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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT
OF LOUISIANA

DR. DOROTHY NAIRNE, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.
NANCY LANDRY, in her official capacity
as Secretary of State of Louisiana

Defendant.

Case No. 3:22-cv-00178
SDD-SDJ

10 June 2025

EXPERT REPORT OF DR. D. STEPHEN VOSS

I. INTRODUCTION

A. I am a political scientist who earned his Ph.D. in Government from
Harvard University in 2000, with a focus on political methodology
(i.e., quantitative analysis) during my qualifying exams.

B. My dissertation explored elections and voting behavior in the U.S.
South.! My most-cited publication, developed around the same time,
focused on race and voting behavior in Louisiana,? as did my most
downloaded paper on ResearchGate.? I have published scholarly work
in that area occasionally since then, including this year.*

C. My academic focus on Louisiana grew out of my background: I am a
Louisiana native, born in New Orleans. I grew up in Jefferson Parish,
attended high school in Natchitoches, and earned two degrees from
LSU in Baton Rouge. Before departing for graduate school, I spent
my last three years as a Louisiana resident interning in the Louisiana
statehouse, twice as a political reporter for Gannett News (primarily
serving Shreveport and Monroe), and once as a State Senate aide (for
a Democrat based in northwest Louisiana). My time as a political
journalist in Louisiana mostly focused on the legislative sessions,
but also included covering local government & legislative elections.
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D. After grad school, I was hired for a Methods position at the
University of Kentucky’s Department of Political Science, where |
currently serve as a senior professor of associate rank. I fill two
departmental administrative posts: Internship Director and Publicity
Coordinator. I am one of the three social scientists on our College’s
Educational Policy Committee, and one of my College’s two
representatives on the Faculty Senate.

E. I have served as president of the Kentucky Political Science
Association and I co-founded that association’s journal. In the past, |
twice served as a section head for the Southern Political Science
Association when it met in New Orleans, as well as a member of their
award committee for the best book on Southern Politics.

F. My primary Ph.D. advisor was Gary King, originator of commonly
used methods and software for conducting ecological inference. I was
on the ground floor when King wrote the 1997 book that introduced
his method, as illustrated by the use of my Louisiana data in his
book’s opening analysis,’ and I authored a chapter in King’s follow-
up edited volume.® I employed King’s EI software throughout my
previously cited dissertation, and I have published work using EI in
invited,’” peer-reviewed,® and trade articles.” Another of my
dissertation advisors was Bradley Palmquist, also a specialist in
ecological inference with whom I wrote a pair of conference papers
teaching others how to apply the methodology.

G. I am interviewed frequently by state, national, and international news
organizations as a non-partisan commentator. | currently have
recurring roles as analyst for Spectrum One News & WVLK. I’ve also
served as advisor for student groups across the political spectrum —
including, currently, the College Democrats & College Republicans.

H. Although I do not pursue consulting work, I have served as a
consultant and expert witness in a handful of redistricting and
voting-rights cases, starting with an Indianapolis case early in my
career and most recently a Florida case, both requiring ecological
inference. I was a consultant and expert witness in Callais v. Landry,
a redistricting case concerning Louisiana’s congressional districts.
I’ve also been admitted as a quantitative-analysis expert in cases
unconnected to elections and voting, and I have been hired as a data
scientist by public & private entities.

I. Attached to this expert report is the CV summarized here.

Voss Nairne Report Page |2
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II. ASSIGNMENT & SCOPE OF WORK

A. Counsel retained me to expand on the ecological inferences presented
by Dr. Lisa Handley in two specific and focused ways:

1. To determine how racial voting patterns differ, compared to the
cases she employed, in elections featuring Democrats who were
not African American, and

2. To determine how racial voting patterns differ, compared to
Handley’s analysis, when it comes to off-year elections, when
state-legislative seats in Louisiana actually are being contested.

B. Secondarily, I was invited to evaluate the use of ecological inference
by Dr. Lisa Handley in her multiple reports so that I could determine
whether she used best scientific practices, so that I could evaluate any
possible consequences of Dr. Handley deviating from best practices,
and so that I could determine whether she discussed or presented
ecological inferences in a way likely to mislead or confuse laypeople.

C. To perform this work, I was provided not only Dr. Handley’s reports,
but also the data she submitted in discovery. Note that, while I'm
sometimes using the same basic methods of ecological inference as
Handley, implemented in part through the same software as Handley,
I was not provided Dr. Handley’s computer code that showed her
own work. Thus, I did need to make independent judgments regarding
the best way to conduct ecological inferences for this case.

D. Conventionally, an academic paper spends significant space at the
front end explaining and justifying all of the data and methods
decisions that went into the analysis. For this report, as a service to lay
readers, | will emphasize the substantive explanations for what I am
doing, and offer a substantive interpretation of what I’ve found. I try
to offer the details a reader needs to understand what I estimate, but
shuffle most technical details into footnotes, endnotes, and
parenthetical statement. Also, rather than go for bulk as other analysts
do — throwing lots of quickie analyses at readers, whether in list or
summary form — I will offer illustrative & concrete comparisons.
Proper scientific work doesn’t simply report results; it also evaluates
the quality of the output in a transparent way, which I will try to do.

E. At the time of this writing, no agreement has been reached regarding
my compensation for this work. I perform it trusting that I will be
fairly compensated, having worked with the law firm previously.

Voss Nairne Report Page |3
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III. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A. Counsel hypothesized that support for White Democrats, when
estimated by race, would not look dramatically different from the
voting patterns observed when Democrats nominated Black
candidates. Although it’s a legal, not a statistical, question whether
differences are substantively significant, this report supports that
expectation. Polarization is driven more by party, not candidate race.

B. Counsel also asked me to test the hypothesis that, by using data from
presidential and congressional contests to estimate voting patterns, Dr.
Handley was skewing what would be expected from legislative
districts in Louisiana, a state that holds legislative elections in off
years. My report also supports that expectation. Louisiana’s electorate
in off-year contests looks and behaves differently than what we see
from races determining the state’s national representation.

C. Dr. Handley’s implementation of ecological inference departs from
best practices in multiple ways, with implications for the stability and
reliability of her estimates. In conducting my own ecological
inferences for this report, I correct some of those shortfalls, and show
that they can indeed make a difference in the estimation of racial voter
polarization, although I cannot claim the differences are great enough
that they would have altered Handley’s interpretations.

IV. THE VOTE FOR WHITE DEMOCRATS

A. The request that I analyze support for White Democrats comes from
counsel. Nonetheless, I am sympathetic to the hypothesis that a
candidate’s race does not matter as much as might be supposed and
that polarization can arise for reasons other than candidate race.'”

1. Voters may use race as a shortcut to guess at a
candidate’s ideology,!! but in the sort of high-profile
national or statewide race typically used for redistricting
analysis, most voters possess enough information about
the candidates that they do not need sloppy shortcuts.

2. To the extent voters specifically care about racial
issues, they will understand the Democratic Party to be
the party that embraces more-liberal racial policies,
regardless of the identity of the candidate. Political
parties have subsumed racial divisions.'?

Voss Nairne Report Page |4
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B. Dr. Handley omits from her analysis most contests featuring White
Democrats.” She argues that analysis of contests with White Democrats
is considered by the courts to be less “probative” (see, for example,
footnote 9 in her report submitted on 30 June 2023). That is a legal
judgment, not a scientific one, so I cannot speak to it. Still, her
expectation seems to be that Black Democrats will perform worse
than White Democrats, other things equal, writing in that footnote, ““it
is not sufficient for minority voters to be able to elect their candidates
of choice only if these candidates are white.” If she’s right, and if the
goal is either (1) to estimate typical racial voter polarization or (2) to
determine the ability of African Americans to elect their candidate of
choice, then censoring out elections with White Democrats is not
good science. It would bias conclusions. It would exclude cases with
the least racial polarization, biasing measures of racially polarized
voting upward, and it would remove successes for the Black candidate
of choice, making Black voters seem more shut out of the political
system than they actually are. It’s true that Black voters at times might
face a choice between voting sincerely for a Black candidate likely to
lose or, instead, voting strategically for an acceptable White candidate
likely to win — but in a two-party system, voters of all races regularly
face the dilemma of whether to vote sincerely or strategically.!

C. Candidate race can matter in two ways. It could cause group support
for a party’s candidate to vary over time, rising and falling depending
on the race of the nominee for a given office. Or it could cause group
support for the party’s candidates to vary by race on a single ballot,
with statewide candidates performing better or worse depending on
their race.” To test counsel’s hypothesis, therefore, I will need to set
up both sorts of comparison, beginning with the latter example: when
candidates of difference races run at the same time.*

* She argues that having Kamala Harris as Biden’s running mate justifies including the 2020 presidential election
results, and therefore makes an exception for him. Given Biden’s relative popularity with African Americans in the
South — Black voters in South Carolina revived his flagging nomination bid, after which Black voters on Super
Tuesday basically cemented his rehabilitation — that contest does not counteract the thrust of Handley’s analysis.

T One complication usually ignored in research for litigation is that the candidate at the top of the ticket likely
influences what happens to candidates lower down the ticket. If the race of the candidate at the top of the ticket
actually matters, then that could influence who shows up to vote, with down-ballot effects.

1 ignore a third possibility, due to the interest of time: Candidate race at the top of the ticket could influence voter
turnout, thereby impacting the performance of their party’s nominees down the ballot regardless of their race. Note,
though, that this insight complicates Dr. Handley’s analytical approach. Multiple elections held in the same year are
not independent of each other, because it’s the same voters being drawn in or repelled by the same headliner. An
analysis giving elections equal weight, ignoring that some of them overlapped on the same date, will contain error.

Voss Nairne Report Page |5
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D. Comparing two canididates on the same ballot is only going to capture
when voters actively split their ticket, supporting one Democrat while
not supporting the other. It ignores that the identity of the lead
candidate on the ballot could influence how voters behave across all
contests, shaping whether they show up to vote or how they’re
thinking about the stakes of the election. In technical terms, what I’'m
saying is that analysts (including Dr. Handley with her “Effectiveness
Score”) shouldn’t assume “independence” among simultaneous
elections. Having contests influence each other is one way that
political party could matter more than candidate identity.

E. Like Dr. Handley, I employ ecological inference to evaluate racially
polarized voting.'* I focus here first on the 2019 Louisiana statewide
runoffs. That election has the benefit of including both a White
Democrat (Jon Bel Edwards) running for governor and a Black
Democrat (Gwen Collins-Greenup) running for Secretary of State
(SoS). Contests for state office usually polarize less by party than
those for president or Congress, so it’s a more-cautious test of
counsel’s hypothesis that if I focused on presidential or Senate races.

F. T’ll begin by presenting Iterated EI results for the SoS contest. Whites
clearly oppose Collins-Greenup, while Black and “Other” voters
strongly support her (see Table 1). Statewide, I estimate that she
receives a mere 13.5% of the White vote, while garnering 96% of the
Black vote and three-quarters of the support from everyone else.

G. T also looked at the level of polarized voting broken up by the counties
Dr. Handley uses to define geographic clusters. I do this in protest, in
the interest of time. Allowing the analyst to focus on arbitrarily
defined geographical areas opens up the possibility of manipulating
results by cherry picking — which is why I usually argue either for
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (when working in an urban context) or
historically meaningful regions (when working with rural/small-town
counties).” Results are fairly consistent across the state, however.
Breaking that support up by Dr. Handley’s “cluster” counties, the
estimated Black support for Collins-Greenup does not appear to vary

* Although her report presents three Senate clusters and five House clusters, one of the Senate clusters and one of the
House clusters unite the same two counties, so I only have seven rows in the table.

Voss Nairne Report Page |6
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Table 1 - Racially Polarized Voting in 2019 Statewide Runoffs

AGGREGATION Gov ClI Sec of State ClI Gov vs. SoS
Statewide
Black 98.5% 0.9846, 0.9861 96.0% 0.9584,0.9616 2.5%
White 27.3% 0.2719, 0.2734 13.5% 0.1346, 0.1362 13.7%
Other 89.7% 0.8860, 0.9076 75.4% 0.7214, 0.7788 14.2%
Racial Gap 71.3% 82.5% -11.2%
Senate Cluster 1 & House Cluster 3 (Bossier & Caddo)
Black 98.5% 0.9826, 0.9877 96.5%  0.9596, 0.9693 2.0%
White 18.2% 0.1793, 0.1845 9.7% 0.0943,0.1014 8.5%
Other  89.8% 0.8762, 0.9169 75.6% 0.7200, 0.8057 14.2%
Racial Gap 80.3% 86.8% -6.5%
Senate Cluster 2 (Jefferson & St. Charles)
Black 98.4% 0.9817, 0.9861 96.6% 0.9615, 0.9714 1.8%
White 36.3% 0.3610, 0.3651 16.7%  0.1644, 0.1691 19.6%
Other  89.9% 0.8817, 0.9125 75.8% 0.7168, 0.8017 14.0%
Racial Gap 62.1% 79.9% -17.8%
Senate Cluster 3 (EBR, WBR, Iberville, Pointe Coupee)
Black 98.7% 0.9854, 0.9889 96.3% 0.9597, 0.9666 2.5%
White 34.3% 0.3409, 0.3460 16.2% 0.1583, 0.1663 18.1%
Other  89.9% 0.8802, 0.9174 75.6% 0.7134, 0.8089 14.3%
Racial Gap 64.4% 80.1% -15.7%
House Cluster 1 (DeSoto, Natchitoches, Red River)
Black 98.4% 0.9801, 0.9875 95.9% 0.9526, 0.9672 2.5%
White 19.8% 0.1948, 0.2030 10.7%  0.1024, 0.1124 9.1%
Other  89.6% 0.8642, 0.9303 75.4% 0.6766, 0.8221 14.3%
Racial Gap 78.6% 85.2% -6.6%
House Cluster 2 (Calcasieu)
Black 98.6% 0.9825, 0.9888 96.0%  0.9520, 0.9651 2.6%
White 27.4% 0.2719, 0.2768 12.2% 0.1185,0.1246 15.2%
Other  89.6% 0.8720, 0.9167 75.3% 0.6957,0.8097 14.4%
Racial Gap 71.2% 83.8% -12.7%
House Cluster 4 (Ascension, Iberville)
Black 98.4% 0.9799, 0.9871 95.3%  0.9433,0.9620 3.1%
White 27.4% 0.2713, 0.2790 10.8% 0.1036, 0.1145 16.6%
Other  89.8% 0.8596, 0.9318 75.4% 0.6920, 0.8328 14.4%
Racial Gap 71.0% 84.5% -13.5%
House Cluster 5 (EBR, E. Feliciana)
Black 98.7% 0.9853,0.9895 96.5% 0.9611, 0.9685 2.2%
White 34.6% 0.3432, 0.3486 17.0% 0.1664, 0.1743 17.6%
Other  89.9% 0.8794, 0.9180 75.5% 0.7046, 0.8013 14.3%
Racial Gap 64.1% 79.5% -15.4%

much from place to place, always hovering around 96%. The White
support varies a bit more, ranging from 9.7% in the Shreveport area

Voss Nairne Report Page |7
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(Senate Cluster 1) to 17% in the combination of East Baton Rouge
and East Feliciana parishes (House Cluster 5), but nowhere do I
estimate that they ever come close to supporting her.” White and Black
voters were polarized statewide in the 2019 Secretary of State race.’

H. The level of polarization does decline when we move to Democratic
incumbent Gov. Jon Bel Edwards, but it remains powerful. Statewide,
he received barely more than a quarter of the White vote. His
improvement did not result from unique popularity among White
voters, however. His estimated support among Other voters jumped
by about the same amount, and while Black support for Democrats
already bumping up against a ceiling, Edwards even seems to have
improved among Black voters. We cannot say how much the Edwards
bump resulted from his race, his incumbency, or his ideology — but
even after the narrowing of racial polarization, it’s clear that a better-
established, moderate White Democrat did not cause polarization to
dissipate. Two additional insights are critical to notice:

1. The racial gap in voter support across parties was
much wider than the difference that appeared depending
on race of candidate, and

2. The polarization by party, rather than by race of
candidate, is great enough that Black voters are on the
opposite side from White voters in every one of Dr.
Handley’s clusters.

[. Iterative EI comes with both a benefit and a flaw. The flaw is that it
estimates the voting behavior of each racial/ethnic group separately
and then blends them in a way that can retain estimation error. The
benefit is that if the EI estimates are being skewed by faulty
estimation assumptions, then it doesn’t hide the error by forcing
results to be mathematically possible. It can return impossible results.
Specifically, the vote across candidates need not sum to 100%, either
losing voters (with a number notably smaller than that) or clearly
overcounting them (with a number larger than 100%). Rather than

" The Other vote also seems consistent, but the confidence interval on those estimates is large, warning me that I lack
information to estimate their vote well — which means that EI’s best guess is still rough, and will be applied almost
everywhere.

T The voting behavior of “Other” voters also seems not to vary much, but I place less stock in that consistency. EI
assumes that a group votes the same way everywhere, aside from when the precinct results clearly indicate
otherwise — and while precincts are racially segregated enough that they contain extensive information about White
and Black voting, it’s rare for the Other population in a precinct to be large enough that we know much about them.

Voss Nairne Report Page |8



Case 3:22-cv-00178-SDD-SDJ Document 332-1  06/13/25 Page 9 of 27

FIGURE 1 — Comparing White and Black Democratic Candidates

Racially Polarized Voting Analysis Results
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rely on a table to check for this problem, let’s move to a graph of the
reported results, which has the added benefit of giving readers a more-
accessible way to see the statewide differences by candidate (see
Figure 1). Summing across each group, one can see that support levels
sum to approximately 100% every time. One potential warning sign
fails to appear.

J. Next, I ran the same analysis, with the same comparisons, using a
different version of EI, the “RxC” version. It estimates the voting

Voss Nairne Report Page |9
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FIGURE 2 — Comparison Results with Newer Approach to Ecological Inference

Racially Polarized Voting Analysis Results
RxC Estimates

Propn_white Propn_other Propn_black

Rispone| ‘73.4 #” 0.7

20 40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
% Vote for Candidate

2019 Governor

Edwards

Racially Polarized Voting Analysis Results
RxC Estimates

Propn_white : Propn_other Propn_black

Collins-Greenup ‘ _H ﬁ
2019 Sec of State
87 #{95 + 9

[¢ 20 40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
% Vote for Candidate

Ardoin

behavior of the three groups — Whites, Blacks, and Others — at the
same time. Comparing the results from this analysis with the Iterated
EI results also should increase confidence in what I’'m doing here. EI
is a method of simulation. Iterated and RxC versions build from the
same core logic, so their simulations can produce fairly similar results
— but they may not. One sign of a well-designed simulation is that
results will be stable across somewhat different approaches to the
same simulation, whereas a poorly designed simulation may churn out
significantly different results after even slight changes to the
approach.'®> That the RxC estimates are so similar to the Iterative EI
estimates for White and Black voters means that what I’'m estimating
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isn’t an accident of the specific setup. This second pass at comparing
the SoS and gubernatorial races confirms what I found before: Voting
is highly polarized by race even when the contest features a White
Democrat, with party dividing Louisianans more than candidate race.

K. Trying to estimate Other voters on their own is causing a bit of
instability in the estimation for White and Black voters. It’s not
horrible, given how small that population is; getting such a small
group wrong may not be throwing off the White and Black estimates
much. Nonetheless, the original EI — possibly what Dr. Handley is
calling “2 x 2” EI, although not having been shown her work, I cannot
say — allowed an analyst to refine estimation in one other way. My
applications of EI so far have been “naive” in the sense that they
assume the three racial/ethnic categories each vote more or less the
same way everywhere, with just random variation from place to place.”
That might satisfy a court, but it’s not the best way to perform
ecological inferences.!® Indeed, I don’t think any of my peer-reviewed
publications using ecological inference stopped with the naive model,
and I’ve recently published a piece that specifically illustrates how it’s
necessary to go beyond the naive model — and to alter it differently
depending on the year or contest — to improve the estimation of racial
voting patterns in Louisiana.!”

L. Unfortunately, it seems as though best practices in ecological
inference fell by the wayside when members of the consulting
industry wanted to start performing ecological inferences in bulk
rather than tailoring each analysis to suit the data and context of each
election. Still, the basic EI package created by Gary King and his
colleagues allows me to differentiate White and Other voters in a
different way than just shuffling Other voters into a third, residual
category. Instead of assuming that groups vote the same way
everywhere — diagnostics from the naive analysis indicate to me that
they clearly do not — I can explicitly allow those estimates to shift
from place to place.” That is, I can combine non-Black voters into a
single group, then incorporate information about how that group
differs depending on the context.'® (That is, I can introduce

" This assumption may not be as problematic as it sounds, because EI also requires the estimate for each precinct to

be mathematically possible. If the pattern across precincts is sufficiently informative — which the racial segregation

in Louisiana ensures — then in practice the analyst can be very far from assuming groups are homogeneous.

T The regression for aggregation bias shows a strong pattern with non-Black voters and a weaker but still significant
one with Black voters.
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covariates.) This approach should improve on what I’ve offered so far
in multiple ways. First, leaving Other voters in a third category,
and then ignoring them by focusing on the polarization between
Black voters and White voters only, exaggerates the level of
polarized voting because other ethnic groups usually fall between
White and Black voters (as we’ve seen for 2019). The more of those
present in a locale, the less polarization against Black voters actually
would be — something the simple White-Black divide obscures. We
ought to remove that bias. At the same time, this covariate approach
allows me to capture some of the regional differences among White
voters, rather than assuming they’re the same everywhere.

M. What will these covariates be? First, [ will encourage my EI
estimation to adjust the estimate of non-Black support for the
Democratic candidate to vary depending on the share of those voters
who registered with the Democratic Party. It’s absurd to estimate
White support for the Democrat naively when the analyst has
available a clear, if imperfect, signal from the voters as to how much
they like Democrats. Second, because Black voters tend to be more
likely to support Republican candidates when they live in mixed-race
areas than when they live in overwhelmingly Black communities — or,
at least, that was true before 2024 — I allow the Black support rate to
depend on the density of the Black community in their precinct.

N. With both the gubernatorial election and the secretary of state contest,
considering how context might help predict the voting of Black and
non-Black voters makes substantial differences from place to place.
The difference is smaller for the gubernatorial contest, although still
great enough to show up even in the statewide results. (See Table 2,
which first presents results using only the party-registration covariate
for non-Blacks, then presents results using both covariates.) The result
is weaker with Edwards, the gubernatorial candidate: His estimated
Black support erodes a bit, allowing slightly higher support among
everyone else. So does this correction increase the effect of candidate
race? No, because the correction matters more when it comes to
support for Collins-Greenup. The gap in behavior corresponding to
candidate race shrinks to about 10%, rather than around 13%.

O. That downward adjustment for Collins-Greenup among African-
American voters might seem questionable to a reader who knows that
she was a Black candidate. Even I admit that, given more time to
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Table 2 - The Statewide Effect of Including Covariates in 2019

NAIVE 2x2 MODEL
Estimates of Support for: Edwards Collins-Greenup
Blacks 98.6% 96.0%
Non-Blacks 30.7% 17.2%

NON-BLACK PARTISANSHIP 2x2 MODEL

Estimates of Support for: Edwards Collins-Greenup
Blacks 98.3% 95.5%
Non-Blacks 30.8% 17.4%
CONTEXTUAL 2x2 MODEL
Estimates of Support for: Edwards Collins-Greenup
Blacks 97.8% 88.5%
Non-Blacks 31.1% 20.6%

conduct a proper analysis, I suspect it would soften. But consider that
the distribution of votes across precincts indicates that no less than
15.8% of the non-Black electorate mathematically must have voted
for her. (That is the “aggregate lower bound.”) This new estimate is
less than five percentage points higher than the absolute minimum
possible level of support she received from them. Showing the
alteration in two steps makes clear that the bigger shift is caused not
by letting non-Black support vary from place to place, but instead by
explicitly allowing the Black vote for Democrat Collins-Greenup to
drop in mixed-race places, as past research suggests that it likely
would.!” So while my correction might have gone too far, I still
believe that it is giving a clear warning about the naive approach that
redistricting consultants apparently use: Forcing Black voters in
mixed-race areas to look like Black voters in highly Black areas
inflates the level of apparent racial polarization. More likely, as my
covariate correction indicates, African Americans who’ve decided to
live in mixed-race areas are less homogeneous in their politics than
the naive model assumes, while other voters who live in heavily Black
areas likely are more supportive of Democrats than naive models give
them credit for.

P. Ifusing the more-elaborate EI model has succeeded in improving the
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FIGURE 3 — Confirming Polarization across Candidate Race in 2015
Racially Polarized Voting Analysis Results

EI Iterative Estimates
Propn_white Propn_other Propn_black

20

40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100
% Vote for Candidate

2015 Governor

Racially Polarized Voting Analysis Results

EI Iterative Estimates
Propn_white Propn_other Propn_black

80 #—{244 +.6
Holden 420 ﬁ—{m ﬁ%ﬁt

0 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100 20 40 60 80 100
% Vote for Candidate

Nungesser| I

2015 LtGov

estimation of racially polarized voting, then the case for polarization
driven by party/ideology, rather than by candidate race, becomes
even stronger. It also would have implications for any attempt like
Dr. Handley’s to conduct or project ecological inferences within
smaller areal units, such as state legislative districts or district clusters.
If the statewide numbers are off, then localized numbers have the
potential to be even more flawed.

Q. Recognizing that consultants rarely use the covariate version of EI —
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and that judges usually feel more comfortable with a commonly used
(if flawed) approach — I will switch back to the naive version for now.
I’ll go back in time with it first, then forward in time. The backward
movement takes us to 2015, the year Edwards first won his position.
That year, he also had an African-American politician running
statewide on the same ballot: Kip Holden, the Democratic nominee
for Lieutenant Governor. In that race, as in 2019, it’s impossible to
disentangle the effect of race and ideology — but the results are
roughly the same (see Figure 3). Edwards performs notably better
than Holden, yet polarization remains quite strong despite the
candidacy of a White Democrat. That’s true across the clusters (table
not shown). The racial/ethnic vote sums close to 100%, and the two
approaches to EI give similar results (graphs not shown).

R. Should Black voters and non-Black voters have been supporting the
same candidate, the next step in my analysis might have been to turn
to the “jungle primary” elections that took place before these runoffs,
to see if perhaps the Black candidate of choice were being foiled
earlier in the process. Racially polarized voting is sufficient in the
runoff elections, however, that there seems no point in dealing with
their prequels. Instead, I turn to the other way to judge the effect of
race: looking at the same office at different time periods, to see how
much polarization changes according to candidate race for the same
job. Doing so requires us to go back to the future, and look at a third
gubernatorial election, the one from 2023. Republican Jeff Landry ran
against an African-American Democrat, Shawn Wilson (see Table 3).

S. That 2023 election results do indeed show racial polarization, and
greater polarization than with Edwards on the ballot — although, as

Table 3 - Gubernatorial Elections over Time

2015
Estimates of Support for: Black Non-Black Diff
Edwards (2015) 98.9% 40.2% 58.7%
Edwards (2019) 98.6% 30.7% 67.9%
Wilson (2023) 87.3% 12.3% 75.0%

NOTE: All three estimates come from the naive EI model.
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FIGURE 4 — A Residual Party Difference between Two Republicans
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always, it’s impossible to disentangle ideology (e.g., abortion
attitudes) from race. Still, the shift between the two Edwards elections
(both offering a White Democrat) is greater than the shift between the
White Democrat and the Black Democrat. Racially polarized voting
has been on the rise, as Louisiana voters (and especially as Louisiana
White voters) increasingly reject the Democratic Party, and it started
before the Democrats offered a Black gubernatorial candidate. I don’t
see how an analyst would attribute that pattern to candidate race under
the circumstances.

T. TI’ll end with one last, illustrative election. The 2015 runoff election
featured a third , but this one is more interesting when it comes to
separating the effect of race from the effect of party on polarization
levels. The runoft for attorney general featured two White
Republicans, incumbent Billy Caldwell against challenger (and future
governor) Jeff Landry. Caldwell switched parties while in office,
however, allowing for the possibility that the effect of party/ideology
is so strong that it can linger. That’s indeed what happens (see Figure
4). African-American voters do not appear to have been quite as
cohesive in the 2015 attorney general race, because partisan cues no
longer appeared on the ballot. But White voters and Black voters did
tilt in opposite directions, despite both candidates sharing the same
race — with Black voters preferring the former Democrat.
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Table 4 - Voters Polarize Racially over

White Former Democrat

AGGREGATION  Support for Caldwell
Statewide Confidence Interval
Black 59.4% 59.1% 59.7%
White 36.7% 36.6% 36.8%
Other 36.1% 30.1% 41.2%
Racial Gap 22.7%
Senate Cluster 1 & House Cluster 3 (Bossier & Caddo)
Black 60.3% 59.6% 61.0%
White 33.4% 32.9% 33.7%
Other 36.2% 31.0% 44.4%
Racial Gap 26.9%
Senate Cluster 2 (Jefferson & St. Charles)
Black 52.5% 51.8% 53.4%
White 35.6% 35.3% 35.8%
Other 36.5% 28.3% 42.6%

Racial Gap 16.9%

Senate Cluster 3 (EBR, WBR, Iberville, Pointe Coupee)

Black 64.3%
White 45.3%
Other 33.1%

63.8% 65.0%
44.8% 45.7%
25.0% 38.9%

Racial Gap 19.0%

House Cluster 1 (DeSoto, Natchitoches, Red River)

Black 65.8% 64.6% 67.0%
White 40.0% 38.9% 40.4%
Other 35.1% 25.3% 44.2%
Racial Gap 25.8%
House Cluster 2 (Calcasieu)
Black 49.3% 48.1% 50.2%
White 32.6% 32.2% 32.9%
Other 38.1% 29.6% 45.7%

Racial Gap 16.7%

House Cluster 4 (Ascension, Iberville)

Black 63.2% 62.0% 64.5%
White 42.1% 41.4% 42.9%
Other 35.3% 24.0% 44.1%
Racial Gap 21.1%
House Cluster 5 (EBR, E. Feliciana)
Black 64.8% 64.1% 65.5%
White 45.4% 44.9% 45.9%
Other 33.2% 24.7% 39.5%

Racial Gap 19.4%
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U. Because this contest is so different from the previous races analyzed,
it might be helpful to look at the results once again broken down
regionally (see Table 4). The more-limited polarization shows up
across almost every one of Dr. Handley’s clusters (see Table 4).
Racially polarized voting clearly appears in all but one instance,
which is the analysis of House Cluster 2. That cluster may stand out
because challenger Landry comes from the southwest region of
Louisiana, the location of Calcasieu Parish, and briefly represented it
in Congress.

V. In sum, it is generally true that Louisiana White voters and Louisiana
Black voters line up on opposite sides of the political divide. Dr.
Handley’s exclusive focus on contests with Black candidates might
lead a layperson to conclude that racially polarized voting primarily
reflects a reaction among voters to the race of Black Democrats.
Insofar as such a conclusion diminishes the significance of political
party (and/or ideological differences or resource differences that
overlap with party), it would be faulty. Much of the polarization
appears even in elections for statewide office, which typically are less
partisan than elections for national office, including in elections when
both candidates shared the same racial identity. Racially polarized
voting even appeared in one contest when both race and party were
the same, with only candidate background (with one being a former
Democrat) and arguably candidate ideology separating them. I am not
qualified to say what the legal implications might be of this feature of
Louisiana voting, but counsel asked me to test the hypothesis that
RPV responds more to party than to candidate race, and I find that
hypothesis to be confirmed in contemporary Louisiana.
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V.  THE VOTE IN OFF-YEAR ELECTIONS

A.

Voss

Counsel asked me to test the hypothesis that, by using data from presidential
and congressional contests to estimate voting patterns, Dr. Handley might be
skewing what would be expected from legislative districts in Louisiana, a
state that holds legislative elections in off years. This second hypothesis also
seemed to possess face validity: Turnout tends to differ significantly
between years with presidential elections and years without them.

Louisiana collects voter turnout by race, so the easiest place to start is by
looking at demographic differences between on-year and off-year elections.
Louisiana’s complicated electoral structure makes such observations more
complicated than usual. Elections regularly take place in October,
November, and December. State elections take place in odd-numbered years.
Still, looking at turnout by race/ethnicity across contests, patterns emerge in
the contemporary data (see Table 5).

The first clear pattern is that Louisiana’s African-American voters have not
been particularly mobilized by federal elections. Since 2012, when Black
turnout was especially high for Barrack Obama’s reelection effort,
participation has consistently declined in November of presidential-election
years. This pattern was not at all reversed by the 2024 presidential election,
despite the presence of Kamala Harris at the top of the ticket. Indeed, the
gap in turnout between White voters and Black voters was never so large
since Obama’s last hurrah. Once again, candidate race holds less power than
usually supposed. Nor does White voter turnout explain this growing gap,
given that it does not change much from 2016 to 2020 to 2024. Presidential
turnout underestimates Black voting strength in Louisiana for the simple
reason that Black voters have been sitting those contests out, relatively
speaking.

. What African Americans do not sit out are runoff elections in December.

Black turnout was relatively strong in December of 2015 and 2019, despite a
moderate White Democrat topping the ticket. That mobilization would only
be strengthened by the tendency of Other voters to sit those contests out.
African Americans represent a greater share of the electorate during
statewide runoff elections. Candidate race should not explain these patterns.
Relative Black strength slips in 2023, despite an unresolved Secretary of
State election with an African-American woman carrying the Democratic
barrier. Notably, Black voters also sat out the October jungle primary,
despite an African-American male at the top of the ticket, helping lead to his
landslide loss. Should it help, these data are summarized in graphical form
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TABLE 5 - Turnout Varies by Race/Ethnicity over Time
Total Turnout Racial Gap

YEAR |TOTAL WHITE BLACK OTHER| White - Black | White - Other
2012 Nov| 6793 6936 67.19 52.86 2.2 16.5
2012Dec | 1574 17.93 1272 7.45 52 10.5
20130ct | 1322 1596  9.62  5.62 6.3 10.3
2013 Nov| 12.19  15.30 7.60 4.30 7.7 11.0
2014 Nov| 51.52 5479 47.33 3491 7.5 19.9
2014 Dec | 43.64 4550 4221 27.81 3.3 17.7
2015 Oct 39.20 4234 3522 2279 7.1 19.6
2015Nov| 40.19 41.92 3891 2507 3.0 16.9
2016 Nov| 67.79 7147 62.04 56.49 9.4 15.0
2016 Dec 29.46 3213 2574 18.46 6.4 13.7
2018 Nov| 50.78 53.65 46.88  38.82 6.8 14.8
2018 Dec 17.68  18.67 16.96 9.89 1.7 8.8
2019 Oct 4590 49.97 40.35 29.65 9.6 20.3
2019 Nov| 51.05 5275 5024 3524 2.5 17.5
2020 Nov| 70.14 7447 63.09 60.70 11.4 13.8
2020 Dec 16.99 17.22 17.79  10.03 -0.6 7.2
2021 1239 1224 1346  6.80 -1.2 5.4
2022 46.72 52.56  37.85 31.28 14.7 21.3
2023 Oct | 3631 41.57 28.84 19.94 12.7 21.6
2023 Nov| 23.09 2681 17.77 1175 9.0 15.1
2024 Nov| 66.35 72.07 5724 5442 14.8 17.7
2024 Dec| 1125 1193 10.84  6.53 1.1 5.4
NOTE: Data from the Louisiana Secretary of State’s Elections & Voting page.

Voss

as well (see Figure 3 at back of report).

Another feature of presidential-election years can downplay African-
American voting strength, which is that at least as far as party registration is
concerned, Louisiana’s Black voters are less cohesive in November on
presidential-election years than they are in other elections. Black
Republicans, independents, and third-party registrants turn out more heavily
during those high-profile contests than they do during the election years
when state offices are filled (see Table 6). Even if we look solely within the
African-American electorate, presidential elections have been bringing out a
notably different set of voters in partisan terms compared to other elections.
What we do not know, based solely on state voter registration/turnout data,
is whether those African-American voters also show less cohesion when it
comes to vote choice. They could be turning out to vote for the Democratic
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TABLE 6 - Alterations in the African-American Electorate over Time

Total Turnout

YEAR TOTAL  BLACK|Democrats Republicans  Independent or Other|Dem - GOP

2012 Nov 67.93 67.19 70.94 54.26 52.30 16.7
2012 Dec 15.74 12.72 14.53 8.26 5.07 6.3
2013 Oct 13.22 9.62 11.09 5.86 3.53 5.2
2013 Nov 12.19 7.60 8.81 4.58 2.69 4.2
2014 Nov 51.52 47.33 52.28 37.16 28.08 15.1
2014 Dec 43.64 42.21 47.05 30.31 23.72 16.7
2015 Oct 39.20 35.22 39.80 25.01 17.93 14.8
2015 Nov 40.19 38.91 43.89 27.24 20.25 16.7
2016 Nov 67.79 62.04 66.61 50.98 45.02 15.6
2016 Dec 29.46 25.74 29.58 15.99 11.44 13.6
2018 Nov 50.78 46.88 51.88 34.74 28.95 17.1
2018 Dec 17.68 16.96 19.63 10.58 7.39 9.1
2019 Oct 45.90 40.35 45.61 29.54 21.73 16.1
2019 Nov 51.05 50.24 55.57 37.56 31.65 18.0
2020 Nov 70.14 63.09 67.93 51.27 46.51 16.7
2020 Dec 16.99 17.79 20.74 10.93 7.61 9.8
2021 12.39 13.46 16.00 6.86 4.39 9.1
2022 46.72 37.85 42.95 27.86 20.78 15.1
2023 Oct 36.31 28.84 33.52 20.79 13.43 12.7
2023 Nov 23.09 17.77 20.88 12.20 7.59 8.7
2024 Nov 66.35 57.24 62.51 47.01 40.98 15.5
2024 Dec 11.25 10.84 12.85 6.32 4.76 6.5

Voss

presidential candidate, despite their decision not to register with the
Democratic Party. My final analysis returns to ecological inference to
address that question, bringing in presidential voting information for the first
time to compare the level of Black voter cohesion across contests.

Most of my analysis so far has been focused on earlier election years,
because Dr. Handley’s data for those contests was clean, which allowed me
to ensure that [ was using the exact same information she had available. For
this final analysis, I move to more-recent elections — because if my
conclusions mostly rely on elections from years ago, they risk being obsolete
as soon as | offer them. For that reason, my comparison between presidential
and gubernatorial results will look at 2020 and 2023. In making this
comparison between the last White presidential candidate and a Black
gubernatorial candidate, I reject the idea that having Kamala Harris as a
ticket mate made much difference, which fits with the elections literature.
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G.

H.

This time, I use data that I gathered myself, and I return to the superior
covariate-based EI estimation. The models were set up to predict GOP
support rather than Democratic support, so we expect the African-American
numbers to be lower, not higher.

Neither the presence of an elderly White candidate at the top of the 2020
presidential ticket, nor the appearance of more Black voters from outside the
Democratic Party, stopped Louisiana’s Black voters from cohering around
Joe Biden’s 2020 presidential candidacy. He performed worse in some
regions, it seems — more small-town and rural parishes — than in urban areas.
But his opponent, Donald Trump, only achieves an estimated 7.5% of the
Black vote in even his most competitive parish cluster. In each cluster,
Biden outperformed among Black voters the African-American candidate
who ran for governor in 2023. In the clusters around East Baton Rouge,
African-American support for Republicans especially seems to have jumped.
Once again, we see two things: That candidate race is not the driving force
that it sometimes is taken to be, and that the off-year electorate has not been
behaving in the same way as the electorate in years with federal elections.

VI. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A.

Voss

This report was not an open-ended response and reaction to Dr.
Handley’s multiple submissions in the litigation. Rather, counsel asked
me to test two specific hypotheses, the legal significance of which are
unknown to me. I did think, however, that both hypotheses were
consistent with the social science on race, ethnicity, and elections. The
first hypothesis was that “racially polarized voting” does not respond
to candidate race, even when i1solated to Democratic candidacies, but
instead grows out of different partisan preferences. The second is that
the electorate in off-year Louisiana elections differs notably from the
electorate in the federal elections that Dr. Handley used as part of her
Effectiveness Scores.

. I was not provided with any of Dr. Handley’s computer code, nor did

she describe her methodology clearly enough for me to replicate and
extend it. And while I was ostensibly provided her data, what I
received did not appear to include all of it, and some of the data were
corrupted. Specifically, some of her data’s precinct identifiers had
turned into dates, preventing an immediate way to link up different
portions of the analysis. For this reason, my team and I needed to write
our own computer code, carrying out the analysis in our own way, and
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Table 7 - Comparing Black Voter Cohesion in 2020 & 2023

Pres '20 Confidence Interval Gov '23 Confidence Interval
AGGREGATION Estimate Lower Higher Estimate Lower Higher Diff
Statewide 5.3% 5.1% 5.5% 12.7% 12.4% 13.1%| 7.5%
Senate Cluster 1 & House Cluster 3 (Bossier & Caddo) 4.4% 4.0% 52% 8.2% 71%  9.4%| 3.8%
Senate Cluster 2 (Jefferson & St. Charles) 4.8% 4.0% 5.5% 10.0% 8.6% 11.4%| 5.1%
Senate Cluster 3 (EBR, WBR, Iberville, Pointe Coupee) 4.6% 4.1% 5.1% 17.2% 16.5% 18.1%| 12.6%
House Cluster 1 (DeSoto, Natchitoches, Red River) 7.1% 5.8% 8.4% 15.4% 13.8% 17.2%| 8.3%
House Cluster 2 (Calcasieu) 4.4% 4.4% 5.2% 12.4% 11.4% 14.0%| 8.1%
House Cluster 4 (Ascension, Iberville) 7.5% 6.5% 8.6% 12.8% 11.0% 14.8%| 5.2%
House Cluster 5 (EBR, E. Feliciana) 4.3% 3.8% 4.9% 18.1% 17.1% 18.9%| 13.7%

NOTE: Ecological inferences were produced using base 2x2 EI, with covariates for both the Black vote (i.e., Black density) and for the non-Black
vote (i.e., registration as Democrats).

for recent times, we obtained and processed my own data from the
Louisiana governmental resources. Nonetheless, I hope this analysis
helps add clarity to the remedial proceedings for which it was intended.

C. Regarding the first hypothesis, racially polarized voting appears to be
more a function of distinct partisan (and perhaps ideological)
preferences rather than a function of candidate race. African-American
candidates across the board not only received less support from White
voters, they failed to energize African-American voters, sometimes
receiving significantly less support than White candidates on the same
ballot or who previously ran for the same office. I was not surprised by
this result, because I knew just from my knowledge of current events
that a bottom-up racial reaction from the electorate was not all that
held those candidates back. Top-down, elite-level differences in the
campaigns no doubt worked on the electorate to shape their behavior.

D. The second hypothesis posed that the electorate in even-numbered
years would differ in recognizable ways from the electorate in odd-
numbered years. Again, I find this supposition to be supported by
contemporary Louisiana voting behavior. African Americans have
been relatively unmotivated by presidential elections since 2012, and
of those who do vote, they were less likely to be registered Democrats.
Nonetheless, looking at the last presidential election with a White
candidate, and comparing it to the last gubernatorial election, it is clear
that White candidates do not erode Black voter cohesion and Black
candidates far from guarantee it — and also that the electorate in federal
elections may not do much to inform an analyst attempting to forecast
the behavior of voters in state-legislative elections.
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Certification

The opinions expressed above are sworn, under penalty of perjury, to be true and based on the
facts and criteria available to the expert witness as of the time of this report. This expert
reserves the right to supplement this report as new information becomes available or as
requested by the Plaintiffs.

Signed this 10™ day of June 2025.

2 52770&» Veaa

Dennis G. “Stephen” Voss, Jr.

Double Denny Consulting
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D. STEPHEN VOSS

ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR ®* DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Office Phone: (859) 257-4313 1639 Patterson Office Tower
Mobile Phone: (859) 333-0423 Lexington, KY 40506-0027
UK email: dsvoss@uky.edu

Personal email: doubledennyconsulting@gmail.com

EDUCATION

Ph.D., Harvard University: Government 1998-2000

Dissertation: “Familiarity Doesn’t Breed Contempt:
The Political Geography of Racial Polarization”

Committee: Gary King (chair), James Alt, Bradley Palmquist

A.M., Harvard University: Government 1990-1993; 1995-1998
Focus Field: Political Methodology (advisor: Gary King)

B.A., Louisiana State University: History, minor in Political Science 1986-1990

B.A.J., Louisiana State University: (Print) Journalism, minor in Sociology 1986-1990
Graduated: Summa Cum Laude

RESEARCH (ORC ID #0000-0001-6933-0268)

Peer-Reviewed Articles, Books, and Chapters

Morina, Dastid, Ridvan Peshkopia, and D. Stephen Vess. 2025. “You Can Go Your Own Way: How
Transit-Country Migration Attitudes Are Influenced by European Union Ideals.” Journal of International
Migration and Integration. Published online March 25. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12134-025-01254-0.

Voss, D. Stephen, and Ridvan Peshkopia. 2025. “Discovering Neighbors: The Regional Migration
Experience as a Source of Intergroup Contact.” European Politics and Society 26(1): Pp. 207-225.
Published online July 24. https://doi.org/10.1080/23745118.2024.2380692. Pp. 207-225.

Marleku, Alfred, Ridvan Peshkopia, and D. Stephen Voss. 2025. “Let’s Get Numerical: Explaining Social-
Science Student Preferences for Quantitative Studies.” International Journal of Mathematical Education in
Science and Technology 56(6): Pp. 1114-1131. https://doi.org/10.1080/0020739X.2024.2327560.

Voss, D. Stephen, Corrine F. Elliott, and Sherelle Roberts. 2024. “Seeing Red in the Bluegrass: How the
Democratic Party Lost Kentucky Voters.” Commonwealth Review of Political Science 7(1): Article 5.
https://doi.org/10.61611/2994-0044.1053.

Marleku, Alfred, Ridvan Peshkopia, and D. Stephen Voss. 2024. “Research-Oriented Studies in Political
Science: How Research Collaboration Shapes Southeast European Student Learning Preferences.” Journal
of Political Science Education 20(1): 31-46. https://doi.org/10.1080/15512169.2023.2196023.
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Marleku, Alfred, Ridvan Peshkopia, and D. Stephen Voss. 2023. “Using Survey Research as an Education
Tool: Cross-Cultural Lessons on How to Balance Research and Teaching.” In Charity Butcher, Tavishi
Bhasin, Elizabeth Gordon, and Maia C. Hallward (eds.), The Palgrave Handbook of Teaching and Research
in Political Science. New York: Palgrave Macmillan (Political Pedagogies Series). Chap. 16. Pp. 181-194.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-42887-6_16.

Voss, D. Stephen, and Penny Miller. 2017. “The Phantom Segregationists: Kentucky’s 1996
Desegregation Amendment and the Limits of Direct Democracy.” Commonwealth Review of Political
Science 4(1): 21-38.

Peshkopia, Ridvan, and D. Stephen Voss. 2016. "The Role of Ethnic Divisions in People's Attitudes
toward the Death Penalty: The Case of the Albanians." Punishment and Society 18 (December): 610-630.

Peshkopia, Ridvan, and D. Stephen Voss. 2016. "Attitudes toward the Death Penalty in Ethnically Divided
Societies: Albania, Macedonia, and Montenegro." Journal of Behavioral and Social Sciences 3(1): 29-40.

Peshkopia, Ridvan, Mergin Cahani, Festim Cahani, and D. Stephen Voss. 2014. “SKUTHI: Developing a
Tablet-Based Survey Technology and its Application in Teaching Research Methods in Social Sciences.”
Applied Technologies & Innovations 10(3): 91-100.

Voss, D. Stephen, Jason E. Kehrberg, and Adam M. Butz. 2013. “The Structure of Self-Interest(s):
Applying Comparative Theory to U.S. Immigration Attitudes.” In Gary P. Freeman, Randall Hansen, and
David L. Leal (eds.), Immigration and Public Opinion in Liberal Democracies.. New York: Routledge. Pp.
93-125. Chap. 4.

Voss, D. Stephen, and Donald Gross. 2011. “Poster Child for the Tea Party: Rand Paul of Kentucky.” In
William J. Miller and Jeremy D. Walling (eds.), Tea Party Effects on 2010 Senate Elections: Stuck in the
Middle to Lose. Lanham, MD: Lexington Books. Pp. 141-172. Chap. 8.

Bartilow, Horace A., and D. Stephen Voss. 2009. “Market Rules: The Incidental Relationship between
Democratic Compatibility and International Commerce.” International Studies Quarterly 53(March): 103-
124.

Bartilow, Horace A., and D. Stephen Voss. 2006. “[No Guns, No Butter:] International Politics and the
Disaggregation of Major-Power Trade, 1962-1997.” International Politics 43 (July): 362-383.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2004. “Using Ecological Inference for Contextual Research: When Aggregation Bias Is
the Solution as Well as the Problem.” In Gary King, Ori Rosen, and Martin Tanner (eds.), Ecological
Inference: New Methodological Strategies. New York: Cambridge University Press. Pp. 69-96.

Lublin, David, and D. Stephen Vess. 2003. “The Missing Middle: Why Median-Voter Theory Can’t Save
Democrats from Singing the Boll-Weevil Blues.” Journal of Politics 65(February): 227-37.

Lublin, David, and D. Stephen Vess. 2002. “Context and Francophone Support for Sovereignty: An
Ecological Analysis.” Canadian Journal of Political Science 35(March):75-101.

Voss, D. Stephen, and Penny Miller. 2001. “Following a False Trail: The Hunt for White Backlash in
Kentucky’s 1996 Desegregation Vote.” State Politics and Policy Quarterly 1(March):63-82.

Voss, D. Stephen, and David Lublin. 2001. “Black Incumbents, White Districts: An Appraisal of the 1996
Congressional Elections.” American Politics Research 29(March): 141-82.
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Voss, D. Stephen. 2001. “Huddled Masses or Immigrant Menace? The Black Belt Hypothesis Did Not
Emigrate.” American Review of Politics 22(Summer):217-32.

Lublin, David, and D. Stephen Voss. 2000. “Racial Redistricting and Realignment in Southern State
Legislatures.” American Journal of Political Science 44(October):792-810.

Lublin, David, and D. Stephen Vess. 2000. “Boll-Weevil Blues: Polarized Congressional Delegations into
the 21st Century.” American Review of Politics 21(Fall & Winter): 427-50.

Lublin, David, and D. Stephen Voss. 1998. “The Partisan Impact of Voting Rights Law: A Reply to Pamela
S. Karlan.” Stanford Law Review 50(February):765-77.

Voss, D. Stephen. 1996. “Beyond Racial Threat: Failure of an Old Hypothesis in the New South.” Journal
of Politics 58:1156-70. [Followed by an exchange with Giles & Buckner.]

Voss, D. Stephen, Andrew Gelman, and Gary King. 1995. “Preelection Survey Methodology: Details 3
from Eight Polling Organizations, 1988 and 1992.” Public Opinion Quarterly 59:98-132.

Other Professional Publications

Voss, D. Stephen. 2025. “Less White than Ever? Using Ecological Inference to Probe the Trump

Coalition’s Diversity in Louisiana.” The Forum (De Gruyter). Published online on April 18.
https://doi.org/10.1515/for-2025-2007. This was an invited submission, so not peer-reviewed.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2023. “Assessment of Expert Witness Analysis & Reports for Graham v. Adams
(2022).” Lexington, KY: doubleDenny Consulting. Report #dDC 003. Post-Litigation Version.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2020. “Curtailing Election Day Voting Opportunities: What Does the Research
Literature Say?” Lexington, KY: doubleDenny Consulting. Report #dDC 002.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2018. “An Evaluation of Automatic Voter Registration & Fayette County Registration
Rates.” Lexington, KY: doubleDenny Consulting. Report #dDC 001.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2016. "The End of Kentucky's Dual Partisanship?" P.S.: Political Science & Politics
49(2): 234-235. This was an invited submission, so not peer-reviewed.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2016. “Will Superdelegates Pick the Democratic Nominee?” The Washington Post
Monkey Cage blog (February 26). https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-
cage/wp/2016/02/26/will-superdelegates-pick-the-democratic-nominee-heres-everything-you-need-to-know

Kreis, Doug, Roy E. Sturgill, Jr., Brian K. Howell, Chris Van Dyke, and D. Steve Voss. 2014. Inland
Waterway Operational Model & Simulation along the Ohio River. Lexington, KY: Kentucky
Transportation Center. Research Report KTC -14-13/MTIC3-14-1F.

Fiorina, Morris P., Paul E. Peterson, Bertram Johnson, D. Stephen Voss, and William G. Mayer. 2008.

America’s New Democracy. New York: Longman. Fourth edition. Coauthor of the three previous versions
as well.
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Voss, D. Stephen. 2005. “Review of The New Electoral Politics of Race, by Matthew J. Streb.” Journal of
Politics 67(Feb.): 301-302.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2004. “Multicollinearity.” In Kimberly Kempf-Leonard (ed.), The Encyclopedia of
Social Measurement. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2004. “Aggregation.” In Kimberly Kempf-Leonard (ed.), The Encyclopedia of Social
Measurement. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Fine, Jeffrey A., and D. Stephen Voss. “Politics, Use of Polls In.” In Kimberly Kempf-Leonard (ed.), The
Encyclopedia of Social Measurement. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Fine, Jeffrey A., and D. Stephen Veoss. “Polling Companies, History of.” In Kimberly Kempf-Leonard
(ed.), The Encyclopedia of Social Measurement. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Fiorina, Morris P., Paul E. Peterson, Bertram Johnson, and D. Stephen Voss. 2004. The New
American Democracy. New York: Longman. Fourth edition.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2002. “King, Gary.” In Glenn H. Utter and Charles Lockhart (eds.), American Political
Scientists: A Dictionary. Westport, CT: Greenwood Press. Second edition. Pp. 206-209.

Voss, D. Stephen. 2002. “Review of Elbridge Gerry’s Salamander, by Gary W. Cox and Jonathan N.
Katz.” American Review of Politics 23(Spring/Summer): 74-76.

Soifer, Paul, Abraham Hoffman, and D. Stephen Veoss. 2001. CliffsQuickReview American
Government. Indianapolis, IN: Hungry Minds.

Michie, Jonathan (ed.). 2001. Reader's Guide to the Social Sciences. Chicago and London: Fitzroy
Dearborn. Voss authored entries on: Race and Politics; Civil Rights (US); Martin Luther King, Jr.;
Congress; the New Deal; and Opinion Polls.

Voss, D. Stephen. 1999. “Racial Redistricting and the Quest for Legislative Diversity.” Extensions of
Remarks: APSA Legislative Studies Section Newsletter: 22(July):11-14.

Voss, D. Stephen and David Lublin. 1998. “Ecological Inference and the Comparative Method.” APSA-
CP: Newsletter of the APSA Organized Section in Comparative Politics 9(1):25-31.

Shrum, Wesley, Carl L. Bankston III, and D. Stephen Veoss. 1995. Science, Technology, and Society in the
Third World: An Annotated Bibliography. Metuchen, NJ: Scarecrow Press

Selected Conference Involvement (excludes papers listed elsewhere)

2025 Presenter (with Tasnia Symoom), “The Dangers of Denim: Attitudes toward Southern
Asian Women Who Wear Western Garb,” Kentucky Political Science Association.

2025 Panelist, “Elections Roundtable,” Kentucky Political Science Association.

2025 Panel Chair & Discussion, Kentucky Political Science Association.

Voss -4
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2025 Chair & Discussant, “Public Opinion about Immigration,” Midwest Political Science
Association

2025 Discussant, “Shaping Immigration Attitudes,” Midwest Political Science Association

2024 Presenter, Kentucky Political Science Association, panel on Race, Gender, and Public Law.
Paper titled, “The Siege Effect: Using Spatial Measures to Inform Group-Threat Research.” With
Candice Y. Wallace.

2024 Discussant, Kentucky Political Science Association, “Partisanship, the Presidency, and
COVID-19.”

2024 Panelist, Kentucky Political Science Association, “Election Roundtable.”

2023 Discussant, Midwest Political Science Association, “Energy, Infrastructure, and Resource
Politics.”

2023 Panelist, Kentucky Political Science Association, “Election Roundtable.”

2022 Presenter, Kentucky Political Science Association, panel on “Foreign Policy and Political
Behavior.” Paper titled, “How Can You Bring a Child into This? The Effect of Triggering Threat on
Ukrainian Attitudes toward Fertility.” With Celeste Beasley and Rose McDermott.

2020 Panelist, Kentucky Political Science Association, “Kentucky Politics.”

2018 Poster Advisor, Midwest Political Science Association, “Elections, Campaigns, and
Candidates” session (April 6)

2018 Discussant, Midwest Political Science Association, “Representation” session.

2018 Presenter, Kentucky Political Science Association. Paper titled, “Why Does Education
Lead to Increased Tolerance for Migrants.” With Anne Klette. Also panelist for “Roundtable on
Kentucky Politics.”

2018 Poster Advisor, Midwest Political Science Association. Sessions on “Political

Communication II”” and “Politics of Immigration.”

OTHER WORKS IN PROGRESS

Beasley, Celeste, Rose McDermott, and D. Stephen Voss. N.d. “Benevolent Sexism and Constraints on the
Social Role of Post-Soviet Women: The Case of the Ukraine.”

With Rose McDermott (untitled book project): Cross-national survey research on attitudes about violence
toward women. Focuses especially on the role of religion in shaping those attitudes.

Voss -5
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Clinger, James, Scott Lasley, Joshua Tucker, and D. Stephen Voss (eds.). N.d. Kentucky Politics and
Government. Lexington: University of Kentucky Press. Second edition.

Voss, D. Stephen, Corrine F. Elliott, and Sherelle Roberts. Forthcoming. “Seeing Red in the Bluegrass:
Voting Behavior in the First Quarter of the 21% Century [working title only].” In James Clinger, Scott
Lasley, Joshua Tucker, and D. Stephen Voss (eds.), Kentucky Politics and Government. Lexington:
University of Kentucky Press. Second edition.

Voss, D. Stephen, Corrine F. Elliott, and Chris Kirkwood. Forthcoming. “Redistricting in Kentucky
[working title only].” In James Clinger, Scott Lasley, Joshua Tucker, and D. Stephen Voss (eds.), Kentucky
Politics and Government. Lexington: University of Kentucky Press. Second edition.

Martin, Andrew, Candice Y. Wallace, and D. Stephen Vess. Forthcoming. “Transportation Policy in

Kentucky [working title only].” In James Clinger, Scott Lasley, Joshua Tucker, and D. Stephen Voss (eds.),
Kentucky Politics and Government. Lexington: University of Kentucky Press. Second edition.

RELATED WORK EXPERIENCE

POLITICAL ANALYST, SPECTRUM ONE NEWS 2023-present
Appearing both live & in recorded news segments for coverage of election-related events.

CONSULTANT AND EXPERT WITNESS, Holtzman Vogel 2024-2025
Worked on a Florida redistricting case, Hodges v. Albritton (originally Hodges v. Passidomo) analyzing reports from
two witnesses, especially one by Matthew Barreto using ecological inference but also a second by Cory McCartan.

EXPERT WITNESS, Kightlinger & Gray 2025

Worked on a civil action, Bopp v. True the Vote, growing out of 2020 Pennsylvania voting-rights case in which I
briefly served as a non-testifying expert, Pirkle v. Wolf. My role initially involved evaluating and criticizing a method
for trying to measure voter fraud presented by employees of TTV. In the follow-up case, I was asked to review my
criticism of TTV’s methodology (as well as the presentation of it) because it was relevant to the civil dispute.

CONSULTANT AND EXPERT WITNESS, Graves Garrett Greim 2024
For a federal redistricting lawsuit in Louisiana, Callais v. Landry. 1 analyzed reports from two witnesses, especially
one by Cory McCartan that used simulated congressional districts. I replicated and extended McCartan’s simulations.

NON-TESTIFYING CONSULTING EXPERT, Consovoy McCarthy 2023

I was approached to be a consultant and expert witness for a Wisconsin redistricting case, Clark v. Wisconsin Elections
Commission, but didn’t want to take on the work. We signed a retainer agreement just in case they needed me, but
while I consulted with them a couple of times by phone, they didn’t end up using me, so I didn’t charge them.

CONSULTANT AND EXPERT WITNESS, Kentucky Attorney General’s office 2022

For a redistricting lawsuit, Graham v. Adams. 1 analyzed reports from Harvard professor Kosuke Imai and M.I.T.
professor Devin Caughey for their fidelity capturing the dynamics of Kentucky elections. Involved replicating and
extending both Imai’s districting simulations and Caughey’s efficiency gap calculations.

CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST, Chris Wiest, Attorney at Law, PLLC 2020

For a voting-rights lawsuit, Nemes v. Bensinger. I produced a literature review outlining evidence on the effects of
various election policies as well as a statistical analysis of Kentucky’s 2020 primary-election voting rules to estimate
the extent to which they were suppressing the vote.

Voss -6
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CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST, Fayette County Clerk 2018
Study of Kentucky registration and turnout data, with a focus on determining the likely impact of automatic voter
registration.

CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST, Kentucky Transportation Center 2013

CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST, Zooknic, Inc. 2007-2013
Specialist in matters related to Internet domain pricing and e-commerce activity:

Analyst for APTLD: Asian Internet domain sellers (Fall, 2007)

Analyst for CENTR, European Internet domain sellers (Summer 2008)

Analyst for Verisign Market (2009)

Analysis for CENTR, European Internet domain sellers (2012)

CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST in Voting-Rights Cases, for Kroger, Gardis, and Regas
Borst v. Peterson (Winter 2003): affidavit submitted; trial testimony given
Dillard v. Lawrence (Fall 2006): affidavit submitted

METHODOLOGICAL CONSULTANT in Auto Liability Cases, for Perlman Law Offices, Lexington, KY
* Vaughn v. DaimlerChrysler (Spring 2004): affidavit submitted

* Weuchtler v. GM (Fall 2004): affidavit submitted

*» Aldridge v. DaimlerChrysler (Spring 2005): affidavit submitted

* Robins v. Wayne (Fall 2006): affidavit submitted

* Harrison v. DaimlerChrysler (Summer 2007): affidavit submitted

METHODOLOGICAL CONSULTANT in Auto Liability Cases, Coben & Associates (Scottsdale, AZ)
* Turner v. Suburu (Fall 2004 - Spring 2005): affidavit and phone deposition

* Varelas v. GM (Summer 2005): brief consultation only

* Hinkle v. Dorel (Fall 2005 - Spring 2006): retained, listed as rebuttal witness

* Ricci v. Volvo (Summer 2007): brief consultation only

ASSISTANT PROFESSOR OF POLITICAL SCIENCE, University of KY 1998-2004
TECHNICAL EDITOR, Politics for Dummies 2002

RESEARCH ASSISTANT FOR GARY KING. Job included: writing & editing 1992 edition of Judge-It manual,
gathering data, replicating results (Budge & Hofferbert, Green & Krasno), producing graphs & charts (e.g.
consulting work for Ohio redistricting case), indexing (Designing Social Inquiry). (1991-1995)

CONSULTANT AND DATA ANALYST for the Washington, D.C., law firm of Baker and Hostetler in
New York state redistricting litigation, working under Gary King (Summer 1992).

RESEARCH ASSISTANT FOR DEREK BOK, Harvard President Emeritus. Job included: methodological
consultant for a sweeping project predicting the failure of U.S. social policies. (1992-1998)

RESEARCH ASSISTANT FOR PAUL E. PETERSON. Job included: out-of-sample forecasting for
Welfare Magnets model to produce chapter 5 of The Price of Federalism; producing charts and
graphs, preparing survey data for analysis. (1991- TBA)

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF of Let’s Go: USA, 1992 edition, the year’s top-selling travel guide for the
entire United States. (Summer 1991).

Voss -7
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LEGISLATIVE AIDE to Louisiana State Sen. Sydney Nelson, D-Shreveport. Job included: legal
research, legislative tracking, public relations (Spr.-Sum. 1990).

HONORS AND AWARDS

David Hughes Memorial Award 2023
Recognizes “the outstanding paper presented at the 2023 Annual Meeting of the Kentucky Political
Science Association.

A&S Summer Research Fellowship 2013
Student Activities Board Faculty Partner Award 2012

College of Arts & Sciences Outstanding (Social Sciences) Teacher Award 2007-2008
College-wide award granted to one faculty member each year that recognizes excellence and
outstanding contribution in all aspects of teaching, not just classroom performance.

Pi Sigma Alpha Award for Excellence in Scholarly Writing 2006
Award given to the best paper presented at the annual meeting of the Southern Political Science
Association. Received with Jeff Fine and Mac Avery.

Great Teacher Award 2003
University award granted to six faculty members annually by the UK Alumni Association.

National Science Foundation Grant, “The Federal Elections Project” 2001-2002
Grant totaling $140,000 used to collect the 2000 federal election precinct level results and match
them with demographic data from the 2000 U.S. Census. Voss portion: $50,607

Faculty Summer Research Grant 1999, 2001
Grant awarded to outstanding faculty to allow tenure-track assistant professors without summer

support to launch programs or finish a project involving their research or creative activities.
Voss portion $5,000.

Lights of Liberty Award, Advocates for Self-Government 2001
Recognition for public service that advanced liberty in the United States.

Mellon Dissertation Completion Fellowship, Harvard University ~ Spr. 1995-Fall 1996
Grant given to outstanding students toward defrayment of
living costs during the pursuit of a degree.

Mellon Dissertation Research Fellowship, Harvard University Summer, 1994
Grant given to outstanding students toward defrayment of

living costs during the pursuit of a degree.

Paul Solis Top Scholar Award, Louisiana State University 1990
Kappa Tau Alpha Top Scholar Award, Louisiana State University 1990

Voss - 8
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THESIS ADVISING AND MENTORING

Primary Adviser or Mentor

Kirkwood, Chris (Ph.D., still in program)
Symoom, Tasnia (Ph.D., 2025)

Taylor, Travis M. (Teaching Post-Doc, 2022-2023)
Kaiser, Steven J., Jr. (Ph.D., 2020)

Ledford, Chris (Ph.D., 2019)

East, Jack (Ph.D., 2014)

Advisory Committee

Crumrine, Chris (Ph.D., still in program)
Gantner, John (Ph.D., still in program)
Brewer, Caedmon (Ph.D., still in program)
Taylor, Travis (Ph.D., 2020)

Schoellhammer, Ralph (Ph.D., 2020)
Enjaian, Brian — Psychology (Ph.D., 2019)
Wei, Wenchi — Public Policy & Administration (Ph.D., 2019)
Poe, John (Ph.D., 2017)

Mihai Paraschiv — Economics (Ph.D., 2016)
Martin, Andrew (Ph.D., 2015)

Wallace, Candice — Geography (Ph.D., 2015)
Ouyang, Yu (Ph.D., 2015)

Morgan, Michael (Ph.D., 2014)

Ke, Yanyu (Ph.D., 2014)

Mattei, Nick — Computer Science (Ph.D., 2012)
Sharma, Ramesh (Ph.D., 2012)

Weinberg, Erik — History (Ph.D., 2012)
Peshkopia, Ridvan (Ph.D., 2011)

Kehrberg, Jason (Ph.D., 2011)

Jeong, Hanbeom (Ph.D., 2010)

Martin, Tom (Ph.D., 2008)

Bailey, Mandi Bates (Ph.D., 2007)

Fine, Jeffrey A. (Ph.D., 2006)

Bond, Maurey (M.A., 2006)

Prince, David (Ph.D., 2005)

Avery, J. Mac (Ph.D. 2004)

Eom, Kihong (Ph.D., 2003)

Also helped advise some students who eventually left their program: Donald Darmsteadt
(primary advisor), Corey Chaise Camp, Samantha Ferrell, Jim Glenn, John Hajner, Cyrus
Karimian, Hossein Motamedi, Daniel Partin, Chris White, Sean Chick (History), Matt Hall
(History), Stephen Pickering (History), Will Stone (History)

Voss -9
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Select Undergraduate Advising

Basinic, Dalia (Honors, 2025)

Tanner, Grace (NCUR, 2025)

Everett, Mackenzie (Honors, co-advisor, 2025)
Slish, Regan (Chellgren Research, 2025)

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

Kentucky Political Science Association
KPSA President (2012-2013)
Executive Board member (2011-2014)
Editorial Board member, Commonwealth Review of Political Science (until present)
Co-editor, Commonwealth Review of Political Science (first two volumes)

I also, off and on, have been a member of the following:
American Political Science Association

Midwest Political Science Association
Southern Political Science Association

UNIVERSITY AND DISCIPLINARY SERVICE

Administrator, University of Kentucky Department of Political Science

2024-present Internship Director (also 2014-15,2010-11, 2005)

2015-present Publicity Director (also 1999-2002)

2012-2014  Associate Chair

2005-2013  Director of Undergraduate Studies (sabbatical 2007-2008, hiatus 2010-2011)
2004-2005  Co-Director of Undergraduate Studies

2003-2004  Assistant Director of Undergraduate Studies

University/Faculty Senate

2025-present Faculty Senator (one of two representing the College of Arts & Sciences)
2024-2025  Provisional Faculty Senator (sole representative of College of Arts & Sciences)
2005-2007  University Senate (social science rep for the College of Arts & Sciences)

Arts & Sciences Educational Policy Committee

2025 Acting member

2009-2011 Member

2006-2007  Chair

2004-2006  Member (2004 - 2007, 2009-2011)
2003-2004  Member, Area B Curriculum Committee

Voss - 10
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Faculty Advisor for campus groups

* Phi Alpha Delta pre-law fraternity (2004-2008, 2025-present)

» UK College Democrats (2022-present)

» UK College Republicans (2024-present)

* Pi Sigma Alpha poli sci honorary (2005-2007, 2008-2010, 2011-2012)
» UK Moderates

* UK-NAACP (2001)

» UK Liberty Club (Fall 2000)

WilDCats at the Capitol, Steering Committee member (2024-present)

Student Affairs/Success Task Force (to rewrite UK’s Admin Regs related to students)
Member, 2024

Search Committee for Associate Dean of Agriculture & V.P. of Land-Grant Extension
Member, 2024

Department of Political Science Faculty Merit Evaluation Review Committee
Member, 2024-2025
Member, 2022-2023
Member, 2010-2011
Member, 2008-2009
Member, 1999-2000

College of Arts & Sciences, Political Science Acting Chair Search Committee
Chair, Spring 2023

Appeals Board Member, University of Kentucky (2018-2020)

Scholarship Committees

 T. Marshall Hahn, Jr., Graduate Fellowship Selection Committee (2005, 2009-2010, 2025)
 Schwarte, Gorman, and Jewell awards committees (2019)

* Trunzo Scholars Program (2015-2017)

* Arts & Sciences Scholarship Committee (2004-2008)

* Interdisciplinary Program (IDP) Committee, American Studies Rep. (2005-2006)

Online Colloquium Coordinator, UK Political Science Department  2020-2021

Department of Political Science Search Committee Member
Judicial Politics position, Fall, 2008

American Institutions, Fall 2006

Judicial Politics, Fall, 2006

International Relations, Fall, 2006

Chair Search Fall, 2006

American Politics senior search, Fall, 2001
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Department of Political Science Field Committee — I’ve been on these so many times that [
decided to remove the year-by-year listings. I’'m been appointed to the exam committee in Political
Methodology, American Politics, Policy Studies (chairing in 2020), and Political Behavior.

American Studies Committee
* Acting Director (2005-2006)
» Steering Committee Member (2003-2007)

UK President’s Commission on Diversity
* Member (2003 - 2006)
* Chair, Campus Environment Subcommittee (2004 - 2005)

General Education U.S. Citizenship Vetting Committee
¢ Chair, 2009-2010

Award Committees and Judge Panels

» UK Homecoming judge (2012)

» Singletary Service and Leadership Award Committee (2003-2006)
* Oswald Undergraduate Research Award Committee (2003)

* UK Homecoming Queen competition interviewer (2002)

* UK Homecoming King competition interviewer (2001)

Section Head
Southern Political Science Association meeting, 2009
Southern Political Science Association meeting, 2006

V.0. Key Book Award Committee
Chair, 2002
Member, 2001

Peer-Reviewed Articles for (among others):
e American Political Science Review
e American Journal of Political Science
e Journal of Politics
e Political Analysis
e Sociological Methods and Research
o American Politics Quarterly/Research
e American Review of Politics
e Comparative Politics
e Electoral Studies
e [nternational Politics
e Political Behavior
e Politics and Polity
e Political Research Quarterly
e Social Forces
e State Politics and Policy Quarterly
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INVITED TALKS & UNPAID PUBLIC APPEARANCES

Due to my focus on elections and voting behavior, and my long residence in Kentucky, I engage in
extensive media outreach on behalf of UK. The result has been years of local, national, and
international media appearances spanning TV, radio, and print journalism, a list much too long to
provide here. I can list a few recurring gigs, though:

POLITICAL ANALYST, WVLK 590AM 92.9FM 2022-present
Weekly 45-minute appearance on the Larry Glover Live show to discuss a wide-ranging variety of topics related to
politics, government, policy, and society (unpaid post).

POLITICAL ANALYST, CINCINNATI EDITION 2023-2025
Recurring appearances on public radio program to discuss topics related to politics and elections. Included
appearances on 11 March 2025.

POLITICAL ANALYST, KENTUCKY EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 2023-2025
Recurring appearances on public television station to discuss topics related to politics and elections. Included
appearances on 22 November 2024.

PoLITICAL ANALYST, BEHIND THE BLUE (UK PUBLIC AFFAIRS PODCAST) 2014 (?) - 2024
I’ve recorded regular podcasts with UK public relations during election season. Appearances on 4 November 2014, 17
May 2016, 19 October 2016, 18 January 2017, 31 October 2018, 30 October 2020, 21 April 2022, 27 October 2022, 18
November 2022 9 November 2023, 29 October 2024.

POLITICAL ANALYST, WRFL ?-2024
Appearing in studio for coverage of elections and election-related events (unpaid post). Includes appearances on 6
November 2024.

POLITICAL ANALYST, WTVQ ABC-36 2013-2023
Appearing in studio for coverage of elections and election-related events (unpaid post).

OPINION COLUMNIST, THE KENTUCKY LANTERN (NEWS FROM THE STATES) 2023-2024
Biweekly column on politics, elections, and policy. See https://kentuckylantern.com/author/d-stephen-voss/

GUEST COLUMNIST, LEXINGTON HERALD-LEADER 2023
Columns on Kentucky politics and elections (unpaid post).

POLITICAL ANALYST, WKYT 2020-2021
Recurring guest on The Breakdown, a deep dive into the political topics of the day (unpaid post).

POLITICAL ANALYST, LEX-18 2019
Appeared in studio for coverage of Kentucky statewide elections (unpaid post).

Select Other Invited Appearances
e 2024 Presenter, Berkeley Immigration Workshop
e 2023 Presenter, Berkeley Immigration Workshop
e 2021 Co-presenter, annual meeting of WomanStats (virtual, Texas A&M)
e 2021 Co-presenter, Gender & Political Violence Workshop (virtual, Cornell University)
e 2020 New Leaders Council of Kentucky (18 April)
e 2019 Moderator, “Gun Control,” with John Lott, UK Student Activities Board (29 Jan.)
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e 2018 Bluegrass Activist Alliance: “What Went Wrong in the 6 District and Where Do
Progressives Go from Here.” (18 Nov.)

e 2018 Japanese Embassy delegation, “Kentucky’s 6" Congressional District Race.” (Oct.
25)

e 2018 UK College of Arts & Sciences Dean’s Circle, “Undergraduate Research.” (Oct.
19)

e 2018 UK College of Arts & Sciences Ambassadors, “The Undergraduate Political
Science Degree at UK.” (Oct. 1)

e 2018 Bellarmine University, “Voting Rights and Election Reforms.” (Sept. 17)

e 2018 Henry Clay Congress (May 17)

e 2018 New Leaders Council of Kentucky (April 21)

e 2018 UK College of Law Federalist Society, “Partisan Gerrymandering”

e 2018 Harvard University Center for Public Leadership, “Kentucky’s Culture, Challenges,
and Opportunities.”

e 2018 UK Lewis Honors College, “American Social-Welfare Policy” (Aug. 22)

e 2017 Henry Clay Congress, “Polarization and Distrust in American Politics” (June 13)

e 2008 Moderator, election debate between the UK College Democrats & College
Republicans (28 October)

e 2008 Moderator, election debate between the UK College Democrats & College
Republicans (26 September)

e 2007 Moderator, policy debate between the UK College Democrats & College
Republicans (Spring)

e 2006 Moderator, Mayoral Candidate Debate sponsored by UK Student Government
Association (Fall)

e 2006 Moderator, SGA Presidential Candidate Debate, sponsored by UK’s G-PAC
(Spring)

e 2005 Moderator, screening of Steven Greenstreet’s “This Divided State” (18 April)

e 2005 Moderator, SGA Presidential Candidate Debate, sponsored by UK’s G-PAC
(Spring)

e 2004 Discussant, screening of “School of the Americas, School of Assassins,” sponsored
by Amnesty International of UK (4 November)

e 2004 Moderator, election debate between the UK College Democrats & College
Republicans (Fall)

Moderator (selected examples)

* Discussant, screening of Michael Moore’s “Fahrenheit 9/11” sponsored by the Cats’ Den (18
Oct. 2004)

* University-Affiliated Conferences and Symposia

* Presenter, “Probabilities in the Courtroom: How Expert Witnesses (Mis)Use Risk Analysis,”
Judith Goldsmith’s UK colloquium on the psychology of probabilities (Fall 2008)

* Panelist, Diversity Dialogue (23 January 2007)

* Participant, General Education Process Planning Workshop (August 2006)

* Moderator and Discussant, “History of Race Relations in 1940s US,” Fifteenth Annual Bluegrass
Symposium (7-8 April 2006)
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* Panelist, Diversity Dialogue, “Uses, Misuses, and Abuses: Race, Ethnicity, Diversity, and
Related Concepts” (30 March 2004)

* Panelist, “Education Beyond Brown: Future Perspectives,” UK President’s Commission on
Diversity and African American Studies and Research Program (26 March 2004)

* Videographer, “Affirmative Action Forum: How Brown vs. Board of Education Affected You,”
sponsored by UK-NAACP and UK President’s Commission on Diversity (18 Nov. 2003)

* Panelist, campus NAACP forum, “Affirmative Action: Under Siege and Under Fire” (26 Feb.
2003)

* Chair and Discussant, National Council on Undergraduate Research (2001)

* Presenter, How to Express & Explain Your Results,” Quantitative Methods Committee in the
Social and Behavioral Sciences (7 Dec. 2000)

* Panelist, Gaines Center forum on the 2000 elections (2000)

Guest Speaker (selected examples, service to Univ. of Kentucky only)

» UK College of Arts & Sciences speaker series (17 Oct 2024)

* Ford Lecture panelist, UK Martin School (8 Oct 2024)

* Bourbon County High School Candidate Forum (6 Oct 2014)

* #TrendingTopics Debate: Immigration (2014)

* See Tomorrow speaker series, “UK’s Partnership with the Commonwealth (9 Sept 2014)

» American University of Tirana, on online instruction (2012)

» American University of Tirana, on the presidential election (2012)

* Bellarmine University, Constitution Day address (2012)

* UK College of Arts & Sciences podcast on the presidential election (Sept 2012)

» UKC 180 course on elections taught by A&S Dean Kornbluh & Prof. Kathy Kern (2012)

» Student Activities Board Trending Topics Obamacare Debate (2012)

* National Assn. of Women Business Owners, Lexington Chapter (21 Oct 2008)

* Fayette County Chapter of UK Alumni Association (2004)

* Clark County Chapter (23 Sept 2004)

* Sorority Rush, “Surviving UK Academics” (2002)

* Guest Speaker, Lexington Catholic High School, National Honor Society Induction Ceremony
(20 Feb. 2002)

* Lexington Catholic English class (2001, 2002)

* Bryan Station H.S. political science class (11 Sept. 2001)

* Emerging Leader Institute Presenter (Fall 2005, Spring 2005, Fall 2004)

COMPUTER SOFTWARE

Microsoft Office (i.e., Excel, Word, Powerpoint, Outlook)
STATA

I have also used: R, SPSS, GAUSS, Camtasia, the Adobe suite.
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