
Nueces (99%) 350,029 103,459 246,570 10,565 17,662 216,815 231,231 29.6 70.4 3.0 5.0 61.9 66.1

DISTRICT 21 -38,924 Total: 901,254 203,422 697,832 14,823 36,631 641,296 672,273 22.6 77.4 1.6 4.1 71.2 74.6
-4.14 % VAP: 668,648 171,826 496,822 11,469 27,831 451,658 476,560 25.7 74.3 1.7 4.2 67.5 71.3

Atascosa (2%) 1,008 638 370 13 15 331 342 63.3 36.7 1.3 1.5 32.8 33.9
Bee (100%) 31,047 8,600 22,447 307 2,558 19,392 21,804 27.7 72.3 1.0 8.2 62.5 70.2
Bexar (1%) 14,846 2,581 12,265 120 307 11,746 11,978 17.4 82.6 0.8 2.1 79.1 80.7
Caldwell (100%) 45,883 16,560 29,323 444 2,932 25,468 28,025 36.1 63.9 1.0 6.4 55.5 61.1
Duval (100%) 9,831 937 8,894 66 208 7,962 8,133 9.5 90.5 0.7 2.1 81.0 82.7

Guadalupe (32%) 55,272 24,439 30,833 635 2,827 26,744 29,101 44.2 55.8 1.1 5.1 48.4 52.7
Hays (31%) 74,518 23,738 50,780 2,356 5,591 42,534 47,260 31.9 68.1 3.2 7.5 57.1 63.4
Jim Hogg (100%) 4,838 414 4,424 36 11 4,281 4,287 8.6 91.4 0.7 0.2 88.5 88.6
Karnes (100%) 14,710 5,388 9,322 196 1,265 7,734 8,910 36.6 63.4 1.3 8.6 52.6 60.6
La Salle (100%) 6,664 1,467 5,197 28 259 4,908 5,132 22.0 78.0 0.4 3.9 73.6 77.0

Live Oak (100%) 11,335 5,968 5,367 66 275 4,790 5,031 52.7 47.3 0.6 2.4 42.3 44.4
McMullen (100%) 600 353 247 13 17 224 231 58.8 41.2 2.2 2.8 37.3 38.5
San Patricio (100%) 68,755 26,613 42,142 1,278 1,725 38,220 39,491 38.7 61.3 1.9 2.5 55.6 57.4
Starr (100%) 65,920 1,171 64,749 152 162 64,393 64,454 1.8 98.2 0.2 0.2 97.7 97.8
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DISTRICT 21 -38,924 Total: 901,254 203,422 697,832 14,823 36,631 641,296 672,273 22.6 77.4 1.6 4.1 71.2 74.6
-4.14 % VAP: 668,648 171,826 496,822 11,469 27,831 451,658 476,560 25.7 74.3 1.7 4.2 67.5 71.3

Travis (13%) 165,271 46,387 118,884 6,753 15,692 95,984 109,688 28.1 71.9 4.1 9.5 58.1 66.4

Webb (100%) 267,114 9,495 257,619 1,774 1,647 254,354 255,249 3.6 96.4 0.7 0.6 95.2 95.6
Wilson (100%) 49,753 27,877 21,876 545 1,101 19,232 20,140 56.0 44.0 1.1 2.2 38.7 40.5
Zapata (100%) 13,889 796 13,093 41 39 12,999 13,017 5.7 94.3 0.3 0.3 93.6 93.7

DISTRICT 22 3,844 Total: 944,022 520,999 423,023 31,190 134,863 236,553 364,713 55.2 44.8 3.3 14.3 25.1 38.6
0.41 % VAP: 707,084 418,658 288,426 22,845 92,686 154,311 244,443 59.2 40.8 3.2 13.1 21.8 34.6

Bosque (100%) 18,235 13,621 4,614 148 503 3,321 3,737 74.7 25.3 0.8 2.8 18.2 20.5
Ellis (100%) 192,455 106,495 85,960 2,639 27,000 52,032 77,843 55.3 44.7 1.4 14.0 27.0 40.4
Falls (100%) 16,968 8,707 8,261 106 4,023 3,965 7,845 51.3 48.7 0.6 23.7 23.4 46.2
Hill (100%) 35,874 24,123 11,751 278 2,527 7,884 10,291 67.2 32.8 0.8 7.0 22.0 28.7
Hood (100%) 61,598 49,815 11,783 755 931 7,958 8,774 80.9 19.1 1.2 1.5 12.9 14.2

Johnson (100%) 179,927 119,226 60,701 2,852 8,888 42,613 50,684 66.3 33.7 1.6 4.9 23.7 28.2
McLennan (100%) 260,579 139,693 120,886 6,704 41,799 68,587 107,816 53.6 46.4 2.6 16.0 26.3 41.4
Navarro (100%) 52,624 26,996 25,628 586 7,248 16,049 22,992 51.3 48.7 1.1 13.8 30.5 43.7
Somervell (100%) 9,205 7,011 2,194 93 115 1,687 1,773 76.2 23.8 1.0 1.2 18.3 19.3
Tarrant (6%) 116,557 25,312 91,245 17,029 41,829 32,457 72,958 21.7 78.3 14.6 35.9 27.8 62.6

DISTRICT 23 -53,073 Total: 887,105 125,930 761,175 19,878 339,302 402,104 733,441 14.2 85.8 2.2 38.2 45.3 82.7
-5.64 % VAP: 664,473 114,940 549,533 16,382 255,095 275,257 526,405 17.3 82.7 2.5 38.4 41.4 79.2

Dallas (34%) 887,105 125,930 761,175 19,878 339,302 402,104 733,441 14.2 85.8 2.2 38.2 45.3 82.7

DISTRICT 24 -13,388 Total: 926,790 538,914 387,876 35,809 134,417 202,344 324,096 58.1 41.9 3.9 14.5 21.8 35.0
-1.42 % VAP: 708,848 441,276 267,572 25,168 90,552 135,063 219,765 62.3 37.7 3.6 12.8 19.1 31.0

Bandera (100%) 20,851 15,595 5,256 219 270 4,010 4,247 74.8 25.2 1.1 1.3 19.2 20.4
Bell (100%) 370,647 156,780 213,867 18,271 100,605 93,467 184,933 42.3 57.7 4.9 27.1 25.2 49.9
Blanco (100%) 11,374 8,707 2,667 100 123 2,092 2,196 76.6 23.4 0.9 1.1 18.4 19.3
Brown (100%) 38,095 26,672 11,423 382 1,881 8,211 9,884 70.0 30.0 1.0 4.9 21.6 25.9
Burnet (100%) 49,130 34,810 14,320 629 1,011 11,199 12,068 70.9 29.1 1.3 2.1 22.8 24.6

Callahan (100%) 13,708 11,555 2,153 109 269 1,306 1,545 84.3 15.7 0.8 2.0 9.5 11.3
Comanche (100%) 13,594 9,197 4,397 62 127 3,867 3,949 67.7 32.3 0.5 0.9 28.4 29.0
Coryell (100%) 83,093 46,213 36,880 3,238 15,290 16,482 30,436 55.6 44.4 3.9 18.4 19.8 36.6
Gillespie (100%) 26,725 19,884 6,841 213 245 5,766 5,941 74.4 25.6 0.8 0.9 21.6 22.2
Hamilton (100%) 8,222 6,805 1,417 63 68 1,045 1,104 82.8 17.2 0.8 0.8 12.7 13.4

Kerr (100%) 52,598 35,791 16,807 851 1,127 13,598 14,502 68.0 32.0 1.6 2.1 25.9 27.6
Lampasas (100%) 21,627 15,132 6,495 512 1,079 4,179 5,135 70.0 30.0 2.4 5.0 19.3 23.7
Llano (100%) 21,243 17,530 3,713 194 233 2,508 2,687 82.5 17.5 0.9 1.1 11.8 12.6
Mills (100%) 4,456 3,498 958 26 52 728 770 78.5 21.5 0.6 1.2 16.3 17.3
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DISTRICT 24 -13,388 Total: 926,790 538,914 387,876 35,809 134,417 202,344 324,096 58.1 41.9 3.9 14.5 21.8 35.0
-1.42 % VAP: 708,848 441,276 267,572 25,168 90,552 135,063 219,765 62.3 37.7 3.6 12.8 19.1 31.0

San Saba (100%) 5,730 3,690 2,040 53 150 1,749 1,879 64.4 35.6 0.9 2.6 30.5 32.8

Taylor (72%) 103,806 68,828 34,978 3,641 9,696 19,871 28,598 66.3 33.7 3.5 9.3 19.1 27.5
Travis (6%) 81,891 58,227 23,664 7,246 2,191 12,266 14,222 71.1 28.9 8.8 2.7 15.0 17.4

DISTRICT 25 163,301 Total: 1,103,479 585,939 517,540 59,225 73,516 372,691 435,870 53.1 46.9 5.4 6.7 33.8 39.5
17.37 % VAP: 844,709 475,191 369,518 41,946 51,486 261,951 308,531 56.3 43.7 5.0 6.1 31.0 36.5

Bexar (26%) 517,781 237,675 280,106 33,100 41,505 203,782 239,280 45.9 54.1 6.4 8.0 39.4 46.2
Comal (100%) 161,501 105,250 56,251 3,517 5,409 43,590 48,172 65.2 34.8 2.2 3.3 27.0 29.8
Guadalupe (68%) 117,434 59,624 57,810 4,972 13,239 38,489 50,187 50.8 49.2 4.2 11.3 32.8 42.7
Hays (69%) 166,549 97,830 68,719 7,870 7,459 50,337 56,706 58.7 41.3 4.7 4.5 30.2 34.0
Kendall (100%) 44,279 31,767 12,512 743 603 10,029 10,509 71.7 28.3 1.7 1.4 22.6 23.7

Travis (7%) 95,935 53,793 42,142 9,023 5,301 26,464 31,016 56.1 43.9 9.4 5.5 27.6 32.3

DISTRICT 26 -99,613 Total: 840,565 162,220 678,345 36,006 77,602 569,403 635,237 19.3 80.7 4.3 9.2 67.7 75.6
-10.60 % VAP: 644,877 141,254 503,623 27,045 55,571 419,612 469,549 21.9 78.1 4.2 8.6 65.1 72.8

Bexar (42%) 840,565 162,220 678,345 36,006 77,602 569,403 635,237 19.3 80.7 4.3 9.2 67.7 75.6

DISTRICT 27 -108,504 Total: 831,674 65,587 766,087 6,737 7,213 751,993 756,001 7.9 92.1 0.8 0.9 90.4 90.9
-11.54 % VAP: 588,385 56,194 532,191 5,210 4,629 521,253 524,333 9.6 90.4 0.9 0.8 88.6 89.1

Cameron (100%) 421,017 37,107 383,910 3,637 3,410 376,680 378,477 8.8 91.2 0.9 0.8 89.5 89.9
Hidalgo (41%) 359,103 19,874 339,229 1,906 1,872 335,521 336,180 5.5 94.5 0.5 0.5 93.4 93.6
Kenedy (100%) 350 73 277 10 12 261 264 20.9 79.1 2.9 3.4 74.6 75.4
Kleberg (100%) 31,040 6,728 24,312 973 1,361 21,920 23,006 21.7 78.3 3.1 4.4 70.6 74.1
Willacy (100%) 20,164 1,805 18,359 211 558 17,611 18,074 9.0 91.0 1.0 2.8 87.3 89.6

DISTRICT 28 -144,171 Total: 796,007 407,717 388,290 18,137 58,889 301,525 353,589 51.2 48.8 2.3 7.4 37.9 44.4
-15.33 % VAP: 607,986 333,907 274,079 13,745 41,679 207,426 246,621 54.9 45.1 2.3 6.9 34.1 40.6

Baylor (100%) 3,465 2,797 668 22 113 439 534 80.7 19.3 0.6 3.3 12.7 15.4
Borden (100%) 631 528 103 14 16 86 95 83.7 16.3 2.2 2.5 13.6 15.1
Childress (100%) 6,664 3,852 2,812 93 672 1,942 2,585 57.8 42.2 1.4 10.1 29.1 38.8
Coke (100%) 3,285 2,473 812 17 23 661 671 75.3 24.7 0.5 0.7 20.1 20.4
Coleman (100%) 7,684 6,013 1,671 58 236 1,192 1,396 78.3 21.7 0.8 3.1 15.5 18.2

Concho (100%) 3,303 2,097 1,206 47 105 1,033 1,121 63.5 36.5 1.4 3.2 31.3 33.9
Cottle (100%) 1,380 902 478 18 128 327 440 65.4 34.6 1.3 9.3 23.7 31.9
Crane (100%) 4,675 1,342 3,333 39 102 3,158 3,237 28.7 71.3 0.8 2.2 67.6 69.2
Crosby (100%) 5,133 2,076 3,057 41 203 2,829 2,965 40.4 59.6 0.8 4.0 55.1 57.8
Dawson (100%) 12,456 4,590 7,866 86 1,004 6,767 7,665 36.8 63.2 0.7 8.1 54.3 61.5

Dickens (100%) 1,770 1,178 592 21 64 512 548 66.6 33.4 1.2 3.6 28.9 31.0
Eastland (100%) 17,725 13,653 4,072 169 497 2,934 3,380 77.0 23.0 1.0 2.8 16.6 19.1
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DISTRICT 28 -144,171 Total: 796,007 407,717 388,290 18,137 58,889 301,525 353,589 51.2 48.8 2.3 7.4 37.9 44.4
-15.33 % VAP: 607,986 333,907 274,079 13,745 41,679 207,426 246,621 54.9 45.1 2.3 6.9 34.1 40.6

Fisher (100%) 3,672 2,496 1,176 27 149 973 1,088 68.0 32.0 0.7 4.1 26.5 29.6
Floyd (100%) 5,402 2,079 3,323 39 207 3,067 3,228 38.5 61.5 0.7 3.8 56.8 59.8
Foard (100%) 1,095 845 250 12 33 197 220 77.2 22.8 1.1 3.0 18.0 20.1

Garza (100%) 5,816 2,162 3,654 56 381 3,272 3,554 37.2 62.8 1.0 6.6 56.3 61.1
Hale (100%) 32,522 10,693 21,829 243 1,807 19,489 21,052 32.9 67.1 0.7 5.6 59.9 64.7
Hardeman (100%) 3,549 2,441 1,108 30 195 818 983 68.8 31.2 0.8 5.5 23.0 27.7
Haskell (100%) 5,416 3,628 1,788 43 268 1,377 1,599 67.0 33.0 0.8 4.9 25.4 29.5
Hockley (100%) 21,537 9,752 11,785 97 803 10,624 11,295 45.3 54.7 0.5 3.7 49.3 52.4

Irion (100%) 1,513 1,112 401 23 30 349 369 73.5 26.5 1.5 2.0 23.1 24.4
Jones (100%) 19,663 11,485 8,178 158 2,187 5,504 7,599 58.4 41.6 0.8 11.1 28.0 38.6
Kent (100%) 753 657 96 9 11 81 86 87.3 12.7 1.2 1.5 10.8 11.4
Kimble (100%) 4,286 3,136 1,150 60 37 986 1,013 73.2 26.8 1.4 0.9 23.0 23.6
King (100%) 265 230 35 4 8 25 31 86.8 13.2 1.5 3.0 9.4 11.7

Knox (100%) 3,353 1,935 1,418 34 210 1,130 1,309 57.7 42.3 1.0 6.3 33.7 39.0
Lamb (100%) 13,045 4,981 8,064 41 544 7,449 7,904 38.2 61.8 0.3 4.2 57.1 60.6
Lubbock (100%) 310,639 154,994 155,645 11,533 31,107 109,170 137,329 49.9 50.1 3.7 10.0 35.1 44.2
Lynn (100%) 5,596 2,960 2,636 34 151 2,352 2,482 52.9 47.1 0.6 2.7 42.0 44.4
Mason (100%) 3,953 2,948 1,005 21 40 883 909 74.6 25.4 0.5 1.0 22.3 23.0

McCulloch (100%) 7,630 4,904 2,726 65 197 2,369 2,517 64.3 35.7 0.9 2.6 31.0 33.0
Menard (100%) 1,962 1,231 731 10 33 662 690 62.7 37.3 0.5 1.7 33.7 35.2
Mitchell (100%) 8,990 4,328 4,662 71 1,072 3,454 4,457 48.1 51.9 0.8 11.9 38.4 49.6
Motley (100%) 1,063 858 205 18 18 153 166 80.7 19.3 1.7 1.7 14.4 15.6
Nolan (100%) 14,738 8,138 6,600 150 953 5,354 6,120 55.2 44.8 1.0 6.5 36.3 41.5

Reagan (100%) 3,385 968 2,417 44 78 2,283 2,339 28.6 71.4 1.3 2.3 67.4 69.1
Runnels (100%) 9,900 6,062 3,838 65 252 3,354 3,560 61.2 38.8 0.7 2.5 33.9 36.0
Schleicher (100%) 2,451 1,102 1,349 28 44 1,275 1,296 45.0 55.0 1.1 1.8 52.0 52.9
Scurry (100%) 16,932 8,637 8,295 140 812 7,139 7,853 51.0 49.0 0.8 4.8 42.2 46.4
Shackelford (100%) 3,105 2,612 493 33 46 363 394 84.1 15.9 1.1 1.5 11.7 12.7

Stephens (100%) 9,101 6,256 2,845 89 327 2,204 2,503 68.7 31.3 1.0 3.6 24.2 27.5
Sterling (100%) 1,372 867 505 29 22 449 465 63.2 36.8 2.1 1.6 32.7 33.9
Stonewall (100%) 1,245 958 287 9 41 226 256 76.9 23.1 0.7 3.3 18.2 20.6
Sutton (100%) 3,372 1,200 2,172 24 32 2,093 2,111 35.6 64.4 0.7 0.9 62.1 62.6
Taylor (28%) 39,402 18,488 20,914 658 4,959 14,885 19,276 46.9 53.1 1.7 12.6 37.8 48.9

Terry (100%) 11,831 4,599 7,232 78 540 6,569 7,009 38.9 61.1 0.7 4.6 55.5 59.2
Throckmorton (100%) 1,440 1,248 192 8 17 145 156 86.7 13.3 0.6 1.2 10.1 10.8
Tom Green (100%) 120,003 62,390 57,613 2,752 6,070 47,066 52,091 52.0 48.0 2.3 5.1 39.2 43.4
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DISTRICT 28 -144,171 Total: 796,007 407,717 388,290 18,137 58,889 301,525 353,589 51.2 48.8 2.3 7.4 37.9 44.4
-15.33 % VAP: 607,986 333,907 274,079 13,745 41,679 207,426 246,621 54.9 45.1 2.3 6.9 34.1 40.6

Upton (100%) 3,308 1,318 1,990 32 120 1,797 1,886 39.8 60.2 1.0 3.6 54.3 57.0
Ward (100%) 11,644 4,506 7,138 113 666 6,325 6,847 38.7 61.3 1.0 5.7 54.3 58.8

Wilbarger (100%) 12,887 7,012 5,875 632 1,259 3,734 4,910 54.4 45.6 4.9 9.8 29.0 38.1

DISTRICT 29 -61,004 Total: 879,174 102,001 777,173 18,605 38,352 724,636 753,266 11.6 88.4 2.1 4.4 82.4 85.7
-6.49 % VAP: 655,733 84,788 570,945 13,528 26,028 531,109 552,498 12.9 87.1 2.1 4.0 81.0 84.3

Culberson (100%) 2,188 445 1,743 50 48 1,645 1,673 20.3 79.7 2.3 2.2 75.2 76.5
El Paso (100%) 865,657 98,219 767,438 18,392 38,200 715,351 743,885 11.3 88.7 2.1 4.4 82.6 85.9
Hudspeth (100%) 3,202 1,094 2,108 22 29 2,036 2,049 34.2 65.8 0.7 0.9 63.6 64.0
Jeff Davis (100%) 1,996 1,282 714 39 28 613 627 64.2 35.8 2.0 1.4 30.7 31.4
Presidio (100%) 6,131 961 5,170 102 47 4,991 5,032 15.7 84.3 1.7 0.8 81.4 82.1

DISTRICT 30 87,087 Total: 1,027,265 692,397 334,868 31,554 78,890 190,804 264,790 67.4 32.6 3.1 7.7 18.6 25.8
9.26 % VAP: 773,135 547,129 226,006 21,994 53,133 123,513 174,470 70.8 29.2 2.8 6.9 16.0 22.6

Archer (100%) 8,560 7,356 1,204 74 106 742 831 85.9 14.1 0.9 1.2 8.7 9.7
Clay (100%) 10,218 8,941 1,277 87 121 641 745 87.5 12.5 0.9 1.2 6.3 7.3
Collin (20%) 208,976 128,449 80,527 11,938 22,044 40,948 61,952 61.5 38.5 5.7 10.5 19.6 29.6
Cooke (100%) 41,668 29,404 12,264 446 1,687 8,519 10,062 70.6 29.4 1.1 4.0 20.4 24.1
Denton (18%) 158,838 88,207 70,631 8,486 20,915 37,512 57,189 55.5 44.5 5.3 13.2 23.6 36.0

Erath (100%) 42,545 30,006 12,539 557 1,646 9,254 10,774 70.5 29.5 1.3 3.9 21.8 25.3
Grayson (100%) 135,543 95,211 40,332 2,686 9,856 20,868 30,196 70.2 29.8 2.0 7.3 15.4 22.3
Jack (100%) 8,472 6,358 2,114 72 350 1,521 1,836 75.0 25.0 0.8 4.1 18.0 21.7
Montague (100%) 19,965 16,342 3,623 129 206 2,361 2,543 81.9 18.1 0.6 1.0 11.8 12.7
Palo Pinto (100%) 28,409 20,778 7,631 345 857 5,614 6,367 73.1 26.9 1.2 3.0 19.8 22.4

Parker (100%) 148,222 117,747 30,475 1,990 2,929 19,819 22,473 79.4 20.6 1.3 2.0 13.4 15.2
Wichita (100%) 129,350 79,694 49,656 3,968 16,588 25,803 41,265 61.6 38.4 3.1 12.8 19.9 31.9
Wise (100%) 68,632 50,495 18,137 644 1,261 13,694 14,767 73.6 26.4 0.9 1.8 20.0 21.5
Young (100%) 17,867 13,409 4,458 132 324 3,508 3,790 75.0 25.0 0.7 1.8 19.6 21.2

DISTRICT 31 -70,909 Total: 869,269 404,148 465,121 21,331 52,138 377,654 423,959 46.5 53.5 2.5 6.0 43.4 48.8
-7.54 % VAP: 637,232 320,965 316,267 14,448 34,849 253,523 286,095 50.4 49.6 2.3 5.5 39.8 44.9

Andrews (100%) 18,610 7,405 11,205 153 376 10,400 10,683 39.8 60.2 0.8 2.0 55.9 57.4
Armstrong (100%) 1,848 1,593 255 28 34 144 162 86.2 13.8 1.5 1.8 7.8 8.8
Bailey (100%) 6,904 2,190 4,714 19 91 4,540 4,600 31.7 68.3 0.3 1.3 65.8 66.6
Briscoe (100%) 1,435 1,008 427 13 30 368 391 70.2 29.8 0.9 2.1 25.6 27.2
Carson (100%) 5,807 4,873 934 33 91 558 636 83.9 16.1 0.6 1.6 9.6 11.0

Castro (100%) 7,371 2,328 5,043 49 155 4,784 4,905 31.6 68.4 0.7 2.1 64.9 66.5
Cochran (100%) 2,547 912 1,635 16 94 1,527 1,594 35.8 64.2 0.6 3.7 60.0 62.6
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Deviation Total Anglo Non-Anglo Asian Black Hispanic B+H %Anglo %Non-Anglo %Asian %Black %Hispanic %B+H

DISTRICT 31 -70,909 Total: 869,269 404,148 465,121 21,331 52,138 377,654 423,959 46.5 53.5 2.5 6.0 43.4 48.8
-7.54 % VAP: 637,232 320,965 316,267 14,448 34,849 253,523 286,095 50.4 49.6 2.3 5.5 39.8 44.9

Collingsworth (100%) 2,652 1,617 1,035 32 148 832 955 61.0 39.0 1.2 5.6 31.4 36.0
Dallam (100%) 7,115 3,119 3,996 33 142 3,707 3,837 43.8 56.2 0.5 2.0 52.1 53.9
Deaf Smith (100%) 18,583 4,233 14,350 78 290 13,925 14,080 22.8 77.2 0.4 1.6 74.9 75.8

Donley (100%) 3,258 2,537 721 42 227 356 561 77.9 22.1 1.3 7.0 10.9 17.2
Ector (100%) 165,171 51,023 114,148 2,940 9,522 100,051 108,362 30.9 69.1 1.8 5.8 60.6 65.6
Gaines (100%) 21,598 12,554 9,044 139 356 8,401 8,676 58.1 41.9 0.6 1.6 38.9 40.2
Glasscock (100%) 1,116 710 406 2 27 387 399 63.6 36.4 0.2 2.4 34.7 35.8
Gray (100%) 21,227 13,025 8,202 192 1,039 6,347 7,313 61.4 38.6 0.9 4.9 29.9 34.5

Hall (100%) 2,825 1,589 1,236 30 237 950 1,159 56.2 43.8 1.1 8.4 33.6 41.0
Hansford (100%) 5,285 2,552 2,733 15 43 2,615 2,643 48.3 51.7 0.3 0.8 49.5 50.0
Hartley (100%) 5,382 3,403 1,979 39 249 1,631 1,861 63.2 36.8 0.7 4.6 30.3 34.6
Hemphill (100%) 3,382 2,090 1,292 39 29 1,137 1,156 61.8 38.2 1.2 0.9 33.6 34.2
Howard (100%) 34,860 15,672 19,188 561 2,113 16,174 17,929 45.0 55.0 1.6 6.1 46.4 51.4

Hutchinson (100%) 20,617 13,783 6,834 200 757 4,961 5,589 66.9 33.1 1.0 3.7 24.1 27.1
Lipscomb (100%) 3,059 1,786 1,273 18 22 1,123 1,140 58.4 41.6 0.6 0.7 36.7 37.3
Loving (100%) 64 56 8 3 3 1 3 87.5 12.5 4.7 4.7 1.6 4.7
Martin (100%) 5,237 2,780 2,457 34 128 2,255 2,359 53.1 46.9 0.6 2.4 43.1 45.0
Midland (100%) 169,983 76,487 93,496 4,798 12,731 73,331 84,887 45.0 55.0 2.8 7.5 43.1 49.9

Moore (100%) 21,358 6,499 14,859 1,071 832 12,647 13,398 30.4 69.6 5.0 3.9 59.2 62.7
Ochiltree (100%) 10,015 4,245 5,770 58 66 5,470 5,510 42.4 57.6 0.6 0.7 54.6 55.0
Oldham (100%) 1,758 1,325 433 31 77 313 372 75.4 24.6 1.8 4.4 17.8 21.2
Parmer (100%) 9,869 3,187 6,682 36 137 6,504 6,575 32.3 67.7 0.4 1.4 65.9 66.6
Potter (100%) 118,525 50,153 68,372 6,757 14,438 45,193 58,528 42.3 57.7 5.7 12.2 38.1 49.4

Randall (100%) 140,753 95,457 45,296 3,550 6,592 31,583 37,395 67.8 32.2 2.5 4.7 22.4 26.6
Roberts (100%) 827 717 110 15 21 50 65 86.7 13.3 1.8 2.5 6.0 7.9
Sherman (100%) 2,782 1,362 1,420 24 60 1,315 1,354 49.0 51.0 0.9 2.2 47.3 48.7
Swisher (100%) 6,971 3,219 3,752 44 524 3,147 3,597 46.2 53.8 0.6 7.5 45.1 51.6
Wheeler (100%) 4,990 3,469 1,521 53 137 1,227 1,345 69.5 30.5 1.1 2.7 24.6 27.0

Winkler (100%) 7,791 2,702 5,089 114 210 4,732 4,883 34.7 65.3 1.5 2.7 60.7 62.7
Yoakum (100%) 7,694 2,488 5,206 72 110 4,968 5,057 32.3 67.7 0.9 1.4 64.6 65.7
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Special Tabulation of Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP) from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey with Margins of Error

2020 Census
Hispanic 

CVAP
Not Hispanic or Latino 

Citizen Voting Age Population (CVAP)

District Total VAP CVAP % Hispanic
% Black 

Alone
% Black 
+ White

% Black
 + American

Indian
% White

Alone

% American
Indian
Alone

%Asian
Alone

% Native
Hawaiian

Alone

% American
Indian

 + White
% Asian
 + White

% Remainder
2 or More Other

1 845,787 647,407 603,980 (±6,938) 8.0 (±0.4) 17.9 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 71.7 (±0.5) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.7 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
2 944,576 695,983 565,690 (±6,287) 17.4 (±0.5) 14.4 (±0.5) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 64.3 (±0.5) 0.5 (±0.1) 2.0 (±0.2) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
3 877,170 678,053 634,495 (±7,158) 8.9 (±0.4) 12.5 (±0.4) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 76.7 (±0.5) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
4 1,019,150 754,208 637,885 (±8,053) 14.9 (±0.6) 14.2 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 67.1 (±0.6) 0.3 (±0.1) 2.4 (±0.2) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
5 1,060,800 814,153 690,955 (±7,631) 18.2 (±0.5) 10.0 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 66.5 (±0.4) 0.2 (±0.1) 3.2 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)
6 833,989 597,899 417,284 (±6,219) 62.0 (±0.9) 17.3 (±0.7) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2(±0.1) 17.3 (±0.5) 0.1 (±0.1) 2.4 (±0.2) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
7 1,009,368 741,905 613,725 (±7,657) 21.8 (±0.7) 15.5 (±0.6) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.0) 52.8 (±0.6) 0.2 (±0.1) 8.2 (±0.4) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)
8 998,133 750,559 609,245 (±6,647) 10.6 (±0.4) 11.8 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 63.9 (±0.5) 0.4 (±0.1) 11.4 (±0.4) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
9 924,657 684,713 551,380 (±6,793) 22.8 (±0.6) 13.9 (±0.6) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 54.9 (±0.5) 0.5 (±0.1) 6.1 (±0.4) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)

10 945,496 708,665 596,090 (±6,681) 20.4 (±0.6) 20.5 (±0.6) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 53.9 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 3.2 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
11 933,256 704,652 609,235 (±7,377) 22.9 (±0.7) 12.1 (±0.6) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 58.1 (±0.6) 0.3 (±0.1) 5.1 (±0.3) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)
12 1,086,379 809,228 677,635 (±6,979) 14.7 (±0.5) 9.7 (±0.5) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 68.0 (±0.5) 0.4 (±0.1) 5.5 (±0.3) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
13 891,837 672,728 487,220 (±7,650) 23.3 (±0.7) 52.3 (±0.9) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 16.0 (±0.5) 0.1 (±0.1) 7.3 (±0.4) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
14 1,044,307 823,529 669,680 (±7,245) 21.9 (±0.6) 9.4 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 61.3 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 5.1 (±0.3) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.7 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)
15 943,568 702,919 549,755 (±7,052) 30.0 (±0.7) 27.2 (±0.7) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.2(±0.1) 35.9 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 5.3 (±0.3) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
16 926,818 721,088 546,940 (±5,826) 17.0 (±0.5) 13.8 (±0.6) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2(±0.1) 58.8 (±0.4) 0.3 (±0.1) 8.0 (±0.4) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1)
17 957,529 735,558 600,015 (±7,025) 19.4 (±0.6) 14.4 (±0.6) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 52.0 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 12.5 (±0.4) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
18 1,036,193 764,077 620,790 (±7,523) 23.6 (±0.6) 13.0 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 55.1 (±0.6) 0.3 (±0.1) 7.2 (±0.4) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
19 952,214 696,433 587,725 (±7,639) 62.6 (±0.8) 7.5 (±0.4) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 27.1 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 1.3 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
20 907,674 661,833 532,205 (±7,227) 73.7 (±0.8) 2.3 (±0.2) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 22.1 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 1.3 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
21 901,254 668,648 546,610 (±6,726) 63.5 (±0.7) 4.1 (±0.3) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 30.4 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.8 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
22 944,022 707,084 625,060 (±6,714) 17.2 (±0.5) 12.4 (±0.5) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 66.6 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 2.1 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
23 887,105 664,473 518,200 (±6,822) 27.7 (±0.7) 47.6 (±0.8) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2(±0.1) 21.7 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 1.6 (±0.2) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
24 926,790 708,848 628,520 (±6,596) 16.7 (±0.5) 11.0 (±0.4) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 67.5 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 1.8 (±0.2) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.9 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1)
25 1,103,479 844,709 723,800 (±7,316) 28.8 (±0.6) 4.9 (±0.3) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 62.2 (±0.5) 0.1 (±0.1) 2.4 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
26 840,565 644,877 587,830 (±7,381) 64.7 (±0.8) 7.3 (±0.4) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 24.6 (±0.5) 0.2 (±0.1) 1.8 (±0.2) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
27 831,674 588,385 440,540 (±6,821) 86.4 (±0.7) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 12.3 (±0.4) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1) 0.0 (±0.1)
28 796,007 607,986 574,260 (±6,054) 32.3 (±0.6) 5.8 (±0.3) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 59.5 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.8 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.5 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
29 879,174 655,733 514,840 (±6,667) 78.1 (±0.7) 3.7 (±0.3) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 15.9 (±0.4) 0.4 (±0.1) 1.0 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
30 1,027,265 773,135 664,810 (±6,715) 11.1 (±0.4) 5.6 (±0.3) 0.4 (±0.1) 0.0(±0.1) 79.8 (±0.4) 0.7 (±0.1) 1.2 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.7 (±0.1) 0.3 (±0.1) 0.2 (±0.1)
31 869,269 637,232 554,765 (±6,378) 33.9 (±0.7) 4.9 (±0.3) 0.2 (±0.1) 0.1(±0.1) 58.3 (±0.4) 0.5 (±0.1) 1.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.6 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1) 0.1 (±0.1)
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Senate District 10 Facts 

Minority voters in SD 10 elect candidates of their choice 

 

2020 Census Report Shows Senate District 10 Population Near Ideal 

 Just as in the Court-ordered map in 2012, a new State Senate map can be configured without 

making any boundary changes in SD10. 

 SD10 has a population of 945,496; just 5,318 above the ideal. Its 0.57% deviation is the fourth 

lowest in State, and well within the 10% threshold permitted by courts. 

 No surrounding district requires population changes that justify altering SD10. Most nearby districts 

are well within 10% deviation: SD2: +0.47%, SD8: +6.16%, SD9: - 1.65%, SD16: -1.42%, SD22: +0.41%, 

SD23: -5.64%. 

 The only nearby district near or above the 10% threshold, SD12 (+15.55%) and SD30 (+9.26%), can 

be equalized nearly exactly by shifting population to adjoining districts SD28 (-15.33%) and SD31 (-

7.54%). 

 

The 2011 Attempt to Destroy SD10 Was Ruled Intentionally Discriminatory by a Federal Court 

 In 2012, a federal court ruled that the legislature’s dismantling of SD10 was intentionally 

discriminatory. See Texas v. United States, 887 F. Supp. 2d 133 (D.D.C. 2012). 

 “The dismantling of SD10 will have a disparate and negative impact on minority groups in the 

district.” Id. at 229 

 “[T]he Senate Plan was enacted with discriminatory purpose as to SD10.” Id. at 166. 

 

SD10’s Minority Population Has Increased Significantly Since the Federal Court’s 2012 Order 

 When the federal court ruled it was intentional discrimination to dismantle SD10, the 2010 Census 

showed its total population was 47.6% Anglo, 19.2% Black, and 28.9% Hispanic. Its Anglo citizen 

voting age population (“CVAP”) was 62.7%. 

 SD10’s minority population has substantially increased. Per the 2020 Census, SD10 total population 

is 39.5% Anglo, 21.5% Black, and 32.2% Hispanic. Its Anglo CVAP has fallen to 53.9%. 

 

SD10 Is an Effective Crossover District Where Minority Voters’ Elect Their Preferred Candidate 

 When the federal court ruled it was discriminatory to dismantle SD10, it had only ever elected one 

minority candidate of choice—Wendy Davis in 2008—and no Democrat for statewide office had 

carried the district. SD10 now regularly elects minorities’ preferred candidates:  

o In 2012, Wendy Davis was reelected.  

o In 2018, Sen. Powell won election over an incumbent Republican Konni Burton (51.7% to 

48.3%), SD10 was carried by O’Rourke over Cruz (53.3% to 45.9%) in the U.S. Senate race, by 

Nelson over Paxton (51.6% to 46.1%) in the AG race, and by Collier over Patrick (50.8% to 

46.9%) in the Lt. Gov. race. 

o In 2020, SD10 was carried by Biden over Trump (53.1% to 45.4%) in the presidential race, by 

Hegar over Cornyn (49.8% to 47.7%) in the U.S. Senate race, and by Black Sheriff candidate 

Vance Keyes over Anglo Republican incumbent Bill Waybourn.   

 

A Renewed Effort to Dismantle SD10 Would Violate Federal Law  
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 The U.S. Supreme Court has explained that it violates the 14th and 15th Amendments to destroy a 

functioning crossover district: “If there were a showing that a State intentionally drew lines in 

order to destroy otherwise effective crossover districts, that would raise serious questions under 

both the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments.” Bartlett v. Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 24 (2009) 

 Black and Hispanic voters, together with a minority of crossover Anglo voters, control the electoral 

outcomes in SD10, as illustrated by the attached maps showing the location of the SD10 minority 

populations and the precincts carried by Sen. Powell and other minority preferred candidates. 

 

 

The Only Lawful Change Would Be to Remedy the Cracked Minority Population in SE Tarrant County 

 Although no change should be made in SD 10, if a change were made it would be to exchange the 
largely Anglo “arm” into SD9 for the cracked minority population in SE Tarrant County currently in 
SD22.  

 The “arm’s” CVAP is 75.6% Anglo while the Tarrant County portion of SD22 has CVAP of 34.0% 
Black, 22.3% Hispanic, 12.3% Asian, and 30.1% Anglo. 

 The Tarrant County portion of SD22 votes cohesively with SD10’s minority voters, with Democratic 
candidates prevailing in the area by large margins (Biden: 67.2%, Hegar: 64.7%, O’Rourke: 70.2%, 
Valdez: 63.7%, Nelson: 68.4%, Collier: 67.2%, Clinton: 64.3%). Thus, remedying the cracked 
minority population in SE Tarrant County would be legal and nondiscriminatory. 
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From: Sean Opperman
To: Garry Jones
Cc: Anna Mackin_SC
Subject: RE: Letter from Sen Powell to Sen Huffman
Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 10:57:44 AM

Garry,
 
Thank you for reaching out. I briefly opened these documents and they appear to
contain racial data, so I closed out of them right away. (Just a reminder: we are
drafting all maps without regard to racial data, and sending the drafts out for a legal-
compliance check).
 
Sean
 
 

From: Garry Jones <Garry.Jones@senate.texas.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, September 16, 2021 5:31 PM
To: Sean Opperman <Sean.Opperman@senate.texas.gov>; Sean Opperman_SC
<Sean.Opperman_SC@senate.texas.gov>; Anna Mackin_SC <Anna.Mackin_SC@senate.texas.gov>
Subject: Letter from Sen Powell to Sen Huffman 
Importance: High
 
Sean and Anna,
 
Attached is a letter from Senator Powell further explaining how the proposal to dismantle Senate
District 10 as an effective minority coalition and crossover district is unlawful intentional racial
discrimination and will produce a discriminatory effect.  Please confirm receipt.
 
Garry Jones
 
--
Garry Jones
State Senator Beverly Powell
District: 817-820-0007
Austin- 512-463-0110
 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-13   Filed 11/24/21   Page 2 of 2



EXHIBIT 3-G 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-14   Filed 11/24/21   Page 1 of 3



From: Beverly Powell
To: Bryan Hughes; Bob Hall; Robert Nichols; Brandon Creighton; Charles Schwertner; Carol Alvarado; Paul

Bettencourt; Angela Paxton; Kelly Hancock; Larry Taylor; Jane Nelson; Borris Miles; Sarah Eckhardt; John
Whitmire; Nathan Johnson; Joan Huffman; Lois Kolkhorst; Roland Gutierrez; Juan Hinojosa; Judith Zaffirini; Brian
Birdwell; Royce West; Dawn Buckingham; Donna Campbell; Jose Menendez; Eddie Lucio; Charles Perry; Cesar
Blanco; Drew Springer; Kel Seliger

Subject: Regarding concerns with proposed redraw of SD10
Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 8:59:00 AM
Attachments: Letter to Sen Huffman from Sen Powell 9.16.21.pdf

Senate District 10 Facts.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r100.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r116_acs1519.pdf
SD10 Map Packet.pdf
2012 DC Court Opinion.pdf

Importance: High

Dear Colleagues,

In anticipation of the release of proposed redistricting maps, I wanted to bring to your attention a
proposed redraw of Texas Senate District 10, which would reduce the district’s minority population
by about 10%—cleaving through minority neighborhoods to prevent minority voters from uniting to
elect their preferred candidates. The blue circles below show over 135,000 minorities who—to the
best of my recollection from the preview shown to me—are removed by the proposed plan and
replaced with Anglo voters from Johnson and Parker Counties. This plan would achieve its aim:
Tarrant County’s 1.2 million minorities—the majority of the county’s population—would lose the
only senate district in which they can unite to elect their preferred senator.

 

 

The Supreme Court has warned that it is intentional racial discrimination to destroy an effective
crossover district like SD10, and federal courts blocked this precise effort to dismantle SD10’s
minority population in 2011, forcing the State to pay over $1 million in plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees.

Attached is a letter, with accompanying attachments, that was sent to Senator Huffman, Chair of the
Redistricting Committee, following the preview of the proposed map highlighting my concerns with
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the proposal.

I bring this information to your attention on behalf of my constituents whose voices would be
silenced under the proposed redraw. Cracking apart minority voters and submerging them in
districts featuring Anglo bloc voting against minority-preferred candidates violates the Constitution
and the Voting Rights Act. This is unacceptable and a direct attack on the ability of my constituents
to elect a candidate of their choice.

Best,

Beverly
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From: Joan Huffman
To: Beverly Powell
Subject: Read: Regarding concerns with proposed redraw of SD10
Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 9:30:45 AM
Importance: High

Your message 
 To: Joan Huffman
 Subject: Regarding concerns with proposed redraw of SD10 
 Sent: Saturday, September 18, 2021 8:59:07 AM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US &amp; Canada)
was read on Saturday, September 18, 2021 9:30:44 AM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US &amp; Canada).
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From: Sean Opperman
To: Adrian Piloto; Alexander Hammond; Amy Lane; Angus Lupton; Anna Barnett; Cari Christman; Carrie Smith; Chris

Steinbach; Cody Terry; Dave Nelson; Deisy Jaimes; Drew Graham; Garry Jones; Johanna Kim; Jorge Ramirez;
Josh Reyna; Lajuana D. Barton; Lara Wendler; Luis Moreno; Marc Salvato; Margaret Wallace; Matthew Dowling;
Pearl Cruz; Peter Einhorn; Randy Samuelson; Robert Borja; Ruben O’Bell; Stacey Chamberlin; Tara Clements;
Terry Franks

Subject: Senate plan
Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 1:19:29 PM
Importance: High

Senate Colleagues,
 
Senator Huffman just filed Senate Bill 4 (Statewide Senate proposed redistricting plan).  The Senate
central staff is now working to get the bill text online and TLC is working to publish the map on
DistrictViewer.  Both the map and bill text will soon be available online for public viewing.  If you
have any questions about TLC's DistrictViewer, please contact TLC.  We are coordinating the final
logistical details for hearings that will be held once the Legislature gavels in to special session.  Those
details will be shared with you and with the public as soon as they are available.
 
Senate: Plan S2101
 
DistrictViewer website: https://dvr.capitol.texas.gov/
Bill text: https://capitol.texas.gov/
 
Sean Opperman
Chief of Committee Operations
Chief Legal Counsel
Senate Special Committee on Redistricting
Senate Committee on Jurisprudence
Senator Joan Huffman, Chair
sean.opperman@senate.texas.gov
(512) 463-0493 (Redistricting)
(512) 463-0395 (Jurisprudence)
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EXHIBIT 3-K
Part 1 
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From: applications.administrator@capitol.local
To: Senate Redistricting
Subject: INETMAIL: Redistricting Public Input
Date: Thursday, September 30, 2021 11:49:27 AM
Attachments: 9_16 Sen Powell to Sen Huffman Letter and Attachments.pdf

Date: 2021-09-30
First Name: Beverly
Last Name: Powell
Title: State Senator, District 10
Organization: Self
Address:
City: Burleson
State: TX
Zipcode:
Phone:

Affirm public info: I agree

Regarding: Senate

Message:
See attached for letter and mentioned attachments.
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September, 16 2021

State Senator Joan Huffman
Chair, Senate Special Committee on Redistricting
P.O. Box 12068, Capitol Station
Austin, TX 78711
VIA EMAIL

Dear Senator Huffman:

At our September 14, 2021 meeting, I provided you with information that confirmed what
you already knew (and what public testimony to the Committee had already highlighted)—SD10
is a performing coalition and crossover district in which Black and Hispanic voters (and other
minorities) have succeeded in electing their preferred candidates. I have attached electronic copies
of the information that I provided you in hard copy: (1) maps showing the location of minority
voters within SD10 and showing how they have succeeded electorally, and (2) a copy of the 2012
federal court decision ruling that the Legislature’s prior effort to dismantle SD10 in 2011 was
unlawful intentional discrimination against minority voters. I have also attached to this letter (1)
a fact sheet explaining SD10’s status as a performing coalition and crossover district for minority
voters and (2) information from the Texas Legislative Council about the demographic makeup of
SD10.

Although you did not provide me a copy of the Committee’s draft proposed plan (please do
so immediately upon receipt of this letter), the plan you displayed on the computer screen during
our meeting cracks Black and Latino communities apart and would destroy SD10’s status as an
effective coalition and crossover district for minority voters.

Based on my recollection of the map you displayed during the meeting, I have highlighted
below several legal deficiencies with the proposed plan. The map below shows, in blue circles, the
concentrations of minority voters that you apparently propose to cleave from SD10, splitting
SD10’s minority voters apart and submerging them into separate districts dominated by white bloc
voting against minority-preferred candidates. I cannot be certain of the exact figures, because I
have not been provided a copy of the proposed plan and must instead rely upon my recollection
from our meeting, but the areas shown in blue circles include nearly 190,000 voters with a CVAP
of about 41% Anglo, 33% Latino, and 23% Black.
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SD10 currently has an Anglo citizen voting age population (“CVAP”) of 53.9%, a Black 

CVAP of 20.5%, and a Latino CVAP of 20.4%. In addition to being politically cohesive within 
SD 10, minority voters in SD10 also have consistently succeeded electorally by working together 
with a minority of Anglo voters who “crossover”—as the United States Supreme Court has 
characterized it—to vote for minority-preferred candidates. 
  

You propose to dismantle SD10 as a functioning coalition and crossover district. Based upon 
my recollection of the map shown during our meeting, it appears that you propose to redraw SD10 
to have an Anglo CVAP of roughly 63%, a Black CVAP of 16%, and a Latino CVAP of 17%—
a nearly 10% increase in the Anglo share of the district. Moreover, in addition to cleaving SD10’s 
politically cohesive minority voters, you also propose to eliminate the Tarrant 
County “crossover” Anglo voters with whom SD10’s minority voters have formed a political 
coalition and replace them with Anglo voters in Johnson and Parker Counties who uniformly reject 
minority-preferred candidates. The map below shows in red circles areas including roughly 
110,000 voters with an Anglo CVAP of 77.8%: 
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In the areas shown in red, a portion of Anglo voters crossover to support minority-preferred 
candidates. Together, the areas shown in red have a roughly 78% Anglo CVAP, but the Anglo-
preferred candidates generally receive vote percentages of 13-17 points below that number (i.e. 
Anglo-preferred candidates receive about 61-65% of the vote in the areas shown in red).1  
  

You propose to replace these voters—along with around 190,000 (majority minority) voters 
shown in blue circles above—with voters from Johnson and Parker Counties. Together, Johnson 
and Parker Counties have an Anglo CVAP of 82.4%, but Anglo crossover voting for minority-

                                                           
1 For example, in these areas, Trump prevailed 61.0% to 37.5% in the 2020 presidential 
election, Cornyn prevailed 64.5% to 33.4% in the 2020 senate election, Cruz prevailed 62.6% to 
36.6% in the 2018 senate election, Paxton prevailed 63.0% to 34.7% in the 2018 attorney general 
election, and Patrick prevailed 63.9% to 33.9% in the 2018 lieutenant governor election. 
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preferred candidates is nearly nonexistent. Unlike the Anglo voters in Tarrant County, the Anglo-
preferred candidates in Johnson and Parker Counties combined generally receive vote percentages 
of just 3-6 points below the counties’ Anglo CVAP percentage.2 Dismantling SD10 and including 
Johnson and/or Parker Counties is unlawful. 
  

Your proposal thus achieves its purpose of dismantling SD10’s status as an effective 
coalition and crossover district for minority voters in two ways: (1) it cracks apart and harms the 
district’s minority voters, substantially decreasing SD10’s minority population, and (2) it 
eliminates the Anglo crossover voters who have joined together with minority voters to support 
minority-preferred candidates. 

  
This is unlawful. As the Supreme Court has explained, “if there were a showing that a State 

intentionally drew district lines in order to destroy otherwise effective crossover districts, that 
would raise serious questions under both the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments.” Bartlett v. 
Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 24 (2009) (Kennedy, J., Roberts, C.J., and Alito, J., plurality); Campos v. 
City of Baytown, Tex., 840 F.2d 1240, 1244 (5th Cir. 1988) (holding that Section 2 protects 
minority coalition districts). In the proposed plan that you previewed on September 14, it is clear 
that you have “intentionally dr[awn] district lines in order to destroy [an] otherwise effective 
crossover district[].” And if you did not previously know that the Supreme Court has warned 
against this precise unlawful scheme, now you do.  Furthermore, the Fifth Circuit decision cited 
above—binding precedent that the Legislature must follow3—also held that coalition districts are 
protected under federal law, so there is ample legal support for the argument that destroying a 
coalition district would also be intentionally discriminatory. 

  
Not only are you aware that SD10, which you intend to dismantle, is an effective coalition 

and crossover district, you are also aware that the 2011 Legislature’s same effort to dismantle 
SD10 was ruled to be intentional racial discrimination. See Texas v. United States, 887 F. Supp. 
133, 166 (D.D.C. 2012) (“The Senate Plan was enacted with discriminatory purpose as to SD10.”). 
At our September 14, 2021 meeting, a Committee attorney indicated that this decision was vacated. 
But the discriminatory intent ruling was not overruled. In fact, the federal court later ruled that 
Sen. Davis was the prevailing party in her lawsuit challenging the discriminatory scheme and 
awarded her attorneys’ fees.  

  

                                                           
2 For example, Trump carried the counties 78.8% to 19.9%, Cornyn prevailed 79.0% to 18.6%, 
Cruz prevailed 78.2% to 20.9%, Paxton prevailed 76.7% to 20.7%, and Patrick prevailed 77.5% 
to 20.5%. 
3 In 2017 testimony in federal court, the prior chair of the House Redistricting Committee—a 
lawyer—expressed confusion that Texas is in the Fifth Circuit and that the Fifth Circuit’s rulings 
are binding on the State of Texas. I hope this clarifies those facts. 
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The D.C. Circuit affirmed that ruling, rejecting Texas’s argument that it had ultimately won 
the case: “To say that Texas ‘prevailed’ in this suit because a different litigant in a different suit 
won on different grounds that Texas specifically told the district court it would not raise is, to say 
the least, an unnatural use of the word ‘prevailing.’” Texas v. United States, 798 F.3d 1108, 1116 
(D.C. Cir. 2015) (emphasis in original). Instead, the D.C. Circuit held that Texas mooted the 
lawsuit by acquiescing to the district court’s intentional discrimination ruling, abandoning its 
effort to dismantle the district, and adopting SD10’s current configuration—which has now 
persisted for twenty years. Id. at 1118. It did so before Shelby County had any effect on the 
decision. Id. The Supreme Court denied Texas’s petition for certiorari. Texas v. Davis, 577 U.S. 
1119 (2016) (Mem.). Moreover, the Fifth Circuit explained why it was strategically wise for Texas 
to abandon the changes to SD10 that the D.C. federal court had found intentionally discriminatory. 
After the Section 5 preclearance formula was invalidated, the Fifth Circuit explained, “it is far 
from clear that Texas could have automatically prevailed on the merits” had it continued to defend 
its dismantling of SD10, and instead the San Antonio court could (and likely would) have 
invalidated the changes to SD10 again “based on Plaintiffs’ Section 2 and constitutional 
claims.” Davis v. Abbott, 781 F.3d 207, 215 (5th Cir. 2015). After all, the DC federal court had 
just found the effort was intentional racial discrimination. 
  

Sen. Davis and her co-plaintiffs won her claim that Texas intentionally discriminated against 
racial minorities by cracking SD10’s minority population and submerging them in Anglo-
dominated rural districts—a victory that the Supreme Court left undisturbed and that cost Texas 
taxpayers over $1 million in legal fees. Yet that is what you are proposing to do again. 

  
Moreover, a similar effort to crack apart Tarrant County’s minority population was 

ruled intentionally discriminatory in the 2011 congressional plan. Perez v. Abbott, 253 F. Supp. 3d 
864, 945-961 (W.D. Tex. 2017). Although Circuit Judge Jerry Smith dissented from most of that 
three-judge court’s decision, he agreed that the cracking of minority populations in Tarrant County 
was unlawful intentional discrimination: “Relatively little about the 2011 Congressional 
redistricting passes the smell test as to DFW, the largest metropolitan area in Texas with 6.4 million 
residents in 2010 but where the apparent choice of minority voters in 2010 was reflected only in 
CD30 (veteran African-American Democrat Congresswoman Eddie Bernice Johnson).” Id. at 986 
(Smith, J., dissenting). The three-judge court actually redrew the congressional lines in Tarrant 
County to remedy this intentional fracturing and dilution of minority voting strength. 

  
The 2020 Census reveals that Tarrant County now has over 1 million Black and Latino 

residents—250,000 more than it had following the 2010 Census. By contrast, Tarrant 
County now has just over 900,000 Anglo residents—over 300,000 fewer than it had following the 
2010 Census. Yet you propose to eliminate the one senate district in which Tarrant County’s 
minority voters have succeeded in electing their preferred candidate. You propose to do this even 
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though the same scheme was found to be intentional racial discrimination after the last Census—
when there were substantially fewer minority voters.

When the San Antonio district court declined to “bail in” Texas to the Voting Rights Act
Section 3 preclearance regime, it unanimously (with the votes of District Judges Rodriguez and
Garcia and Circuit Judge Smith) warned the Legislature that it “would be well advised to conduct
its redistricting process openly” in 2021 and to abandon its effort from “the 2011 session . . .
[of] engag[ing] in traditional means of vote dilution such as cracking and packing in drawing
districts” if it wished to avoid federal oversight of its electoral decisions. Perez v. Abbott, 390 F.
Supp. 3d 803, 820-21 (W.D. Tex. 2019).

On behalf of my constituents, I urge you to heed that warning, and preserve SD10 as an
effective coalition and crossover district for minority voters.

Sincerely,

Senator Beverly Powell
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Senate District 10 Facts 

Minority voters in SD 10 elect candidates of their choice 
 

2020 Census Report Shows Senate District 10 Population Near Ideal 
 Just as in the Court-ordered map in 2012, a new State Senate map can be configured without 

making any boundary changes in SD10. 
 SD10 has a population of 945,496; just 5,318 above the ideal. Its 0.57% deviation is the fourth 

lowest in State, and well within the 10% threshold permitted by courts. 
 No surrounding district requires population changes that justify altering SD10. Most nearby districts 

are well within 10% deviation: SD2: +0.47%, SD8: +6.16%, SD9: - 1.65%, SD16: -1.42%, SD22: +0.41%, 
SD23: -5.64%. 

 The only nearby district near or above the 10% threshold, SD12 (+15.55%) and SD30 (+9.26%), can 
be equalized nearly exactly by shifting population to adjoining districts SD28 (-15.33%) and SD31 (-
7.54%). 

 
The 2011 Attempt to Destroy SD10 Was Ruled Intentionally Discriminatory by a Federal Court 
 In 2012, a federal court ruled that the legislature’s dismantling of SD10 was intentionally 

discriminatory. See Texas v. United States, 887 F. Supp. 2d 133 (D.D.C. 2012). 
 “The dismantling of SD10 will have a disparate and negative impact on minority groups in the 

district.” Id. at 229 
 “[T]he Senate Plan was enacted with discriminatory purpose as to SD10.” Id. at 166. 

 
SD10’s Minority Population Has Increased Significantly Since the Federal Court’s 2012 Order 
 When the federal court ruled it was intentional discrimination to dismantle SD10, the 2010 Census 

showed its total population was 47.6% Anglo, 19.2% Black, and 28.9% Hispanic. Its Anglo citizen 
voting age population (“CVAP”) was 62.7%. 

 SD10’s minority population has substantially increased. Per the 2020 Census, SD10 total population 
is 39.5% Anglo, 21.5% Black, and 32.2% Hispanic. Its Anglo CVAP has fallen to 53.9%. 

 
SD10 Is an Effective Crossover District Where Minority Voters’ Elect Their Preferred Candidate 
 When the federal court ruled it was discriminatory to dismantle SD10, it had only ever elected one 

minority candidate of choice—Wendy Davis in 2008—and no Democrat for statewide office had 
carried the district. SD10 now regularly elects minorities’ preferred candidates:  

o In 2012, Wendy Davis was reelected.  
o In 2018, Sen. Powell won election over an incumbent Republican Konni Burton (51.7% to 

48.3%), SD10 was carried by O’Rourke over Cruz (53.3% to 45.9%) in the U.S. Senate race, by 
Nelson over Paxton (51.6% to 46.1%) in the AG race, and by Collier over Patrick (50.8% to 
46.9%) in the Lt. Gov. race. 

o In 2020, SD10 was carried by Biden over Trump (53.1% to 45.4%) in the presidential race, by 
Hegar over Cornyn (49.8% to 47.7%) in the U.S. Senate race, and by Black Sheriff candidate 
Vance Keyes over Anglo Republican incumbent Bill Waybourn.   

 
A Renewed Effort to Dismantle SD10 Would Violate Federal Law  
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 The U.S. Supreme Court has explained that it violates the 14th and 15th Amendments to destroy a 
functioning crossover district: “If there were a showing that a State intentionally drew lines in 
order to destroy otherwise effective crossover districts, that would raise serious questions under 
both the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments.” Bartlett v. Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 24 (2009) 

 Black and Hispanic voters, together with a minority of crossover Anglo voters, control the electoral 
outcomes in SD10, as illustrated by the attached maps showing the location of the SD10 minority 
populations and the precincts carried by Sen. Powell and other minority preferred candidates. 

 
 
The Only Lawful Change Would Be to Remedy the Cracked Minority Population in SE Tarrant County 

 Although no change should be made in SD 10, if a change were made it would be to exchange the 
largely Anglo “arm” into SD9 for the cracked minority population in SE Tarrant County currently in 
SD22.  

 The “arm’s” CVAP is 75.6% Anglo while the Tarrant County portion of SD22 has CVAP of 34.0% 
Black, 22.3% Hispanic, 12.3% Asian, and 30.1% Anglo. 

 The Tarrant County portion of SD22 votes cohesively with SD10’s minority voters, with Democratic 
candidates prevailing in the area by large margins (Biden: 67.2%, Hegar: 64.7%, O’Rourke: 70.2%, 
Valdez: 63.7%, Nelson: 68.4%, Collier: 67.2%, Clinton: 64.3%). Thus, remedying the cracked 
minority population in SE Tarrant County would be legal and nondiscriminatory. 

 
 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 10 of 27



Sp
ec

ia
l T

ab
ul

at
io

n 
of

 C
iti

ze
n 

V
ot

in
g 

A
ge

 P
op

ul
at

io
n 

(C
V

A
P)

 fr
om

 th
e 

20
15

-2
01

9 
A

m
er

ic
an

 C
om

m
un

ity
 S

ur
ve

y 
w

ith
 M

ar
gi

ns
 o

f E
rr

or

20
20

 C
en

su
s

H
is

pa
ni

c
C

V
A

P
N

ot
 H

is
pa

ni
c 

or
 L

at
in

o 
C

iti
ze

n 
V

ot
in

g 
A

ge
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
(C

V
A

P)

D
is

tr
ic

t
T

ot
al

V
A

P
C

V
A

P
%

 H
is

pa
ni

c
%

 B
la

ck
 

A
lo

ne
%

 B
la

ck
 

+ 
W

hi
te

%
 B

la
ck

 +
 A

m
er

ic
an

In
di

an
%

 W
hi

te
A

lo
ne

%
 A

m
er

ic
an

In
di

an
A

lo
ne

%
A

si
an

A
lo

ne

%
 N

at
iv

e
H

aw
ai

ia
n

A
lo

ne

%
 A

m
er

ic
an

In
di

an
 +

 W
hi

te
%

 A
si

an
 +

 W
hi

te
%

 R
em

ai
nd

er
2 

or
 M

or
e 

O
th

er
1

84
5,

78
7

64
7,

40
7

60
3,

98
0 

(±
6,

93
8)

8.
0 

(±
0.

4)
17

.9
 (±

0.
5)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

71
.7

 (±
0.

5)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
7 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
6 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
2

94
4,

57
6

69
5,

98
3

56
5,

69
0 

(±
6,

28
7)

17
.4

 (±
0.

5)
14

.4
 (±

0.
5)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

64
.3

 (±
0.

5)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

2.
0 

(±
0.

2)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
3

87
7,

17
0

67
8,

05
3

63
4,

49
5 

(±
7,

15
8)

8.
9 

(±
0.

4)
12

.5
 (±

0.
4)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

76
.7

 (±
0.

5)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
6 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
4

1,
01

9,
15

0
75

4,
20

8
63

7,
88

5 
(±

8,
05

3)
14

.9
 (±

0.
6)

14
.2

 (±
0.

5)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0(

±0
.1

)
67

.1
 (±

0.
6)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
2.

4 
(±

0.
2)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

5
1,

06
0,

80
0

81
4,

15
3

69
0,

95
5 

(±
7,

63
1)

18
.2

 (±
0.

5)
10

.0
 (±

0.
4)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

66
.5

 (±
0.

4)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

3.
2 

(±
0.

2)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
6

83
3,

98
9

59
7,

89
9

41
7,

28
4 

(±
6,

21
9)

62
.0

 (±
0.

9)
17

.3
 (±

0.
7)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2(
±0

.1
)

17
.3

 (±
0.

5)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

2.
4 

(±
0.

2)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
7

1,
00

9,
36

8
74

1,
90

5
61

3,
72

5 
(±

7,
65

7)
21

.8
 (±

0.
7)

15
.5

 (±
0.

6)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0(

±0
.0

)
52

.8
 (±

0.
6)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
8.

2 
(±

0.
4)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

8
99

8,
13

3
75

0,
55

9
60

9,
24

5 
(±

6,
64

7)
10

.6
 (±

0.
4)

11
.8

 (±
0.

5)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
63

.9
 (±

0.
5)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
11

.4
 (±

0.
4)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
6 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

9
92

4,
65

7
68

4,
71

3
55

1,
38

0 
(±

6,
79

3)
22

.8
 (±

0.
6)

13
.9

 (±
0.

6)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
54

.9
 (±

0.
5)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
6.

1 
(±

0.
4)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

6 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

10
94

5,
49

6
70

8,
66

5
59

6,
09

0 
(±

6,
68

1)
20

.4
 (±

0.
6)

20
.5

 (±
0.

6)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
53

.9
 (±

0.
5)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
3.

2 
(±

0.
2)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

11
93

3,
25

6
70

4,
65

2
60

9,
23

5 
(±

7,
37

7)
22

.9
 (±

0.
7)

12
.1

 (±
0.

6)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
58

.1
 (±

0.
6)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
5.

1 
(±

0.
3)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

12
1,

08
6,

37
9

80
9,

22
8

67
7,

63
5 

(±
6,

97
9)

14
.7

 (±
0.

5)
9.

7 
(±

0.
5)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

68
.0

 (±
0.

5)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

5.
5 

(±
0.

3)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
13

89
1,

83
7

67
2,

72
8

48
7,

22
0 

(±
7,

65
0)

23
.3

 (±
0.

7)
52

.3
 (±

0.
9)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

16
.0

 (±
0.

5)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

7.
3 

(±
0.

4)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
14

1,
04

4,
30

7
82

3,
52

9
66

9,
68

0 
(±

7,
24

5)
21

.9
 (±

0.
6)

9.
4 

(±
0.

4)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
61

.3
 (±

0.
5)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
5.

1 
(±

0.
3)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
7 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

15
94

3,
56

8
70

2,
91

9
54

9,
75

5 
(±

7,
05

2)
30

.0
 (±

0.
7)

27
.2

 (±
0.

7)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2(

±0
.1

)
35

.9
 (±

0.
5)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
5.

3 
(±

0.
3)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

16
92

6,
81

8
72

1,
08

8
54

6,
94

0 
(±

5,
82

6)
17

.0
 (±

0.
5)

13
.8

 (±
0.

6)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2(

±0
.1

)
58

.8
 (±

0.
4)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
8.

0 
(±

0.
4)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

6 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

17
95

7,
52

9
73

5,
55

8
60

0,
01

5 
(±

7,
02

5)
19

.4
 (±

0.
6)

14
.4

 (±
0.

6)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
52

.0
 (±

0.
5)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
12

.5
 (±

0.
4)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

18
1,

03
6,

19
3

76
4,

07
7

62
0,

79
0 

(±
7,

52
3)

23
.6

 (±
0.

6)
13

.0
 (±

0.
5)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

55
.1

 (±
0.

6)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

7.
2 

(±
0.

4)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
19

95
2,

21
4

69
6,

43
3

58
7,

72
5 

(±
7,

63
9)

62
.6

 (±
0.

8)
7.

5 
(±

0.
4)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

27
.1

 (±
0.

5)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

1.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
20

90
7,

67
4

66
1,

83
3

53
2,

20
5 

(±
7,

22
7)

73
.7

 (±
0.

8)
2.

3 
(±

0.
2)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

22
.1

 (±
0.

5)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

1.
3 

(±
0.

2)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
21

90
1,

25
4

66
8,

64
8

54
6,

61
0 

(±
6,

72
6)

63
.5

 (±
0.

7)
4.

1 
(±

0.
3)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

30
.4

 (±
0.

5)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
8 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
22

94
4,

02
2

70
7,

08
4

62
5,

06
0 

(±
6,

71
4)

17
.2

 (±
0.

5)
12

.4
 (±

0.
5)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

66
.6

 (±
0.

4)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

2.
1 

(±
0.

2)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
23

88
7,

10
5

66
4,

47
3

51
8,

20
0 

(±
6,

82
2)

27
.7

 (±
0.

7)
47

.6
 (±

0.
8)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2(
±0

.1
)

21
.7

 (±
0.

5)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

1.
6 

(±
0.

2)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
24

92
6,

79
0

70
8,

84
8

62
8,

52
0 

(±
6,

59
6)

16
.7

 (±
0.

5)
11

.0
 (±

0.
4)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

67
.5

 (±
0.

4)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

1.
8 

(±
0.

2)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
9 

(±
0.

1)
0.

4 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
25

1,
10

3,
47

9
84

4,
70

9
72

3,
80

0 
(±

7,
31

6)
28

.8
 (±

0.
6)

4.
9 

(±
0.

3)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
62

.2
 (±

0.
5)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
2.

4 
(±

0.
2)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

26
84

0,
56

5
64

4,
87

7
58

7,
83

0 
(±

7,
38

1)
64

.7
 (±

0.
8)

7.
3 

(±
0.

4)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
24

.6
 (±

0.
5)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
1.

8 
(±

0.
2)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
3 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

27
83

1,
67

4
58

8,
38

5
44

0,
54

0 
(±

6,
82

1)
86

.4
 (±

0.
7)

0.
5 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0(

±0
.1

)
12

.3
 (±

0.
4)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0 
(±

0.
1)

28
79

6,
00

7
60

7,
98

6
57

4,
26

0 
(±

6,
05

4)
32

.3
 (±

0.
6)

5.
8 

(±
0.

3)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1(

±0
.1

)
59

.5
 (±

0.
4)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

8 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

29
87

9,
17

4
65

5,
73

3
51

4,
84

0 
(±

6,
66

7)
78

.1
 (±

0.
7)

3.
7 

(±
0.

3)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
0(

±0
.1

)
15

.9
 (±

0.
4)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
1.

0 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

2 
(±

0.
1)

30
1,

02
7,

26
5

77
3,

13
5

66
4,

81
0 

(±
6,

71
5)

11
.1

 (±
0.

4)
5.

6 
(±

0.
3)

0.
4 

(±
0.

1)
0.

0(
±0

.1
)

79
.8

 (±
0.

4)
0.

7 
(±

0.
1)

1.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
7 

(±
0.

1)
0.

3 
(±

0.
1)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
31

86
9,

26
9

63
7,

23
2

55
4,

76
5 

(±
6,

37
8)

33
.9

 (±
0.

7)
4.

9 
(±

0.
3)

0.
2 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1(
±0

.1
)

58
.3

 (±
0.

4)
0.

5 
(±

0.
1)

1.
1 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
6 

(±
0.

1)
0.

1 
(±

0.
1)

0.
1 

(±
0.

1)

56
93

8

Th
e 

A
m

er
ic

an
 C

om
m

un
ity

 S
ur

ve
y 

pr
ov

id
ed

 e
st

im
at

ed
 c

iti
ze

n 
vo

tin
g 

ag
e 

po
pu

la
tio

n 
(C

V
A

P)
 d

at
a 

at
 th

e 
bl

oc
k 

gr
ou

p 
le

ve
l i

n 
a 

Sp
ec

ia
l T

ab
ul

at
io

n.
  B

ec
au

se
 th

e 
M

O
E 

ca
n 

on
ly

 b
e 

ca
lc

ul
at

ed
 u

si
ng

 w
ho

le
 b

lo
ck

 g
ro

up
s, 

al
l b

lo
ck

 g
ro

up
s w

ith
 m

or
e 

th
an

 5
0%

 o
f 

th
e 

po
pu

la
tio

n 
in

 a
 d

is
tri

ct
 a

re
 in

cl
ud

ed
 in

 th
e 

an
al

ys
is

. T
he

 R
ed

-1
18

 re
po

rt 
pr

ov
id

es
 a

 su
m

m
ar

y 
of

 th
e 

bl
oc

k 
gr

ou
ps

 u
se

d 
in

 th
e 

an
al

ys
is

.
Th

e 
pe

rc
en

t f
or

 e
ac

h 
C

V
A

P 
po

pu
la

tio
n 

ca
te

go
ry

 is
 th

at
 g

ro
up

's 
C

V
A

P 
di

vi
de

d 
by

 th
e 

C
V

A
P 

to
ta

l.
N

um
be

rs
 in

 p
ar

en
th

es
es

 a
re

 m
ar

gi
ns

 o
f e

rr
or

 a
t 9

0%
 c

on
fid

en
ce

 le
ve

l.

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/3

1/
21

5:
29

 P
M

Pa
ge

1 
of

 1
A

m
er

ic
an

 C
om

m
un

ity
 S

ur
ve

y 
Sp

ec
ia

l T
ab

ul
at

io
n

U
si

ng
 C

en
su

s a
nd

 A
m

er
ic

an
 C

om
m

un
ity

 S
ur

ve
y 

D
at

a

R
ed

-1
16

D
at

a:
20

15
-2

01
9 

A
C

S;
 2

02
0 

C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 11 of 27



Id
ea

l D
is

tri
ct

 P
op

ul
at

io
n

To
ta

l S
ta

te
 P

op
ul

at
io

n
To

ta
l D

is
tri

ct
s R

eq
ui

re
d

16
3,

30
1

62
,5

69

32
.7

0%
-1

44
,1

71

6.
65

%
17

.3
7%

-1
5.

33
%310

94
0,

17
831

29
,1

45
,5

05

D
is

tri
ct

s i
n 

Pl
an

U
na

ss
ig

ne
d 

Po
pu

la
tio

n

Sm
al

le
st

 D
is

tri
ct

 (2
8)

Pl
an

 O
ve

ra
ll 

R
an

ge

94
0,

17
8

1,
10

3,
47

9
79

6,
00

7

Po
pu

la
tio

n
--

--
--

--
D

ev
ia

tio
n-

--
--

--
-

30
7,

47
2

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

A
ve

ra
ge

 (m
ea

n)
La

rg
es

t D
is

tri
ct

 (2
5)

T
ot

al
Pe

rc
en

t

U
na

ss
ig

ne
d 

G
eo

gr
ap

hy
N

o
D

is
tri

ct
s C

on
tig

uo
us

Y
es

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

1 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 12 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
-9

4,
39

1
To

ta
l:

84
5,

78
7

52
3,

19
5

32
2,

59
2

12
,6

98
15

2,
16

2
13

5,
85

3
28

4,
48

7
61

.9
38

.1
1.

5
18

.0
16

.1
33

.6
-1

0.
04

 %
V

A
P:

64
7,

40
7

42
3,

11
7

22
4,

29
0

9,
04

0
11

0,
64

7
86

,3
70

19
5,

56
0

65
.4

34
.6

1.
4

17
.1

13
.3

30
.2

B
ow

ie
 (1

00
%

)
92

,8
93

55
,8

55
37

,0
38

1,
50

6
25

,1
88

7,
60

2
32

,4
51

60
.1

39
.9

1.
6

27
.1

8.
2

34
.9

C
am

p 
(1

00
%

)
12

,4
64

6,
73

4
5,

73
0

15
4

2,
09

2
3,

22
2

5,
26

2
54

.0
46

.0
1.

2
16

.8
25

.9
42

.2
C

as
s (

10
0%

)
28

,4
54

21
,0

28
7,

42
6

19
9

4,
94

1
1,

33
6

6,
22

4
73

.9
26

.1
0.

7
17

.4
4.

7
21

.9
Fr

an
kl

in
 (1

00
%

)
10

,3
59

7,
87

6
2,

48
3

10
4

53
4

1,
45

5
1,

94
3

76
.0

24
.0

1.
0

5.
2

14
.0

18
.8

G
re

gg
 (1

00
%

)
12

4,
23

9
68

,0
50

56
,1

89
2,

13
7

27
,4

98
24

,0
40

50
,8

79
54

.8
45

.2
1.

7
22

.1
19

.3
41

.0

H
ar

ris
on

 (1
00

%
)

68
,8

39
42

,0
39

26
,8

00
71

8
14

,5
53

9,
83

9
24

,1
07

61
.1

38
.9

1.
0

21
.1

14
.3

35
.0

La
m

ar
 (1

00
%

)
50

,0
88

35
,3

54
14

,7
34

64
5

7,
31

0
4,

41
2

11
,5

70
70

.6
29

.4
1.

3
14

.6
8.

8
23

.1
M

ar
io

n 
(1

00
%

)
9,

72
5

6,
86

9
2,

85
6

96
2,

02
6

38
9

2,
38

0
70

.6
29

.4
1.

0
20

.8
4.

0
24

.5
M

or
ris

 (1
00

%
)

11
,9

73
7,

71
6

4,
25

7
98

2,
70

5
1,

18
2

3,
85

0
64

.4
35

.6
0.

8
22

.6
9.

9
32

.2
Pa

no
la

 (1
00

%
)

22
,4

91
16

,0
98

6,
39

3
17

8
3,

50
9

2,
19

0
5,

63
3

71
.6

28
.4

0.
8

15
.6

9.
7

25
.0

R
ed

 R
iv

er
 (1

00
%

)
11

,5
87

8,
49

9
3,

08
8

97
1,

89
5

76
6

2,
60

8
73

.3
26

.7
0.

8
16

.4
6.

6
22

.5
R

us
k 

(1
00

%
)

52
,2

14
32

,0
22

20
,1

92
34

9
9,

03
2

9,
57

9
18

,4
45

61
.3

38
.7

0.
7

17
.3

18
.3

35
.3

Sm
ith

 (1
00

%
)

23
3,

47
9

13
4,

45
2

99
,0

27
5,

40
2

41
,8

19
47

,2
81

87
,9

36
57

.6
42

.4
2.

3
17

.9
20

.3
37

.7
Ti

tu
s (

10
0%

)
31

,2
47

13
,4

10
17

,8
37

32
9

3,
34

7
13

,6
80

16
,8

29
42

.9
57

.1
1.

1
10

.7
43

.8
53

.9
U

ps
hu

r (
10

0%
)

40
,8

92
31

,2
87

9,
60

5
31

9
3,

59
2

3,
98

6
7,

46
2

76
.5

23
.5

0.
8

8.
8

9.
7

18
.2

W
oo

d 
(1

00
%

)
44

,8
43

35
,9

06
8,

93
7

36
7

2,
12

1
4,

89
4

6,
90

8
80

.1
19

.9
0.

8
4.

7
10

.9
15

.4

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
4,

39
8

To
ta

l:
94

4,
57

6
44

7,
69

8
49

6,
87

8
28

,9
43

14
0,

47
4

30
9,

69
3

44
4,

41
7

47
.4

52
.6

3.
1

14
.9

32
.8

47
.0

0.
47

 %
V

A
P:

69
5,

98
3

36
0,

72
4

33
5,

25
9

21
,2

97
96

,7
36

20
0,

98
5

29
5,

31
0

51
.8

48
.2

3.
1

13
.9

28
.9

42
.4

D
al

la
s (

17
%

)
44

2,
10

7
11

7,
95

3
32

4,
15

4
18

,4
46

88
,6

25
21

4,
01

9
29

9,
08

7
26

.7
73

.3
4.

2
20

.0
48

.4
67

.7
D

el
ta

 (1
00

%
)

5,
23

0
4,

18
9

1,
04

1
63

40
2

39
4

76
5

80
.1

19
.9

1.
2

7.
7

7.
5

14
.6

Fa
nn

in
 (1

00
%

)
35

,6
62

27
,0

42
8,

62
0

31
9

2,
62

8
4,

21
8

6,
76

0
75

.8
24

.2
0.

9
7.

4
11

.8
19

.0
H

op
ki

ns
 (1

00
%

)
36

,7
87

25
,9

76
10

,8
11

42
0

2,
84

7
6,

48
4

9,
23

7
70

.6
29

.4
1.

1
7.

7
17

.6
25

.1
H

un
t (

10
0%

)
99

,9
56

65
,5

98
34

,3
58

1,
55

2
9,

37
4

19
,6

73
28

,6
42

65
.6

34
.4

1.
6

9.
4

19
.7

28
.7

K
au

fm
an

 (1
00

%
)

14
5,

31
0

78
,6

26
66

,6
84

3,
02

6
24

,4
48

36
,1

65
59

,6
68

54
.1

45
.9

2.
1

16
.8

24
.9

41
.1

R
ai

ns
 (1

00
%

)
12

,1
64

10
,1

30
2,

03
4

10
3

36
0

1,
10

9
1,

44
6

83
.3

16
.7

0.
8

3.
0

9.
1

11
.9

R
oc

kw
al

l (
10

0%
)

10
7,

81
9

70
,1

98
37

,6
21

4,
53

3
9,

77
2

20
,5

60
29

,8
11

65
.1

34
.9

4.
2

9.
1

19
.1

27
.6

V
an

 Z
an

dt
 (1

00
%

)
59

,5
41

47
,9

86
11

,5
55

48
1

2,
01

8
7,

07
1

9,
00

1
80

.6
19

.4
0.

8
3.

4
11

.9
15

.1

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 3
-6

3,
00

8
To

ta
l:

87
7,

17
0

58
6,

51
4

29
0,

65
6

9,
90

9
10

7,
23

2
15

1,
95

5
25

6,
41

0
66

.9
33

.1
1.

1
12

.2
17

.3
29

.2
-6

.7
0 

%
V

A
P:

67
8,

05
3

47
4,

05
0

20
4,

00
3

7,
05

8
79

,1
10

99
,7

45
17

7,
62

8
69

.9
30

.1
1.

0
11

.7
14

.7
26

.2
A

nd
er

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

57
,9

22
33

,0
98

24
,8

24
54

3
12

,2
53

11
,1

11
23

,1
07

57
.1

42
.9

0.
9

21
.2

19
.2

39
.9

A
ng

el
in

a 
(1

00
%

)
86

,3
95

49
,9

70
36

,4
25

1,
16

9
14

,1
15

19
,7

32
33

,4
48

57
.8

42
.2

1.
4

16
.3

22
.8

38
.7

C
he

ro
ke

e 
(1

00
%

)
50

,4
12

30
,0

95
20

,3
17

41
8

7,
06

9
11

,7
97

18
,7

14
59

.7
40

.3
0.

8
14

.0
23

.4
37

.1
H

ar
di

n 
(1

00
%

)
56

,2
31

46
,9

34
9,

29
7

60
8

3,
55

9
3,

41
7

6,
89

1
83

.5
16

.5
1.

1
6.

3
6.

1
12

.3
H

en
de

rs
on

 (1
00

%
)

82
,1

50
61

,8
54

20
,2

96
79

4
5,

69
4

11
,2

42
16

,6
96

75
.3

24
.7

1.
0

6.
9

13
.7

20
.3

H
ou

st
on

 (1
00

%
)

22
,0

66
12

,9
57

9,
10

9
18

6
5,

46
2

3,
07

1
8,

43
9

58
.7

41
.3

0.
8

24
.8

13
.9

38
.2

Ja
sp

er
 (1

00
%

)
32

,9
80

23
,7

95
9,

18
5

19
3

5,
95

0
2,

19
8

8,
10

7
72

.1
27

.9
0.

6
18

.0
6.

7
24

.6

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

2 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 13 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 3
-6

3,
00

8
To

ta
l:

87
7,

17
0

58
6,

51
4

29
0,

65
6

9,
90

9
10

7,
23

2
15

1,
95

5
25

6,
41

0
66

.9
33

.1
1.

1
12

.2
17

.3
29

.2
-6

.7
0 

%
V

A
P:

67
8,

05
3

47
4,

05
0

20
4,

00
3

7,
05

8
79

,1
10

99
,7

45
17

7,
62

8
69

.9
30

.1
1.

0
11

.7
14

.7
26

.2
Li

be
rty

 (1
00

%
)

91
,6

28
50

,0
44

41
,5

84
73

4
8,

05
2

30
,7

97
38

,5
63

54
.6

45
.4

0.
8

8.
8

33
.6

42
.1

M
on

tg
om

er
y 

(1
3%

)
82

,9
49

58
,6

19
24

,3
30

1,
18

1
4,

04
5

16
,6

66
20

,4
55

70
.7

29
.3

1.
4

4.
9

20
.1

24
.7

N
ac

og
do

ch
es

 (1
00

%
)

64
,6

53
37

,1
58

27
,4

95
1,

06
6

11
,6

10
13

,5
97

24
,9

50
57

.5
42

.5
1.

6
18

.0
21

.0
38

.6

N
ew

to
n 

(1
00

%
)

12
,2

17
9,

24
9

2,
96

8
50

2,
25

3
34

4
2,

57
1

75
.7

24
.3

0.
4

18
.4

2.
8

21
.0

O
ra

ng
e 

(1
00

%
)

84
,8

08
64

,9
35

19
,8

73
1,

45
1

8,
94

1
7,

26
5

15
,9

88
76

.6
23

.4
1.

7
10

.5
8.

6
18

.9
Po

lk
 (1

00
%

)
50

,1
23

34
,8

08
15

,3
15

49
0

5,
42

2
7,

34
5

12
,6

17
69

.4
30

.6
1.

0
10

.8
14

.7
25

.2
Sa

bi
ne

 (1
00

%
)

9,
89

4
8,

30
7

1,
58

7
82

85
2

39
3

1,
20

0
84

.0
16

.0
0.

8
8.

6
4.

0
12

.1
Sa

n 
A

ug
us

tin
e 

(1
00

%
)

7,
91

8
5,

27
0

2,
64

8
64

1,
89

7
63

9
2,

48
7

66
.6

33
.4

0.
8

24
.0

8.
1

31
.4

Sa
n 

Ja
ci

nt
o 

(1
00

%
)

27
,4

02
19

,1
70

8,
23

2
17

6
2,

41
2

4,
82

2
7,

14
3

70
.0

30
.0

0.
6

8.
8

17
.6

26
.1

Sh
el

by
 (1

00
%

)
24

,0
22

14
,4

16
9,

60
6

45
8

4,
09

5
4,

68
5

8,
70

2
60

.0
40

.0
1.

9
17

.0
19

.5
36

.2
Tr

in
ity

 (1
00

%
)

13
,6

02
10

,5
33

3,
06

9
10

0
1,

26
9

1,
31

4
2,

56
1

77
.4

22
.6

0.
7

9.
3

9.
7

18
.8

Ty
le

r (
10

0%
)

19
,7

98
15

,3
02

4,
49

6
14

6
2,

28
2

1,
52

0
3,

77
1

77
.3

22
.7

0.
7

11
.5

7.
7

19
.0

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 4
78

,9
72

To
ta

l:
1,

01
9,

15
0

54
6,

03
1

47
3,

11
9

47
,2

61
14

6,
61

4
26

0,
39

1
40

1,
19

6
53

.6
46

.4
4.

6
14

.4
25

.5
39

.4
8.

40
 %

V
A

P:
75

4,
20

8
43

0,
39

2
32

3,
81

6
33

,1
90

10
4,

33
6

17
0,

15
8

27
1,

75
7

57
.1

42
.9

4.
4

13
.8

22
.6

36
.0

C
ha

m
be

rs
 (1

00
%

)
46

,5
71

29
,8

58
16

,7
13

87
9

3,
76

3
10

,9
52

14
,5

12
64

.1
35

.9
1.

9
8.

1
23

.5
31

.2
G

al
ve

st
on

 (1
%

)
2,

77
0

2,
28

9
48

1
38

37
32

1
34

9
82

.6
17

.4
1.

4
1.

3
11

.6
12

.6
H

ar
ris

 (4
%

)
17

5,
78

9
10

5,
05

3
70

,7
36

8,
56

8
15

,5
81

42
,7

80
57

,3
46

59
.8

40
.2

4.
9

8.
9

24
.3

32
.6

Je
ff

er
so

n 
(1

00
%

)
25

6,
52

6
96

,0
47

16
0,

47
9

11
,2

56
88

,5
04

58
,9

15
14

5,
68

6
37

.4
62

.6
4.

4
34

.5
23

.0
56

.8
M

on
tg

om
er

y 
(8

7%
)

53
7,

49
4

31
2,

78
4

22
4,

71
0

26
,5

20
38

,7
29

14
7,

42
3

18
3,

30
3

58
.2

41
.8

4.
9

7.
2

27
.4

34
.1

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 5
12

0,
62

2
To

ta
l:

1,
06

0,
80

0
58

5,
04

0
47

5,
76

0
84

,1
92

11
7,

54
0

25
7,

91
5

36
6,

87
3

55
.2

44
.8

7.
9

11
.1

24
.3

34
.6

12
.8

3 
%

V
A

P:
81

4,
15

3
47

6,
52

5
33

7,
62

8
59

,6
34

84
,8

05
17

7,
70

6
25

8,
27

3
58

.5
41

.5
7.

3
10

.4
21

.8
31

.7
B

ra
zo

s (
10

0%
)

23
3,

84
9

12
3,

03
5

11
0,

81
4

16
,8

56
27

,9
10

63
,0

67
88

,7
87

52
.6

47
.4

7.
2

11
.9

27
.0

38
.0

Fr
ee

st
on

e 
(1

00
%

)
19

,4
35

12
,8

17
6,

61
8

14
3

3,
03

8
3,

15
5

6,
11

2
65

.9
34

.1
0.

7
15

.6
16

.2
31

.4
G

rim
es

 (1
00

%
)

29
,2

68
16

,9
10

12
,3

58
19

5
4,

21
7

7,
36

1
11

,4
00

57
.8

42
.2

0.
7

14
.4

25
.2

39
.0

Le
on

 (1
00

%
)

15
,7

19
11

,6
59

4,
06

0
15

3
1,

05
9

2,
44

6
3,

46
9

74
.2

25
.8

1.
0

6.
7

15
.6

22
.1

Li
m

es
to

ne
 (1

00
%

)
22

,1
46

12
,5

30
9,

61
6

24
5

4,
11

7
5,

01
3

8,
94

5
56

.6
43

.4
1.

1
18

.6
22

.6
40

.4

M
ad

is
on

 (1
00

%
)

13
,4

55
6,

98
4

6,
47

1
13

1
2,

72
4

3,
41

5
6,

09
9

51
.9

48
.1

1.
0

20
.2

25
.4

45
.3

M
ila

m
 (1

00
%

)
24

,7
54

15
,3

67
9,

38
7

19
3

2,
52

0
6,

26
4

8,
58

2
62

.1
37

.9
0.

8
10

.2
25

.3
34

.7
R

ob
er

ts
on

 (1
00

%
)

16
,7

57
9,

50
5

7,
25

2
14

5
3,

38
1

3,
52

8
6,

78
9

56
.7

43
.3

0.
9

20
.2

21
.1

40
.5

W
al

ke
r (

10
0%

)
76

,4
00

39
,8

23
36

,5
77

1,
33

5
17

,3
59

16
,5

78
33

,5
80

52
.1

47
.9

1.
7

22
.7

21
.7

44
.0

W
ill

ia
m

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

60
9,

01
7

33
6,

41
0

27
2,

60
7

64
,7

96
51

,2
15

14
7,

08
8

19
3,

11
0

55
.2

44
.8

10
.6

8.
4

24
.2

31
.7

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 6
-1

06
,1

89
To

ta
l:

83
3,

98
9

82
,0

09
75

1,
98

0
22

,1
16

11
2,

35
0

62
0,

23
1

72
4,

38
1

9.
8

90
.2

2.
7

13
.5

74
.4

86
.9

-1
1.

29
 %

V
A

P:
59

7,
89

9
70

,0
05

52
7,

89
4

17
,1

66
80

,0
26

43
0,

46
4

50
6,

26
2

11
.7

88
.3

2.
9

13
.4

72
.0

84
.7

H
ar

ris
 (1

8%
)

83
3,

98
9

82
,0

09
75

1,
98

0
22

,1
16

11
2,

35
0

62
0,

23
1

72
4,

38
1

9.
8

90
.2

2.
7

13
.5

74
.4

86
.9

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

3 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 14 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 7
69

,1
90

To
ta

l:
1,

00
9,

36
8

40
0,

97
9

60
8,

38
9

10
8,

60
6

17
8,

10
5

31
4,

39
6

48
2,

26
6

39
.7

60
.3

10
.8

17
.6

31
.1

47
.8

7.
36

 %
V

A
P:

74
1,

90
5

31
8,

11
7

42
3,

78
8

79
,7

95
12

1,
52

7
21

3,
50

8
33

0,
00

0
42

.9
57

.1
10

.8
16

.4
28

.8
44

.5
H

ar
ris

 (2
1%

)
1,

00
9,

36
8

40
0,

97
9

60
8,

38
9

10
8,

60
6

17
8,

10
5

31
4,

39
6

48
2,

26
6

39
.7

60
.3

10
.8

17
.6

31
.1

47
.8

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 8
57

,9
55

To
ta

l:
99

8,
13

3
47

1,
72

6
52

6,
40

7
21

3,
05

2
13

2,
79

6
16

4,
66

6
29

2,
21

9
47

.3
52

.7
21

.3
13

.3
16

.5
29

.3
6.

16
 %

V
A

P:
75

0,
55

9
37

9,
60

6
37

0,
95

3
15

1,
15

0
93

,6
11

11
2,

20
9

20
3,

27
2

50
.6

49
.4

20
.1

12
.5

15
.0

27
.1

C
ol

lin
 (8

0%
)

85
5,

48
9

41
4,

02
3

44
1,

46
6

19
4,

94
6

10
4,

14
2

12
8,

21
0

22
7,

96
1

48
.4

51
.6

22
.8

12
.2

15
.0

26
.6

D
al

la
s (

5%
)

14
2,

64
4

57
,7

03
84

,9
41

18
,1

06
28

,6
54

36
,4

56
64

,2
58

40
.5

59
.5

12
.7

20
.1

25
.6

45
.0

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 9
-1

5,
52

1
To

ta
l:

92
4,

65
7

35
9,

83
3

56
4,

82
4

77
,8

50
14

8,
92

0
32

4,
82

0
46

5,
91

3
38

.9
61

.1
8.

4
16

.1
35

.1
50

.4
-1

.6
5 

%
V

A
P:

68
4,

71
3

29
2,

41
9

39
2,

29
4

57
,5

86
10

3,
57

8
21

8,
17

1
31

7,
93

4
42

.7
57

.3
8.

4
15

.1
31

.9
46

.4
D

al
la

s (
8%

)
21

4,
86

5
40

,9
51

17
3,

91
4

11
,4

14
28

,2
41

13
3,

03
8

15
9,

53
8

19
.1

80
.9

5.
3

13
.1

61
.9

74
.3

Ta
rr

an
t (

34
%

)
70

9,
79

2
31

8,
88

2
39

0,
91

0
66

,4
36

12
0,

67
9

19
1,

78
2

30
6,

37
5

44
.9

55
.1

9.
4

17
.0

27
.0

43
.2

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
0

5,
31

8
To

ta
l:

94
5,

49
6

37
3,

90
2

57
1,

59
4

53
,5

41
20

3,
63

2
30

4,
68

9
50

0,
46

4
39

.5
60

.5
5.

7
21

.5
32

.2
52

.9
0.

57
 %

V
A

P:
70

8,
66

5
31

1,
02

1
39

7,
64

4
39

,1
48

14
3,

89
0

20
3,

81
9

34
4,

13
9

43
.9

56
.1

5.
5

20
.3

28
.8

48
.6

Ta
rr

an
t (

45
%

)
94

5,
49

6
37

3,
90

2
57

1,
59

4
53

,5
41

20
3,

63
2

30
4,

68
9

50
0,

46
4

39
.5

60
.5

5.
7

21
.5

32
.2

52
.9

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
1

-6
,9

22
To

ta
l:

93
3,

25
6

44
1,

83
7

49
1,

41
9

69
,6

31
12

6,
52

0
28

3,
15

9
40

2,
30

5
47

.3
52

.7
7.

5
13

.6
30

.3
43

.1
-0

.7
4 

%
V

A
P:

70
4,

65
2

35
8,

66
1

34
5,

99
1

50
,8

70
89

,6
66

19
2,

45
5

27
8,

88
7

50
.9

49
.1

7.
2

12
.7

27
.3

39
.6

B
ra

zo
ria

 (7
4%

)
27

4,
23

3
10

9,
93

8
16

4,
29

5
28

,0
62

51
,3

29
82

,5
13

13
1,

41
5

40
.1

59
.9

10
.2

18
.7

30
.1

47
.9

G
al

ve
st

on
 (9

9%
)

34
7,

91
2

18
9,

06
9

15
8,

84
3

15
,5

98
49

,1
37

88
,3

15
13

4,
91

4
54

.3
45

.7
4.

5
14

.1
25

.4
38

.8
H

ar
ris

 (7
%

)
31

1,
11

1
14

2,
83

0
16

8,
28

1
25

,9
71

26
,0

54
11

2,
33

1
13

5,
97

6
45

.9
54

.1
8.

3
8.

4
36

.1
43

.7

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
2

14
6,

20
1

To
ta

l:
1,

08
6,

37
9

58
4,

22
7

50
2,

15
2

11
2,

79
6

13
0,

98
7

23
7,

24
5

36
0,

98
2

53
.8

46
.2

10
.4

12
.1

21
.8

33
.2

15
.5

5 
%

V
A

P:
80

9,
22

8
46

3,
84

4
34

5,
38

4
79

,1
99

89
,8

23
15

7,
79

4
24

4,
16

5
57

.3
42

.7
9.

8
11

.1
19

.5
30

.2
D

en
to

n 
(8

2%
)

74
7,

58
4

39
7,

43
9

35
0,

14
5

97
,7

74
92

,7
23

14
5,

26
6

23
3,

26
9

53
.2

46
.8

13
.1

12
.4

19
.4

31
.2

Ta
rr

an
t (

16
%

)
33

8,
79

5
18

6,
78

8
15

2,
00

7
15

,0
22

38
,2

64
91

,9
79

12
7,

71
3

55
.1

44
.9

4.
4

11
.3

27
.1

37
.7

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
3

-4
8,

34
1

To
ta

l:
89

1,
83

7
87

,6
73

80
4,

16
4

83
,3

25
35

9,
79

4
36

6,
20

2
71

4,
24

1
9.

8
90

.2
9.

3
40

.3
41

.1
80

.1
-5

.1
4 

%
V

A
P:

67
2,

72
8

77
,7

64
59

4,
96

4
68

,8
00

27
4,

32
0

25
3,

51
9

52
0,

96
3

11
.6

88
.4

10
.2

40
.8

37
.7

77
.4

Fo
rt 

B
en

d 
(1

6%
)

12
9,

46
5

10
,0

47
11

9,
41

8
13

,3
24

66
,4

74
40

,8
56

10
5,

49
9

7.
8

92
.2

10
.3

51
.3

31
.6

81
.5

H
ar

ris
 (1

6%
)

76
2,

37
2

77
,6

26
68

4,
74

6
70

,0
01

29
3,

32
0

32
5,

34
6

60
8,

74
2

10
.2

89
.8

9.
2

38
.5

42
.7

79
.8

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
4

10
4,

12
9

To
ta

l:
1,

04
4,

30
7

50
0,

16
8

54
4,

13
9

10
0,

71
2

10
4,

05
9

32
7,

88
0

42
3,

12
8

47
.9

52
.1

9.
6

10
.0

31
.4

40
.5

11
.0

8 
%

V
A

P:
82

3,
52

9
42

3,
61

1
39

9,
91

8
77

,5
14

77
,8

03
23

2,
23

9
30

5,
17

8
51

.4
48

.6
9.

4
9.

4
28

.2
37

.1
B

as
tro

p 
(1

00
%

)
97

,2
16

45
,7

51
51

,4
65

1,
28

7
6,

87
3

41
,4

84
47

,7
62

47
.1

52
.9

1.
3

7.
1

42
.7

49
.1

Tr
av

is
 (7

3%
)

94
7,

09
1

45
4,

41
7

49
2,

67
4

99
,4

25
97

,1
86

28
6,

39
6

37
5,

36
6

48
.0

52
.0

10
.5

10
.3

30
.2

39
.6

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
5

3,
39

0
To

ta
l:

94
3,

56
8

22
6,

73
8

71
6,

83
0

58
,3

85
23

1,
32

4
42

6,
05

2
64

7,
38

6
24

.0
76

.0
6.

2
24

.5
45

.2
68

.6
0.

36
 %

V
A

P:
70

2,
91

9
19

3,
62

6
50

9,
29

3
46

,2
91

16
6,

96
6

29
1,

96
7

45
3,

75
2

27
.5

72
.5

6.
6

23
.8

41
.5

64
.6

H
ar

ris
 (2

0%
)

94
3,

56
8

22
6,

73
8

71
6,

83
0

58
,3

85
23

1,
32

4
42

6,
05

2
64

7,
38

6
24

.0
76

.0
6.

2
24

.5
45

.2
68

.6

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

4 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 15 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
6

-1
3,

36
0

To
ta

l:
92

6,
81

8
38

2,
45

0
54

4,
36

8
13

5,
24

1
12

6,
91

3
27

2,
21

8
39

3,
36

5
41

.3
58

.7
14

.6
13

.7
29

.4
42

.4
-1

.4
2 

%
V

A
P:

72
1,

08
8

32
3,

52
6

39
7,

56
2

10
0,

95
1

95
,0

74
19

1,
45

6
28

3,
45

0
44

.9
55

.1
14

.0
13

.2
26

.6
39

.3
D

al
la

s (
35

%
)

92
6,

81
8

38
2,

45
0

54
4,

36
8

13
5,

24
1

12
6,

91
3

27
2,

21
8

39
3,

36
5

41
.3

58
.7

14
.6

13
.7

29
.4

42
.4

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
7

17
,3

51
To

ta
l:

95
7,

52
9

37
8,

95
9

57
8,

57
0

16
7,

27
4

16
2,

68
6

24
3,

22
0

39
6,

93
8

39
.6

60
.4

17
.5

17
.0

25
.4

41
.5

1.
85

 %
V

A
P:

73
5,

55
8

31
0,

14
8

42
5,

41
0

12
6,

72
8

11
7,

54
4

17
4,

12
3

28
6,

70
0

42
.2

57
.8

17
.2

16
.0

23
.7

39
.0

B
ra

zo
ria

 (2
6%

)
97

,7
98

51
,8

95
45

,9
03

1,
93

5
9,

78
9

32
,6

89
41

,6
11

53
.1

46
.9

2.
0

10
.0

33
.4

42
.5

Fo
rt 

B
en

d 
(2

9%
)

24
2,

21
5

79
,7

15
16

2,
50

0
73

,2
64

41
,5

20
46

,7
83

86
,5

86
32

.9
67

.1
30

.2
17

.1
19

.3
35

.7
H

ar
ris

 (1
3%

)
61

7,
51

6
24

7,
34

9
37

0,
16

7
92

,0
75

11
1,

37
7

16
3,

74
8

26
8,

74
1

40
.1

59
.9

14
.9

18
.0

26
.5

43
.5

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
8

96
,0

15
To

ta
l:

1,
03

6,
19

3
44

4,
55

0
59

1,
64

3
12

2,
41

6
14

4,
15

4
31

5,
87

8
45

1,
86

8
42

.9
57

.1
11

.8
13

.9
30

.5
43

.6
10

.2
1 

%
V

A
P:

76
4,

07
7

35
4,

58
6

40
9,

49
1

85
,2

22
10

0,
37

5
21

3,
56

5
31

0,
50

4
46

.4
53

.6
11

.2
13

.1
28

.0
40

.6
A

ra
ns

as
 (1

00
%

)
23

,8
30

15
,8

16
8,

01
4

65
5

39
4

6,
15

8
6,

48
6

66
.4

33
.6

2.
7

1.
7

25
.8

27
.2

A
us

tin
 (1

00
%

)
30

,1
67

18
,4

80
11

,6
87

30
4

2,
79

1
8,

05
2

10
,6

30
61

.3
38

.7
1.

0
9.

3
26

.7
35

.2
B

ur
le

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

17
,6

42
11

,2
58

6,
38

4
11

8
2,

14
5

3,
71

2
5,

73
7

63
.8

36
.2

0.
7

12
.2

21
.0

32
.5

C
al

ho
un

 (1
00

%
)

20
,1

06
8,

37
4

11
,7

32
1,

16
9

53
4

9,
85

8
10

,2
71

41
.6

58
.4

5.
8

2.
7

49
.0

51
.1

C
ol

or
ad

o 
(1

00
%

)
20

,5
57

11
,7

61
8,

79
6

13
2

2,
53

5
5,

99
0

8,
33

6
57

.2
42

.8
0.

6
12

.3
29

.1
40

.6

D
e 

W
itt

 (1
00

%
)

19
,8

24
10

,8
54

8,
97

0
10

5
1,

86
7

6,
89

0
8,

56
4

54
.8

45
.2

0.
5

9.
4

34
.8

43
.2

Fa
ye

tte
 (1

00
%

)
24

,4
35

17
,0

41
7,

39
4

12
9

1,
72

2
5,

21
6

6,
78

5
69

.7
30

.3
0.

5
7.

0
21

.3
27

.8
Fo

rt 
B

en
d 

(5
5%

)
45

1,
09

9
15

3,
96

4
29

7,
13

5
10

7,
68

8
75

,7
92

11
0,

94
1

18
3,

40
0

34
.1

65
.9

23
.9

16
.8

24
.6

40
.7

G
ol

ia
d 

(1
00

%
)

7,
01

2
4,

24
6

2,
76

6
60

34
9

2,
28

8
2,

56
9

60
.6

39
.4

0.
9

5.
0

32
.6

36
.6

G
on

za
le

s (
10

0%
)

19
,6

53
8,

15
9

11
,4

94
12

2
1,

39
1

9,
89

7
11

,0
74

41
.5

58
.5

0.
6

7.
1

50
.4

56
.3

H
ar

ris
 (2

%
)

77
,4

32
27

,0
09

50
,4

23
6,

71
3

13
,3

73
29

,8
25

42
,4

30
34

.9
65

.1
8.

7
17

.3
38

.5
54

.8
Ja

ck
so

n 
(1

00
%

)
14

,9
88

8,
51

0
6,

47
8

22
8

1,
18

6
4,

82
9

5,
87

7
56

.8
43

.2
1.

5
7.

9
32

.2
39

.2
La

va
ca

 (1
00

%
)

20
,3

37
14

,5
64

5,
77

3
11

4
1,

49
7

3,
93

6
5,

31
6

71
.6

28
.4

0.
6

7.
4

19
.4

26
.1

Le
e 

(1
00

%
)

17
,4

78
10

,6
12

6,
86

6
12

3
1,

94
5

4,
47

9
6,

28
7

60
.7

39
.3

0.
7

11
.1

25
.6

36
.0

M
at

a g
or

da
 (1

00
%

)
36

,2
55

15
,3

55
20

,9
00

85
6

4,
33

0
15

,4
55

19
,4

66
42

.4
57

.6
2.

4
11

.9
42

.6
53

.7

N
ue

ce
s (

1%
)

3,
14

9
2,

70
6

44
3

60
17

23
7

24
9

85
.9

14
.1

1.
9

0.
5

7.
5

7.
9

R
ef

ug
io

 (1
00

%
)

6,
74

1
2,

86
4

3,
87

7
61

53
4

3,
30

6
3,

73
5

42
.5

57
.5

0.
9

7.
9

49
.0

55
.4

V
ic

to
ria

 (1
00

%
)

91
,3

19
39

,3
30

51
,9

89
1,

75
8

6,
84

3
42

,9
31

48
,7

51
43

.1
56

.9
1.

9
7.

5
47

.0
53

.4
W

al
le

r (
10

0%
)

56
,7

94
23

,4
94

33
,3

00
1,

06
3

12
,8

27
18

,4
86

30
,9

85
41

.4
58

.6
1.

9
22

.6
32

.5
54

.6
W

as
hi

n g
to

n 
(1

00
%

)
35

,8
05

22
,0

23
13

,7
82

69
4

6,
04

4
6,

42
5

12
,2

88
61

.5
38

.5
1.

9
16

.9
17

.9
34

.3

W
ha

rto
n 

(1
00

%
)

41
,5

70
18

,1
30

23
,4

40
26

4
6,

03
8

16
,9

67
22

,6
32

43
.6

56
.4

0.
6

14
.5

40
.8

54
.4

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
9

12
,0

36
To

ta
l:

95
2,

21
4

20
7,

18
4

74
5,

03
0

28
,3

64
83

,2
72

63
5,

87
9

70
7,

06
3

21
.8

78
.2

3.
0

8.
7

66
.8

74
.3

1.
28

 %
V

A
P:

69
6,

43
3

16
9,

41
7

52
7,

01
6

19
,9

36
58

,0
32

44
5,

93
3

49
8,

59
4

24
.3

75
.7

2.
9

8.
3

64
.0

71
.6

A
ta

sc
os

a 
(9

8%
)

47
,9

73
15

,4
28

32
,5

45
38

3
72

1
30

,8
47

31
,3

42
32

.2
67

.8
0.

8
1.

5
64

.3
65

.3
B

ex
ar

 (3
2%

)
63

6,
13

2
13

3,
25

6
50

2,
87

6
25

,3
36

76
,7

83
40

6,
02

7
47

2,
27

0
20

.9
79

.1
4.

0
12

.1
63

.8
74

.2
B

re
w

st
er

 (1
00

%
)

9,
54

6
4,

94
8

4,
59

8
16

4
28

7
3,

96
3

4,
17

6
51

.8
48

.2
1.

7
3.

0
41

.5
43

.7
C

ro
ck

et
t (

10
0%

)
3,

09
8

1,
08

0
2,

01
8

23
36

1,
92

0
1,

94
5

34
.9

65
.1

0.
7

1.
2

62
.0

62
.8

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

5 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 16 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 1
9

12
,0

36
To

ta
l:

95
2,

21
4

20
7,

18
4

74
5,

03
0

28
,3

64
83

,2
72

63
5,

87
9

70
7,

06
3

21
.8

78
.2

3.
0

8.
7

66
.8

74
.3

1.
28

 %
V

A
P:

69
6,

43
3

16
9,

41
7

52
7,

01
6

19
,9

36
58

,0
32

44
5,

93
3

49
8,

59
4

24
.3

75
.7

2.
9

8.
3

64
.0

71
.6

D
im

m
it 

(1
00

%
)

8,
61

5
89

8
7,

71
7

94
12

9
7,

48
7

7,
57

0
10

.4
89

.6
1.

1
1.

5
86

.9
87

.9

Ed
w

ar
ds

 (1
00

%
)

1,
42

2
65

1
77

1
26

17
71

8
72

5
45

.8
54

.2
1.

8
1.

2
50

.5
51

.0
Fr

io
 (1

00
%

)
18

,3
85

3,
05

3
15

,3
32

21
8

76
7

14
,1

71
14

,8
97

16
.6

83
.4

1.
2

4.
2

77
.1

81
.0

K
in

ne
y 

(1
00

%
)

3,
12

9
1,

48
9

1,
64

0
46

66
1,

47
0

1,
51

7
47

.6
52

.4
1.

5
2.

1
47

.0
48

.5
M

av
er

ic
k 

(1
00

%
)

57
,8

87
1,

57
4

56
,3

13
29

5
30

7
54

,9
36

55
,1

07
2.

7
97

.3
0.

5
0.

5
94

.9
95

.2
M

ed
in

a 
(1

00
%

)
50

,7
48

22
,3

24
28

,4
24

52
8

1,
76

2
25

,4
55

26
,9

30
44

.0
56

.0
1.

0
3.

5
50

.2
53

.1

Pe
co

s (
10

0%
)

15
,1

93
3,

47
3

11
,7

20
18

3
63

0
10

,8
45

11
,3

76
22

.9
77

.1
1.

2
4.

1
71

.4
74

.9
R

ea
l (

10
0%

)
2,

75
8

1,
94

0
81

8
28

50
69

2
73

1
70

.3
29

.7
1.

0
1.

8
25

.1
26

.5
R

ee
ve

s (
10

0%
)

14
,7

48
1,

69
7

13
,0

51
20

5
33

2
12

,5
10

12
,7

48
11

.5
88

.5
1.

4
2.

3
84

.8
86

.4
Te

rr
el

l (
10

0%
)

76
0

35
2

40
8

13
22

37
0

38
4

46
.3

53
.7

1.
7

2.
9

48
.7

50
.5

U
va

ld
e 

(1
00

%
)

24
,5

64
6,

61
3

17
,9

51
20

6
26

8
17

,3
17

17
,4

62
26

.9
73

.1
0.

8
1.

1
70

.5
71

.1

V
al

 V
er

de
 (1

00
%

)
47

,5
86

7,
83

6
39

,7
50

57
4

96
2

38
,2

07
38

,8
61

16
.5

83
.5

1.
2

2.
0

80
.3

81
.7

Za
va

la
 (1

00
%

)
9,

67
0

57
2

9,
09

8
42

13
3

8,
94

4
9,

02
2

5.
9

94
.1

0.
4

1.
4

92
.5

93
.3

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
0

-3
2,

50
4

To
ta

l:
90

7,
67

4
14

4,
61

0
76

3,
06

4
19

,6
19

23
,3

53
71

8,
37

2
73

6,
30

1
15

.9
84

.1
2.

2
2.

6
79

.1
81

.1
-3

.4
6 

%
V

A
P:

66
1,

83
3

12
0,

70
6

54
1,

12
7

14
,5

67
16

,4
33

50
6,

45
7

52
0,

41
1

18
.2

81
.8

2.
2

2.
5

76
.5

78
.6

B
ro

ok
s (

10
0%

)
7,

07
6

72
4

6,
35

2
48

47
6,

24
2

6,
27

1
10

.2
89

.8
0.

7
0.

7
88

.2
88

.6
H

id
al

go
 (5

9%
)

51
1,

67
8

33
,4

64
47

8,
21

4
8,

79
0

5,
23

0
46

4,
48

0
46

7,
71

7
6.

5
93

.5
1.

7
1.

0
90

.8
91

.4
Ji

m
 W

el
ls

 (1
00

%
)

38
,8

91
6,

96
3

31
,9

28
21

6
41

4
30

,8
35

31
,0

82
17

.9
82

.1
0.

6
1.

1
79

.3
79

.9
N

ue
ce

s (
99

%
)

35
0,

02
9

10
3,

45
9

24
6,

57
0

10
,5

65
17

,6
62

21
6,

81
5

23
1,

23
1

29
.6

70
.4

3.
0

5.
0

61
.9

66
.1

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
1

-3
8,

92
4

To
ta

l:
90

1,
25

4
20

3,
42

2
69

7,
83

2
14

,8
23

36
,6

31
64

1,
29

6
67

2,
27

3
22

.6
77

.4
1.

6
4.

1
71

.2
74

.6
-4

.1
4 

%
V

A
P:

66
8,

64
8

17
1,

82
6

49
6,

82
2

11
,4

69
27

,8
31

45
1,

65
8

47
6,

56
0

25
.7

74
.3

1.
7

4.
2

67
.5

71
.3

A
ta

sc
os

a 
(2

%
)

1,
00

8
63

8
37

0
13

15
33

1
34

2
63

.3
36

.7
1.

3
1.

5
32

.8
33

.9
B

ee
 (1

00
%

)
31

,0
47

8,
60

0
22

,4
47

30
7

2,
55

8
19

,3
92

21
,8

04
27

.7
72

.3
1.

0
8.

2
62

.5
70

.2
B

ex
ar

 (1
%

)
14

,8
46

2,
58

1
12

,2
65

12
0

30
7

11
,7

46
11

,9
78

17
.4

82
.6

0.
8

2.
1

79
.1

80
.7

C
al

dw
el

l (
10

0%
)

45
,8

83
16

,5
60

29
,3

23
44

4
2,

93
2

25
,4

68
28

,0
25

36
.1

63
.9

1.
0

6.
4

55
.5

61
.1

D
uv

al
 (1

00
%

)
9,

83
1

93
7

8,
89

4
66

20
8

7,
96

2
8,

13
3

9.
5

90
.5

0.
7

2.
1

81
.0

82
.7

G
ua

da
lu

pe
 (3

2%
)

55
,2

72
24

,4
39

30
,8

33
63

5
2,

82
7

26
,7

44
29

,1
01

44
.2

55
.8

1.
1

5.
1

48
.4

52
.7

H
ay

s (
31

%
)

74
,5

18
23

,7
38

50
,7

80
2,

35
6

5,
59

1
42

,5
34

47
,2

60
31

.9
68

.1
3.

2
7.

5
57

.1
63

.4
Ji

m
 H

og
g 

(1
00

%
)

4,
83

8
41

4
4,

42
4

36
11

4,
28

1
4,

28
7

8.
6

91
.4

0.
7

0.
2

88
.5

88
.6

K
ar

ne
s (

10
0%

)
14

,7
10

5,
38

8
9,

32
2

19
6

1,
26

5
7,

73
4

8,
91

0
36

.6
63

.4
1.

3
8.

6
52

.6
60

.6
La

 S
al

le
 (1

00
%

)
6,

66
4

1,
46

7
5,

19
7

28
25

9
4,

90
8

5,
13

2
22

.0
78

.0
0.

4
3.

9
73

.6
77

.0

Li
ve

 O
ak

 (1
00

%
)

11
,3

35
5,

96
8

5,
36

7
66

27
5

4,
79

0
5,

03
1

52
.7

47
.3

0.
6

2.
4

42
.3

44
.4

M
cM

ul
le

n 
(1

00
%

)
60

0
35

3
24

7
13

17
22

4
23

1
58

.8
41

.2
2.

2
2.

8
37

.3
38

.5
Sa

n 
Pa

tri
ci

o 
(1

00
%

)
68

,7
55

26
,6

13
42

,1
42

1,
27

8
1,

72
5

38
,2

20
39

,4
91

38
.7

61
.3

1.
9

2.
5

55
.6

57
.4

St
ar

r (
10

0%
)

65
,9

20
1,

17
1

64
,7

49
15

2
16

2
64

,3
93

64
,4

54
1.

8
98

.2
0.

2
0.

2
97

.7
97

.8

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

6 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 17 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
1

-3
8,

92
4

To
ta

l:
90

1,
25

4
20

3,
42

2
69

7,
83

2
14

,8
23

36
,6

31
64

1,
29

6
67

2,
27

3
22

.6
77

.4
1.

6
4.

1
71

.2
74

.6
-4

.1
4 

%
V

A
P:

66
8,

64
8

17
1,

82
6

49
6,

82
2

11
,4

69
27

,8
31

45
1,

65
8

47
6,

56
0

25
.7

74
.3

1.
7

4.
2

67
.5

71
.3

Tr
av

is
 (1

3%
)

16
5,

27
1

46
,3

87
11

8,
88

4
6,

75
3

15
,6

92
95

,9
84

10
9,

68
8

28
.1

71
.9

4.
1

9.
5

58
.1

66
.4

W
eb

b 
(1

00
%

)
26

7,
11

4
9,

49
5

25
7,

61
9

1,
77

4
1,

64
7

25
4,

35
4

25
5,

24
9

3.
6

96
.4

0.
7

0.
6

95
.2

95
.6

W
ils

on
 (1

00
%

)
49

,7
53

27
,8

77
21

,8
76

54
5

1,
10

1
19

,2
32

20
,1

40
56

.0
44

.0
1.

1
2.

2
38

.7
40

.5
Za

pa
ta

 (1
00

%
)

13
,8

89
79

6
13

,0
93

41
39

12
,9

99
13

,0
17

5.
7

94
.3

0.
3

0.
3

93
.6

93
.7

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
2

3,
84

4
To

ta
l:

94
4,

02
2

52
0,

99
9

42
3,

02
3

31
,1

90
13

4,
86

3
23

6,
55

3
36

4,
71

3
55

.2
44

.8
3.

3
14

.3
25

.1
38

.6
0.

41
 %

V
A

P:
70

7,
08

4
41

8,
65

8
28

8,
42

6
22

,8
45

92
,6

86
15

4,
31

1
24

4,
44

3
59

.2
40

.8
3.

2
13

.1
21

.8
34

.6
B

os
qu

e 
(1

00
%

)
18

,2
35

13
,6

21
4,

61
4

14
8

50
3

3,
32

1
3,

73
7

74
.7

25
.3

0.
8

2.
8

18
.2

20
.5

El
lis

 (1
00

%
)

19
2,

45
5

10
6,

49
5

85
,9

60
2,

63
9

27
,0

00
52

,0
32

77
,8

43
55

.3
44

.7
1.

4
14

.0
27

.0
40

.4
Fa

lls
 (1

00
%

)
16

,9
68

8,
70

7
8,

26
1

10
6

4,
02

3
3,

96
5

7,
84

5
51

.3
48

.7
0.

6
23

.7
23

.4
46

.2
H

ill
 (1

00
%

)
35

,8
74

24
,1

23
11

,7
51

27
8

2,
52

7
7,

88
4

10
,2

91
67

.2
32

.8
0.

8
7.

0
22

.0
28

.7
H

oo
d 

(1
00

%
)

61
,5

98
49

,8
15

11
,7

83
75

5
93

1
7,

95
8

8,
77

4
80

.9
19

.1
1.

2
1.

5
12

.9
14

.2

Jo
hn

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

17
9,

92
7

11
9,

22
6

60
,7

01
2,

85
2

8,
88

8
42

,6
13

50
,6

84
66

.3
33

.7
1.

6
4.

9
23

.7
28

.2
M

cL
en

na
n 

(1
00

%
)

26
0,

57
9

13
9,

69
3

12
0,

88
6

6,
70

4
41

,7
99

68
,5

87
10

7,
81

6
53

.6
46

.4
2.

6
16

.0
26

.3
41

.4
N

av
ar

ro
 (1

00
%

)
52

,6
24

26
,9

96
25

,6
28

58
6

7,
24

8
16

,0
49

22
,9

92
51

.3
48

.7
1.

1
13

.8
30

.5
43

.7
So

m
er

ve
ll 

(1
00

%
)

9,
20

5
7,

01
1

2,
19

4
93

11
5

1,
68

7
1,

77
3

76
.2

23
.8

1.
0

1.
2

18
.3

19
.3

Ta
rr

an
t (

6%
)

11
6,

55
7

25
,3

12
91

,2
45

17
,0

29
41

,8
29

32
,4

57
72

,9
58

21
.7

78
.3

14
.6

35
.9

27
.8

62
.6

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
3

-5
3,

07
3

To
ta

l:
88

7,
10

5
12

5,
93

0
76

1,
17

5
19

,8
78

33
9,

30
2

40
2,

10
4

73
3,

44
1

14
.2

85
.8

2.
2

38
.2

45
.3

82
.7

-5
.6

4 
%

V
A

P:
66

4,
47

3
11

4,
94

0
54

9,
53

3
16

,3
82

25
5,

09
5

27
5,

25
7

52
6,

40
5

17
.3

82
.7

2.
5

38
.4

41
.4

79
.2

D
al

la
s (

34
%

)
88

7,
10

5
12

5,
93

0
76

1,
17

5
19

,8
78

33
9,

30
2

40
2,

10
4

73
3,

44
1

14
.2

85
.8

2.
2

38
.2

45
.3

82
.7

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
4

-1
3,

38
8

To
ta

l:
92

6,
79

0
53

8,
91

4
38

7,
87

6
35

,8
09

13
4,

41
7

20
2,

34
4

32
4,

09
6

58
.1

41
.9

3.
9

14
.5

21
.8

35
.0

-1
.4

2 
%

V
A

P:
70

8,
84

8
44

1,
27

6
26

7,
57

2
25

,1
68

90
,5

52
13

5,
06

3
21

9,
76

5
62

.3
37

.7
3.

6
12

.8
19

.1
31

.0
B

an
de

ra
 (1

00
%

)
20

,8
51

15
,5

95
5,

25
6

21
9

27
0

4,
01

0
4,

24
7

74
.8

25
.2

1.
1

1.
3

19
.2

20
.4

B
el

l (
10

0%
)

37
0,

64
7

15
6,

78
0

21
3,

86
7

18
,2

71
10

0,
60

5
93

,4
67

18
4,

93
3

42
.3

57
.7

4.
9

27
.1

25
.2

49
.9

B
la

nc
o 

(1
00

%
)

11
,3

74
8,

70
7

2,
66

7
10

0
12

3
2,

09
2

2,
19

6
76

.6
23

.4
0.

9
1.

1
18

.4
19

.3
B

ro
w

n 
(1

00
%

)
38

,0
95

26
,6

72
11

,4
23

38
2

1,
88

1
8,

21
1

9,
88

4
70

.0
30

.0
1.

0
4.

9
21

.6
25

.9
B

ur
ne

t (
10

0%
)

49
,1

30
34

,8
10

14
,3

20
62

9
1,

01
1

11
,1

99
12

,0
68

70
.9

29
.1

1.
3

2.
1

22
.8

24
.6

C
al

la
ha

n 
(1

00
%

)
13

,7
08

11
,5

55
2,

15
3

10
9

26
9

1,
30

6
1,

54
5

84
.3

15
.7

0.
8

2.
0

9.
5

11
.3

C
om

an
ch

e 
(1

00
%

)
13

,5
94

9,
19

7
4,

39
7

62
12

7
3,

86
7

3,
94

9
67

.7
32

.3
0.

5
0.

9
28

.4
29

.0
C

or
ye

ll 
(1

00
%

)
83

,0
93

46
,2

13
36

,8
80

3,
23

8
15

,2
90

16
,4

82
30

,4
36

55
.6

44
.4

3.
9

18
.4

19
.8

36
.6

G
ill

es
pi

e 
(1

00
%

)
26

,7
25

19
,8

84
6,

84
1

21
3

24
5

5,
76

6
5,

94
1

74
.4

25
.6

0.
8

0.
9

21
.6

22
.2

H
am

ilt
on

 (1
00

%
)

8,
22

2
6,

80
5

1,
41

7
63

68
1,

04
5

1,
10

4
82

.8
17

.2
0.

8
0.

8
12

.7
13

.4

K
er

r (
10

0%
)

52
,5

98
35

,7
91

16
,8

07
85

1
1,

12
7

13
,5

98
14

,5
02

68
.0

32
.0

1.
6

2.
1

25
.9

27
.6

La
m

pa
sa

s (
10

0%
)

21
,6

27
15

,1
32

6,
49

5
51

2
1,

07
9

4,
17

9
5,

13
5

70
.0

30
.0

2.
4

5.
0

19
.3

23
.7

Ll
an

o 
(1

00
%

)
21

,2
43

17
,5

30
3,

71
3

19
4

23
3

2,
50

8
2,

68
7

82
.5

17
.5

0.
9

1.
1

11
.8

12
.6

M
ill

s (
10

0%
)

4,
45

6
3,

49
8

95
8

26
52

72
8

77
0

78
.5

21
.5

0.
6

1.
2

16
.3

17
.3

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

7 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 18 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
4

-1
3,

38
8

To
ta

l:
92

6,
79

0
53

8,
91

4
38

7,
87

6
35

,8
09

13
4,

41
7

20
2,

34
4

32
4,

09
6

58
.1

41
.9

3.
9

14
.5

21
.8

35
.0

-1
.4

2 
%

V
A

P:
70

8,
84

8
44

1,
27

6
26

7,
57

2
25

,1
68

90
,5

52
13

5,
06

3
21

9,
76

5
62

.3
37

.7
3.

6
12

.8
19

.1
31

.0
Sa

n 
Sa

ba
 (1

00
%

)
5,

73
0

3,
69

0
2,

04
0

53
15

0
1,

74
9

1,
87

9
64

.4
35

.6
0.

9
2.

6
30

.5
32

.8

Ta
yl

or
 (7

2%
)

10
3,

80
6

68
,8

28
34

,9
78

3,
64

1
9,

69
6

19
,8

71
28

,5
98

66
.3

33
.7

3.
5

9.
3

19
.1

27
.5

Tr
av

is
 (6

%
)

81
,8

91
58

,2
27

23
,6

64
7,

24
6

2,
19

1
12

,2
66

14
,2

22
71

.1
28

.9
8.

8
2.

7
15

.0
17

.4

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
5

16
3,

30
1

To
ta

l:
1,

10
3,

47
9

58
5,

93
9

51
7,

54
0

59
,2

25
73

,5
16

37
2,

69
1

43
5,

87
0

53
.1

46
.9

5.
4

6.
7

33
.8

39
.5

17
.3

7 
%

V
A

P:
84

4,
70

9
47

5,
19

1
36

9,
51

8
41

,9
46

51
,4

86
26

1,
95

1
30

8,
53

1
56

.3
43

.7
5.

0
6.

1
31

.0
36

.5
B

ex
ar

 (2
6%

)
51

7,
78

1
23

7,
67

5
28

0,
10

6
33

,1
00

41
,5

05
20

3,
78

2
23

9,
28

0
45

.9
54

.1
6.

4
8.

0
39

.4
46

.2
C

om
al

 (1
00

%
)

16
1,

50
1

10
5,

25
0

56
,2

51
3,

51
7

5,
40

9
43

,5
90

48
,1

72
65

.2
34

.8
2.

2
3.

3
27

.0
29

.8
G

ua
da

lu
pe

 (6
8%

)
11

7,
43

4
59

,6
24

57
,8

10
4,

97
2

13
,2

39
38

,4
89

50
,1

87
50

.8
49

.2
4.

2
11

.3
32

.8
42

.7
H

ay
s (

69
%

)
16

6,
54

9
97

,8
30

68
,7

19
7,

87
0

7,
45

9
50

,3
37

56
,7

06
58

.7
41

.3
4.

7
4.

5
30

.2
34

.0
K

en
da

ll 
(1

00
%

)
44

,2
79

31
,7

67
12

,5
12

74
3

60
3

10
,0

29
10

,5
09

71
.7

28
.3

1.
7

1.
4

22
.6

23
.7

Tr
av

is
 (7

%
)

95
,9

35
53

,7
93

42
,1

42
9,

02
3

5,
30

1
26

,4
64

31
,0

16
56

.1
43

.9
9.

4
5.

5
27

.6
32

.3

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
6

-9
9,

61
3

To
ta

l:
84

0,
56

5
16

2,
22

0
67

8,
34

5
36

,0
06

77
,6

02
56

9,
40

3
63

5,
23

7
19

.3
80

.7
4.

3
9.

2
67

.7
75

.6
-1

0.
60

 %
V

A
P:

64
4,

87
7

14
1,

25
4

50
3,

62
3

27
,0

45
55

,5
71

41
9,

61
2

46
9,

54
9

21
.9

78
.1

4.
2

8.
6

65
.1

72
.8

B
ex

ar
 (4

2%
)

84
0,

56
5

16
2,

22
0

67
8,

34
5

36
,0

06
77

,6
02

56
9,

40
3

63
5,

23
7

19
.3

80
.7

4.
3

9.
2

67
.7

75
.6

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
7

-1
08

,5
04

To
ta

l:
83

1,
67

4
65

,5
87

76
6,

08
7

6,
73

7
7,

21
3

75
1,

99
3

75
6,

00
1

7.
9

92
.1

0.
8

0.
9

90
.4

90
.9

-1
1.

54
 %

V
A

P:
58

8,
38

5
56

,1
94

53
2,

19
1

5,
21

0
4,

62
9

52
1,

25
3

52
4,

33
3

9.
6

90
.4

0.
9

0.
8

88
.6

89
.1

C
am

er
on

 (1
00

%
)

42
1,

01
7

37
,1

07
38

3,
91

0
3,

63
7

3,
41

0
37

6,
68

0
37

8,
47

7
8.

8
91

.2
0.

9
0.

8
89

.5
89

.9
H

id
al

go
 (4

1%
)

35
9,

10
3

19
,8

74
33

9,
22

9
1,

90
6

1,
87

2
33

5,
52

1
33

6,
18

0
5.

5
94

.5
0.

5
0.

5
93

.4
93

.6
K

en
ed

y 
(1

00
%

)
35

0
73

27
7

10
12

26
1

26
4

20
.9

79
.1

2.
9

3.
4

74
.6

75
.4

K
le

be
rg

 (1
00

%
)

31
,0

40
6,

72
8

24
,3

12
97

3
1,

36
1

21
,9

20
23

,0
06

21
.7

78
.3

3.
1

4.
4

70
.6

74
.1

W
ill

ac
y 

(1
00

%
)

20
,1

64
1,

80
5

18
,3

59
21

1
55

8
17

,6
11

18
,0

74
9.

0
91

.0
1.

0
2.

8
87

.3
89

.6

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
8

-1
44

,1
71

To
ta

l:
79

6,
00

7
40

7,
71

7
38

8,
29

0
18

,1
37

58
,8

89
30

1,
52

5
35

3,
58

9
51

.2
48

.8
2.

3
7.

4
37

.9
44

.4
-1

5.
33

 %
V

A
P:

60
7,

98
6

33
3,

90
7

27
4,

07
9

13
,7

45
41

,6
79

20
7,

42
6

24
6,

62
1

54
.9

45
.1

2.
3

6.
9

34
.1

40
.6

B
ay

lo
r (

10
0%

)
3,

46
5

2,
79

7
66

8
22

11
3

43
9

53
4

80
.7

19
.3

0.
6

3.
3

12
.7

15
.4

B
or

de
n 

(1
00

%
)

63
1

52
8

10
3

14
16

86
95

83
.7

16
.3

2.
2

2.
5

13
.6

15
.1

C
hi

ld
re

ss
 (1

00
%

)
6,

66
4

3,
85

2
2,

81
2

93
67

2
1,

94
2

2,
58

5
57

.8
42

.2
1.

4
10

.1
29

.1
38

.8
C

ok
e 

(1
00

%
)

3,
28

5
2,

47
3

81
2

17
23

66
1

67
1

75
.3

24
.7

0.
5

0.
7

20
.1

20
.4

C
ol

em
an

 (1
00

%
)

7,
68

4
6,

01
3

1,
67

1
58

23
6

1,
19

2
1,

39
6

78
.3

21
.7

0.
8

3.
1

15
.5

18
.2

C
on

ch
o 

(1
00

%
)

3,
30

3
2,

09
7

1,
20

6
47

10
5

1,
03

3
1,

12
1

63
.5

36
.5

1.
4

3.
2

31
.3

33
.9

C
ot

tle
 (1

00
%

)
1,

38
0

90
2

47
8

18
12

8
32

7
44

0
65

.4
34

.6
1.

3
9.

3
23

.7
31

.9
C

ra
ne

 (1
00

%
)

4,
67

5
1,

34
2

3,
33

3
39

10
2

3,
15

8
3,

23
7

28
.7

71
.3

0.
8

2.
2

67
.6

69
.2

C
ro

sb
y 

(1
00

%
)

5,
13

3
2,

07
6

3,
05

7
41

20
3

2,
82

9
2,

96
5

40
.4

59
.6

0.
8

4.
0

55
.1

57
.8

D
aw

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

12
,4

56
4,

59
0

7,
86

6
86

1,
00

4
6,

76
7

7,
66

5
36

.8
63

.2
0.

7
8.

1
54

.3
61

.5

D
ic

ke
ns

 (1
00

%
)

1,
77

0
1,

17
8

59
2

21
64

51
2

54
8

66
.6

33
.4

1.
2

3.
6

28
.9

31
.0

Ea
st

la
nd

 (1
00

%
)

17
,7

25
13

,6
53

4,
07

2
16

9
49

7
2,

93
4

3,
38

0
77

.0
23

.0
1.

0
2.

8
16

.6
19

.1

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

8 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 19 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
8

-1
44

,1
71

To
ta

l:
79

6,
00

7
40

7,
71

7
38

8,
29

0
18

,1
37

58
,8

89
30

1,
52

5
35

3,
58

9
51

.2
48

.8
2.

3
7.

4
37

.9
44

.4
-1

5.
33

 %
V

A
P:

60
7,

98
6

33
3,

90
7

27
4,

07
9

13
,7

45
41

,6
79

20
7,

42
6

24
6,

62
1

54
.9

45
.1

2.
3

6.
9

34
.1

40
.6

Fi
sh

er
 (1

00
%

)
3,

67
2

2,
49

6
1,

17
6

27
14

9
97

3
1,

08
8

68
.0

32
.0

0.
7

4.
1

26
.5

29
.6

Fl
oy

d 
(1

00
%

)
5,

40
2

2,
07

9
3,

32
3

39
20

7
3,

06
7

3,
22

8
38

.5
61

.5
0.

7
3.

8
56

.8
59

.8
Fo

ar
d 

(1
00

%
)

1,
09

5
84

5
25

0
12

33
19

7
22

0
77

.2
22

.8
1.

1
3.

0
18

.0
20

.1

G
ar

za
 (1

00
%

)
5,

81
6

2,
16

2
3,

65
4

56
38

1
3,

27
2

3,
55

4
37

.2
62

.8
1.

0
6.

6
56

.3
61

.1
H

al
e 

(1
00

%
)

32
,5

22
10

,6
93

21
,8

29
24

3
1,

80
7

19
,4

89
21

,0
52

32
.9

67
.1

0.
7

5.
6

59
.9

64
.7

H
ar

de
m

an
 (1

00
%

)
3,

54
9

2,
44

1
1,

10
8

30
19

5
81

8
98

3
68

.8
31

.2
0.

8
5.

5
23

.0
27

.7
H

as
ke

ll 
(1

00
%

)
5,

41
6

3,
62

8
1,

78
8

43
26

8
1,

37
7

1,
59

9
67

.0
33

.0
0.

8
4.

9
25

.4
29

.5
H

oc
kl

ey
 (1

00
%

)
21

,5
37

9,
75

2
11

,7
85

97
80

3
10

,6
24

11
,2

95
45

.3
54

.7
0.

5
3.

7
49

.3
52

.4

Ir
io

n 
(1

00
%

)
1,

51
3

1,
11

2
40

1
23

30
34

9
36

9
73

.5
26

.5
1.

5
2.

0
23

.1
24

.4
Jo

ne
s (

10
0%

)
19

,6
63

11
,4

85
8,

17
8

15
8

2,
18

7
5,

50
4

7,
59

9
58

.4
41

.6
0.

8
11

.1
28

.0
38

.6
K

en
t (

10
0%

)
75

3
65

7
96

9
11

81
86

87
.3

12
.7

1.
2

1.
5

10
.8

11
.4

K
im

bl
e 

(1
00

%
)

4,
28

6
3,

13
6

1,
15

0
60

37
98

6
1,

01
3

73
.2

26
.8

1.
4

0.
9

23
.0

23
.6

K
in

g 
(1

00
%

)
26

5
23

0
35

4
8

25
31

86
.8

13
.2

1.
5

3.
0

9.
4

11
.7

K
no

x 
(1

00
%

)
3,

35
3

1,
93

5
1,

41
8

34
21

0
1,

13
0

1,
30

9
57

.7
42

.3
1.

0
6.

3
33

.7
39

.0
La

m
b 

(1
00

%
)

13
,0

45
4,

98
1

8,
06

4
41

54
4

7,
44

9
7,

90
4

38
.2

61
.8

0.
3

4.
2

57
.1

60
.6

Lu
bb

oc
k 

(1
00

%
)

31
0,

63
9

15
4,

99
4

15
5,

64
5

11
,5

33
31

,1
07

10
9,

17
0

13
7,

32
9

49
.9

50
.1

3.
7

10
.0

35
.1

44
.2

Ly
nn

 (1
00

%
)

5,
59

6
2,

96
0

2,
63

6
34

15
1

2,
35

2
2,

48
2

52
.9

47
.1

0.
6

2.
7

42
.0

44
.4

M
as

on
 (1

00
%

)
3,

95
3

2,
94

8
1,

00
5

21
40

88
3

90
9

74
.6

25
.4

0.
5

1.
0

22
.3

23
.0

M
cC

ul
lo

ch
 (1

00
%

)
7,

63
0

4,
90

4
2,

72
6

65
19

7
2,

36
9

2,
51

7
64

.3
35

.7
0.

9
2.

6
31

.0
33

.0
M

en
ar

d 
(1

00
%

)
1,

96
2

1,
23

1
73

1
10

33
66

2
69

0
62

.7
37

.3
0.

5
1.

7
33

.7
35

.2
M

itc
he

ll 
(1

00
%

)
8,

99
0

4,
32

8
4,

66
2

71
1,

07
2

3,
45

4
4,

45
7

48
.1

51
.9

0.
8

11
.9

38
.4

49
.6

M
ot

le
y 

(1
00

%
)

1,
06

3
85

8
20

5
18

18
15

3
16

6
80

.7
19

.3
1.

7
1.

7
14

.4
15

.6
N

ol
an

 (1
00

%
)

14
,7

38
8,

13
8

6,
60

0
15

0
95

3
5,

35
4

6,
12

0
55

.2
44

.8
1.

0
6.

5
36

.3
41

.5

R
ea

ga
n 

(1
00

%
)

3,
38

5
96

8
2,

41
7

44
78

2,
28

3
2,

33
9

28
.6

71
.4

1.
3

2.
3

67
.4

69
.1

R
un

ne
ls

 (1
00

%
)

9,
90

0
6,

06
2

3,
83

8
65

25
2

3,
35

4
3,

56
0

61
.2

38
.8

0.
7

2.
5

33
.9

36
.0

Sc
hl

ei
ch

er
 (1

00
%

)
2,

45
1

1,
10

2
1,

34
9

28
44

1,
27

5
1,

29
6

45
.0

55
.0

1.
1

1.
8

52
.0

52
.9

Sc
ur

ry
 (1

00
%

)
16

,9
32

8,
63

7
8,

29
5

14
0

81
2

7,
13

9
7,

85
3

51
.0

49
.0

0.
8

4.
8

42
.2

46
.4

Sh
ac

ke
lfo

rd
 (1

00
%

)
3,

10
5

2,
61

2
49

3
33

46
36

3
39

4
84

.1
15

.9
1.

1
1.

5
11

.7
12

.7

St
ep

he
ns

 (1
00

%
)

9,
10

1
6,

25
6

2,
84

5
89

32
7

2,
20

4
2,

50
3

68
.7

31
.3

1.
0

3.
6

24
.2

27
.5

St
er

lin
g 

(1
00

%
)

1,
37

2
86

7
50

5
29

22
44

9
46

5
63

.2
36

.8
2.

1
1.

6
32

.7
33

.9
St

on
ew

al
l (

10
0%

)
1,

24
5

95
8

28
7

9
41

22
6

25
6

76
.9

23
.1

0.
7

3.
3

18
.2

20
.6

Su
tto

n 
(1

00
%

)
3,

37
2

1,
20

0
2,

17
2

24
32

2,
09

3
2,

11
1

35
.6

64
.4

0.
7

0.
9

62
.1

62
.6

Ta
yl

or
 (2

8%
)

39
,4

02
18

,4
88

20
,9

14
65

8
4,

95
9

14
,8

85
19

,2
76

46
.9

53
.1

1.
7

12
.6

37
.8

48
.9

Te
rr

y 
(1

00
%

)
11

,8
31

4,
59

9
7,

23
2

78
54

0
6,

56
9

7,
00

9
38

.9
61

.1
0.

7
4.

6
55

.5
59

.2
Th

ro
ck

m
or

to
n 

(1
00

%
)

1,
44

0
1,

24
8

19
2

8
17

14
5

15
6

86
.7

13
.3

0.
6

1.
2

10
.1

10
.8

To
m

 G
re

en
 (1

00
%

)
12

0,
00

3
62

,3
90

57
,6

13
2,

75
2

6,
07

0
47

,0
66

52
,0

91
52

.0
48

.0
2.

3
5.

1
39

.2
43

.4

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

9 
of

 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 20 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
8

-1
44

,1
71

To
ta

l:
79

6,
00

7
40

7,
71

7
38

8,
29

0
18

,1
37

58
,8

89
30

1,
52

5
35

3,
58

9
51

.2
48

.8
2.

3
7.

4
37

.9
44

.4
-1

5.
33

 %
V

A
P:

60
7,

98
6

33
3,

90
7

27
4,

07
9

13
,7

45
41

,6
79

20
7,

42
6

24
6,

62
1

54
.9

45
.1

2.
3

6.
9

34
.1

40
.6

U
pt

on
 (1

00
%

)
3,

30
8

1,
31

8
1,

99
0

32
12

0
1,

79
7

1,
88

6
39

.8
60

.2
1.

0
3.

6
54

.3
57

.0
W

ar
d 

(1
00

%
)

11
,6

44
4,

50
6

7,
13

8
11

3
66

6
6,

32
5

6,
84

7
38

.7
61

.3
1.

0
5.

7
54

.3
58

.8

W
ilb

ar
ge

r (
10

0%
)

12
,8

87
7,

01
2

5,
87

5
63

2
1,

25
9

3,
73

4
4,

91
0

54
.4

45
.6

4.
9

9.
8

29
.0

38
.1

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 2
9

-6
1,

00
4

To
ta

l:
87

9,
17

4
10

2,
00

1
77

7,
17

3
18

,6
05

38
,3

52
72

4,
63

6
75

3,
26

6
11

.6
88

.4
2.

1
4.

4
82

.4
85

.7
-6

.4
9 

%
V

A
P:

65
5,

73
3

84
,7

88
57

0,
94

5
13

,5
28

26
,0

28
53

1,
10

9
55

2,
49

8
12

.9
87

.1
2.

1
4.

0
81

.0
84

.3
C

ul
be

rs
on

 (1
00

%
)

2,
18

8
44

5
1,

74
3

50
48

1,
64

5
1,

67
3

20
.3

79
.7

2.
3

2.
2

75
.2

76
.5

El
 P

as
o 

(1
00

%
)

86
5,

65
7

98
,2

19
76

7,
43

8
18

,3
92

38
,2

00
71

5,
35

1
74

3,
88

5
11

.3
88

.7
2.

1
4.

4
82

.6
85

.9
H

ud
sp

et
h 

(1
00

%
)

3,
20

2
1,

09
4

2,
10

8
22

29
2,

03
6

2,
04

9
34

.2
65

.8
0.

7
0.

9
63

.6
64

.0
Je

ff
 D

av
is

 (1
00

%
)

1,
99

6
1,

28
2

71
4

39
28

61
3

62
7

64
.2

35
.8

2.
0

1.
4

30
.7

31
.4

Pr
es

id
io

 (1
00

%
)

6,
13

1
96

1
5,

17
0

10
2

47
4,

99
1

5,
03

2
15

.7
84

.3
1.

7
0.

8
81

.4
82

.1

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 3
0

87
,0

87
To

ta
l:

1,
02

7,
26

5
69

2,
39

7
33

4,
86

8
31

,5
54

78
,8

90
19

0,
80

4
26

4,
79

0
67

.4
32

.6
3.

1
7.

7
18

.6
25

.8
9.

26
 %

V
A

P:
77

3,
13

5
54

7,
12

9
22

6,
00

6
21

,9
94

53
,1

33
12

3,
51

3
17

4,
47

0
70

.8
29

.2
2.

8
6.

9
16

.0
22

.6
A

rc
he

r (
10

0%
)

8,
56

0
7,

35
6

1,
20

4
74

10
6

74
2

83
1

85
.9

14
.1

0.
9

1.
2

8.
7

9.
7

C
la

y 
(1

00
%

)
10

,2
18

8,
94

1
1,

27
7

87
12

1
64

1
74

5
87

.5
12

.5
0.

9
1.

2
6.

3
7.

3
C

ol
lin

 (2
0%

)
20

8,
97

6
12

8,
44

9
80

,5
27

11
,9

38
22

,0
44

40
,9

48
61

,9
52

61
.5

38
.5

5.
7

10
.5

19
.6

29
.6

C
oo

ke
 (1

00
%

)
41

,6
68

29
,4

04
12

,2
64

44
6

1,
68

7
8,

51
9

10
,0

62
70

.6
29

.4
1.

1
4.

0
20

.4
24

.1
D

en
to

n 
(1

8%
)

15
8,

83
8

88
,2

07
70

,6
31

8,
48

6
20

,9
15

37
,5

12
57

,1
89

55
.5

44
.5

5.
3

13
.2

23
.6

36
.0

Er
at

h 
(1

00
%

)
42

,5
45

30
,0

06
12

,5
39

55
7

1,
64

6
9,

25
4

10
,7

74
70

.5
29

.5
1.

3
3.

9
21

.8
25

.3
G

ra
ys

on
 (1

00
%

)
13

5,
54

3
95

,2
11

40
,3

32
2,

68
6

9,
85

6
20

,8
68

30
,1

96
70

.2
29

.8
2.

0
7.

3
15

.4
22

.3
Ja

ck
 (1

00
%

)
8,

47
2

6,
35

8
2,

11
4

72
35

0
1,

52
1

1,
83

6
75

.0
25

.0
0.

8
4.

1
18

.0
21

.7
M

on
ta

gu
e 

(1
00

%
)

19
,9

65
16

,3
42

3,
62

3
12

9
20

6
2,

36
1

2,
54

3
81

.9
18

.1
0.

6
1.

0
11

.8
12

.7
Pa

lo
 P

in
to

 (1
00

%
)

28
,4

09
20

,7
78

7,
63

1
34

5
85

7
5,

61
4

6,
36

7
73

.1
26

.9
1.

2
3.

0
19

.8
22

.4

Pa
rk

er
 (1

00
%

)
14

8,
22

2
11

7,
74

7
30

,4
75

1,
99

0
2,

92
9

19
,8

19
22

,4
73

79
.4

20
.6

1.
3

2.
0

13
.4

15
.2

W
ic

hi
ta

 (1
00

%
)

12
9,

35
0

79
,6

94
49

,6
56

3,
96

8
16

,5
88

25
,8

03
41

,2
65

61
.6

38
.4

3.
1

12
.8

19
.9

31
.9

W
is

e 
(1

00
%

)
68

,6
32

50
,4

95
18

,1
37

64
4

1,
26

1
13

,6
94

14
,7

67
73

.6
26

.4
0.

9
1.

8
20

.0
21

.5
Y

ou
ng

 (1
00

%
)

17
,8

67
13

,4
09

4,
45

8
13

2
32

4
3,

50
8

3,
79

0
75

.0
25

.0
0.

7
1.

8
19

.6
21

.2

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 3
1

-7
0,

90
9

To
ta

l:
86

9,
26

9
40

4,
14

8
46

5,
12

1
21

,3
31

52
,1

38
37

7,
65

4
42

3,
95

9
46

.5
53

.5
2.

5
6.

0
43

.4
48

.8
-7

.5
4 

%
V

A
P:

63
7,

23
2

32
0,

96
5

31
6,

26
7

14
,4

48
34

,8
49

25
3,

52
3

28
6,

09
5

50
.4

49
.6

2.
3

5.
5

39
.8

44
.9

A
nd

re
w

s (
10

0%
)

18
,6

10
7,

40
5

11
,2

05
15

3
37

6
10

,4
00

10
,6

83
39

.8
60

.2
0.

8
2.

0
55

.9
57

.4
A

rm
st

ro
ng

 (1
00

%
)

1,
84

8
1,

59
3

25
5

28
34

14
4

16
2

86
.2

13
.8

1.
5

1.
8

7.
8

8.
8

B
ai

le
y 

(1
00

%
)

6,
90

4
2,

19
0

4,
71

4
19

91
4,

54
0

4,
60

0
31

.7
68

.3
0.

3
1.

3
65

.8
66

.6
B

ris
co

e 
(1

00
%

)
1,

43
5

1,
00

8
42

7
13

30
36

8
39

1
70

.2
29

.8
0.

9
2.

1
25

.6
27

.2
C

ar
so

n 
(1

00
%

)
5,

80
7

4,
87

3
93

4
33

91
55

8
63

6
83

.9
16

.1
0.

6
1.

6
9.

6
11

.0

C
as

tro
 (1

00
%

)
7,

37
1

2,
32

8
5,

04
3

49
15

5
4,

78
4

4,
90

5
31

.6
68

.4
0.

7
2.

1
64

.9
66

.5
C

oc
hr

an
 (1

00
%

)
2,

54
7

91
2

1,
63

5
16

94
1,

52
7

1,
59

4
35

.8
64

.2
0.

6
3.

7
60

.0
62

.6

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

10
 o

f 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 21 of 27



D
ev

ia
tio

n
T

ot
al

A
ng

lo
N

on
-A

ng
lo

A
si

an
B

la
ck

H
is

pa
ni

c
B

+H
%

A
ng

lo
%

N
on

-A
ng

lo
%

A
si

an
%

B
la

ck
%

H
is

pa
ni

c
%

B
+H

D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 3
1

-7
0,

90
9

To
ta

l:
86

9,
26

9
40

4,
14

8
46

5,
12

1
21

,3
31

52
,1

38
37

7,
65

4
42

3,
95

9
46

.5
53

.5
2.

5
6.

0
43

.4
48

.8
-7

.5
4 

%
V

A
P:

63
7,

23
2

32
0,

96
5

31
6,

26
7

14
,4

48
34

,8
49

25
3,

52
3

28
6,

09
5

50
.4

49
.6

2.
3

5.
5

39
.8

44
.9

C
ol

lin
gs

w
or

th
 (1

00
%

)
2,

65
2

1,
61

7
1,

03
5

32
14

8
83

2
95

5
61

.0
39

.0
1.

2
5.

6
31

.4
36

.0
D

al
la

m
 (1

00
%

)
7,

11
5

3,
11

9
3,

99
6

33
14

2
3,

70
7

3,
83

7
43

.8
56

.2
0.

5
2.

0
52

.1
53

.9
D

ea
f S

m
ith

 (1
00

%
)

18
,5

83
4,

23
3

14
,3

50
78

29
0

13
,9

25
14

,0
80

22
.8

77
.2

0.
4

1.
6

74
.9

75
.8

D
on

le
y 

(1
00

%
)

3,
25

8
2,

53
7

72
1

42
22

7
35

6
56

1
77

.9
22

.1
1.

3
7.

0
10

.9
17

.2
Ec

to
r (

10
0%

)
16

5,
17

1
51

,0
23

11
4,

14
8

2,
94

0
9,

52
2

10
0,

05
1

10
8,

36
2

30
.9

69
.1

1.
8

5.
8

60
.6

65
.6

G
ai

ne
s (

10
0%

)
21

,5
98

12
,5

54
9,

04
4

13
9

35
6

8,
40

1
8,

67
6

58
.1

41
.9

0.
6

1.
6

38
.9

40
.2

G
la

ss
co

ck
 (1

00
%

)
1,

11
6

71
0

40
6

2
27

38
7

39
9

63
.6

36
.4

0.
2

2.
4

34
.7

35
.8

G
ra

y 
(1

00
%

)
21

,2
27

13
,0

25
8,

20
2

19
2

1,
03

9
6,

34
7

7,
31

3
61

.4
38

.6
0.

9
4.

9
29

.9
34

.5

H
al

l (
10

0%
)

2,
82

5
1,

58
9

1,
23

6
30

23
7

95
0

1,
15

9
56

.2
43

.8
1.

1
8.

4
33

.6
41

.0
H

an
sf

or
d 

(1
00

%
)

5,
28

5
2,

55
2

2,
73

3
15

43
2,

61
5

2,
64

3
48

.3
51

.7
0.

3
0.

8
49

.5
50

.0
H

ar
tle

y 
(1

00
%

)
5,

38
2

3,
40

3
1,

97
9

39
24

9
1,

63
1

1,
86

1
63

.2
36

.8
0.

7
4.

6
30

.3
34

.6
H

em
ph

ill
 (1

00
%

)
3,

38
2

2,
09

0
1,

29
2

39
29

1,
13

7
1,

15
6

61
.8

38
.2

1.
2

0.
9

33
.6

34
.2

H
ow

ar
d 

(1
00

%
)

34
,8

60
15

,6
72

19
,1

88
56

1
2,

11
3

16
,1

74
17

,9
29

45
.0

55
.0

1.
6

6.
1

46
.4

51
.4

H
ut

ch
in

so
n 

(1
00

%
)

20
,6

17
13

,7
83

6,
83

4
20

0
75

7
4,

96
1

5,
58

9
66

.9
33

.1
1.

0
3.

7
24

.1
27

.1
Li

ps
co

m
b 

(1
00

%
)

3,
05

9
1,

78
6

1,
27

3
18

22
1,

12
3

1,
14

0
58

.4
41

.6
0.

6
0.

7
36

.7
37

.3
Lo

vi
ng

 (1
00

%
)

64
56

8
3

3
1

3
87

.5
12

.5
4.

7
4.

7
1.

6
4.

7
M

ar
tin

 (1
00

%
)

5,
23

7
2,

78
0

2,
45

7
34

12
8

2,
25

5
2,

35
9

53
.1

46
.9

0.
6

2.
4

43
.1

45
.0

M
id

la
nd

 (1
00

%
)

16
9,

98
3

76
,4

87
93

,4
96

4,
79

8
12

,7
31

73
,3

31
84

,8
87

45
.0

55
.0

2.
8

7.
5

43
.1

49
.9

M
oo

re
 (1

00
%

)
21

,3
58

6,
49

9
14

,8
59

1,
07

1
83

2
12

,6
47

13
,3

98
30

.4
69

.6
5.

0
3.

9
59

.2
62

.7
O

ch
ilt

re
e 

(1
00

%
)

10
,0

15
4,

24
5

5,
77

0
58

66
5,

47
0

5,
51

0
42

.4
57

.6
0.

6
0.

7
54

.6
55

.0
O

ld
ha

m
 (1

00
%

)
1,

75
8

1,
32

5
43

3
31

77
31

3
37

2
75

.4
24

.6
1.

8
4.

4
17

.8
21

.2
Pa

rm
er

 (1
00

%
)

9,
86

9
3,

18
7

6,
68

2
36

13
7

6,
50

4
6,

57
5

32
.3

67
.7

0.
4

1.
4

65
.9

66
.6

Po
tte

r (
10

0%
)

11
8,

52
5

50
,1

53
68

,3
72

6,
75

7
14

,4
38

45
,1

93
58

,5
28

42
.3

57
.7

5.
7

12
.2

38
.1

49
.4

R
an

da
ll 

(1
00

%
)

14
0,

75
3

95
,4

57
45

,2
96

3,
55

0
6,

59
2

31
,5

83
37

,3
95

67
.8

32
.2

2.
5

4.
7

22
.4

26
.6

R
ob

er
ts

 (1
00

%
)

82
7

71
7

11
0

15
21

50
65

86
.7

13
.3

1.
8

2.
5

6.
0

7.
9

Sh
er

m
an

 (1
00

%
)

2,
78

2
1,

36
2

1,
42

0
24

60
1,

31
5

1,
35

4
49

.0
51

.0
0.

9
2.

2
47

.3
48

.7
Sw

is
he

r (
10

0%
)

6,
97

1
3,

21
9

3,
75

2
44

52
4

3,
14

7
3,

59
7

46
.2

53
.8

0.
6

7.
5

45
.1

51
.6

W
he

el
er

 (1
00

%
)

4,
99

0
3,

46
9

1,
52

1
53

13
7

1,
22

7
1,

34
5

69
.5

30
.5

1.
1

2.
7

24
.6

27
.0

W
in

kl
er

 (1
00

%
)

7,
79

1
2,

70
2

5,
08

9
11

4
21

0
4,

73
2

4,
88

3
34

.7
65

.3
1.

5
2.

7
60

.7
62

.7
Y

oa
ku

m
 (1

00
%

)
7,

69
4

2,
48

8
5,

20
6

72
11

0
4,

96
8

5,
05

7
32

.3
67

.7
0.

9
1.

4
64

.6
65

.7

56
43

2

Te
xa

s L
eg

is
la

tiv
e 

C
ou

nc
il

08
/2

6/
21

1:
33

 P
M

Pa
ge

11
 o

f 1
1

R
ed

-1
00

T
D

at
a:

20
20

 C
en

su
s

PL
A

N
S2

10
0

08
/0

2/
20

21
4:

30
:0

6 
PM

SE
N

A
T

E
 D

IS
T

R
IC

T
S 

- P
L

A
N

S2
10

0
D

is
tri

ct
 P

op
ul

at
io

n 
A

na
ly

si
s w

ith
 C

ou
nt

y 
Su

bt
ot

al
s

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 22 of 27



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 23 of 27



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 24 of 27



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 25 of 27



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 26 of 27



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-18   Filed 11/24/21   Page 27 of 27



EXHIBIT 3-K
Part 2 
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From: Beverly Powell
To: Todd Hunter
Cc: Toni Rose; Rafael Anchia; Craig Goldman; Ryan Guillen; Jacey Jetton; Brooks Landgraf; Ina Minjarez; Joe Moody;

Geanie Morrison; Andrew Murr; Mike Schofield; Senfronia Thompson; Chris Turner; James White
Subject: Concerns Regarding SB 4 and Proposed SD 10
Date: Sunday, October 10, 2021 8:02:00 PM
Attachments: Sen Powell Letter to Chair Hunter 10.10.21.pdf

2012 DC Court Opinion.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r100.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r116_acs1519.pdf
SD10 Map Packet.pdf
Senate District 10 Facts.pdf

Importance: High

Dear Chairman Hunter and Committee Members,

In advance of tomorrow's committee hearing on Senate Bill 4, I wanted to bring to your attention a
proposed redraw of Texas Senate District 10, which would reduce the district’s minority population
by 8% (according to ACS estimates)—cleaving through minority neighborhoods to prevent minority
voters from uniting to elect their preferred candidates. The circles below show over 150,000
minorities, according to the 2020 census,  who are removed by the proposed plan and replaced with
Anglo residents from seven rural counties. This plan would achieve its aim: Tarrant County’s 1.2
million minorities—the majority of the county’s population—would lose the only senate district in
which they can unite to elect their preferred senator.

 

The Supreme Court has warned that it is intentional racial discrimination to destroy an effective
crossover district like SD10, and federal courts blocked this precise effort to dismantle SD10’s
minority population in 2011, forcing the State to pay over $1 million in plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees.

Attached is a letter to the Chair and committee members, with accompanying attachments.

I bring this information to your attention on behalf of my constituents whose voices would be
silenced under the proposed redraw. Cracking apart minority voters and submerging them in
districts featuring Anglo bloc voting against minority-preferred candidates violates the Constitution
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and the Voting Rights Act. This is unacceptable and a direct attack on the ability of my constituents
to elect a candidate of their choice.

Best,

Beverly Powell
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October 10, 2021 
 
State Representative Todd Hunter 
Chair, House Committee on Redistricting 
Room 1W.5 
P.O. Box 2910 
Austin, TX 78768 
VIA EMAIL 

 
Dear Chairman Hunter: 
  

On October 6, 2021, Senate Bill 4 was referred to the House Committee on Redistricting. I 
am writing to express my deep concerns with the proposed redraw of Senate District 10. 
Additionally, I have attached electronic copies of information that I provided with the Chair of the 
Senate Redistricting Committee, Senator Joan Huffman, including: (1) maps showing the location 
of minority voters within SD10 and showing how they have succeeded electorally, (2) a copy of 
the 2012 federal court decision ruling that the Legislature’s prior effort to dismantle SD10 in 2011 
was unlawful intentional discrimination against minority voters, (3) a fact sheet explaining SD10’s 
status as a performing coalition and crossover district for minority voters, and (4) information from 
the Texas Legislative Council about the demographic makeup of SD10 as it is drawn today.  
  

Based on the map as passed by the Senate, I have highlighted below several legal deficiencies 
with the proposed plan. The map below shows, in red circles, the concentrations of minority voters 
that have been cleaved from SD10, splitting SD10’s minority voters apart and submerging them 
into separate districts dominated by white bloc voting against minority-preferred candidates.  The 
areas shown in the red circles include over 250,000 people with a CVAP (Citizen Voting Age 
Population) that is 45.9% Anglo, 29% Latino, and 19.6% Black.  
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SD10 currently has an Anglo CVAP of 53.9%, a Black CVAP of 20.5%, and a Latino CVAP 

of 20.4%. In addition to being politically cohesive within SD 10, minority voters in SD10 also 
have consistently succeeded electorally by working together with a minority of Anglo voters who 
“crossover”—as the United States Supreme Court has characterized it—to vote for minority-
preferred candidates. 
  

The Senate map passed by the Senate dismantles SD10 as a functioning coalition and 
crossover district.  The map before the House Redistricting Committee redraws SD10 to have an 
Anglo CVAP of roughly 62%, a Black CVAP of 17%, and a Latino CVAP of 17%—a roughly 8% 
increase in the Anglo share of the district, according to ACS estimates. Moreover, in addition to 
cleaving SD10’s politically cohesive minority voters, the proposal also eliminates the Tarrant 
County “crossover” Anglo voters with whom SD10’s minority voters have formed a political 
coalition and replace them with Anglo voters in seven rural counties who uniformly reject 
minority-preferred candidates. The map below shows in red circles areas including roughly 
115,000 people with an Anglo CVAP of 78.1%: 
  

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 39-20   Filed 11/24/21   Page 5 of 9



 
  

In the areas shown in red, a portion of Anglo voters crossover to support minority-preferred 
candidates. Together, the areas shown in red are  nearly 80% Anglo CVAP, but the Anglo-
preferred candidates generally receive vote percentages of 16-19 points below that number (i.e. 
Anglo-preferred candidates receive about 61-64% of the vote in the areas shown in red).1  
  

The Senate proposal replaces these people—along with (majority-minority) persons shown 
in red circles in the first map—with voters from Brown, Callahan, Palo Pinto, Parker (parts), 
Johnson, Shackelford and Stephens counties. Together, these rural counties have an Anglo CVAP 

                                                           
1 For example, in these areas, Trump prevailed 61.2% to 37.3% in the 2020 presidential 
election, Cornyn prevailed 64.7% to 33.2% in the 2020 senate election, Cruz prevailed 62.7% to 
36.5% in the 2018 senate election, Paxton prevailed 63.0% to 34.7% in the 2018 attorney general 
election, and Patrick prevailed 63.9% to 33.8% in the 2018 lieutenant governor election. 
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of 80.4%, but Anglo crossover voting for minority-preferred candidates is nearly nonexistent. 
Unlike the Anglo voters in Tarrant County, the Anglo-preferred candidates in these rural counties 
combined generally receive the same percentage of the vote as the Anglo CVAP percentage.2 
Dismantling SD10 and including these rural counties is unlawful. 
  

The proposal achieves its purpose of dismantling SD10’s status as an effective coalition and 
crossover district for minority voters in two ways: (1) it cracks apart and harms the district’s 
minority voters, substantially decreasing SD10’s minority population, and (2) it 
eliminates the Anglo crossover voters who have joined together with minority voters to support 
minority-preferred candidates. 

  
This is unlawful. As the Supreme Court has explained, “if there were a showing that a State 

intentionally drew district lines in order to destroy otherwise effective crossover districts, that 
would raise serious questions under both the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments.” Bartlett v. 

Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 24 (2009) (Kennedy, J., Roberts, C.J., and Alito, J., plurality); Campos v. 

City of Baytown, Tex., 840 F.2d 1240, 1244 (5th Cir. 1988) (holding that Section 2 protects 
minority coalition districts). In the Senate plan under SB4, it is clear the author has 
“intentionally dr[awn] district lines in order to destroy [an] otherwise effective crossover 
district[].” The Supreme Court has warned against this precise unlawful scheme.  Furthermore, the 
Fifth Circuit decision cited above—binding precedent that the Legislature must follow3—also held 
that coalition districts are protected under federal law, so there is ample legal support for the 
argument that destroying a coalition district would also be intentionally discriminatory. 

  
I want to make the committee aware that the 2011 Legislature's nearly identical effort to 

dismantle SD10 was ruled to be intentional racial discrimination. See Texas v. United States, 887 
F. Supp. 133, 166 (D.D.C. 2012) (“The Senate Plan was enacted with discriminatory purpose as 
to SD10.”).  The ruling on discriminatory intent stands today. A federal court has ruled that Sen. 
Davis was the prevailing party in her lawsuit challenging the discriminatory scheme and awarded 
her attorneys’ fees.  

  
The D.C. Circuit affirmed that ruling, rejecting Texas’s argument that it had ultimately won 

the case: “To say that Texas ‘prevailed’ in this suit because a different litigant in a different suit 
won on different grounds that Texas specifically told the district court it would not raise is, to say 
the least, an unnatural use of the word ‘prevailing.’” Texas v. United States, 798 F.3d 1108, 1116 
                                                           
2 For example, Trump carried the counties 80.2% to 18.6%, Cornyn prevailed 80.3% to 17.5%, 
Cruz prevailed 79.7% to 19.6%, Paxton prevailed 78.1% to 19.6%, and Patrick prevailed 78.4% 
to 19.7%. 
3 In 2017 testimony in federal court, the prior chair of the House Redistricting Committee—a 
lawyer—expressed confusion that Texas is in the Fifth Circuit and that the Fifth Circuit’s rulings 

are binding on the State of Texas. I hope this clarifies those facts. 
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(D.C. Cir. 2015) (emphasis in original). Instead, the D.C. Circuit held that Texas mooted the 
lawsuit by acquiescing to the district court’s intentional discrimination ruling, abandoning its 
effort to dismantle the district, and adopting SD10’s current configuration—which has now 
persisted for twenty years. Id. at 1118. It did so before Shelby County had any effect on the 
decision. Id. The Supreme Court denied Texas’s petition for certiorari. Texas v. Davis, 577 U.S. 
1119 (2016) (Mem.). Moreover, the Fifth Circuit explained why it was strategically wise for Texas 
to abandon the changes to SD10 that the D.C. federal court had found intentionally discriminatory. 
After the Section 5 preclearance formula was invalidated, the Fifth Circuit explained, “it is far 
from clear that Texas could have automatically prevailed on the merits” had it continued to defend 
its dismantling of SD10, and instead the San Antonio court could (and likely would) have 
invalidated the changes to SD10 again “based on Plaintiffs’ Section 2 and constitutional 
claims.” Davis v. Abbott, 781 F.3d 207, 215 (5th Cir. 2015). After all, the DC federal court had 
just found the effort was intentional racial discrimination. 
  

Sen. Davis and her co-plaintiffs won her claim that Texas intentionally discriminated against 
racial minorities by cracking SD10’s minority population and submerging them in Anglo-
dominated rural districts—a victory that the Supreme Court left undisturbed and that cost Texas 
taxpayers over $1 million in legal fees. Yet this is what the Senate proposal is proposing to do 
again. 

  
Moreover, a similar effort to crack apart Tarrant County’s minority population was 

ruled intentionally discriminatory in the 2011 congressional plan. Perez v. Abbott, 253 F. Supp. 3d 
864, 945-961 (W.D. Tex. 2017). Although Circuit Judge Jerry Smith dissented from most of that 
three-judge court’s decision, he agreed that the cracking of minority populations in Tarrant County 
was unlawful intentional discrimination: “Relatively little about the 2011 Congressional 
redistricting passes the smell test as to DFW, the largest metropolitan area in Texas with 6.4 million 
residents in 2010 but where the apparent choice of minority voters in 2010 was reflected only in 
CD30 (veteran African-American Democrat Congresswoman Eddie Bernice Johnson).” Id. at 986 
(Smith, J., dissenting). The three-judge court actually redrew the congressional lines in Tarrant 
County to remedy this intentional fracturing and dilution of minority voting strength. 

  
The 2020 Census reveals that Tarrant County now has over 1 million Black and Latino 

residents—250,000 more than it had following the 2010 Census. By contrast, Tarrant 
County now has just over 900,000 Anglo residents—over 300,000 fewer than it had following the 
2010 Census. Yet, the Senate proposal eliminates the one senate district in which Tarrant County’s 
minority voters have succeeded in electing their preferred candidate. Senate Bill 4  proposes to do 
this even though the same scheme was found to be intentional racial discrimination after the last 
Census—when there were substantially fewer minority voters. 
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 When the San Antonio district court declined to “bail in” Texas to the Voting Rights Act 
Section 3 preclearance regime, it unanimously (with the votes of District Judges Rodriguez and 
Garcia and Circuit Judge Smith) warned the Legislature that it “would be well advised to conduct 
its redistricting process openly” in 2021 and to abandon its effort from “the 2011 session . . . 
[of] engag[ing] in traditional means of vote dilution such as cracking and packing in drawing 
districts” if it wished to avoid federal oversight of its electoral decisions. Perez v. Abbott, 390 F. 
Supp. 3d 803, 820-21 (W.D. Tex. 2019). 
  
 On behalf of my constituents, I urge the House Committee to heed that warning, and 
preserve SD10 as an effective coalition and crossover district for minority voters. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
 
 
Senator Beverly Powell 
 
CC: Members of the House Committee on Redistricting 
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From: Beverly Powell
To: Alma A. Allen; Steve Allison; Rafael Anchia; Charles Anderson; Trent Ashby; Ernest Bailes; Michelle Beckley; Cecil

Bell; Keith Bell; Diego Bernal; Kyle Biedermann; Greg Bonnen; Rhetta Bowers; Brad Buckley; John Bucy; DeWayne
Burns; Dustin Burrows; Angie Button; Briscoe Cain; Elizabeth Campos; Terry Canales; Giovanni Capriglione; Jeff
Cason; Travis Clardy; Sheryl Cole; Garnet F Coleman; Nicole D Collier; David Cook; Philip Cortez; Tom Craddick;
Jasmine Crockett; John Cyrier; Drew Darby; Yvonne Davis; Jay Dean; Joe Deshotel; Alex Dominguez; Harold V.
Dutton; Brian Harrison; Art Fierro; James Frank; John Frullo; Gary Gates; Charlie Geren; Barbara Gervin-Hawkins;
Craig Goldman; Jessica Gonzalez; Mary Gonzalez; Vikki Goodwin; Bobby Guerra; Ryan Guillen; Sam Harless; Cody
Harris; Cole Hefner; Ana Hernandez; Abel Herrero; Gina Hinojosa; Justin Holland; Donna Howard; Dan Huberty;
Lacey Hull; Todd Hunter; Celia Israel; Jacey Jetton; Ann Johnson; Jarvis Johnson; Julie Johnson; Kyle Kacal; Ken
King; Phil King; Tracy King; Stephanie Klick; Matt Krause; John Kuempel; Stan Lambert; Brooks Landgraf; Lyle
Larson; Jeff Leach; Ben Leman; Oscar Longoria; Ray Lopez; JM Lozano; Eddie Lucio III; Mando Martinez; Trey
Martinez Fischer; Will Metcalf; Morgan Meyer; Terry Meza; Mayes Middleton; Ina Minjarez; Joe Moody; Christina
Morales; Eddie Morales; Penny Morales Shaw; Geanie Morrison; Sergio Munoz; Jim Murphy; Andrew Murr; Victoria
Neave; Candy Noble; Tom Oliverson; Claudia Ordaz Perez; Lina Ortega; Chris Paddie; Tan Parker; Jared Patterson;
Dennis Paul; Mary Ann Perez; Dade Phelan; Four Price; Ana-Maria Ramos; John Raney; Richard Raymond; Ron
Reynolds; Eddie Rodriguez; Glenn Rogers; Ramon Romero Jr.; Toni Rose; Jon Rosenthal; Scott Sanford; Matt
Schaefer; Mike Schofield; Matt Shaheen; Carl Sherman; Hugh Shine; Bryan Slaton; Shelby Slawson; Reggie Smith;
John Smithee; David Spiller; Phil Stephenson; Lynn Stucky; Valoree Swanson; James Talarico; Shawn Thierry; Ed
Thompson; Senfronia Thompson; Tony Tinderholt; Steve Toth; Chris Turner; John Turner; Gary VanDeaver; Cody
Vasut; Hubert Vo; Armando Walle; James White; Terry Wilson; Gene Wu; Erin Zwiener

Subject: Concerns regarding SB4 and proposed redraw of SD10
Date: Thursday, October 14, 2021 8:01:00 PM
Attachments: Sen Powell Letter to Chair Hunter 10.10.21.pdf

2012 DC Court Opinion.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r100.pdf
SD10 - plans2100r116_acs1519.pdf
SD10 Map Packet.pdf
Senate District 10 Facts.pdf

Importance: High

Dear House Colleagues,

In advance of House floor consideration on Senate Bill 4, I wanted to bring to your attention a
proposed redraw of Texas Senate District 10, which would reduce the district’s minority population by
8% (according to ACS estimates)—cleaving through minority neighborhoods to prevent minority
voters from uniting to elect their preferred candidates. The circles below show over 150,000
minorities, according to the 2020 census,  who are removed by the proposed plan and replaced with
Anglo residents from seven rural counties. This plan would achieve its aim: Tarrant County’s 1.2
million minorities—the majority of the county’s population—would lose the only senate district in
which they can unite to elect their preferred senator.
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The Supreme Court has warned that it is intentional racial discrimination to destroy an effective
crossover district like SD10, and federal courts blocked this precise effort to dismantle SD10’s minority
population in 2011, forcing the State to pay over $1 million in plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees.

Attached is a letter I sent to the Chair of the House Redistricting Committee and committee members
this past weekend, with accompanying attachments.

I bring this information to your attention on behalf of my constituents whose voices would be silenced
under the proposed redraw. Cracking apart minority voters and submerging them in districts featuring
Anglo bloc voting against minority-preferred candidates violates the Constitution and the Voting
Rights Act. This is unacceptable and a direct attack on the ability of my constituents to elect a
candidate of their choice.

 

Best,

Beverly Powell

Texas State Senator, District 10
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2010 Population and 2020 Projected Population
Numeric and Percent Change 2010 to 2020 by County

Texas Senate District 10, PLANS172

Population Change by Race/Ethnicity 2010 - 2020

All Races HispanicNH BlackNH WhitePopulation NH Asian NH Other
County 2010 2020 PercentNumericPercentNumericPercentNumericPercentNumericPercentNumericPercentNumeric

1,809,034 2,143,755 %18.50Tarrant 334,721 43,856 %4.68 88,325 %33.64 142,166 %29.44 43,297 %51.93 17,077 %39.69

Source: Texas Demographic Center, Vintage 2018 Population Projections, 2010-2015 Migration Scenario
Note: Population for all counties contained wholly or partially within Senate District.
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