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DR. DOROTHY NAIRNE, JARRETT 
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HARRIS, ALEXIS CALHOUN, BLACK 
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CONFERENCE OF THE NAACP, 
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Chief Judge Shelly D. Dick 

Magistrate Judge Scott D. Johnson 

 

 
LEGISLATIVE INTERVENORS’ MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO  

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR STATUS CONFERENCE 
 

Legislative Intervenors Clay Schexnayder and Patrick Page Cortez (“Legislative 

Intervenors”) are prepared to participate in the status conference Plaintiffs request if the Court 

believes the dispute is ripe for a conference. (Doc. 68.) Because Plaintiffs took the liberty of 

accompanying their request with a seven-page memorandum that misses the heart of the 

outstanding discovery dispute, Intervenors feel compelled to respond. 

1. Legislative Intervenors are obligated only to produce “documents that are within 

their ‘possession, custody or control.’” S. Filter Media, LLC v. Halter, No. 13-116, 2014 WL 

4278788, at *5 (M.D. La. Aug. 29, 2014) (quoting Fed. R. Civ. P. 34(a)(1)). Thus, their production 

obligation is limited to documents they have “the legal right” or “practical ability to obtain.” Id. 

(quoting Estate of Monroe v. Bottle Rock Power Corp., No. 03–2682, 2004 WL 737463, at * 10 

Case 3:22-cv-00178-SDD-SDJ     Document 69    08/12/22   Page 1 of 9



 2 

(E.D. La. April 2, 2004)). “The burden…is on the party seeking discovery to make a showing that 

the other party has control over the documents sought.” Id. 

The present dispute involves review of Legislative Intervenors’ official email accounts at 

the Louisiana Legislature for documents responsive to Plaintiffs’ discovery requests. Plaintiffs 

take exception to what they call “the Legislative Intervenors’ decision to allow the Louisiana 

Legislature to ‘review and cull’ the Legislative Intervenors’ own documents before providing them 

to counsel for the Legislative Intervenors...” (Doc. 68-1 at 1.) But Plaintiffs’ memorandum fails to 

address the threshold question of possession, custody, or control. It conflates the terms 

“Legislature” and “Legislative Intervenors,” but Legislative Intervenors are not the Louisiana 

Legislature. They are two of 144 members of that body’s respective chambers.1 The mere fact that 

they are the presiding officers of the House and Senate, respectively, does not ipso facto confer on 

them the legal right or practical ability to obtain documents owned, possessed, and controlled by 

the Legislature. The Louisiana officers with authority over materials within the Legislature’s 

computer system are the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

These officers are not within the employment of either Legislative Intervenor. Rather, they are 

elected by the members of the Senate and the House, respectively, in the same manner as the 

President and the Speaker.2 Legislative Intervenors can neither hire nor fire these officers3 and 

 
1 The fact that counsel to Legislative Intervenors “will be representing the Legislative Committee Chairs in a 
forthcoming subpoena for their responsive documents” (Doc. 68-1 at 4 n.1) does not move the needle for Plaintiffs. 
Even assuming these individuals could be aggregated in the manner Plaintiffs imply, that would mean only that four 
of 144 legislators are represented by the undersigned counsel at the present stage of proceedings. 
2 See Secretary of The Senate, https://senate.la.gov/Officers#Secretary (last visited Aug. 11, 2022); Clerk Of The 
House & Custodian Of House Records, https://house.louisiana.gov/H_Staff/H_Staff_ClerksOffice (last visited Aug. 
11, 2022); HRULE 2.9, http://legis.la.gov/legis/Law.aspx?d=113294 (last visited Aug. 11, 2022); SRULE 3.6, 
http://www.legis.la.gov/legis/Law.aspx?p=y&d=180510 (last visited Aug. 11, 2022). 
 
3 See SRULE 3.6(B), http://www.legis.la.gov/legis/Law.aspx?p=y&d=180510 (last visited Aug. 11, 2022) 
(providing that the Secretary may be removed from office in the same manner as the president – i.e., by an 
affirmative vote of at least 20 members as set forth in SRULE 3.2(B)); see also HRULE 2.9. 

Case 3:22-cv-00178-SDD-SDJ     Document 69    08/12/22   Page 2 of 9



 3 

cannot command them to override the records custody and production rules governing the House 

or Senate. 

Plaintiffs cannot compel Legislative Intervenors to produce documents beyond their legal 

and practical ability to produce. By comparison, the Second Circuit found abuse of discretion in a 

lower court’s demand for document production from a chairman of a corporate board of directors, 

where “his minority status as a shareholder and Russian law pose[d] insurmountable barriers to his 

obtaining the documents.” Shcherbakovskiy v. Da Capo Al Fine, Ltd., 490 F.3d 130, 138 (2d Cir. 

2007); see also Am. Maplan Corp. v. Heilmayr, 203 F.R.D. 499, 501–02 (D. Kan. 2001) 

(overruling magistrate’s order compelling company president to produce documents of the 

company, because the party seeking discovery “cannot properly seek to obtain from one entity or 

individual what belongs to another”); cf. New York ex rel. Boardman v. Nat’l R.R. Passenger 

Corp., 233 F.R.D. 259, 267–68 (N.D.N.Y. 2006) (similar holding in case involving government 

agencies). So too here. Intervenors lack the legal authority and practical ability to meet Plaintiffs’ 

demand to produce documents that belong to the Legislature.  Plaintiffs state that “the Legislative 

Intervenors must provide their counsel with direct access to all of their documents to enable a 

complete and legally sufficient response to Plaintiffs’ discovery requests.” (ECF No. 68-1 at 2–3.)  

Simply put, the documents at issue are not “their documents” to produce. 

It bears noting that this point—the difference between the Legislature as a body and 

Legislative Intervenors as two members of that body—was repeatedly made clear to Plaintiffs 

during the meet and confer process. It is telling that Plaintiffs make no effort to counter or even 

mention the issue in their memorandum. 

2. Intervenors have been working in good faith to use the full extent of their practical 

ability to obtain documents within the possession, ownership, and control of the Legislature to 
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respond to Plaintiffs’ discovery demands. They have sought responsive documents from the 

Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives and worked with them to 

facilitate the process of searching the accounts and producing relevant, responsive, non-privileged 

documents. As record custodians, the Secretary and the Clerk are responsible for responding to 

record requests, including from Legislative Intervenors. These officers are “required to review all 

requested documents to ensure compliance” with the legislative privilege afforded to legislators 

by the Louisiana Constitution as part of this review.4 

When Legislative Intervenors approached the Secretary and Clerk regarding discovery in 

this case, they were informed that the following procedure governs Legislative Intervenors’ ability 

to obtain materials in the possession, custody, and control of the Legislature: 

Our procedure relative to requests for emails is to task our computer staff with 
segregating the mailboxes of the persons for those email communications that you 
requested.  The computer staff segregates the members’ mailboxes, runs the search 
inquiries using the terms you supplied covering the request period and provides 
those search results to us. The computer searches are run by a joint (House and 
Senate) computer staff and can only be run one-at-a-time and in the order received. 
  
Following the computer staff’s segregation of emails, we then must review the 
emails located within the mailboxes which are identified using the search terms you 
provided to: (1) remove all non-public records, i.e. e-mails that have nothing to do 
with conducting the public’s business, and (2) identify the emails that are protected 
speech under our constitutional privilege contained in LA Constitution Art. III, § 
8.  After identification of any privileged e-mails, if any, we discuss each privileged 
record with the member to ascertain whether that member will waive or assert the 
privilege on each identified record.  If the member asserts this privilege, we must 
then remove those from the documents from other records that could be 
produced.  This process results in a set of e-mails which is then made available for 
inspection and copying.   
 
See Ex. A; see also How to Request a Public Record from the Louisiana State Senate, 

https://senate.la.gov/Officers#Secretary (last visited Aug. 11, 2022); How to Request a Public 

 
4 See How to Request a Public Record from the Louisiana State Senate, https://senate.la.gov/Officers#Secretary (last 
visited Aug. 11, 2022); How to Request a Public Record from the Louisiana House of Representatives, 
https://house.louisiana.gov/H_Staff/H_Staff_ClerksOffice#HowToRequestRecord (last visited Aug. 11, 2022). 
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Record from the Louisiana House of Representatives, 

https://house.louisiana.gov/H_Staff/H_Staff_ClerksOffice#HowToRequestRecord (last visited 

Aug. 11, 2022). Contrary to Plaintiffs’ suggestion that Intervenors failed to adduce “any written 

policies that govern the Legislature’s collection, review, and production of documents” (Doc. 68-

1 at 3), they in in fact provided this explanation to Plaintiffs’ counsel on July 8, 2022. Ex. A. 

Plaintiffs did not then object to this process. Legislative Intervenors learned for the first time in 

Plaintiffs’ memorandum that Plaintiffs believe Legislative Intervenors, through their litigation 

counsel, are obligated to collect documents directly from their electronic accounts for production.  

Legislative Intervenors did not understand that to be the crux of Plaintiffs demand and did not 

understand Plaintiffs to object to Legislative Intervenors’ recourse to their legal and practical 

means of obtaining responsive materials. Plaintiffs do not explain why exercising Legislative 

Intervenors’ maximum legal and practical authority over materials in the possession, custody, and 

control of the Legislature does not satisfy their discovery obligations. 

3. Because Plaintiffs fail to address the threshold question of possession, custody, and 

control—which is their burden to establish—they mis-frame the “three issues” they claim this 

Court is called upon to address. (Doc. 68-1 at 2.) 

First, Plaintiffs nonsensically accuse Legislative Intervenors of “allowing staff of the 

Louisiana Legislature to pre-screen” documents within the possession, custody, and control of the 

Legislature. (Doc. 68-1 at 2 (emphasis added).) The Secretary and Clerk have both legal and 

practical control over the electronic accounts in question, and they will exercise that control 

whether or not Legislative Intervenors “allow” it. Plaintiffs’ argument that Legislative Intervenors 

“have discovery obligations under the federal rules” (Doc. 68-1 at 2) misses that the federal rules 

do not expand the possession, custody, and control Legislative Intervenors otherwise possess. 
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Plaintiffs also overlook that “Rule 45 is the proper vehicle through which” they may obtain 

discovery from the Louisiana Legislature. Am. Maplan Corp., 203 F.R.D. at 502. 

Second, Plaintiffs contend that Intervenors must “provide a log of all documents withheld 

on the grounds of legislative privilege.” (Doc. 68-1 at 6.) Yet again, Plaintiffs conflate Legislative 

Intervenors with the Legislature. As Intervenors have explained to Plaintiffs, the Secretary and 

Clerk will not produce documents withheld on the ground of legislative privilege to counsel for 

Legislative Intervenors, and Legislative Intervenors have no legal or practical recourse to compel 

the Secretary and Clerk to do otherwise. How can Legislative Intervenors produce a log of 

documents that are not produced to them by the Legislature? Plaintiffs have no answer. Moreover, 

Plaintiffs neglect to mention that the Secretary and Clerk have informed Legislative Intervenors 

that a single document is currently being withheld, and one other document has been redacted, on 

the ground of legislative privilege and that Intervenors conveyed this message—as they said they 

would—to Plaintiffs before Plaintiffs filed the instant motion. Exs. B & C. Plaintiffs do not explain 

why these two documents are worth scarce party and judicial time and resources of further 

litigation.5 

Third, Plaintiffs complain of the Legislature’s production of emails to Legislative 

Intervenors in PDF format, but their arguments fail for the same reason. (Doc. 68-1 at 6.) 

Legislative Intervenors can only produce the documents provided to them by the Secretary and 

Clerk in the format the Secretary and Clerk produce those documents to Legislative Intervenors. 

Legislative Intervenors cannot re-inject “critical metadata” into PDF documents produced to them 

 
5 Plaintiffs’ argument that legislative privilege does not support non-disclosure is premature, and ignores that their 
own cited authority employs “a flexible approach to resolving discovery objections based on legislative privilege.” 
Page v. Virginia State Bd. of Elections, 15 F. Supp. 3d 657, 665 (E.D. Va. 2014). Plaintiffs cannot declare victory in 
litigating under such a standard, assuming it applies, before that litigation even occurs. 
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or otherwise revert them to a format in which the Secretary and Clerk obtained them. (Doc. 68-1 

at 7.) Plaintiffs do not explain how it could be otherwise. Nevertheless, where Legislative 

Intervenors could adjust the production to conform with the agreements between the parties in 

producing ESI, Legislative Intervenors have done so in compliance with the Federal Rules. 

Specifically, where Legislative Intervenors received multiple documents in one PDF, Legislative 

Intervenors have broken up that single PDF into individual documents and then produced those 

documents in accordance with the Federal Rules and the ESI protocol – i.e., as single-page TIFFs 

with OCR extracted text files for searchability. See Fed. R. Civ. 34(b)(2)(E)(ii) (“If a request does 

not specify a form for producing electronically stored information, a party must produce it in a 

form or forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or in a reasonably usable form or forms”) 

(emphasis added). Legislative Intervenors have also informed Plaintiffs that they are “working 

with the Legislature to ascertain the feasibility of receiving, and thereafter producing, native 

versions of the ESI discovery Legislative Intervenors have produced thus far.” Ex. C. 

For these reasons, the outstanding dispute should not detain the Court for long. Legislative 

Intervenors stand ready to explain their position to the Court at an upcoming conference and to 

provide further briefing in the Court’s discretion.  

 
 
/s/ Michael W. Mengis  
Michael W. Mengis, LA Bar No. 17994  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
811 Main Street, Suite 1100  
Houston, Texas 77002  
Phone: (713) 751-1600  
Fax: (713) 751-1717  
Email: mmengis@bakerlaw.com  
 
E. Mark Braden*  
Katherine L. McKnight*  

Respectfully submitted,  
 
/s/ Erika Dackin Prouty  
Erika Dackin Prouty*  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
200 Civic Center Dr., Ste. 1200  
Columbus, Ohio 43215  
(614) 228-1541  
eprouty@bakerlaw.com  
 
Counsel for Legislative Intervenors, Clay 
Schexnayder, in his Official Capacity as 
Speaker of the Louisiana House of 
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Richard B. Raile* 
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
1050 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Ste. 1100  
Washington, D.C. 20036  
(202) 861-1500  
mbraden@bakerlaw.com  
kmcknight@bakerlaw.com  
rraile@bakerlaw.com  
 
Patrick T. Lewis*  
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
127 Public Square, Ste. 2000  
Cleveland, Ohio 44114  
(216) 621-0200  
plewis@bakerlaw.com  
 
* Admitted pro hac vice  
 

Representatives, and of Patrick Page Cortez, in 
his Official Capacity as President of the 
Louisiana Senate  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on August 12, 2022, this document was filed electronically on the Court’s electronic 
case filing system. Notice of the filing will be served on all counsel of record through the Court’s 
system. Copies of the filing are available on the Court’s system. 

 /s/ Erika Dackin Prouty  
Erika Dackin Prouty (admitted pro hac vice) 
BAKERHOSTETLER LLP  
 
Counsel for Legislative Intervenors, Clay 
Schexnayder, in his Official Capacity as 
Speaker of the Louisiana House of 
Representatives, and of Patrick Page Cortez, 
in his Official Capacity as President of the 
Louisiana Senate 
 

 

Case 3:22-cv-00178-SDD-SDJ     Document 69    08/12/22   Page 9 of 9



  

Exhibit A 

Case 3:22-cv-00178-SDD-SDJ     Document 69-1    08/12/22   Page 1 of 8



1

Prouty, Erika Dackin

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin
Sent: Friday, July 8, 2022 4:17 PM
To: Alyssa Riggins; Giglio, Amanda; McKnight, Katherine L.; Jones, Carey; Phil Strach; Tom Farr; Cassie 

Holt; Boutte, Michelle; James, Margaret; Murrill, Elizabeth; Barbalich, Lauren; Wale, Jeffrey M.; 
Williams, Monick; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan; Leah 
Aden; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos; Mengis, Michael W.; Sauceda, Carol; Braden, E. Mark; Raile, 
Richard; Meral Kocak; Megan Snider; Nora Ahmed; Ron Wilson; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki; 
Sarah Brannon; Sophia Lakin; Brett Schratz; Stuart Naifeh; Alora Thomas; Victoria Wenger; Lewis, 
Patrick T.; de Leeuw, Michael

Subject: RE: Nairne - ESI Protocol

Counsel, 
  
Thank you for sending over the revised ESI protocol and proposed search terms. We agree with counsel for the Secretary 
of State on the revision to paragraph II(C)(4) in the ESI protocol. 
 
Below is Legislative Intervenors’ position on the search terms and custodians, as well as on the timing of our written 
responses and productions. 
  
Search Terms and Custodians 
Our proposed custodians are Speaker Clay Schexnayder and President Page Cortez, and we will have their legislative 
email accounts searched. We believe that the relevant time period should end on February 18, 2022, the day the 
Legislature passed House Bill 14 and Senate Bill 1, and will be using that date as the cutoff for our searches. 
  
After receiving your proposed search terms last Friday evening, we have been working to evaluate the feasibility and 
burden of running your proposed search terms and date range across our clients’ legislative email accounts. We want to 
alert you to an issue that will impact our ESI productions. The Clerk of the House of Representatives and the Secretary of 
the Senate, who are the custodians of records for their respective bodies, follow a certain procedure for requests for 
emails of members of the Legislature that is applicable to our clients’ legislative email accounts here. This procedure is 
as follows: 
  

Our procedure relative to requests for emails is to task our computer staff with segregating the mailboxes of the 
persons for those email communications that you requested.  The computer staff segregates the members’ 
mailboxes, runs the search inquiries using the terms you supplied covering the request period  and provides 
those search results to us. The computer searches are run by a joint (House and Senate) computer staff and can 
only be run one‐at‐a‐time and in the order received. 

  
Following the computer staff’s segregation of emails, we then must review the emails located within the 
mailboxes which are identified using the search terms you provided to: (1) remove all non‐public records, i.e. e‐
mails that have nothing to do with conducting the public’s business, and (2) identify the emails that are 
protected speech under our constitutional privilege contained in LA  Constitution Art. III, § 8.  After identification 
of any privileged e‐mails, if any, we discuss each privileged record with the member to ascertain whether that 
member will waive or assert the privilege on each identified record.  If  the member asserts this privilege, we 
must then remove those from the documents from other records that could be produced.  This process results 
in a set of e‐mails which is then made available for inspection and copying.   

  
We have asked that your proposed search terms be applied against the President’s and the Speaker’s legislative email 
accounts and will update you on the results of those searches. But in light of this complex and time‐consuming process, 
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we suggest that Plaintiffs prioritize specific search terms and time frames that are likely to result in the responsive, non‐
privileged documents you seek. Our initial concern is that the term “district,” even when combined with other terms (for 
example, “House AND district” or “Baton Rouge AND district”) is likely to result in a high number of irrelevant 
documents (e.g., where the word “district” appears in signature lines), but we are working to confirm the exact results 
of all the proposed search terms and will update you as information becomes available.   
  
Finally, any agreement we reach on behalf of Legislative Intervenors to search terms, custodians, or date ranges should 
not be construed as an agreement by any other Defendant to those search parameters, nor are Legislative Intervenors 
bound by any agreement reached between other Defendants and Plaintiffs on any search parameters.  Finally, to state 
the obvious to avoid confusion: Legislative Intervenors do not have the ability to waive legislative privilege on behalf of 
other members of the legislative body.   
 
Timing 
As agreed during our June 30 meet and confer, we will serve our written responses to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories and 
Requests for Production of Documents by July 18. We also will work to produce non‐ESI documents on this date. 
However, due to the complex and time‐consuming process outlined above for searching and producing emails from the 
Legislative Intervenors’ legislative email accounts, we anticipate that we will not be able to complete our ESI production 
by July 18. We will update you once we have the results of the searches.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 8, 2022 3:53 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey 
<JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ ESI Protocol 
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[External Email: Use caution when clicking on links or opening attachments.] 

Dear Counsel, 
 
Defendants have discussed your proposed redlines to the ESI protocol. We can agree to all of your proposed changes, so 
long as we can make one minor edit to paragraph II(C)(4): 
 
The current paragraph reads that “the Parties further agree that they do not need to produce privileged 
communications exchanged solely between the Parties and their attorneys, and/or experts or consultants retained by 
attorneys created before March 14, 2022.” We are concerned that this leaves out staff and agents of the attorneys and 
law firms such as paralegals. We would propose adding in a caveat that is similar to the definition of “Parties” in the 
General Provisions that makes it clear that employees of the attorneys/law firms are covered under this provision as 
well. Please let us know your position on this. 
 
Additionally, pursuant to our meet and confer next week, the Secretary of State provides the following information 
pertaining to Plaintiffs’ proposed search terms and the Secretary of State’s proposed custodians: 

 The Secretary of State proposes Sherri Hadskey, the Commissioner of Elections as a custodian. We also propose 
to search the communications intake account where public comments to the Secretary of State’s office are 
logged and stored. This casts the widest possible net in terms of public comments in a searchable fashion.  

 In terms of Search Terms, we note that there was no date range accompanying the search terms. In the interest 
of moving this process along, we propose to run the searches across these custodians during the time frame of 
April 12, 2021‐ February 18, 2022.   

 
If this is agreeable to you, please let us know so that we may run your proposed terms in accordance with the protocol 
across these custodians and date ranges. Once complete we will let you know if there are any issues with the hit count 
on the proposed search terms. We are hopeful that this will not be the case, but will certainly notify you as soon as we 
can if we believe we are getting a high number of false positives on any term. 
 
I believe the Intervenor defendants will be responding today as well with their proposed custodians and positions on 
search terms. 
 
Best, 
Alyssa 
 

 

ALYSSA RIGGINS  SENIOR ASSOCIATE  

alyssa.r iggins@nelsonmull ins.com  

GLENLAKE ONE |  SUITE 200  

4140 PARKLAKE AVENUE |  RALEIGH, NC 27612 

T 919.329.3810   F 919.329.3799    

NELSONMULLINS.COM    VCARD  VIEW BIO  

 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 1, 2022 4:55 PM 
To: Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, 
Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr 
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<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle 
<BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret <JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth 
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren <BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin 
<eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick 
<WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; 
Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos 
<rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; 
Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak 
<mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson 
<cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; 
Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora 
Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; de 
Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ ESI Protocol 
 
Counsel –  
 
As promised during yesterday’s meet and confer, attached please find: 

 Plaintiffs’ further revisions to the ESI Protocols, along with a blackline showing the changes made; and  

 Plaintiffs’ proposed search terms. 
 
We look forward to hearing from you regarding proposed custodians and a proposed revised discovery schedule next 
week.  Have a lovely weekend. 
 
Best, 
Amanda    
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2022 8:11 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey 
<JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com> 
Subject: Re: Nairne ‐ ESI Protocol 
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**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Dear Counsel,  
 
Following up on our call today, Defendants can provide proposed custodians next week.  
 
We look forward to receiving your proposed changes to the ESI agreement and your proposed search terms. 
 
Best  
Alyssa 

 
 

On Jun 30, 2022, at 11:50 AM, Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com> wrote: 

  
Dear Counsel, 
  
Please find attached Defendants proposed changes to the ESI protocol. 
  
Best, 
Alyssa 
  

 

ALYSSA RIGGINS  SENIOR ASSOCIATE  
alyssa.r iggins@nelsonmull ins.com  

GLENLAKE ONE |  SUITE 200  
4140 PARKLAKE AVENUE |  RALEIGH, NC 27612  
T 919.329.3810   F 919.329.3799    
NELSONMULLINS.COM    VCARD  VIEW BIO  

  

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2022 5:53 PM 
To: McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; 
Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Karie Rankine 
<karie.rankine@nelsonmullins.com>; John Branch <john.branch@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle 
<BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret <JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth 
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren <BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin 
<eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick 
<WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; 
kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden <LAden@naacpldf.org>; 
nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark 
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
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Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson 
<cabral2@aol.com>; sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sarah Brannon 
<sbrannon@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart 
Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; de Leeuw, Michael 
<MdeLeeuw@cozen.com> 
Subject: Nairne ‐ ESI Protocol 
  
◄External Email► - From: AGiglio@cozen.com  
  
Counsel – 
  
I write on behalf of Plaintiffs.   
  
Attached please find a draft Stipulation and Order Regarding Discovery for your 
review.  Additionally, Plaintiffs are available to meet and confer this Thursday at 2:00 p.m. as 
you proposed.  We look forward to speaking then, and would appreciate you circulating a 
Teams link when possible.  Thank you.   
  
Best, 
Amanda Giglio 
  

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

  
  
  
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is 
confidential and protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-
public information intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader 
or recipient of this communication is not the intended recipient, an employee or agent of the 
intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, or you 
believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender 
immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or 
reproduction of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. 
Receipt by anyone other than the intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client 
or other privilege.  

Confidentiality Notice 
This message is intended exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed. This communication may 
contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are 
not the named addressee, you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any part of 
it. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately either by phone (800‐237‐2000) or 
reply to this e‐mail and delete all copies of this message. 
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Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
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Prouty, Erika Dackin

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2022 3:16 PM
To: Giglio, Amanda; Sarah Brannon; Wale, Jeffrey M.; Alyssa Riggins; Phil Strach; Tom Farr; Cassie Holt; 

Boutte, Michelle; James, Margaret; Murrill, Elizabeth; Barbalich, Lauren; Williams, Monick; 
john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan; Leah Aden; 
nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos; Meral Kocak; Megan Snider; Nora Ahmed; Ron Wilson; 
Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki; Sophia Lakin; Brett Schratz; Stuart Naifeh; Alora Thomas; 
Victoria Wenger; de Leeuw, Michael; External - John Adcock

Cc: Lewis, Patrick T.; Mengis, Michael W.; Braden, E. Mark; Raile, Richard; McKnight, Katherine L.
Subject: RE: Nairne - Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022

Counsel, 
 
As promised, we are sharing the following message we just received from the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
regarding the searches conducted on Speaker Schexnayder’s legislative email accounts using the April 12, 2021 to 
February 18, 2022 date range: 
 

In addition to the records previously submitted to you, ten additional records were located using the original 28 
search terms provided.   With the revised search terms you provided, those ten records are no longer responsive 
as they do not contain the revised search terms.  One additional record was located which contains privileged 
communications, and the member has invoked his legislative privilege relative to that record. 

 
We are available to discuss further if you have any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2022 9:31 AM 
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
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<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; 
Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark 
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel – 
 
Plaintiffs reached out to the Magistrate Judge’s chambers to ask what the Magistrate Judge required from parties in 
order to schedule a status conference.  Chambers requested that Plaintiffs file a motion requesting a status conference, 
which we will file later this morning and will reference the times that you provided below.   
 
Thanks very much. 
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 8:55 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; 
Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark 
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Counsel, 
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Thank you for your correspondence. We understand Plaintiffs intend to file a motion seeking to schedule a status 
conference with Magistrate Judge Johnson. However, it was our understanding that Magistrate Judge Johnson preferred 
that we request a status conference before any motion practice, and we suggest jointly calling chambers first to 
determine whether the conference can be scheduled without a motion. We are happy to coordinate on making that call. 
  
In any event, counsel for Legislative Intervenors are available at the following times this week for a status conference 
with Magistrate Judge Johnson: 
  

1. Thursday, August 11 between 11am and 4pm CT 
2. Friday, August 12 between 11am and 12pm CT or after 1pm CT 

  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 6:35 PM 
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; 
Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark 
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel – 
 
Thank you the below.  Please see the attached correspondence in response.   
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Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 9, 2022 8:57 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; 
Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz 
<bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger 
<vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark 
<MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Counsel, 
 
Please see the attached correspondence, as well as Legislative Intervenors’ Supplemental Objections and Answers to 
Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories Nos. 5 and 15. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  
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From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Saturday, August 6, 2022 12:41 PM 
To: McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; 
Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sophia 
Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas 
<athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; 
External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel, 
 
Please see attached correspondence.  As indicated in the attached, we look forward to receiving additional information 
from Legislative Intervenors on Tuesday, August 9, 2022.  Thank you. 
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, August 4, 2022 12:57 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; 
nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider 
<msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sophia Lakin 
<slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas 
<athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; 
External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Cc: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Counsel, 
 
Please see attached correspondence.  Thank you again for your time yesterday. 
 
Kate 
 
 
Katherine L. McKnight  
Partner  
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Washington Square 
1050 Connecticut Ave, N.W. | Suite 1100 
Washington, DC 20036-5403  
T +1.202.861.1618  
 
kmcknight@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 3, 2022 8:14 PM 
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; 
nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, 
Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; 
Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron 
Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel – 
 
Plaintiffs write in response to one of the issues discussed during this afternoon’s meet and confer.  With respect to 
Plaintiffs’ Interrogatory No. 5, we note that in your response you state that “Legislative staff provided technical and 
administrative assistance” to President Cortez and Speaker Schexnayder with respect to S.B. 1 and H.B. 14.  Without 
waiving our right to receive the other information responsive to the request, with respect to legislative staff, Plaintiffs 
request that Legislative Intervenors provide the names and a brief description of the “technical” and/or “administrative 
assistance” provided by the staff members referenced in your response and any other staff members involved in the 
creation, development, or drawing of the enacted maps. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Best, 
Amanda  

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda  
Sent: Tuesday, August 2, 2022 7:51 PM 
To: 'Prouty, Erika Dackin' <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
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<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel –  
 
Please see the attached correspondence in advance of Plaintiffs’ meet and confer with counsel for the Legislative 
Intervenors tomorrow.  Thank you. 
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2022 3:14 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Amanda, 
 
Thank you, that works for us. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2022 2:55 PM 
To: Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
All –  
 
Given respective availabilities, Plaintiffs propose hosting two separate meet and confers as follows: 

 Tuesday, August 2 at 3:30 p.m. ET – Meet and Confer with Secretary of State and the Attorney General 

 Wednesday, August 3 at 4:00 p.m. ET – Meet and Confer with Legislative Intervenors.  
 
Please confirm when possible, and I will circulate Zoom links and calendar invitations accordingly.  Thanks very much. 
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 
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From: Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2022 2:02 PM 
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. 
<WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. 
<kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; 
Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

The AG is good with whatever time you decide to have a conference on Tuesday (8/2) but we have depositions every 

day for the rest of the week so tomorrow is our only available day for this week. 

 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Monday, August 01, 2022 12:59 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Sarah Brannon 
<sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; 
McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr 
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle 
<BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret <JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth 
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren <BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick 
<WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; 
Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos 
<rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; 
Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak 
<mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson 
<cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett 
Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria 
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

CAUTION:  This email originated outside of Louisiana Department of Justice.  Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Hi Amanda, 
 
We are available to reschedule, but we are not available during those times tomorrow. We are available tomorrow 
before 10:30am ET or Wednesday at 4pm ET. If those times do not work, we can work with you to schedule a time later 
this week. 
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Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2022 1:52 PM 
To: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Sarah Brannon 
<sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; 
McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr 
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle 
<BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret <JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth 
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren <BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick 
<WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; 
Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos 
<rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; 
Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak 
<mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson 
<cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett 
Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria 
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Erika – 
 
Thank you for this.  To give Plaintiffs a bit more time to digest your letter, we propose rescheduling our meet and confer 
to tomorrow afternoon. Plaintiffs’ counsel is available between 11:30 a.m. ET and 1:00 p.m. ET, and then again between 
3:30 p.m. ET and 4:30 p.m. ET.  Once we confirm a time, I will resend the calendar invitation and Zoom link.   
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 
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From: Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>  
Sent: Monday, August 1, 2022 1:33 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com> 
Cc: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Sarah Brannon 
<sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; 
McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach <phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr 
<tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt <cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle 
<BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret <JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth 
<MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren <BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick 
<WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique <FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; 
Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden <laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos 
<rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. <mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; 
Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak 
<mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson 
<cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki <sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett 
Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh <snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria 
Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock 
<jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

**EXTERNAL SENDER** 

Counsel, 
 
Please see the attached correspondence in advance of our meet and confer this afternoon. And my apologies if I missed 
it, but could you please forward the meeting link? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Prouty, Erika Dackin  
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2022 6:07 PM 
To: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>; Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey 
<JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Sarah Brannon <sbrannon@aclu.org>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; Alyssa 
Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
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<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 
Counsel, 
  
Legislative Intervenors’ third production of documents is available at the Kiteworks link below. These documents are 
marked as LEG000797 to LEG001051. This production is the beginning of Legislative Intervenors’ ESI production that will 
continue on a rolling basis, and are the results of the searches conducted of President Cortez’s legislative email accounts 
using Plaintiffs’ original search terms and the April 12, 2021 to February 18, 2022 date range. 
  
As previously discussed, we received these documents in PDF form from the Secretary of the Senate and divided the PDF 
into individual documents. We then ran a production of these documents in accordance with the ESI protocol – i.e., as 
single‐page TIFFs with OCR extracted Text files for searchability. We are available to discuss further next week.  
  
https://globalftp.bakerlaw.com/w/f‐0b33f378‐9fc1‐42fd‐9623‐4460769d83f1  
  
This link will expire on August 28, 2022.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
 
Erika Prouty  
Associate  

  
       

 

200 Civic Center Drive | Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215-4138  
T +1.614.462.4710  
 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 
bakerlaw.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Giglio, Amanda <AGiglio@cozen.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2022 1:09 PM 
To: Lewis, Patrick T. <plewis@bakerlaw.com>; Jones, Carey <JonesCar@ag.louisiana.gov>; Sarah Brannon 
<sbrannon@aclu.org>; Prouty, Erika Dackin <eprouty@bakerlaw.com>; Wale, Jeffrey M. <WaleJ@ag.louisiana.gov>; 
Alyssa Riggins <alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com>; McKnight, Katherine L. <kmcknight@bakerlaw.com>; Phil Strach 
<phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com>; Tom Farr <tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com>; Cassie Holt 
<cassie.holt@nelsonmullins.com>; Boutte, Michelle <BoutteM@ag.louisiana.gov>; James, Margaret 
<JamesM@ag.louisiana.gov>; Murrill, Elizabeth <MurrillE@ag.louisiana.gov>; Barbalich, Lauren 
<BarbalichL@ag.louisiana.gov>; Williams, Monick <WilliamsM@ag.louisiana.gov>; john@scwllp.com; Freel, Angelique 
<FreelA@ag.louisiana.gov>; kimk@scwllp.com; Kathryn Sadasivan <ksadasivan@naacpldf.org>; Leah Aden 
<laden@naacpldf.org>; nmerle@naacpldf.org; Rick Rozos <rrozos@naacpldf.org>; Mengis, Michael W. 
<mmengis@bakerlaw.com>; Sauceda, Carol <csauceda@bakerlaw.com>; Braden, E. Mark <MBraden@bakerlaw.com>; 
Raile, Richard <rraile@bakerlaw.com>; Meral Kocak <mkocak@laaclu.org>; Megan Snider <msnider@laaclu.org>; Nora 
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Ahmed <Nahmed@laaclu.org>; Ron Wilson <cabral2@aol.com>; Sullivates@aol.com; Samantha Osaki 
<sosaki@aclu.org>; Sophia Lakin <slakin@aclu.org>; Brett Schratz <bschratz@aclu.org>; Stuart Naifeh 
<snaifeh@naacpldf.org>; Alora Thomas <athomas@aclu.org>; Victoria Wenger <vwenger@naacpldf.org>; de Leeuw, 
Michael <MdeLeeuw@cozen.com>; External ‐ John Adcock <jnadcock@gmail.com> 
Subject: Nairne ‐ Topics for Meet & Confer 8.1.2022 
 

[External Email: Use caution when clicking on links or opening attachments.] 

Counsel – 
  
Thanks to all for spending the time making last Monday’s meet and confer a productive one.  Based on our 
conversation, we look forward to updates on the following: 
  
Legislative Intervenors 

 Circulation of the Louisiana legislature’s policies with respect to document collection, review, and 
redaction. 

 Circulation of details regarding the metadata that will be available through documents produced by the 
Legislative Intervenors (e.g., to, from, cc, subject, authors, date, etc.), and whether those documents 
are otherwise searchable. 

 Circulation of counsel’s engagement letter. 
 Responses to Plaintiffs’ proposed custodians.  
 Updates on whether Plaintiffs’ proposed alternative search terms using the term “redistrict” are 

captured by the original search that Legislative Intervenors’ counsel ran through documents. 
  
As discussed, once Plaintiffs receive this information, we can internally confer and respond to the issues raised 
by Legislative Intervenors regarding the format of the productions, the proposals made regarding Plaintiffs’ 
narrowed search terms, and Plaintiffs’ proposed custodians.  As it stands currently, Plaintiffs do not agree that 
the production of email correspondence and other collected documents in PDF format is acceptable under the 
Rules, and maintain that documents from the Legislative Intervenors should be collected, reviewed, and 
produced pursuant to the terms of the ESI Protocol.   
  
Plaintiffs have also reviewed the discovery responses served by Defendants, and raise the following for 
discussion:  

 Attorney General 
o The documents produced do not conform to the protocols that we have agreed upon.  All 

documents were produced in two, combined PDFs and—because the documents in those PDFs 
appear to have been manually combined—contain no usable metadata.  Plaintiffs accordingly 
ask that the Attorney General reproduce their documents in accordance with the ESI Protocol. 

o Plaintiffs would like to discuss your written discovery responses, particularly your responses to 
Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories 2 and 10, and your response to Request 7 of Plaintiffs’ document 
requests.   

o Plaintiffs would like to discuss your privilege log.  Plaintiffs note that you are citing “work 
product” privilege for all documents listed, but are unclear on “work product” prepared given 
the limited information provided.  Plaintiffs accordingly request additional justification for 
withholding the documents listed in the Attorney General’s privilege log.   

 Secretary of State 
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o Certain documents produced in PROD0003 were produced in Zip files, and were not bates 
stamped.  Plaintiffs ask that the Secretary of State reproduce these Zip files in accordance with 
the ESI Protocol.  

o Plaintiffs would like to discuss your written discovery responses, particularly your responses to 
Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories 1‐4 and 11‐15.   

 Legislative Intervenors 
o Plaintiffs would like to discuss your written discovery responses, particularly your responses to 

Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories 5‐10, 12, and 14‐19.   
  
Have a lovely weekend.  
 
Best, 
Amanda  
 

 

Amanda Giglio 
Associate | Cozen O'Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor | New York, NY 10007 
P: 212-453-3984  
Pronouns: She/Her/Hers 
Email | Map | cozen.com 

 
 
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
 

 
This email is intended only for the use of the party to which it is 
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, 
confidential, or protected by law. If you are not the intended 
recipient you are hereby notified that any dissemination, copying 
or distribution of this email or its contents is strictly prohibited. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately 
by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer. 
 
Any tax advice in this email is for information purposes only. The content 
of this email is limited to the matters specifically addressed herein 
and may not contain a full description of all relevant facts or a 
complete analysis of all relevant issues or authorities. 
 
Internet communications are not assured to be secure or clear of 
inaccuracies as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, 
destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. Therefore, 
we do not accept responsibility for any errors or omissions that are 
present in this email, or any attachment, that have arisen as a result 
of e-mail transmission. 
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
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intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information. It is 
intended only for the use of the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any review, dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. 
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message.  
The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information. It is 
intended only for the use of the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any review, dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. 
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message. To reply to our e-mail administrator directly, please send an e-mail to 
postmaster@ag.state.la.us.  
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
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the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
 
 
Notice: This communication, including attachments, may contain information that is confidential and 
protected by the attorney/client or other privileges. It constitutes non-public information intended to be 
conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If the reader or recipient of this communication is not the 
intended recipient, an employee or agent of the intended recipient who is responsible for delivering it to 
the intended recipient, or you believe that you have received this communication in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by return e-mail and promptly delete this e-mail, including attachments without 
reading or saving them in any manner. The unauthorized use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction 
of this e-mail, including attachments, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Receipt by anyone other than the 
intended recipient(s) is not a waiver of any attorney/client or other privilege.  
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Erika D. Prouty 
direct dial: 614.462.4710 
eprouty@bakerlaw.com 

 

 

  

 

 
 

 August 9, 2022 

 

VIA E-MAIL (AGIGLIO@COZEN.COM) 

Amanda Giglio 
Cozen O’Connor 
3 WTC, 175 Greenwich Street 55th Floor  
New York, NY 10007 

Re: Nairne v. Ardoin - Response to Plaintiffs’ August 6, 2022 Correspondence 
   
 

 
Counsel, 

Legislative Intervenors write in response to the issues raised in your August 6, 2022 
correspondence: 

I. Legislative Intervenors are not withholding documents based on legislative privilege 

Legislative Intervenors are not currently asserting legislative privilege over any responsive 
documents and are therefore not withholding any responsive documents on those grounds. 
Legislative Intervenors have made clear that they will prepare a privilege log for any responsive 
documents they withhold for a privilege belonging to the Speaker or the President, in accordance 
with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the parties’ ESI protocol.  
 
We can confirm that no documents are currently being withheld by the Secretary of the Senate 
from President Cortez’s productions1 based on legislative privilege asserted by other legislators, 
though one document will include redactions for legislative privilege asserted by another member. 
We will identify that document when it is produced. 
 
We are still awaiting final confirmation of whether any responsive documents will be withheld by 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives from Speaker Schexnayder’s productions based on 

 
1 To be clear, these productions only include the results of the searches conducted of Legislative Intervenors’ 
legislative email accounts using Plaintiffs’ original search terms and the April 12, 2021 to February 18, 2022 date 
range. If additional date ranges or search terms must be applied, the Legislature will conduct the same review for 
private and privileged information and may withhold or redact additional documents.   
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legislative privilege asserted by other legislators. We hope to have the final confirmation this week 
and will update Plaintiffs as soon as we have that information.    
 
We must reiterate that these documents would be withheld by the Legislature based on the 
assertion of legislative privileged by other members of the Legislature. To be clear, Legislative 
Intervenors do not have the ability to assert, or to waive, legislative privilege for other members. 
See Perez v. Perry, No. 11–360, 2014 WL 106927, at *1 (W.D.Tex. Jan. 8, 2014) (“The legislative 
privilege is a personal one and may be waived or asserted by each individual legislator . . . A 
legislator cannot assert or waive the privilege on behalf of another legislator.”); Favors v. Cuomo, 
285 F.R.D. 187, 213 (E.D.N.Y. 2012) (same).  
  
Plaintiffs have not cited any authority or case law for the proposition that Legislative Intervenors 
can or must produce a privilege log for documents that they are not withholding and over which 
they are not asserting privilege, particularly when counsel for Legislative Intervenors will not even 
receive those documents from the Legislature.  
 
Plaintiffs characterize this as a “choice” that Legislative Intervenors have made, and claim that 
“[t]he law does not support” their position. (Aug. 6, 2022 Ltr. from Giglio at 3). But Legislative 
Intervenors have explained that the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives are the custodians of records for the Legislature and are required by law to review 
all requested records for legislative privilege.2 None of the cases Plaintiffs cite address how 
Legislative Intervenors have the authority to circumvent this process and demand that non-
parties—i.e., the Legislature and other legislators—allow litigation counsel for parties to review 
legislative privileged material for the purpose of creating a privilege log for use in this litigation.   
 
Nor do Plaintiffs cite any authority requiring the non-party Legislature or other non-party 
legislators to create a privilege log, and courts have held that requiring creation of such a log for 
legislative privilege claims “would itself significantly intrude into the legislative sphere, and would 
also place a heavy burden on the legislators in contravention of one of the aims of the legislative 
privilege.” N. Carolina State Conf. of the NAACP v. McCrory, No. 1:13CV658, 2014 WL 
12526799, at *5 (M.D.N.C. Nov. 20, 2014), objections overruled sub nom. N. Carolina State Conf. 
v. McCrory, No. 1:13CV658, 2015 WL 12683665 (M.D.N.C. Feb. 4, 2015); see also In re 
Hubbard, 803 F.3d 1298, 1311 (11th Cir. 2015) (“To insist on unnecessary detail and procedures, 
as the district court did, would undermine a primary purpose of the legislative privilege—shielding 
lawmakers from the distraction created by inquiries into the regular course of the legislative 
process.”). We reiterate that Louisiana public records laws do not require the creation of a privilege 

 
2 See, e.g., How to Request a Public Record from the Louisiana State Senate, https://senate.la.gov/Officers#Secretary 
(last visited Jul. 31, 2022) (“Some legislative records are privileged pursuant to La. Const. Art. III, Sec §8 and the 
Secretary is required to review all requested documents to ensure compliance with this provision of law.”) 
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log, and neither the current Secretary nor the current Clerk have ever previously provided a log 
pursuant to a records request.3 
 
Nevertheless, we have requested that the Legislature confirm in writing to us if responsive 
documents are withheld by the Legislature on the basis of legislative privilege asserted by non-
party legislators. We will share any such information with Plaintiffs as soon as we receive it.  

 
II. Rule 34 does not apply to the Legislature 

Plaintiffs again fail to address how the Legislature—which is not a party to this litigation—is 
subject to the requirements of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 34 or provide any authority to 
support the contention that Legislative Intervenors can demand that a non-party custodian collect 
and produce documents to them in a specific format.  
 
Legislative Intervenors have complied with the requirements of Rule 34 by producing the 
documents “in a reasonably useable form” as they were received from the Legislature, Fed. R. Civ. 
P. 34(b)(2)(E)(ii), and in accordance with the specifications of the parties’ ESI protocol. 
Legislative Intervenors are also happy to “organize and label documents to correspond to the 
categories” in Plaintiffs’ requests as set forth in Rule 34(b)(2)(E)(i). Please let us know if Plaintiffs 
will accept that proposal to resolve this dispute.  
 
Additionally, in the interest of providing Plaintiffs with as much information as possible and in an 
effort to resolve this dispute, we are working with the Legislature to ascertain the feasibility of 
receiving, and thereafter producing, native versions of the ESI discovery Legislative Intervenors 
have produced thus far. In the meantime, Legislative Intervenors will continue their ESI 
productions on a rolling basis in the same format used to date in order to provide Plaintiffs with 
the requested documents as soon as possible.  
 
III. Subpoenas to Representative Stefanski and Senator Hewitt 

We can confirm that we will represent Representative Stefanski and Senator Hewitt and can accept 
subpoenas on their behalf.  

 
3 See also How to Request a Public Record from the Louisiana House of Representatives, 
https://house.louisiana.gov/H_Staff/H_Staff_ClerksOffice#HowToRequestRecord (last visited Jul. 31, 2022) (“No 
duty exist under law to create a record which is not otherwise created or maintained in the normal course of business 
of the House of Representatives.”).   
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IV. Interrogatories 5 & 15 

A. Interrogatory No. 5  

Plaintiffs’ August 3, 2022 email correspondence requested that in response to Plaintiffs’ 
Interrogatory No. 5, “Legislative Intervenors provide the names and a brief description of the 
‘technical’ and/or ‘administrative assistance’ provided by the staff members referenced in your 
response and any other staff members involved in the creation, development, or drawing of the 
enacted maps.” 

Subject to and without waiving their objections set forth in their July 18, 2022 Objections and 
Answers to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories, Legislative Intervenors are serving a supplemental answer 
to Interrogatory No. 5 today, and will follow-up with an updated verification page as soon as 
possible. 

That supplemental answer identifies Legislative Analyst Patricia Lowry and Demographer Dr. 
William Blair as legislative staff who provided technical and/or administrative assistance to 
President Cortez and Speaker Schexnayder and were “involved in the creation, development, or 
drawing of the enacted maps.”  

We are working to identify whether there are responsive, non-privileged documents that are in the 
“possession, custody, or control” of President Cortez or Speaker Schexnayder that can be collected 
from Dr. Blair or Ms. Lowry and will produce any such materials. Plaintiffs already will receive 
responsive, non-privileged email correspondence between President Cortez and Speaker 
Schexnayder and these two individuals as part of the searches and productions from the President 
and Speaker’s legislative email accounts. 

B. Interrogatory No. 15 

Plaintiffs also asked that Legislative Intervenors supplement their answer to Interrogatory No. 15.  
This interrogatory seeks the identification of “any” community of interest “considered in the map 
drawing process.”  Subject to and without waiving their objections to this interrogatory, Legislative 
Intervenors have supplemented their answer to Interrogatory No. 15 to specify the records that 
must be reviewed to identify the communities of interest discussed during the legislative debates 
related to the map drawing process and identified where, in Plaintiffs’ counsel’s possession or on 
the internet, Plaintiffs may examine those records.  See, Fed. R. Civ. P. 33(d).  Legislative 
Intervenors also have supplemented their answer to note that the subject of communities of interest 
and how they are reflected in the enacted map and Plaintiffs’ illustrative maps are a subject of 
expert witness testimony and expert disclosures have not yet concluded in this matter.   

V. Search Terms and Date Range 

We await your response to our proposed global resolution of the search terms and date range issues 
set forth in our August 4, 2022 correspondence.  
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Sincerely, 
 

 
Erika D. Prouty 
Associate 

 

 
 
 

cc: Katherine L. McKnight 
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