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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

Case No. 1:24-cv-21983 

CUBANOS PA’LANTE, ENGAGE MIAMI INC., 
FIU ACLU CLUB, CINDY POLO, LUIS SORTO, 
MICHAEL RIVERO, ARLENE GOLDBERG,  
and GENESIS M. CASTILLA FALCON,  

 Plaintiffs, 
v. 
FLORIDA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES  
and CORD BYRD, in his official capacity as 
Florida Secretary of State, 
 Defendants. 

0ree-Judge Court Requested 

 / 
COMPLAINT 

Sis action challenges four congressional districts and seven State House districts in South 

Florida as racially gerrymandered in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. Sese seats form 

noncompact shapes, connect disparate neighborhoods, and divide established communities. In 

drawing these districts, the Florida Legislature subordinated traditional redistricting criteria and 

state constitutional requirements to race without narrowly tailoring the district lines to advance a 

compelling government interest. Sis racial gerrymandering unconstitutionally abridges Plaintiffs’ 

rights to the equal protection of the laws. Plaintiffs bring suit to vindicate those rights, and allege: 

INTRODUCTION 

1. While “[r]edistricting legislatures will . . . almost always be aware of racial 

demographics,” Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 916 (1995), and are often required to look at race 

in drawing maps, the Fourteenth Amendment prohibits the unnecessary centering of race in 

redistricting decisions. Map-drawing in which race predominates, subordinating traditional, race-

neutral redistricting considerations to racial decision-making, is presumptively invalid under the 

Equal Protection Clause. Sis type of excessively race-based line drawing is constitutional only 

where it satisfies strict scrutiny—where it is narrowly tailored to advance a compelling government 

interest. Se Legislature fell far short of this exacting standard when it redrew congressional and 

State House districts in South Florida in 2022. 

2. On February 3, 2022, the Legislature passed Senate Joint Resolution 100 (“SJR 

100”), adopting Plan H000H8013 (“Plan 8013” or the “Enacted House Plan”) to redraw the 120 
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districts for the Florida State House of Representatives. 

3. On April 21, 2022, the Legislature passed Senate Bill 2-C (“SB 2-C”), adopting 

Plan P000C0109 (“Plan 109” or the “Enacted Congressional Plan”) to redraw Florida’s 

congressional districts. Governor DeSantis signed SB 2-C into law the following day. 

4. Plaintiffs—five individual residents of South and Southwest Florida and three 

community membership organizations—challenge Congressional Districts (“CDs”) 19, 26, 27, 

and 28 (the “Challenged Congressional Districts”); and House Districts (“HDs”) 112, 113, 114, 

115, 116, 118, and 119 (the “Challenged House Districts”) (collectively, the “Challenged 

Districts”) as racially gerrymandered in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

5. In developing the Challenged Districts, the Legislature elevated race above all other 

considerations. Se Challenged Districts feature tell-tale signs of racial predominance in the ways 

in which they deviate from traditional redistricting criteria: transgressing major geographic 

boundaries like the Everglades, unnecessarily splitting political subdivisions like the City of Miami 

and Collier County, and forming noncompact shapes. 

6. Figure 1 below depicts the Challenged Congressional Districts and nearby area. 

 
Fig. 1. 5e Challenged Congressional Districts and surrounding area. 
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7. Figure 2 below depicts the Challenged House Districts and surrounding area. 

 
Fig. 2. 5e Challenged House Districts and surrounding area. 
 

8. Legislators and their staff did not hide the fact that race predominated above other 

considerations when they drew the Challenged Districts. In fact, they admitted it. According to 

House Redistricting Committee Chair Rep. Tom Leek, the Legislature drew the Challenged 

Districts “based on race” because the Legislature understood those districts to be “protected.” 

9. For example, when Plan 109 was debated in the Florida House on April 20, 2022, 

Rep. Carlos Guillermo Smith asked Chair Leek, “Are these maps ‘race-neutral’ as the Governor 

has requested?” 

10. Chair Leek replied: “I believe the Governor used the term ‘race-neutral’ as a 

counterbalance to ‘predominantly based upon race.’ And the maps are both race-neutral in areas, 

and, you know, [] also based on race in the areas that are protected. So it’s not one or the other.” 

11. Rep. Smith followed up: “So what is the distinction between which areas of the 

state we’ve decided to have race-neutral and which areas of the state are not race-neutral?” 
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