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

MONROE DIVISION

PHILLIP CALLAIS, et al,
Plaintiffs,
VS. Case No. 3:24-c¢v-00122-DCJ-CES-RRS
NANCY LANDRY, in her official Three-Judge Court
capacity as Louisiana Secretary of
State,
Defendant.
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INTEREST OF THE AMICI CURIAE

Amici curiae Michael Mislove, Lisa J. Fauci, Robert Lipton, and Nicholas Mattei
are professors of mathematics and computer science at Louisiana State University and
Tulane University. On three occasions, the U.S. District Court for the Middle District of
Louisiana in Robinson v. Ardoin granted amici leave to file briefs in support of neither
party, to show that computational redistricting—using high-performance computers to
help draw maps that attempt to optimize multiple redistricting criteria—could produce a
map that fully remedies any violation of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act (VRA), 52
U.S.C. § 10301, while simultaneously complying with the United States Constitution, all
other legal requirements, and traditional redistricting principles (M.D. La. No. 3:22-cv-
211, Rec. Doc. Nos. 96, 97, 210, 220, 277, 284).

Amici believe that the map they previously offered in Robinson—the “Amicus
Map”— created with the assistance of computational redistricting, could prove helpful to
this Court as it considers appropriate remedies for the unconstitutional racial

gerrymandering that it found in Senate Bill 8 (“SB 8” or the “2024 Plan”). See Doc. 198.

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

This Court will soon face two issues: first, whether this Court should order a
remedial congressional districting map into effect for the 2024 election cycle given that
the Legislature’s March 2022 plan was enjoined for violating Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act and the Legislature’s January 2024 plan was enjoined for violating the Equal

Protection Clause, leaving the State without a lawful plan for the 2024 elections; and



Case 3:24-cv-00122-DCJ-CES-RRS Document 212 Filed 05/06/24 Page 7 of 36 PagelD #:
5140

second, whether the Court can find a remedial map that complies with all federal and
state legal requirements, properly respects traditional districting criteria, and walks the
fine line between paying too little attention to race and violating the VR A and paying too
much attention to race and violating the Constitution.

Amict believe the answer to both questions is Yes. The Amicus Map, which amict
first presented to the Robinson court in April 2022, contains two “crossover districts”—
one based in New Orleans, the other based in Baton Rouge, with neither extending to
North Louisiana—where Black adults constitute less than half of each district’s voting-
age population yet would have a realistic possibility of electing their preferred candidates
to Congress with limited, but predictable, crossover support from other voters. These
crossover districts fully comply with the VR A without risking running afoul of the Equal
Protection Clause.

Both districts, like all other districts in the Amicus Map, are contiguous,
geographically compact, respectful of parishes and municipalities, and respectful of other
communities of interest. The Amicus Map adheres to the “one person, one vote” doctrine
more closely than any congressional plan in Louisiana history. And the map respects the
legitimate policy choices made by the Governor and Legislature, particularly with
respect to incumbents.

The Amicus Map therefore could be an excellent option as the Court considers a
remedial congressional redistricting plan. See Robinson v. Ardoin, 605 F. Supp. 3d 759,

856 & n.441 (M.D. La. 2022) (citing the Amicus Map).
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ARGUMENT

I. The Court Should Order a Remedial Congressional Map for the 2024
Election Cycle.

The Court should order a remedial congressional map into effect for the 2024
election cycle. Earlier this week, the Court found that the Legislature’s January 2024
congressional plan violates the Equal Protection Clause as an impermissible racial
gerrymander and enjoined the State of Louisiana from using it for any election. Doc. 198.

Likewise, in Robinson, the Legislature’s March 2022 congressional plan was
enjoined by the District Court for the Middle District of Louisiana for violating Section 2
of the VRA, 52 U.S.C. § 10301, and the Fifth Circuit “affirmed the district court’s
conclusion” that the Robinson plaintiffs “were likely to succeed” on the merits of their
VRA claim, expressly concluded that the injunction had been “valid,” and held that “the
underlying controversy is not moot” because Black voters would suffer “a continuing and
live injury ... [and] ongoing and irreparable harm ... in the 2024 elections” unless the 2022
Plan were replaced with a lawful plan. Robinson v. Ardoin, 86 F.4th 574, 583, 599-601
(6th Cir. 2023). All of this comported with the U.S. Supreme Court’s remand order
instructing the Fifth Circuit to proceed with, and presumably resolve, Robinson “in
advance of the 2024 congressional elections in Louisiana.” Ardoin v. Robinson, 143 S. Ct.
2654 (2023).

As the Supreme Court has noted, where—as here—a districting plan is found to
be unlawful, “it would be the unusual case in which a court would be justified in not taking
appropriate action to insure that no further elections are conducted under the invalid

plan.” Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 585 (1964). That is because “restrictions on






