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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA—MONROE DIVISION

PHILIP CALLAIS, LLOYD PRICE,
BRUCE ODELL, ELIZABETH ERSOFF,
ALBERT CAISSIE, DANIEL WEIR,
JOYCE LACOUR, CANDY CARROLL
PEAVY, TANYA WHITNEY, MIKE
JOHNSON, GROVER JOSEPH REES,
ROLFE MCCOLLISTER,

Plaintiffs,
V.
NANCY LANDRY, IN HER OFFICIAL
CAPACITY AS LOUISIANA
SECRETARY OF STATE,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 3:24-cv-00122-DCJ-CES-RRS

District Judge David C. Joseph
Circuit Judge Carl E. Stewart
District Judge Robert R. Summerhays

Magistrate Judge Kayla D. McClusky

THE PARTIES’ DESIGNATIONS OF THE 2024 FIRST LEGISLATIVE SESSION

COME NOW Plaintiffs Philip Callais, Lloyd Price, Bruce Odell, Elizabeth Ersoff, Albert

Caissie, Daniel Weir, Joyce LaCour, Candy Carroll Peavy, Tanya Whitney, Mike Johnson, Grover

Joseph Rees, and Rolfe McCollister (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) by and through counsel and

designate the following:

January 15, 2024 House Governmental Affairs Committee Hearing
Start End
Attorney General Murrill:
36:1 37:1
Attorney General Murrill, Rep. Marcelle:
43:22 45:14
Attorney General Murrill:
48:13 49:7
Rep. Farnum, Attorney General Murrill:
52:14 53:15
Rep. Carter:
57:11 57:14
Attorney General Murrill:
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61:20 62:12
Attorney General Murrill:
62:24 63:5
Attorney General Murrill:
67:17 67:24
Attorney General Murrill:
76:12 76:22
January 17, 2024 Senate Floor Session
Start End
Sen. Womack, Sen. Morris:
3:19 8:6
Sen. Morris, Sen. Womack:
8:21 9:8
Sen. Womack:
12:4 12:9
Sen. Carter:
15:14 17:5
Sen. Duplessis:
21:8 21:25
Sen. Pressly:
22:7 23:25

January 18, 2024 House Governmental Affairs Committee Hearing
Start End
Sen. Womack:
5:8 5:12
Sen. Womack:
6:25 8:5
Rep. Marcelle, Sen. Womack:
9:9 9:18
Rep. Boyd, Sen. Womack:
13:6 13:18
Rep. Beaullieu, Sen. Womack:
26:12 27:3
Rep. Beaullieu, Sen. Womack:
27:21 28:4
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Rep. Lyons:
75:24 76:21
Rep. Newell:
89:8 89:21
Rep. Marcelle:
101:08 101:16
Sen. Womack:
121:19 122:1

January 19, 2024 House Floor Session

Start End
Rep. Beaullieu:
4:15 8:10
Rep. Amedee, Rep. Beaullieu:
9:3 9:8

January 19, 2024 Senate Floor Session

Start End
Sen. Morris, Sen. Womack:
5:14 7:4
Sen. Cathey:
8.7 8:18
Sen. Luneau:
10:5 10:9
Sen. Carter:
10:13 10:17
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Dated this 7th day of April, 2024

PAUL LOY HURD, APLC
/s/ Paul Loy Hurd

Paul Loy Hurd

Louisiana Bar No. 13909
Paul Loy Hurd, APLC

1896 Hudson Circle, Suite 5
Monroe, Louisiana 71201
Tel.: (318) 323-3838
paul@paulhurdlawoffice.com
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Respectfully submitted,

GRAVES GARRETT GREIM LLC
/s/ Edward D. Greim

Edward D. Greim

Missouri Bar No. 54034
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
Jackson Tyler

Missouri Bar No. 73115
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
Matthew Mueller

Missouri Bar No. 70263
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
Katherine Graves

Missouri Bar No. 74671
Admitted Pro Hac Vice
GRAVES GARRETT GREIM LLC
1100 Main Street, Suite 2700
Kansas City, Missouri 64105
Tel.: (816) 256-3181

Fax: (816) 256-5958
edgreim@gravesgarrett.com
ityler@gravesgarrett.com
mmueller@gravesgarrett.com
kgraves@gravesgarrett.com
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that, on this 7th day of April, 2024, the foregoing was electronically
filed with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system, which gives notice of filing to all counsel
of record.

Is/ Edward D. Greim
Edward D. Greim
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1 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: That's the one that 1 The last time redistricting, in the 1990s, it -- it was
2 she looked at though, that she rejected? 2 -- when the second majority/minority map was drawn, we
3 MS. LOWREY-DUFOUR: Well, | mean -- and -- and 3 ended up in litigation for a decade. So there is no
4 also there have been other plans -- 4 guarantee that when you do this again, we won't still be
5 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Okay. 5 in litigation. But we are in litigation now.
6 MS. LOWREY-DUFOUR: -- that have been 6 The District Court judge has conducted a
7 submitted by plaintiffs to the court. 7 fact-finding mission - that's what will -- what always
8 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: And -- and would you 8 happens - and made fact findings regarding the map. She
9 say that Act 5 did not meet the redistricting criteria? 9 issued an injunction. That injunction is not currently
10 MS. LOWREY-DUFOUR: Representative Gadberry -- 10 in effect for reasons that | can explain to you, but |
11 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: | know. You're not 11 think the bottom line is it is not currently in effect
12 (inaudible 0:43:45) -- 12 because the deadlines for the election that it enjoined
13 MS. LOWREY-DUFOUR: Thatis a -- thatis a 13 are -- are over.
14 legal matter that is currently the subject of litigation 14 The courts, nevertheless, have told us to draw
15 in the Middle District, and again, much more 15 a new map, and they have indicated that we have a
16 appropriately addressed by our chief legal officer. 16 deadline to do that or Judge Dick will draw the map for
17 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Yeah. We can let 17 us. So you have an opportunity now to go back and draw
18 our attorney general handle that one. 18 the map again. And -- and | think that it is not an
19 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Okay. Thank you. 19 easy task because the United States Supreme Court has
20 MS. LOWREY-DUFOUR: Thank you. 20 not made it an easy task. They've given you some
21 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you, Ms. 21 directives that seem to be -- to not give you a lot of
22 Lowrey. Members, as -- as you all were just -- got a -- 22 clear lines for doing your job. | -- 1 apologize on
23 got a teaser from Representative Gadberry, we have our 23 their behalf for -- but, you know, we tried.
24 attorney general here with us, Ms. - Ms. Liz Murrill. 24 | mean, | am defending that map, and so you
25 She's going to join us and give us an update on the 25 won't hear me say that | believe that that map violated
Page 35 Page 37
1 litigation. And | see Ms. Murrill has a familiar face 1 the redistricting criteria. I'm defending that map, but
2 with her, so I'd like to welcome back to the House of 2 | will defend your new map if you draw a new map. So,
3 Representatives former colleague Representative Larry 3 you know, it's an act of the legislature. My job is to
4 Frieman. Welcome, welcome, Mr. Frieman. 4 defend the work of the legislature, and | will do that
5 MR. FRIEMAN: Thank you, Chair. Thank you, 5 to the very best of my ability.
6 members. It's -- I'm glad to be back. And sitting on 6 | think that the difficulty is that in the
7 this side of the table is a familiar place -- 7 Merrill v. Milligan case, which was the Alabama
8 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Yeah. 8 litigation that preceded ours, the Supreme Court issued
9 MR. FRIEMAN: -- for myself as well. So thank 9 an opinion. And it says that in a Section 2 disparate
10 you for having me. 10 impact claim, which is different really from the work
11 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: If you wouldn't 11 that you did -- you did your work. You did it in good
12 mind, everyone, and introduce yourself for the 12 faith. But they can -- they -- the plaintiffs will go
13 committee, and then it's all yours. 13 to court, and they will make a disparate impact claim,
14 MS. MURRILL: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and 14 and that's what gets litigated.
15 members of the committee. It's great to be with you 15 That has nothing to do with whether your
16 today as your new attorney general. I'm Liz Murrill. | 16 intent was nefarious or not. Everyone can have had the
17 also have with me Tom Jones who is the new director of 17 right intent and followed the rules as they believed
18 the civil division and has been involved in the 18 they were given to them, and go to court. And the court
19 litigation. And now, chief deputy -- almost chief 19 can still say, "Under Section 2, there's a disparate
20 deputy, assuming you confirm him, is Larry Frieman. So 20 impact. And because there's a disparate impact, you
21 that'll be before you soon, too. 21 have to go back and do it again, or | will do it for
22 I --1-- I want to tell you that 22 you."
23 redistricting is hard. I'm not going to tell you this 23 And that is -- that is the short version of
24 is easy. | -- | think that you did a -- you did the 24 what Judge Dick has held and what has not been
25 best job you could before. We've been in litigation. 25 overturned by any court that we have brought it before,
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1 that core retention is the part that the court has given 1 merits.
2 the least amount of attention to in this process now, 2 So, you know, the -- the -- the court -- the
3 that once you are trying to redraw the map, | think that 3 judge, whoever that judge may be, has an enormous amount
4 core retention takes -- is -- becomes a less important 4 of control over how much testimony is allowed and by
5 factor under Merrill v. Milligan. 5 whom, and -- and how much time we will have to do that.
6 REPRESENTATIVE THOMAS: Thank you. 6 That was all very, very compressed when we litigated
7 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you, 7 this right after the map was passed. We have not had
8 Representative Thomas. Representative Marcelle. 8 any other fact finding because we haven't had a trial on
9 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Thank you. Let me 9 the merits. | have raised an objection to that because
10 start by congratulating you. | don't know if | should 10 | think that you are entitled to have a trial on the
11 say congratulations or condolences. I'm not really 11 merits, but the courts have not accepted those arguments
12 sure. Congratulations. 12 at this point.
13 MS. MURRILL: Well, | asked for the job, so 13 They have told us to go back and draw the map,
14 thank you. 14 and they have given us a deadline. So, you know, | am
15 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Okay. Let —let me 15 making the same arguments that | would make on the new
16 just go over a couple of things that you said, and -- 16 map. But at the -- at the same time, you know, the --
17 and so | can be clear in what you're -- what you're 17 the courts haven't given us a lot of safe harbor to go
18 telling us today. Number one, you said you're going to 18 litigate -
19 defend the map, Act 5, that they presented because that 19 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Okay.
20 is your job to do so, correct? 20 MS. MURRILL: -- the rest of this case.
21 MS. MURRILL: Yes. 21 They've said, "Go do this."
22 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: And so - 22 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: So it's - it - it
23 MS. MURRILL: | am defending it now. 23 is a fact that we do have six congressional districts in
24 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Correct. Because 24 Louisiana? That is -
25 that's -- that's what we hired you to do, to defend us, 29 MS. MURRILL: ltis.
Page 43 Page 45
1 right? And if we pass another map, you'll defend that 1 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: -- a fact, right?
2 map as well? 2 Is - is it also a fact that a third of that -- the
3 MS. MURRILL: That's correct. 3 population is African American?
4 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: The other thing that 4 MS. MURRILL: Approximately, based on the
5 l—-1--1-1--1-1heard you say was this is a S data. | would also point out that 50 percent are women.
6 - the judge has fact-finding matters. Can you kind of 6 | mean, there are other -- there are other population,
7 elaborate on what that means? Is that - that's based 7 you know, and gender and differences -- like, that's why
8 upon the testimony that was presented by the plaintiffs; 8 Section 2 has never been -- | mean, it is expressly
9 is that accurate? And -- and the -- and the defense, 9 stated in Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act that this
10 obviously, she took both — both matters into 10 is not an act of proportionate dividing. That is not
11 consideration when she was doing her fact finding. 11 permitted under Section 2. And so we can't just take
12 MS. MURRILL: She did. That doesn't mean | 12 that number and say that's -- that's how we do this,
13 agree with them. 13 because it's not that simple and that's actually not
14 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Okay. So - 14 permitted under the law.
15 MS. MURRILL: And I -- and | think that it's 15 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: So - so it's not
16 also a product of - this is part of what's frustrating, 16 permitted to say that we have six congressional
17 I think, for the legislature when it goes into 17 districts, and of those six congressional districts, we
18 litigation because people can - like, experts, for 18 -- we talk about community interests, | think was one of
19 example, that are hired by the plaintiffs, no matter who 19 them. So do you believe that all five of the other
20 they are -- this could happen on the new map. Right? 20 districts has all the community interests impacted in
21 Those experts can come and testify in court, and the 21 those, and African American districts only should have
22 judge can control that testimony. In our case, it 22 one?
23 happened in a very, very short, short tumaround in a 23 MS. MURRILL: Representative Marcelle, the --
24 preliminary injunction hearing which is different from a 24 the -- the —- the job of drawing the districts is yours.
25 trial on the merits. We've never had a trial on the 25 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: |getit.
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1 MS. MURRILL: It's not mine. 1 additional congressional map. And | think what we're
2 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Right. 2 hearing from Judge Kelly Dick is --
3 MS. MURRILL: And I -- | am defending what | 3 MS. MURRILL: Shelly Dick.
4 believe to have been a -- a defensible map. And if you 4 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: -- Shelly Dick is
5 draw a new map, | will defend that map. Judge Dick has 5 that the map is not fair for the state of Louisiana.
6 put us in a -- in a position -- and the Fifth Circuit, 6 And -- and what | -- what | agree with her on is that if
7 the panel that reviewed that decision, and the whole 7 we cannot -- and we had an opportunity to draw this map
8 court, when | asked them to go en banc, by declining to 8 ourselves and we did not do it as it supports Section 2,
9 go en banc, have put us in a position of where we are 9 in my opinion. | know you gave yours, but this is my
10 today, where we -- we need to draw a map. So I'm here 10 opinion. So then we will allow her to draw that map if
11 to tell -- I'm not here to tell you don't draw a map. | 11 we can't do that. We can't draw a map right now, right?
12 mean, | think we do have to draw a map -- 12 Is that accurate?
13 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: And -- and -- 13 MS. MURRILL: So what will happen if you do
14 MS. MURRILL: -- and I will defend that map. 14 not draw a map is that she has set a trial date. It's
15 REPRESENTATIVE WYBLE: And -- and my final 15 very, very quick, and we will still be operating under
16 question. | heard Representative Beaullieu talk about 16 the old map. So we will move forward then with a trial
17 two-thirds of the legislature approving this map and -- 17 on the -- under the old map. There'll be a trial on the
18 and -- and voting for it. Beaullieu. I'm sorry. 18 merits, the same record | think that was presented, and
19 (Simultaneous speaking.) 19 Tom can affirm or -- or correct me if I'm wrong, but the
20 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Beaullieu? 20 -- the record from the preliminary injunction hearing
21 (Simultaneous speaking.) 21 will all go into the -- into the -- into the court
22 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: 1 just call you 22 record, and we will look at whether we want to have
23 Beau, so I'm -- I'm trying to get your real name because 23 additional testimony. And that trial will move forward.
24 - 24 | - I don't expect Judge Dick to change her
25 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Wel'll -- we'll -- 25 position. | think she will draw a map, and -- and so
Page 47 Page 49
1 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: -- 1 been calling i you are getting the first opportunity to do that. |
2 you Beau. 2 mean, we could have -- in theory, we could have had a
3 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: -- we'll work on 3 trial on the merits, and she could have said, "l don't
4 you -- 4 --" you know, again, "l don't like the old map," and --
5 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: Yes. 5 or, "l don't like the map that you drew and I'm going to
6 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: -- Representative 6 redraw your map." But as a matter of law, you get the
7 Marcelle. 7 first shot at doing that, so.
8 (Laughter.) 8 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: No. We get the
9 REPRESENTATIVE MARCELLE: So Beaullieu - | 9 second shot at doing it. Thank you very much, though.
10 always call him Beau. But Beaullieu, I --1--1--1 10 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you.
11 heard him say that two-thirds of the legislature voted 11 Representative Marcelle. Representative Farnum.
12 for this map. And he's absolutely accurate because the 12 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: Thank you, Mr.
13 majority of the legislature would support this map 13 Chairman. So a couple of things. So the -- the
14 because it benefits them. We talked about, you know, 14 parallel that the argument has been based on is the --
15 our districts and our interests. What | did not hear 15 the case in Alabama; was that the one?
16 him say is -- because | sat at that table on the other 16 MS. MURRILL: Yeah. The Alabama case was
17 side and presented a map, and none of the maps that we 17 litigated just, you know, a few months ahead of ours,
18 presented got out of this committee. 18 and so it went up to the Supreme Court before ours did.
19 So it's, you know, it's unfair to say, "Okay, 19 And so we've basically been held -- our case was held in
20 we passed it with the majority of the people,” because a 20 abeyance pending the outcome of that case.
21 majority of the people would support us not having an -- 21 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: So -- and that was a
22 an additional African American representation in another 22 seven-member district, right?
23 district. | get that. But it's not fair to say that 23 MS. MURRILL: | believe so.
24 those arguments weren't made to -- to support that. | 24 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: So -- so they were
25 was one of those that made the argument to support an 25 trying to reach a second district in a seven-member
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1 state. So would you say, just in your opinion, is it 1 MR. JONES: I'm sorry. My name is Tom Jones.
2 harder to -- to draw two of six than it is two of seven, 2 I'm the director of the civil division in the attorney
3 just based on the compactness of the population of that 3 general's office.
4 state? Because wouldn't you say that every state has a 4 The judge has principally based her ruling on
5 different compactness, there's no two states that are 5 Black voting-age population. That's what she's used as
6 identical, and maybe it's easier in one state, that 6 the primary criteria. Then the experts take that Black
7 maybe the compactness is -- is much more centrally 7 voting-age population, and they're very clever people,
8 located to reach that conclusion. Wouldn't -- would you 8 and they do very clever things with those numbers. They
9 agree with that? 9 can persuade you on one side that the Black voting-age
10 MS. MURRILL: | -- 1 would agree with you that 10 population should be analyzed this way, and the other
11 every state is different and that -- that our population 11 experts can convince you of just the opposite the next
12 -- how our population is spread out is -- is different 12 day. But Black voting-age population has been the
13 from every other state. 13 primary criteria for this judge's rulings.
14 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: Would - would you - 14 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: Because you did say
15 MS. MURRILL: So our population is -- our 15 something earlier, that -- that race cannot be a
16 population, | think, is relatively close to theirs. | 16 determining factor of -- of why you draw maps.
17 -- they'd probably have a little more population because 17 MS. MURRILL: It can't be the predominant
18 they still have seven districts. You know, we - this 18 factor.
19 isn't going to be easy. |- | didn't - that's why | 19 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: Isn't that the only
20 started out by saying, "I'm not here to tell you this is 20 reason we're here right now?
21 an easy job." You have a hard job. Our state is 21 MS. MURRILL: You know, we're here because of
22 different. Every state is different from each other, 22 -
23 and -- and you have to do this based on the facts in our 23 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: But isn't that the
24 state. 24 predominant reason?
25 We have argued in our case that our state is 25 MS. MURRILL: -- the court's telling us we
Page 51 Page 53
1 different from Alabama with regard to -- so that they -- i have to be here. | mean, | -- | think that's part of
2 the fact findings aren't -- can't be the same. We're 2 it. You know, the -- | mean, I'm defending the map.
3 not the same. Our history isn't the same. Our history 8 I'm going to defend the new map. | -- 1 want you to
4 of redistricting and redistricting litigation is not the 4 know, | mean, if you draw a new map, I'm defending that
5 same. And we -- we brought those issues up, and here we 5 map, so.
6 are still, so. 6 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: | -- | agree.
7 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: | --1-- 1 know. | 7 MS. MURRILL: I'm not going to say that, you
8 spent the better part of three years going over this. | 8 know, | mean, | think -- | don't -- | have complaints
9 was on the committee last time and sat through numerous, 9 about how this case was managed, | mean, not by our
10 numerous meetings on -- on this across a period of the 10 litigators, not -- you know, | just think that we need
11 three years. Help -- help me understand how the -- the 11 -- we should have a trial on the merits. I've always --
12 voting-age population factors in when the voting -- the 12 | have argued that in court. | have signed off on those
13 Black voting-age population is lower than the total 13 pleadings. 1 still believe that that's true. The
14 population in the state. How does that factor in? 14 courts have told us to do this by a certain date or it's
15 MS. MURRILL: You want to take that one? 15 going to be done for us.
16 MR. JONES: Yeah. The -- the judge -- 16 REPRESENTATIVE FARNUM: | -- | think the
17 MS. MURRILL: Introduce yourself just quickly 17 circular fashion of -- of the 14th, the 15th Amendment,
18 again. 18 and this Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act is a circle.
19 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: You're on. You're 19 So it - it - it sends you in this race to chase your
20 on. 20 tail to try and accomplish what you're trying to
21 MR. JONES: The judge here in the Middle 21 accomplish. And -- and each one contradicts the other
22 District has based her rulings on the Black -- 22 one in the circle. So you end up in this never ending
23 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: If you don't mind, 23 loop of -- of how do you accomplish what we're tasked to
24 could you kind of speak into the mic a little bit? Or 24 do here.
25 you can pull the mic to you, | believe, as well. 25 We did look at a lot of maps and -- and, you
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1 know, | -- | personally think that the one we passed was 1 But the law is pretty much the -- it's the
2 - was a very legal, legitimate map. And -- and -- and 2 same. So based on that law, that judge says, "Well,
3 we'll do the best we can with what we have. So, 3 y'all either going to do a map, or I'm going to do a
4 appreciate your time today. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 4 map." So -- so he gave us another -- a third time to do
5 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you, 5 the map. Now, if you look at the analysis of the -- of
6 Representative Farnum. Representative Carter. 6 what we done the last time, there was about eight maps
7 REPRESENTATIVE CARTER: Thank you, Mr. 7 that were presented to this House and Government Affairs
8 Chairman. | -- because this committee meeting is being 8 Committee, but there's only one map, the speaker map,
9 viewed by people throughout the state, | think it's 9 House Bill 1, that was even considered, seriously
10 important that we be honest and -- and -- and -- and put 10 considered.
11 the whole picture, why we here, how we got here. It 11 | mean, there was some people came to the --
12 seemed to be an impression that the old Judge Dick's 12 to the table and -- and talked about these other maps,
13 begging us, trying to make us do something even though 13 but -- but - but it was asked by the speaker then --
14 we've done the right thing. 14 the then speaker who was carrying the House Bill 1, "Did
15 Is it not true that the judge's job, her task, 15 you look at Section 2 of the Voters Right Act? And did
16 is to look at the law, first the law, the -- the 16 you try to comply this map with Section 2?" And the
17 jurisprudence of reapportionment, and look at the -- the 17 speaker said no.
18 - the -- the statute that's been passed, 18 "Well, did you look at the disparity that this
19 reapportionment and other criteria that Congress and -- 19 map represents? It's just common sense. If you got a
20 has given us, to see if we went about this the right 20 third of the population that is African American and --
21 way. She just didn't come up the side to say, "I'm 21 and -- and 33 -- over 33 percent, did you look at those
22 going to make them have another Black district." That 22 -- those figures? You don't have to be the primary
23 is not her job. And -- and -- and she did anything 23 criteria, but you got to first look at whether or not
24 contrary to that, she certainly would have been reversed 24 it's a -- it's appears to be a fair map and complying
25 quite quickly. 25 with the 14th Amendment, Section 2 and other -- other of
Page 55 Page 57
1 But -- but -- but what she did, she looked at 1 Supreme Court jurisprudence?" He said no.
2 the law, and there was -- there was -- there was a 2 He said that he -- he -- he -- he -- this is
3 request made by motion to -- to -- as to whether or not 3 his map that he's presenting, and he didn't -- let the
4 the plaintiff would succeed on this problem with 4 lawyers worry about all this other stuff. This is his
5 disparity and what have you if they went to trial. And 5 map. So the -- the -- the record -- the record of the
6 she pretty much said, after studying the law and 6 -- and | tried to tell him this because | was asking
7 studying the facts and what actually took place in this 7 questions to this -- to -- on House Bill 1, like
8 legislature, she decided it would probably succeed. So 8 everybody else, "Why this map have a problem?" And so
9 she asked the legislature to go back and try to do this 9 -- 50 -- s0 the legislature knew the map had a problem,
10 over again the right way. And the legislature has that 10 but they wouldn't listen to anybody else.
11 opportunity. We could get nothing done, okay? 11 So while | agree that the -- your
12 So now the judge -- it will stay -- the 12 representation that race is not the -- the sole factor,
13 attorney general office -- she -- she expressed that she 13 the -- the fact is you got to have six divided equally,
14 wanted another map and she -- a better map, she thought, 14 okay? And -- and if it -- but -- but -- but Section 2
15 that's more legal. And so she -- she asked the 15 says if you've got a group that is compact, that is
16 legislature to -- there was a state made by the attorney 16 compact and that vote certain voting patterns, that you
17 general's office, and that was granted by the Fifth 17 should try to create a map that allow that group to
18 Circuit. 18 represent a person of their choice. That's all it says.
19 And because of the Alabama case -- and Alabama 19 So | asked the speaker, "Did you look at Section 2 and
20 is different from -- first of all, Alabama has 26 20 try to come up with a map that does that?" He said,
21 percent population of African Americans. Louisiana, 33 21 "No, I didn't."
22 percent. Alabama has a larger overall population than 22 So it's the speaker's and -- and -- and the
23 Louisiana as well. That's why they have seven 23 legislators' testimony in the record that caused them
24 congressman. But -- but you can't compare Alabama to 24 the problem they had when it went to the judge. Had
25 Louisiana. 25 they said, "We looked at Section 2, we tried to comply
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1 with Section 2 but we couldn't because the Black 1 - what the Supreme Courts over the years have told us
2 population is so dispersed in the state. We could not 2 to do?
3 get another district that was compact,” they didn't say 3 | happened to be on the legislature in '84 to
4 that, didn't even try. So that's why the state is in 4 '92 when we wrote a lot of the reapportion maps. Okay.
5 the position it's in, not because somebody is out there 5 So this problem been around a long time. So we -- and
6 -- some federal judge is out there trying to make 6 -- and so we had -- oftentimes, federal judges had to
7 Louisiana have another -- another minority district now. 7 put us on the right track, say, "Okay. Y'all doing
8 However, | do agree that we need to have this 8 good. Y'all working in the right direction, but y'all
9 opportunity, and it's wonderful to have this opportunity 9 got to go back and do this over again." And that's what
10 to try to create a map that will comply. Now -- now -- 10 she did.
11 and | think that | applaud the governor because | think 11 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you, Judge
12 the governor wants to do the right thing. The new 12 Carter. Vice-chairman Lyons.
13 governor wants to do the right thing. He wants to have 13 VICE-CHAIRMAN LYONS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
14 a map to -- so we can do our own map and not a federal 14 Is it Ms. Murrill?
15 judge. And | support that. And so -- but | don't want 15 MS. MURRILL: Murrill.
16 to give the impression that federal judge is just a bad, 16 VICE-CHAIRMAN LYONS: Murrill. I'm sorry,
17 bad monster, is trying to make us do something we 17 sorry. | —1-1have a question for you, but before
18 shouldn't do. She has to comply with the law. 18 | get into my question, I just wanted to note that as we
19 Now, the Supreme Court has reviewed what the 19 talk about the Voting Rights Act and - and the premise
20 -- the -- the - the attorney general's office presented 20 of a lot of things that we've done, today is actually
21 there on confection of the state, and it's really -- 21 the holiday of Martin Luther King Day, today, which his
22 they -- they denied that. It's the United States 22 actual birthday is tomorrow. This is -- the observance
23 Supreme Court saying you got to go back and do this map, 23 of it is today. So a lot of us question, you know, as
24 not just Judge Dick, okay? So -- so we need to accept 24 the federal holiday (inaudible 1:14:43) was -- was
25 the fact that the map we had, based on the record, based 25 empty, what have you, is why we're here today.
Page 59 Page 61
1 on the testimony presented here in the legislature, 1 So | just want to just remind everyone that
2 based on the debate in the legislature, based on the 2 one of the things that Martin Luther King did say was
3 law, that it was not in compliance. 3 there's never a wrong time to do the right thing. So
4 Now, you can differ. People can differ 4 we're here today and we would not have any other, |
5 because they -- they don't like what the law says, 5 guess, issue -- he wouldn't. Now we're doing something
6 maybe, or they want to twist the law. But the fact of 6 that we'll be doing to correct where we at and -- and so
7 the matter is it's not a sustainable map. This map is 7 forth. But my question to you, ma'am, is you alluded to
8 not sustainable that we have now. And so we have a 8 earlier that you want to have a -- preference to have a
9 chance to do that and not offend too many political 9 trial on the merits, that you were requesting -- asking
10 notions at the same time. 10 for.
11 And so | just -- | just want to make that -- 11 So as a body here, as we're going to be going
12 putthatin the record that -- that this is a effort on 12 through this process, can you outline to us in any form
13 the part of people of different political interests to 13 necessary that - to get it across, what were some of
14 try to resolve the issue that had been defined by -- by 14 those merits? Because I'm assuming when you say the
15 Supreme Court decision and by federal statute, and -- 15 trial on the merits, you mean that the merits of -- of
16 and try to come up with a district that is acceptable. 16  the decision that you may have had difference with, you
17 That's what we're trying to do, you know. And 17 had other merits that you wanted to talk about or maybe
18 itdoesn't mean that you're a bad person or you -- or 18 defend in the - in the fact-finding portion that was
19 you got a problem because you supported that last map. 19 not revealed.
20 It's just that the record did not support -- we didn't 20 MS. MURRILL: So, Representative Lyons, when
21 get enough input from other people that had concerns 21 we went into this litigation right after the legislature
22 aboutit. We didn't allow people to have -- have -- put 22 completed the map drawing process, we went into a very,
23 their input in. Had we putting three or four maps on 23 very compressed hearing on a motion for a preliminary
24 the floor and explain why we putting on the floor, that 24 injunction. Thatis a different standard. It was very
25 might have been different. Have we tried to do what the 25 compressed. We did not have the - the length of time
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il that we would ordinarily have for a full trial. 1 you very much. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
2 | believe that -- | mean, this is -- you can 2 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you,
3 blame it on the litigator in me, which is fine, but | 3 Representative Lyons. Representative Gadberry.
4 believe that it -- that -- that the state and -- and | 4 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Thank you, Mr.
5 believe this under the new map that you pass, that we 5 Chair. Ms. Murrill, if we draw a new map and Judge Dick
6 should be entitled to have a trial on the merits -- 6 decides she don't like that one, do we start all over
7 merits before we are forced to go in and change an act 7 again, or will she immediately draw a map? | don't
8 of the legislature. That is just a fundamental premise 8 think she's capable of drawing a map, number one. |
9 that | have about acts of the legislature and us being 9 just don't think she could do it. But --
10 required by the courts to redo them. That -- that -- as 10 MS. MURRILL: She -- | mean, no federal judge
11 a practical matter, we did not have a lot of time, but | 11 does this without a demographer helping. | mean,
12 have lost -- we lost on that issue. 12 they're -- she'll appoint -- she will ask for experts.
13 | mean, we -- we did. Not just me, but the 13 She will ask for the maps to be submitted to her with
14 entire litigation team, including the lawyers who 14 expert testimony, and then she will -- typically, she's
15 represented the legislature or the -- the -- the speaker 15 probably going to decide which map to take, but she can
16 and the -- the president of the Senate at the time and 16 tweak those lines. She can decide how to draw the map,
17 the secretary of state. We asked to have a trial on the 17 how she wants to draw this map based on the input of the
18 merits set before you were required to go into session, 18 experts from both sides. She could appoint her own
19 and we offered to do it quickly. So just to be clear, 19 expert and have that expert assist her in the
20 we were not trying to delay. We offered to do it in 20 map-drawing exercise.
21 November. There was another trial set. | mean, we 21 And remember, you've been through this before.
22 tried to do this quickly so that we could have a 22 A large part of this exercise is done through computer
23 complete record upon which whatever the decision was. 23 generated maps. So, you know, you put the numbers in,
24 And we did not believe that Judge Dick would 24 you start changing -- you change the inputs, it spits
25 change her decision, but we still believe that the case 25 out a new map. She's going to have to go through that
Page 63 Page 65
i should be before the courts on a complete record. Itis 1 same process that you did, and then -- and then we
2 not, because we weren't -- we never had a trial on the 2 continue. So | -- 1 mean, | can't tell you that the
8 merits. The courts have told you to go back and draw a 3 plaintiffs will accept the map that you draw. She has
4 map. And they said, "We can have a trial on the merits, 4 established a timeline for the plaintiffs to amend their
5 but we can do that after you draw a map." 5 petition and challenge that map, and then we will -- we
6 So as a -- | mean, just fundamentally as a 6 will go through the process again to determine whether
7 lawyer who represents the -- you and defends the laws 7 or not that map is acceptable.
8 that you pass, your laws -- if you have a law that you 8 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: And for four years
9 pass, that you feel very strongly about, and the entire 9 on this committee previously, | spent hours upon hours
10 legislature has voted for it even though some people may 10 looking at this map, all the maps. And | looked at the
11 disagree with it, then | will defend your law. And I -- 11 plaintiff's map, so to speak, that they presented before
12 | think that -- that you are entitled and the 12 this group, and | didn't feel like any of those met the
13 legislature is entitled to that defense. So that's the 13 criteria. The - the - the overriding factor, | guess,
14 point that | was making. |-- | don't think any of 14 was they had gerrymander lines, which is against the
15 these cases should be tried and decided at the 15 Voting Rights Act. So I'm hearing that you said that
16 preliminary injunction stage. | think we are entitled 16 the map - that the current map that's been rejected, |
17 to a trial on the merits. 17 guess, by the judge, has it been to the US Supreme
18 And -- but at this point, the courts have told 18 Court? Because that's the next step.
19 you -- the federal courts have told me and they have 19 MS. MURRILL: It has not. It - the -- the -
20 told you that we don't get that right now. You -- you 20 the US Supreme Court can decide whether to take a case
21 get to have this session right now, or Judge Dick is 21 or not take a case.
22 going to draw the map for you. So, you know, I'm not 22 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Right.
23 here to say, "Don't draw the map." I'm here to tell 23 MS. MURRILL: They have not taken our case.
24 you, "Draw the map." 24 They took our -- they — they stayed our case last
25 VICE-CHAIRMAN LYONS: Okay. Thank -- thank 25 summer while the Alabama case went forward and was
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1 litigated. They said, "You just wait." They thought we 1 MS. MURRILL: If they do not accept that map
2 had made a good case for a stay and so they paused our 2 for whatever reason, then if they don't like it, | mean,
3 case while they decided that one. But they did 3 they may - it may be a perfectly acceptable map for
4 something and these -- this is kind of a term of art, 4 some people. It may be a second majority/minority map
5 but | mean, they granted cert in advance of judgment. 5 that -- that some people like or that some people don't.
6 That means they actually took our case, and then after 6 So there's no guarantee that someone won't, that they
7 they decided the Merrill case, the Alabama case, they 7 -- that the plaintiffs will like the map. But if they
8 just vacated their own grant and sent it back to us. 8 -- they can - so they could continue to challenge it,
9 So in a way, they took our case, and then they 9 and now they will have to go and amend their pleadings
10 vacated their own decision to take our case and they 10 and we, basically, will start over because it is a new
11 sent it back down to the Fifth Circuit and to judge 11 act of the legislature.
12 Dick. And so it's -- it's back in the hands of the 12 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: It's going to
13 District Court judge who is supervised by the Fifth 13 replace the existing map -
14 Circuit Court of Appeals. And so there has been some 14 MS. MURRILL: It will replace the existing
15 litigation between August and, really, through the 15 map.
16 summer since the Merrill case came out all the way 16 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: -- Representative
17 through the time that the opinion was issued in 17 Gadberry.
18 November, | think, from the Fifth Circuit where a panel 18 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Well, | mean, along
19 of the Fifth Circuit said, "You need to go draw a map by 19  what Representative Farnum -- Farnum was saying earlier,
20 February 15th." 20 you chase your tail on this thing.
21 So they actually suggested we should have done 21 MS. MURRILL: Well, that's why | said it's not
22 this before -- before we legally, really -- or -- or -- 22 easy.
23 or | think it was practically possible to even get it 23 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: You comply with one
24 done. But, you know, here you are. | think the 24 part, and you check another part and it doesn't meet the
25  governor heeded that call that -- that -- that demand. 25 criteria. So you go back and rework your population or
Page 67 Page 69
1 I mean, we've had it reviewed by a number of judges. 1 your districts, and that doesn't meet. So you're --
2 They have had nothing to say about our arguments. It's 2 you're constantly going in a circle.
3 been radio silence. And so the only decision that 3 MS. MURRILL: Look, | believe that the United
4 remains in front of us right now is Judge Dick's. 4 States Supreme Court should give you better
5 And -- and so Judge Dick has set a timeline 5 instructions. | -- 1 do. Ithink that -- that -- that
6 for us to have a trial. They did say we get to have a 6 is the argument that we made last summer. And, you
7 trial, but we don't get to have that trial until after 7 know, if - if you pass a map and somebody else
8 you go through this exercise. And, you know, she will 8 challenges that map, it -- | will make that argument
9 do it for you. 9 again. | mean, | think that they -- the courts have
10 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: And once we have 10 made this a difficult task for you and -- and so you are
11 that trial, we have the opportunity, if she still 11 doing the best that you can now within the constraints
12 rejects the map, to appeal that? 12 of the rulings of the federal court.
13 MS. MURRILL: If she - if she rejects the new 13 So, you know, it's - it's not an easy task
14 map? 14 that you have and | believe that the jurisprudence has
15 REPRESENTATIVE GADBERRY: Or the existing one 15 made it confusing and that the Supreme Court would be
16 again. 16 well -- | mean, you know, in my opinion, that the
17 MS. MURRILL: Well, | mean, if she -- if you 17 Supreme Court ought to make its own jurisprudence
18 don't draw a map, then we will be back in front of her 18 clearer to those of you who have the job of drawing the
19  for the trial on the merits in very short order and that 19 maps. | think that's fair.
20 - that case will continue. If you do draw a map, then 20 The constitution makes it clear that it is
21 the plaintiffs will have to decide whether they wish to 21 your job to draw the maps. | believe that it is not
22 challenge that map, whether they accept that map. And 22 correct in terms of the balance of power between the
23 if they accept that map, then — then the whole case 23 state and federal government, between the constitution,
24 should be over. 24 you know, purview of how this should be happening, for
25 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Yeah. 25 the courts to create precedent that makes it impossible
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1 also said that we had maps, and he pointed out the fact 1 have to approve her map --
2 that the -- we as -- and | want - | think it was Rep. 2 MS. MURRILL: No.
3 Marcelle that said it. We did not have an opportunity 3 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: -- or would it
4 to vote on all maps because all maps were not allowed to 4 automatically go in force above what the constitution
5 come out of this committee. 5 says is our duties as representatives?
6 There were options upon options to draw a 6 MS. MURRILL: So let me kind of -- let me
7 second minority/majority congressional district, and 7 untangle that a little bit. If you draw a map now, that
8 they went all across the state to give minorities an 8 map will become an act of the legislature and it will
9 opportunity to vote for their candidate of choice. They 9 supersede the prior act of the legislature. The old map
10 were not allowed to come out of this committee. We sat 10 goes away.
11 for a month, six hours, at least, a day, listening to 11 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: Okay.
12 the arguments of -- and the -- the makeup of each map 12 MS. MURRILL: If -- if you do not draw a map,
13 and discussing voting -- voting-age population vs. 13 then the -- the map that you drew before will remain --
14 population. So | understand why we still having those 14 will be the map, and the plaintiffs will continue to
15 questions because we talked about it ad nauseam. 15 litigate that. We will have a trial on the merits. The
16 But when you choose not to do right, that is 16 -- the record from the preliminary injunction will be,
17 when the process becomes difficult and it -- it seems as 17 probably, supplemented with some additional testimony.
18 though we can't make a headway. But | want to put it on 18 She will issue a new ruling and she will issue a
19 the record that I didn't vote for none of them maps that 19 permanent injunction against the map. And then that
20 came out. | didn't vote for any of the maps that Judge 20 will be litigated, which is my duty. And so | will
21 Dick had in front of her because they were not maps that 21 continue to carry forth my duty to defend against the
22 were fair and they were not maps that were taking 22 injunction. That's the process.
23 consideration of all of the citizens of this great state 23 If she draws the map herself, then someone
24 that I call home no matter how unfair or how unjust it 24 could intervene and challenge that map. You know, there
25 is to me. 25 are a number of different potential outcomes if she
Page 75 Page 77
1 We still need to look and make sure that 1 draws the map. If she draws the map, you know, we could
2 Louisiana is a state that it used to be, considering all 2 accept that map. You don't get it back. You don't get
3 of her citizens. And thank you for your time, Mr. 3 a second -- you don't get another opportunity to approve
4 Chair. |1 don't have a question for anybody. 4 her work. The only question is can her work survive the
5 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Yeah. Let's try 5 scrutiny of the Fifth Circuit who grades her papers, and
6 and - and look - let's try and keep this to questions 6 potentially, the United States Supreme Court who grades
7 for the attorney general. We -- we going to have a time 7 their papers.
8 to - to talk about maps and -- and all that, but if -- 8 And, you know, | think what makes your job a
9 like to try and stick to any kind of questions out of 9 little more complicated is that the prior -- not the --
10 respect for the attorney general's time. Representative 10 the exact prior map, but the map before that had been
11 Schamerhorn. 11 pre-cleared, there had been litigation in the past over
12 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: Thank you, Mr. 12 a majority/minority map that was declared
13 Chairman. Good morning. 13 unconstitutional. So, you know, that's why | have never
14 MS. MURRILL: Good morning. 14 taken the position that our history is -- or at least
15 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: Welcome aboard. 15 our recent history is the same in redistricting as
16 MS. MURRILL: Thank you. 16 Alabama.
17 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: My question is if 17 And | believe that the courts need to make it
18 we do not present a different map, Judge Dick has 18 more clear what your job is so that you can do it
19 threatened to draw her map. Is it not our -- 19 properly the first time and we can all avoid the
20 MS. MURRILL: Promised, not threatened. 20 litigation side of this and -- and continue to move
21 REPRESENTATIVE SCHAMERHORN: Well, okay. Is 21 forward with -- with an act that -- that, as | believe
22 it not our responsibility as legislators by the -- and 22 all your acts are, presumed to be constitutional. That
23 protected by the constitution, that our map should be 23 is, you know, that's how I'll approach the next -- the
24 the one that is approved? Now if she draws her own map, 24 next act that you issue. So I'm not picking and
25 when she does, do we still have to approve -- would we 25 choosing. | mean, | think unless it's very clearly
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minority district. Thank you.

REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Thank you, Ms.
Labry. The -- the board is clear. Members, this is
going to conclude our educational meeting this morning.
| appreciate you all being here this morning and -- and
your attentiveness and your questions. We're going to
have a busy week. | ask you all to stay close to your

0 J o0 o W N

computers. As bills are uploaded, read them, become
9 familiar with them. If you have amendments, please get

10 them to staff as soon as possible.

11 Remember, you also -- if anybody in any --

12 from the outside is submitting information or submitting

13 maps, to include shapefiles as well so we can have the

14 - the equivalency -- block equivalency files so that we

15 can -- we can have that data and -- and get it to staff

16 as — as soon as possible. But, members, look forward

17 toit. It'll be a fun week. Thank you.

18 MS. BAKER: Move to adjourn?

19 REPRESENTATIVE BEAULLIEU: Yeah.
20 Representative Thomas has moved to adjourn.
21 (Meeting adjourned.)

22

23

24

25
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1 MS. MIZELL: Official Journal of the Senate of il long, detailed process, achieves several goals.
2 the state of Louisiana, Second day's proceedings, 2 First, as you know and you're aware of,
3 Tuesday, January 16th, 2024. 3 Congresswoman Julia Letlow is my representative in
4 MALE SPEAKER: Senator Hodges moves to 4 Washington, DC. The boundaries in the bill I'm
5 dispense the reading of the journal without objection. 5 proposing ensure that Congresswoman Letlow remains both
6 MS. MIZELL: Petitions, memorials, and 6 unpaired with any other incumbents, and in a
7 communications, | am in receipt of a letter from the 7 congressional district that should continue to elect a
8 president appointing the parliamentarians, Senator 8 Republican to Congress for the remainder of this decade.
9 Gregory Miller. Messages from the house, the house is 9 | have great pride in the work of Congresswoman Letlow
10 finally passed and asked for concurrence in the 10 and - that she's accomplished, and this map will ensure
11 following house bills and joint resolutions. House Bill 11 that Louisianans will continue to benefit from her
12 16. House Bill 8, respectfully submit headed. Michelle 12 presence in the halls of the Congress for as long as she
13 Fontenot, Clerk of the House. Introduction of House 13 decides to continue to serve this great state.
14 bills. Senator Talbot now moves for suspension of the 14 Second. Louisiana has six congressional
15 rules for the purpose of reading the house bills the 15 districts. The map that's proposed bill ensures that
16 first and second time and referring them to Committee. 16 four are safe Republican seats. Louisiana Republican
17 House Bill 8 by Representative Mike Johnson is 17 presence in the United States' countours has contributed
18 an act to Entitled 13 relative to the Supreme Court to 18 tremendously to the national discourse, and I'm very
19 provide relative to redistricting Supreme Court Justice 19 proud that both Speaker of the US House of
20 districts. It is referred to senate and governmental 20 Representatives, Mike Johnson, and US House Majority
21 affairs. House Bill 16 by Representative McFarland is 21 Leader Steve Scalise are both from our great state.
22 an act to appropriate funds and to make certain 22 This map ensures that two of them will have solidly
23 reductions from certain sources to be allocated to the 23 Republican districts at home, so they can focus on the
24 designated agencies and purposes in specific amounts for 24 national leadership that we need in Washington, DC. The
25 making of supplemental appropriations. Refer to 25 map that's proposed in this bill ensures conservative
Page 3 Page 5
1 finance. il principle is retained by the majority of those in
2 MALE SPEAKER: Oh, Senator O'Connor for an 2 Louisiana and will continue to extend past our
3 introduction. 3 boundaries to the nation's capital.
4 MALE SPEAKER 2: (inaudible 0:04:15). 4 Third. The corridor that you see on the map
5 MALE SPEAKER: Oh, okay. 3 that -- that you have on your -- your table, if you'll
6 MALE SPEAKER 2: It's okay. 6 notice the map runs up Red River, which is barge
7 MALE SPEAKER: Never mind. It's -- that zip 7 traffic, commerce. It also has I-49, which is a --
8 sound? Senate bills on third reading and final passage. 8 which is -- goes from Lafayette to Shreveport, which is
9 MS. MIZELL: First bill? Senator Womack now 9 also a corridor for our state that is very important to
10 moves for a suspension of the rules for the purpose of 10 our commerce. We have a college. We have education
11 calling out of order, Senate Bill 8 by Senator Womack. 11 along that corridor. We have a presence with ag with
12 It's an act to amend Title 18 relative to congressional 12 our row crop, as well as our cattle industry all up
13 districts to provide for the redistricting of 13 along Red River in those parishes.
14 Louisiana's congressional 14 A lot of people from that area, the
15 FEMALE SPEAKER: To provide with respect to 15  Natchitoches Parish, as well as Alexandria, use
16  positions and offices other than congressional, which 16  Alexandria for - for -- for their healthcare, their
17 are based on congressional districts. 17  hospitals, and so forth in that area. So finally, the
18 MALE SPEAKER: Senator Womack, on your bill. 18 amounts in the proposed bill responds appropriate to the
e SENATOR WOMACK: Thank you, Mr. President. 19  ongoing Federal Voting Rights Act in the Middle District
20 Colleagues, | bring Senate Bill Number 8 before you this 20 of Louisiana. For those who are unaware, the
21 evening. As you know, Louisiana congressional districts 21 congressional amounts that we enacted in 2022 of March
22 must be drawn, given the Federal Voting Rights Act 22 have been the subject of litigation, roughly since the
23 litigation that is still ongoing in the US District 23 day - the 2022 Congressional Redistricting Bill went
24 Court for the Middle District of Louisiana. This map in 24 into effect. Even before we enacted it.
25 the bill that I'm introducing, which is the product of a 25 After a substantial amount of prolonged
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1 litigation, the Federal District Court has adhered to 1 common with one another within the district?
2 its view that the federal law requires that the state 2 SENATOR WOMACK: No, | didn't because it was
3 have two congressional districts with a majority of 3 -- it was -- we had to draw two districts, and that's
4 Black voters. Our secretary of state, attorney general, 4 the only way we could get two districts. One of the
5 and our prior legislative leadership appealed that, but 5 ways we could get two districts, and still protect our
6 have yet to succeed. And we are now here because of the 6 political interest.
7 federal court order, that we have to have first 7 SENATOR MORRIS: Well, one of the things you
8 opportunity to act. The district court order that we 8 said earlier was that -- that we had in common the
9 must have two majority voting-age population districts, 9 agriculture. You mentioned that. That's a community of
10 combined with the political impurities | just described, 10 interest. So you did consider agriculture as being
11 have largely -- largely driven the boundaries of 11 something that everybody had in common with this
12 District Two and District Six on your map, both of which 12 district, or?
13 are over 50 percent voting -- Black voting age 13 SENATOR WOMACK: My comment was -- was the
14 population. 14 fact that it was along that corridor. Ag was along that
15 Given the state's current demographics, there 15 corridor some -- some -- not so much in that community
16 is not enough high Black population in the southeast 16 interest. Just maintaining -- bringing out the fact
17 portion of Louisiana to create two majority Black 17 that 1-49 does go through there, and it does encompass
18 districts, and to also comply with the US Constitution 18 your -- your timberland, your ag, your hospitals. Just
19 one person, one vote requirement. That is the reason 19 trying to bring to light some of the positives going up
20 why District Two is drawn around Orleans Parish, while 20 that corridor.
21 District Six includes the Black population of East Baton 21 SENATOR MORRIS: So would you -- would you say
22 Rouge Parish and travels up the 1-49 quarter to include 22 that the heart of this district is Northeast Louisiana
23 Black population in Shreveport. While this is a 23 and North Central Louisiana?
24 different map than the Plaintiffs' litigation have 24 SENATOR WOMACK: | wouldn't say the heart of
25 proposed, this is the only map | reviewed that 25 the district is that way, but the way the district -- to
Page 7 Page 9
1 accomplishes the political goals | believe that are 1 pick up the -- the -- and honor the courts, it had to be
2 important for my district, for Louisiana, and for the 2 drawn like it had to be drawn to pick that up.
3 country. 3 SENATOR MORRIS: So the - is there a heart of
4 While 1 did not draw these boundaries myself, 4 the district?
5 | carefully considered the number of different map 5 SENATOR WOMACK: Ifitis, it'll be a small
6 options. | firmly submit that the congressional voting 6 majority of the heart. | don't think it's a --it's a
7 boundaries represented in this bill best achieve the 7 -- it -- it has a heart of the district, but it had to
8 goals of protecting Congresswoman Letlow's seat, 8 start somewnhere.
9 maintaining a strong district for Speaker Johnson, as 9 SENATOR MORRIS: Do you know what the most
10 well as Majority Leader Steve Scalise, ensuring four 10 populated parish is of Congressional District Five at
11 Republican districts, and adhering to the command of the 11 the current moment?
12 Federal Court in the Middle District of Louisiana. And 12 SENATOR WOMACK: |do not. | hadn't looked at
13 | ask for favorable passage. 13 that to -- to prove that myself. | (inaudible 0:08:54)
14 MALE SPEAKER: We have -- we have one question 14 -- could be Ouachita Parish.
15 by Senator Morris for -- 15 SENATOR MORRIS: Right. So Ouachita Parish,
16 SENATOR MORRIS: Senator Womack, among the 16 which is the most populated parish in Congressional
17 factors that you considered was the community of 17 District Five, which you seek to protect for
18 interest of the district. Something that was considered 18 Congresswoman Letlow. Your map cuts Ouachita Parish
19 in coming up with this version of the map that we have 19 into various pieces, does it not? And puts a lot of
20 before us. 20 that in Congressman Johnson's District Four, corre
21 SENATOR WOMACK: Senator Morris, this map was
22 strictly drawn from the political aspect of our
23 congressman in -- in office is how it was drawn.
24 SENATOR MORRIS: Did -- you didn't consider
25 the community of interest of people having something in
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