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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I certify that all counsel of record were served a copy of the foregoing this 24th day of 

January, 2022, via the Court’s CM/ECF system. 

 

       /s/ Mark P. Gaber 
       Mark P. Gaber 
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DECLARATION OF JERONIMO CORTINA - Page 1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

EL PASO DIVISION

LULAC, et al.,

                       Plaintiffs,

v.

GREG ABBOTT, in his official capacity as 
Governor of Texas, et al.,

                      Defendants.

Case No.: EP-21-CV-00259-DCG-JES-JVB
[Lead Case]

______________________________________________________________________________

DECLARATION TO ACCOMPANY 
THE EXPERT REPORT OF JERONIMO CORTINA, Ph.D.

______________________________________________________________________________

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I, Jeronimo Cortina, declare that:

My name is Jeronimo Cortina.  I am an expert witness designated by Brooks Plaintiffs in 

the above referenced case now pending in the United States District Court for the Western 

District of Texas.

A true, accurate and correct copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto.  My report, 

Exhibit 45, is incorporated herein for all purposes and includes a complete statement of my 

opinions and conclusions.  The facts or data that I relied upon to develop my analysis and 

opinions are produced herewith for all counsel.

I have not previously testified at trial or deposition. My publications for the last 10 years 

are described in my attached curriculum vitae.  

My reasonable and necessary hourly rate for my time in this case is $300.    

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
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DECLARATION OF JERONIMO CORTINA - Page 2

Signed this the 7th day of January, 2022.

__________________________________________
Jeronimo Cortina
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Jeronimo Cortina

3551 Cullen Blvd. Room 447 Houston, Texas 77204-3011
(713) 743-3894 | jcortina@central.uh.edu | http://jeronimocortina.com

Education
Ph.D. Political Science, Columbia University, 2007
Dissertation Title: “Three Papers on Migration, Public Opinion and Methodology” Advisors: Rodolfo
de la Garza, Andrew Gelman, Jennifer Hill, Robert Shapiro, Dorian Warren.

M.Phil. in Political Science, Columbia University, 2006

M.A. in Public Administration, Columbia University, 2003 (Specialization: Advanced quantitative
analysis techniques).

Bachelor of Arts in Business Administration, Instituto Tecnológico Autónomo de México (ITAM),
Mexico City graduated with honors, 1997

Certificate in Government and Public Policy, Universidad Iberoamericana, Mexico City, 1996

Certificate in Religions of the World, ITAM, Mexico City, 1995

Employment & Projects
Department of Political Science
University of Houston

Houston, Tx

Associate Professor 2015–Present

Center for Mexican American Studies
University of Houston

Houston, Tx

Associate Director 2018–Present

University of Houston Houston, Tx
President Faculty Senate 2019-

University of Houston Houston, Tx
President-Elect Faculty Senate 2018

Houston Public Media Houston, Tx
Head of Data Research DiverseCity 2016–2018

Department of Political Science
University of Houston

Houston, Tx

Assistant Professor 2008–2015

United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) New York, NY
Project on International Migration 2006–2014

Center for Mexican American Studies
University of Houston

Houston, Tx

Resident Scholar Fall 2007–2008
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Publications

Books
Cortina, Jeronimo, and Enrique Ochoa-Reza, eds. 2013. New Perspectives on International Migra-
tion and Development. New York: Columbia University Press (346 pages).

– Stiglitz, Joseph E., Jeronimo Cortina, and Enrique Ochoa-Reza. 2013. “Introduction.” In New
Perspectives on International Migration and Development, eds. Jeronimo Cortina and Enrique Ochoa-
Reza. New York: Columbia University Press, XV-XX.

– Cortina, Jeronimo, and Enrique Ochoa-Reza. 2013. “Women, Children and Migration: Developmental
Considerations.” In New Perspectives on International Migration and Development, eds. Jeronimo
Cortina and Enrique Ochoa-Reza. New York: Columbia University Press, 139-63.

Gelman, Andrew, and Jeronimo Cortina, eds. 2009. A Quantitative Tour of the Social Sciences.
New York: Cambridge University Press (350 pages).

– Cortina, Jeronimo. 2009. “The Potential-Outcomes Model of Causation.” In A Quantitative Tour of
the Social Sciences, eds. Andrew Gelman and Jeronimo Cortina. New York: Cambridge University
Press, 303-25.

Gelman, Andrew, David Park, Boris Shor, and Jeronimo Cortina. 2010. Red State, Blue State, Rich
State, Poor State: Why Americans Vote the Way They Do. 2nd Expanded ed: Princeton University
Press (253 pages).

Peer Reviewed Journal Articles
Cortina, Jeronimo & Brandon Rottinghaus. (Under Review). “The Quiet Revolution: Convenience
Voting, Vote Centers, and Turnout in Texas Elections.” R & R*

Cortina, Jeronimo & Brandon Rottinghaus. 2019. “Vote Centers and Turnout by Election Type in
Texas.” Research & Politics*

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2019. “From a Distance: Geographic Proximity, Partisanship and Public Atti-
tudes toward the U.S.-Mexico Border Wall.” Political Research Quarterly*

Cortina, Jeronimo & Brandon Rottinghaus. 2017. “Does Partisanship Stop at the Edge of Scandal?
Partisan Resiliency and the Survival of Political Scandal.” American Review of Politics, 36(1)*

Cortina, Jeronimo and Narayani Lasala-Blanco. 2016. “One Vote or many Mexicos? Income,
Heterogeneity, and the 2006-2012 Presidential Elections” Social Science Quarterly. 97(2):197-210*∗

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2014. “Beyond the Money: The Impact of International Migration on Children’s
Life Satisfaction: Evidence from Ecuador and Albania” Migration and Development : 3(1): 1-19*

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2014. “Subsidizing Migration? Mexican Agricultural Policies and Migration to
the United States.” Policy Studies Journal : 42(1): 101-121.* Winner of the Theodore J. Lowi
Policy Studies Journal Best Article Award of the APSA Public Policy Section

de la Garza, Rodolfo O. , and Jeronimo Cortina. 2007. “Are Latino Republicans but Just Don’t
Know It? The Latino Vote in the 2000 and 2004 Presidential Elections.” American Politics Research
35: 202-23.*

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2007. “La Unitalla No Les Queda a Todos: La Opinión Pública Con Respecto a
La Inmigración.” (One Size Does Not Fit All: Public Opinion Towards Immigration) ISTOR VII:
9-21 (peer-reviewed journal from CIDE Mexico).*

∗*Peer-reviewed
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Cortina, Jeronimo, Rodolfo O. de la Garza, and Enrique Ochoa-Reza. 2005. “Remesas: Ĺımites Al
Optimismo.” (The Limits of Optimism: Remittances from the US to Mexico) Foreign Affairs en
Español 5: 27-36.*

de la Garza, Rodolfo O. , and Jeronimo Cortina. 2004-2005. “Latinos as Foreign Policy Actors:
Myth or Reality?”. Harvard Journal of Hispanic Policy 17: 29-40.*

Book Chapters
Cortina, Jeronimo. 2018. “Latinos and Foreign Policy” Oxford Bibliographies.*

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2012. “Lessons from the Financial Crisis: Remittances and Social Assistance
among Children and Women Left-Behind in Mexico.” In Children in Crisis: Seeking Child-Sensitive
Policy Responses, eds. Nicola Jones, Ronald U. Mendoza, David Stewart and Erika Strand. London:
Palgrave. 121-42.*

de la Garza, Rodolfo O. , and Jeronimo Cortina. 2009. “Migración Poĺıtica: Más Allá De Las Redes
Y La Economı́a.” In Hacia La Gobernabilidad De Las Migraciones Transnacionales, ed. Richard
Salazar. Quito: Corporación Editora Nacional. 49-70.

de la Garza, Rodolfo O. , Marisa Abrajano, and Jeronimo Cortina. 2008. “Get Me to the Polls
on Time: Co-Ethnic Mobilization and Latino Turnout.” In Understanding Minority and Immigrant
Politics, eds. Jane Junn and Kerry L. Haynie. New York: Cambridge University Press. 95-113.*

Muzzio, Douglas, and Jeronimo Cortina. 2008. “New York in 2004: Political Blues for Hispanics.”
In Beyond the Barrio: Latinos in the 2004 Elections, eds. Rodolfo de la Garza, Louis DeSipio and
David Leal. South Bend: University of Notre Dame Press. 221-49.*

Policy Reports
Cortina, Jeronimo and Patrick Taran. 2015. “Migration and Youth: Challenges and Opportunities”
New York: United Nations Global Migration Group (250 pages).

Cortina, Jeronimo, Jerome Eli and Patrick Taran. 2014. “Adolescents, Youth and Migration:
Challenges and Opportunities” New York: United Nations Global Migration Group (30 pages).*

Cortina, Jeronimo and Benjamin Schraven. 2014 “Methodological Considerations for Survey Re-
search on Children, Adolescents and Youth in the Context of Environmental Change and Migration”
UNICEF and Foresight UK Government Office for Science (42 pages).*†

Cortina, Jeronimo. 2013. “Children, Education and Migration: Win-Win Policy Responses for
Co-Development.” in Family, Migration and Dignity Special Issue, Doha, Qatar (11 pages).

Cortina, Jeronimo, and George Hawley. 2011. “The Economic Impact of Immigrant-Related Local
Ordinances.” New York: Americas Society/Council of the Americas (25 pages).

Cortina, Jeronimo, Rodolfo O. de la Garza, Sandra Bejarano, and Andrew Weiner. 2005. “The Eco-
nomic Impact of the México-California Relationship.” Los Angeles: Tomás Rivera Policy Institute
(21 pages).

de la Garza, Rodolfo O. , and Jeronimo Cortina. 2005. “Redefining National Boundaries: Changing
Relations between Diasporas and Latin American States.” Madrid: Real Instituto El Cano (10
pages).

Cortina, Jeronimo, and Rodolfo O. de la Garza. 2004. “Immigrant Remitting Behavior and Its
Developmental Consequences for México and El Salvador.” Los Angeles: Tomás Rivera Policy
Institute (43 pages).*

†*Peer-reviewed
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Work in Progress
Cortina, Jeronimo. “Anxious Times: Distance, Behavior, and Public Opinion” (book manuscript)

Casellas, Jason & Jeronimo Cortina “Holding the Fort? The Policy Views of Latino Republicans by
Immigrant Generation in the Age of Trump” (book manuscript)

Selected Conferences & Presentations
Jeronimo Cortina & Brandon Rottinghaus “The Quiet Revolution’: Convenience Voting, Vote Cen-
ters, and Turnout in Texas Elections” presented at the Election Sciences, Reform, & Administration
Conference. Philadelphia, PA July, 2019

Jeronimo Cortina “The Impact of Indirect Remittances on Development” presented at the BTI
Annual Meeting. Washington, DC June, 2019

Jason Casellas & Jeronimo Cortina “Holding the Fort? The Policy Views of Latino Republicans by
Immigrant Generation in the Age of Trump” presented at the Western Political Science Association.
San Diego, CA April, 2019

Jeronimo Cortina & Markie McBrayer “The Perfect Storm? The Impact of Texas Drought in
Congressional Elections” presented at the Southern Political Science Association. San Juan, Puerto
Rico January 7-9, 2016

Jeronimo Cortina. “Not in my Front Yard: The Impact of Spatial Proximity on Attitudes To-
ward Building a Fence Along the Texas-Mexico Border” presented at the Southern Political Science
Association. New Orleans, LA January 15-17, 2015

Jeronimo Cortina. “Challenges and Opportunities in Texas:Demographics, Income, Health and
Education” Key Note presentation at the College of the Mainland Symposium Controversy in Our
Nation: Past, Present, and Future. Texas City, TX April 4, 2014

Jeronimo Cortina. “Youth and Migration: Towards the post-2015 Development Goals” presented
at the Seminar on Migration and Sustainable Development - Youth and Adolescents on the Move.
New York, NY December 18, 2012

Jeronimo Cortina. “Migration and Education: An Avenue for Empowerment?” presented at the
Seminar on Migration and Sustainable Development - Youth and Adolescents on the Move. New
York, NY December 18, 2012

Jeronimo Cortina. “Using Household Surveys to Study the Economic and Social Implications of
Migration: The Case of MICS” presented at the Global Experts Meeting of the World Bank’s
Knowledge Partnership on Migration and Development. Washington, DC December 10-11, 2012

Jeronimo Cortina. “Children, Education and Migration: Win-Win Policy Responses for co-development”
presented at the Symposium on Migration, Family and Dignity. Doha, Qatar, 27-29 March 2012

Jeronimo Cortina. “Migration, Adolescents and Youth: Challenges and Opportunities” presented
at the Side Event International migration from a regional and interregional perspective, including
adolescents and youth 45th Session of the Commission on Population and Development New York,
23 April 2012

Jeronimo Cortina. “Assessing the Contribution of International Migration to Countries of Origin and
Destination” paper presented at the United Nation’s Ninth Coordination Meeting on International
Migration, February 17-18, 2011 New York, New York.

Jeronimo Cortina. “The Impact of Migration on Children and Adolescents Left-Behind” paper
presented at the United Nations’ Global Migration Group Practitioners Symposium, May 27-28,
2011 New York, New York.

Jeronimo Cortina. “Give Me Your Tired, Your Poor, Your Huddled Masses: Immigration and State
Level Policy Responsiveness” paper presented at the Midwest Political Science Association 69th

4
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Annual National Conference, March 31 - April 3, 2011 Chicago, Illinois.

Jeronimo Cortina. “Lessons From the Financial Crisis: Remittances and Social Assistance among
Children and Women Left-Behind in Mexico” paper presented at the II Foro Internacional UNICEF-
CONEVAL, Mexico City November 18, 2010

Jeronimo Cortina. “Causal Inference of Repeated Observations: A Synthesis of Propensity Score
and Multilevel Modeling Methods” paper presented at the Annual

Jeronimo Cortina. “El Impacto de la Migración en el desarrollo de los niños, niñas y adolescentes”
paper presented at the Seminario sobre Migraci

Jeronimo Cortina. “Migration and Development: A Multilevel Perspective to Data Collection”
paper presented at the Global Migration Group Practitioners Symposium

Jeronimo Cortina. “International Migrant Children and Children Left-Behind” presentation at the
OHCHR Consultation on Protecting the Rights of the Child in the

Jeronimo Cortina. “Lessons From the Financial Crisis: Remittances and Social Assistance among
Children and Women Left-Behind in Mexico” paper presented at the

Jeronimo Cortina. “Beyond the Money: The Impact of International Migration on Children’s Life
Satisfaction” presentation at the Migration Data: Collecting Policy

Jeronimo Cortina. “International Migration and Children’s Life Satisfaction” presentation at the
workshop on Transnational Parenthood and Children Left-Behind.

Jeronimo Cortina. “Globalización, Procesos Migratorios e Impactos Económicos” presentation at
the Taller Regional Migración y Niñez en Amé

Jeronimo Cortina. “Pilot Research on the Left-Behind: A Methodological Evaluation.” New York,
NY: UNICEF, 2008

Jeronimo Cortina. “One Size Does Not Fit All: Race, Ethnicity and Contemporary Public Opinion
Towards Immigration” Paper presented at 2008 Annual Meeting of the

Jeronimo Cortina. “The Impact of International Migration on Children-Left Behind” presentation
at the Sixth United Nations Coordination Meeting on International

Jeronimo Cortina & Enrique Ochoa-Reza. “More Migration, Less Remittances?” presentation at
the Advanced Graduate Workshop on Poverty, Development and Globalization. Initiative for

Jeronimo Cortina, Rodolfo de la Garza & Enrique Ochoa-Reza. “Remittances, Development &
Poverty: Lessons from the Mexican Case” presentation at the Hispanic Market Forum 2007. United
States-Mexico Chamber of Commerce, New York, NY February 15, 2007

Jeronimo Cortina, Rodolfo de la Garza & Enrique Ochoa-Reza. “Remittances, Development &
Poverty: Lessons from the Mexican Case” presentation at the Advanced Graduate Workshop on
Poverty, Development and Globalization. Brooks World Poverty Institute, University of Manchester,
Manchester August 1, 2006

Jeronimo Cortina. “Bringing the State In: Mexican Migration and Social Assistance Policies” paper
presented at the Annual Meeting of the Latin American Studies Association. San Juan, Puerto Rico
March 15 - 18, 2006

Jeronimo Cortina. “Migration” conference at the Annual Symposium on Development and Glob-
alization of the Program in International Development and Globalization at Columbia University.
New York, NY November 11 - 12, 2005

Jeronimo Cortina. “Governmental Handouts and Migration: The Case of Mexico” paper presented
at the Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association. Washington, DC Sept. 1 - 4,
2005

5
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Rodolfo de la Garza and Jeronimo Cortina. “Dance with the One who Brought you: Latino Partisan
Fidelity” paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association.
Washington, DC Sept. 1 - 4, 2005

Jeronimo Cortina, Rodolfo de la Garza and Enrique Ochoa-Reza. “The New National Boundaries:
Diasporas, Governments and Remittances” Presentation at the International Forum on Remittances
2005, Inter-American Development Bank and Multilateral Investment Fund, Washington, DC June
30, 2005

Jeronimo Cortina. “Immigrant Remitting Behavior and its Developmental Consequences for Mexico
and El Salvador”. Presentation at the conference on Research and Practice on Transnationalism
and Community Economic Development organized by the Consortium for Economic Development
and Education Research. June 9, 2005 New York, NY

Jeronimo Cortina. “Immigrant Remitting Behavior and its Developmental Consequences for Mexico
and El Salvador” Presentation at the First Annual Symposium on Development and Globalization
- The Program in International Development and Globalization at Columbia University. November
12 -13, 2004 New York, NY

Jeronimo Cortina and Enrique Ochoa-Reza “Remittances with Limits” Paper presented at the Di-
vision of Policy and Planning - UNICEF. September 30, New York, NY

Jeronimo Cortina: “Divided we Govern; but we govern differently: Minority Governments and Leg-
islative Professionalization in Mexico’s states Assemblies” Paper prepared for the Midwest political
Science Association National Conferences, April 15-18, 2004 Chicago, Ill.

Rodolfo de la Garza and Jeronimo Cortina: “Latinos as Foreign Policy Actors: Myth or Reality?”
Paper prepared for the 45th Annual International Studies Association Convention, March 17 - 20,
2004 Le Centre Sheraton, Montreal (Quebec), Canada.

Latino Voter Influence: Two research projects examine Latino voters in Harris County, Texas, and
the efforts to get the Latino vote out in several states. Linea Abierta: Radio Biling•̆•e, a non-profit
national distributor of Spanish-language programming in public radio.

Rodolfo O. de la Garza and Marissa A. Abrajano with Jeronimo Cortina. “Get Me to the Polls on
Time: Latino Mobilization in the 2000 Election.” Paper prepared for delivery at the 2002 Annual
Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Boston, August 29-September 1, 2002.

Courses Taught

Race, Gender and Ethnic Politics (undergraduate)

Latino Politics (undergraduate)

Introduction to Public Policy (undergraduate)

Polls, Public Opinion and Democracy (undergraduate)

Introduction to Texas Politics (undergraduate)

U.S. Government: Congress, President, and Courts (undergraduate)

Introduction to Research Methods (undergraduate)

Political Psychology (graduate)

Quantitative Methods for Policy Research and Evaluation (graduate)

Causal Inference Methods and Applications (graduate)

Immigration Policy (graduate)

6
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Fellowships and Grants

DOR Matching Grant, Houston, TX (2019 - $25,000)- Univision matched with $100k in surveys

CLASS Competitive Research Grant, Houston, TX (2019 - $15,000)

Division of Research Match Grant, Houston, TX (2019 - $25,000)

CLASS Competitive Research Grant (Jason Casellas, Pablo Pinto), Houston, TX (2018 - $12,000)

Center for Mexican American Studies, Houston, TX (2016 - $8,000)

Hobby Center for Public Policy, Houston, TX (2016 - $25,000)

Americas Society, New York, NY (2011)

New Faculty Research Grant, University of Houston (2010)

ISERP Graduate Fellow, Columbia University (2006 - 2007)

Schiff Fellow, Columbia University (2005 - 2006)

GIS Fellow, Columbia University (Summer 2005)

Beca Complemento Secretaŕıa de Educación Pública (2005)

Faculty Fellow, Columbia University (2003-2005)

Professional and University Service

University of Houston Faculty Senate - (2015-Present)

Expert Screener for the Dissertation Proposal Development Fellowship (DPDF) Program at the
Social Science Research Council (2014).

Reviewer: American Journal of Political Science, American Politics Research, Journal of Politics, Po-
litical Research Quarterly, Politica y Gobierno (Mexico), Social Science Quarterly, Politics, Groups,
and Identities, Asian and Pacific Migration Journal, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies.

University/Departmental committee work: ICPSR Official Representative (2009-Present); Under-
graduate committee (2007); Technology (2008-2010); MPA (2008); Webmaster (2010-Present); Re-
cruiting committee (2008, 2009, 2011, 2012)

University of Houston rater for the State’s Learning Objectives on Personal Responsibility

Media

From 2018 to 2020: 1,344 media appearances (not taking into account Spanish-language media) with
an audience reach of 952,515,201

Early Voting StoryMap (https://arcg.is/0Pb8ea)

Co-host Party Politics Podcast - Houston Public Media

Contributor to Telemundo, Houston Matters and Host of “En Pocas Palabras” from Houston Public
Media in Spanish (2018)

The Economist, CNN in Spanish, Telemundo (New York, Houston), Univision (National), TV
Azteca America (New York, Houston), Oppenheimer Presenta , Vme TV (The first national Spanish-
language network presented by public TV stations), Reforma, El Financiero, Expansion (Mexican
newspapers and magazine), Miami Herald, LA Times, La Opinion, Associated Press (AP)

7
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Professional References
Pamela Quiroz Matt Barreto
Professor Professor
Sociology and CMAS Political Science and Chicana/o Studies
University of Houston UCLA
3553 Cullen Boulevard Room 323 3345 Bunche Hall
Houston, TX 77204-3001 Los Angeles, CA 90095
+1 713-743-3134 +1 909-489-2955
paquiroz@central.uh.edu barretom@ucla.edu

Jane Junn Brandon Rottinghaus
Professor Professor
Political Science Political Science
University of Southern California University of Houston
3518 Trousdale Parkway 3551 Cullen Blvd. Room 447
Von Kleinsmid Center (VKC), Room 327 Houston, TX 77204-3011
Los Angeles, CA 90089-0044 +1 713-743-3925
+1 213 740-6998 bjrottin@central.uh.edu
junn@usc.edu

Houston, TX January 07, 2022
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‌ 

‌ 

DECLARATION‌ ‌OF‌ ‌JERONIMO‌ ‌CORTINA‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Pursuant‌ ‌to‌ ‌28‌ ‌U.S.C.‌ ‌§1746,‌ ‌I,‌ ‌Jeronimo‌ ‌Cortina,‌ ‌declare‌ ‌that:‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

My‌ ‌name‌ ‌is‌ ‌Jeronimo‌ ‌Cortina,‌ ‌and‌ ‌I‌ ‌am‌ ‌currently‌ ‌an‌ ‌Associate‌ ‌Professor‌ ‌of‌‌                         
Political‌ ‌Science‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Associate‌ ‌Director‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌Center‌ ‌for‌ ‌Mexican‌‌American‌‌                       
Studies‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌University‌ ‌of‌ ‌Houston.‌ ‌I‌ ‌was‌ ‌appointed‌ ‌Associate‌ ‌Professor‌ ‌with‌‌                       
tenure‌ ‌at‌ ‌UH‌ ‌in‌ ‌2015.‌ ‌I‌ ‌teach‌ ‌courses‌ ‌related‌ ‌to‌ ‌political‌ ‌behavior,‌ ‌statistical‌‌                         
methods‌ ‌and‌ ‌my‌ ‌research‌ ‌revolves‌ ‌around‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌behavior‌ ‌and‌ ‌election‌‌                   
outcomes,‌‌particularly‌‌in‌‌the‌‌State‌‌of‌‌Texas.‌‌I‌‌have‌‌published‌‌peer-reviewed,‌‌social‌‌                       
science‌‌articles‌‌about‌‌minority‌‌electoral‌‌behavior,‌‌election‌‌turnout,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌impact‌‌                     
of‌ ‌election‌ ‌administration‌ ‌changes‌ ‌on‌ ‌turnout.‌ ‌In‌ ‌this‌ ‌matter,‌ ‌I‌ ‌am‌ ‌being‌ ‌paid‌‌                         
$300/hour.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Basis‌ ‌for‌ ‌Opinion‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Unless‌ ‌otherwise‌ ‌stated,‌ ‌all‌ ‌opinions‌ ‌herein‌ ‌are‌ ‌based‌ ‌on‌ ‌my‌ ‌experience‌ ‌and‌‌                       
training‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌generally‌ ‌accepted‌ ‌theories,‌ ‌principles,‌ ‌and‌‌                   
methods‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌academic‌ ‌profession‌ ‌and‌ ‌political‌ ‌science.‌ ‌I‌ ‌reserve‌ ‌the‌ ‌right‌ ‌to‌‌                         
change,‌ ‌amend‌ ‌and/or‌ ‌modify‌ ‌my‌ ‌opinion‌ ‌should‌ ‌additional‌ ‌documentation‌‌                 
become‌ ‌available.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

The‌ ‌Facts‌ ‌or‌ ‌Data‌ ‌Considered‌ ‌in‌ ‌Forming‌ ‌an‌ ‌Opinion‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌ ‌forming‌ ‌my‌ ‌opinions‌ ‌in‌ ‌this‌ ‌matter,‌ ‌I‌ ‌have‌ ‌reviewed‌ ‌the‌ ‌maps‌ ‌and‌‌                         
accompanying‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌results‌ ‌data‌‌for‌‌the‌‌2018‌‌and‌‌2020‌‌elections‌‌for‌‌statewide‌‌                       
races‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌31‌‌senate‌‌districts‌‌in‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌and‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Map‌‌4.‌‌I‌‌                             
have‌ ‌also‌ ‌reviewed‌‌the‌‌“Plan‌‌Overlap‌‌Report”‌‌for‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌versus‌‌Plan‌‌S2100,‌‌                         
Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌v.‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌‌                       
versus‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100.‌ ‌I‌ ‌have‌ ‌also‌ ‌reviewed‌ ‌the‌ ‌2021‌ ‌enacted‌ ‌redistricting‌ ‌plans‌ ‌for‌‌                         
Congress,‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌House‌ ‌of‌ ‌Representatives,‌ ‌and‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Elections.‌‌I‌‌                         
intend‌ ‌to‌ ‌review‌ ‌additional‌ ‌documents‌ ‌as‌ ‌they‌ ‌become‌  ‌available‌ ‌to‌ ‌me.‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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‌ ‌  
Statement‌ ‌of‌ ‌Opinions‌ ‌I‌ ‌will‌ ‌Express‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌Basis‌ ‌and‌ ‌Reasons‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌                         
Opinions‌ ‌ 
‌ 

In‌ ‌this‌‌matter,‌‌I‌‌was‌‌asked‌‌to‌‌compare‌‌Republicans’‌‌electoral‌‌prospects‌‌under‌‌two‌‌                         
maps:‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌(the‌ ‌recently‌ ‌enacted‌ ‌Texas‌ ‌state‌ ‌senate‌ ‌plan)‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌‌                       
Alternative‌ ‌Map‌ ‌4.‌ ‌I‌ ‌was‌ ‌also‌ ‌asked‌ ‌to‌ ‌provide‌ ‌my‌ ‌assessment‌ ‌of‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168’s‌‌                           
treatment‌ ‌of‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth‌ ‌and‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌that‌ ‌of‌ ‌Congressional‌‌                       
Plan‌‌C2193,‌‌State‌‌House‌‌Plan‌‌H2316,‌‌and‌‌School‌‌Board‌‌of‌‌Education‌‌Plan‌‌E2106,‌‌                         
and‌ ‌consider‌ ‌the‌ ‌substantive‌ ‌similarities‌ ‌or‌ ‌departures‌ ‌among‌ ‌those‌ ‌plans.‌ ‌I‌ ‌also‌‌                       
provide‌‌population‌‌overlap/core‌‌retention‌‌figures‌‌for‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌Plan‌‌S2100,‌‌and‌‌                     
Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Opinion‌ ‌on‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Analysis‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌POWBS2020‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌order‌ ‌to‌ ‌ascertain‌ ‌the‌‌impact‌‌that‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌and‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌                           
would‌‌have‌‌on‌‌the‌‌electoral‌‌futures‌‌of‌‌the‌‌main‌‌two‌‌political‌‌parties‌‌in‌‌the‌‌State‌‌of‌‌                               
Texas,‌ ‌I‌ ‌analyzed‌ ‌reconstituted‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌for‌ ‌all‌ ‌2018‌ ‌and‌ ‌2020‌ ‌statewide‌‌                       
races‌ ‌under‌ ‌both‌ ‌plans.‌‌ ‌  

The‌ ‌below‌ ‌analysis‌ ‌discusses‌ ‌the‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌margin-of-victory‌ ‌(MOV)‌‌between‌‌the‌‌                   
percent‌‌of‌‌the‌‌votes‌‌cast‌‌for‌‌the‌‌winning‌‌candidate‌‌(i.e.,‌‌Republican‌‌candidate)‌‌and‌‌                         
the‌ ‌second-place‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌(i.e.,‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌candidate)‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌‌particular‌‌race‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                       
2018‌‌and‌‌2020‌‌general‌‌elections.‌‌For‌‌the‌‌context‌‌of‌‌this‌‌report,‌‌the‌‌MOV‌‌is‌‌used‌‌to‌‌                               
measure‌ ‌each‌ ‌race's‌ ‌competitiveness‌ ‌and‌ ‌identifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌senate‌ ‌districts‌‌                     
(“SDs”)‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌or‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌won‌ ‌a‌ ‌particular‌ ‌SD‌‌                       
within‌ ‌a‌ ‌particular‌ ‌race‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌margin‌ ‌of‌ ‌victory‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%‌ ‌to‌ ‌clearly‌‌                           
illustrate‌ ‌each‌ ‌political‌ ‌party’s‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌advantage‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌SD.‌ ‌ 

This‌ ‌test‌ ‌provides‌ ‌a‌ ‌high-ceiling‌ ‌of‌ ‌electoral‌ ‌competitiveness‌ ‌in‌ ‌comparison‌ ‌to‌                     
other‌ ‌analyses‌ ‌focusing‌ ‌on‌ ‌strict‌ ‌vote‌ ‌shares‌ ‌between‌ ‌candidates.‌ ‌Moreover,‌ ‌this‌‌                     
analysis‌ ‌provides‌ ‌a‌ ‌unique‌‌measurement‌‌across‌‌races‌‌that‌‌may‌‌be‌‌down‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌                         
and‌‌may‌‌not‌‌have‌‌the‌‌same‌‌level‌‌of‌‌attention‌‌that‌‌those‌‌races‌‌at‌‌the‌‌top‌‌of‌‌the‌‌ballot‌‌                                   
(e.g.,‌ ‌judicial‌ ‌races‌ ‌vs.‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌race).‌ ‌ 

I‌ ‌also‌ ‌examine‌ ‌Republicans’‌ ‌total‌ ‌potential‌ ‌seat‌ ‌share‌ ‌under‌ ‌both‌ ‌plans.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

‌ 
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Analysis‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Cruz-R‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌ ‌2.6%‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌over‌‌                         
O’Rourke-D,‌ ‌the‌ ‌closest‌ ‌statewide‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌recent‌ ‌history.‌ ‌At‌ ‌the‌ ‌SD-level‌‌                     
under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌Cruz-R‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌‌SDs‌ ‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌                             1

10%,‌ ‌while‌ ‌O’Rourke-D‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌12‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌‌                           
10%.‌ ‌ 

For‌ ‌the‌ ‌Governor’s‌ ‌Race,‌ ‌Abbott-R‌ ‌won‌ ‌reelection‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌state-wide‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌of‌‌                       
13.3%‌‌over‌‌Valdez-D.‌‌Under‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌Abbott-R‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌with‌‌                         
a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%‌ ‌over‌ ‌the‌ ‌Valdez-D‌ ‌second‌ ‌place.‌ ‌ 

Patrick-R‌ ‌won‌ ‌reelection‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌Lt.‌‌Governor’s‌‌race‌‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌of‌‌4.8%‌‌across‌‌                           
the‌ ‌state,‌ ‌and‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌carried‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌‌MOV‌‌greater‌‌                             
than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

For‌ ‌the‌ ‌Attorney‌ ‌General’s‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Paxton-R‌ ‌won‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌state-wide‌ ‌MOV‌‌of‌‌3.6%,‌‌                         
and‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌carried‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

For‌ ‌the‌ ‌Comptroller’s,‌ ‌Land,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Agricultural‌ ‌Commissioners’‌ ‌races,‌ ‌the‌‌                 
Republican‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌outperformed‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌‌statewide‌‌MOV‌‌                 
of‌‌9.8%,‌‌10.5%,‌‌and‌‌4.9%,‌‌respectively,‌‌and‌‌would‌‌have‌‌each‌‌carried‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌with‌‌                           
a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌all‌ ‌Judicial‌ ‌state‌ ‌races,‌ ‌(excluding‌ ‌CCA‌ ‌8‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌there‌ ‌was‌ ‌no‌ ‌Democratic‌‌                           
candidate),‌ ‌Republican‌‌candidates‌‌had‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌of‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌10%‌‌in‌ ‌the‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌                           2

they‌ ‌carried.‌ ‌ 

Under‌ ‌PlanS2168,‌ ‌for‌‌seats‌‌carried‌‌by‌‌Republicans,‌‌there‌‌were‌‌no‌‌elections‌‌under‌‌                       
the‌‌specified‌‌criteria‌‌that‌‌could‌‌have‌‌been‌‌considered‌‌as‌‌competitive,‌‌that‌‌is,‌‌with‌‌a‌‌                           
MOV‌‌of‌‌less‌‌than‌‌5%.‌‌By‌‌contrast,‌‌in‌‌specific‌‌SDs‌‌won‌‌by‌‌Democrats,‌‌Republican‌‌                           
candidates‌ ‌would‌‌have‌‌been‌‌competitive,‌‌whereas‌‌Democrats’‌‌MOV‌‌was‌‌between‌‌                   
5-9.9%:‌‌SD‌‌19,‌‌SD‌‌20,‌‌and‌‌SD‌‌27‌‌for‌‌the‌‌Governor’s‌‌race;‌‌and‌‌SD‌‌27‌‌for‌‌the‌‌Land‌‌                                   
Commissioner’s‌ ‌race.‌ ‌ 

Democrats’‌‌best‌‌performance‌‌in‌‌recent‌‌elections‌‌was‌‌in‌‌the‌‌2018‌‌U.S.‌‌Senate‌‌race.‌‌                         
In‌‌that‌‌race,‌‌Cruz’s‌‌lowest‌‌MOV‌‌among‌‌the‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌he‌‌carried‌‌came‌‌in‌‌SD9,‌‌where‌‌                               
his‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌was‌ ‌12.0%‌ ‌ 

1 ‌SDs‌ ‌1-5;‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌7-12;‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌17-18;‌ ‌SD‌ ‌22;‌ ‌SD‌ ‌24-25;‌ ‌SD‌ ‌28;‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌30-31.‌ ‌ 
2 ‌In‌ ‌the‌ ‌CCA‌ ‌8‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Slaughter-R‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌over‌ ‌Ash-L‌ ‌was‌ ‌49.4%‌ ‌and‌ ‌having‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌over‌ ‌10%‌ ‌in‌ ‌28‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌31.‌ ‌ 

3‌ ‌ 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 158-1   Filed 01/24/22   Page 13 of 26



Analysis‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ 

Trump-R‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌race‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌of‌ ‌5.5%‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌‌                             
Trump-R‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌over‌‌Biden-D‌‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌10%‌‌under‌‌Plan‌‌                           
S2168,‌ ‌while‌ ‌Biden-D‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌12‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌‌ ‌  

For‌‌the‌‌Senate‌‌race,‌‌Cornyn-R‌‌won‌‌the‌‌state‌‌with‌‌a‌‌9.6%‌‌MOV‌‌over‌‌Hegar-D‌‌and,‌‌                             
under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌carried‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌10%.‌‌Wright-R‌‌won‌‌                           
over‌‌Castaneda-D‌‌in‌‌the‌‌Railroad‌‌Commissioner’s‌‌Place‌‌1‌‌race‌‌with‌‌a‌‌9.6%‌‌MOV‌‌                         
statewide,‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌all‌ ‌Judicial‌ ‌races‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌candidates’‌ ‌MOV‌‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌been‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌‌                       
10%‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs.‌ ‌ 

There‌ ‌were‌ ‌no‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌carried‌ ‌by‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌in‌ ‌2020‌ ‌that‌ ‌were‌‌                       
competitive.‌ ‌In‌ ‌specific‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌won‌ ‌by‌ ‌Democrats,‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌would‌‌                   
have‌‌been‌‌competitive,‌‌whereas‌‌Democrats’‌‌MOV‌‌was‌‌between‌‌5-9.9%:‌‌SD‌‌27‌‌in‌‌                       
most‌ ‌races‌ ‌and‌ ‌SD20‌ ‌in‌ ‌some,‌ ‌including‌ ‌the‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌race.‌ ‌ 

Analysis‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌Election‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌ 

For‌ ‌the‌ ‌Cruz-R-O’Rourke-D‌ ‌race‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4,‌ ‌the‌‌                   
Republican‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌outperformed‌ ‌the‌ ‌Democratic‌ ‌candidate‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌‌                   
SDs‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

In‌‌the‌‌Governor’s‌‌race‌‌Abbott-R‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌in‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌of‌‌more‌‌                               
than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌Lt.‌ ‌Governor’s,‌ ‌Attorney‌ ‌General,‌ ‌Comptroller,‌ ‌Land,‌ ‌Agricultural,‌ ‌and‌‌                   
Railroad‌ ‌commissioners’‌ ‌races,‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌election‌‌                 
under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌outperformed‌ ‌Democratic‌‌                 
candidates‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌out‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌31‌ ‌SDs.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌all‌ ‌Judicial‌ ‌races‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌candidates‌ ‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌                           
greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%,‌ ‌but‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌Criminal‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌ ‌Place‌ ‌8‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌would‌‌                           
have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌28‌ ‌out‌ ‌31‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌addition‌ ‌to‌‌the‌‌19‌‌safe‌‌Republican‌‌SDs‌‌that‌‌were‌‌carried‌‌by‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌of‌‌10%‌‌or‌‌                                 
greater,‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌also‌ ‌won‌ ‌four‌ ‌competitive‌ ‌races‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌20th‌ ‌seat‌ ‌under‌‌                       
Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4.‌‌In‌‌SD‌‌10,‌‌Abbott-R‌‌prevailed‌‌by‌‌a‌‌4.0%‌‌MOV‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                             
Governor’s‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Hegar-R‌ ‌prevailed‌ ‌by‌ ‌0.4%‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌Comptroller’s‌ ‌race,‌ ‌Bush-R‌‌                     
prevailed‌ ‌by‌ ‌2.4%‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌Land‌ ‌Commissioner‌ ‌race,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Craddick-R‌ ‌prevailed‌ ‌by‌‌                       
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0.3%‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌Railroad‌ ‌Commissioner‌ ‌race.‌ ‌By‌ ‌contrast,‌ ‌Democrats‌ ‌won‌ ‌six‌‌                     
competitive‌ ‌races‌ ‌in‌ ‌SD‌ ‌10‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌race–the‌ ‌closest‌ ‌election‌ ‌in‌ ‌recent‌ ‌Texas‌ ‌history–Cruz’s‌‌                       
lowest‌‌MOV‌‌in‌‌a‌‌district‌‌he‌‌carried‌‌would‌‌have‌‌been‌‌12.7%‌‌in‌‌SD‌‌14‌‌in‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌                               
Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 

Analysis‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌Election‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌ 

Trump-R‌ ‌won‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌presidential‌ ‌race‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌of‌ ‌5.5%‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌‌                             
Trump-R‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌over‌ ‌Biden-D‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%,‌ ‌while‌‌                         
Biden-D‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌12‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%.‌‌ ‌  

Trump-R‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌would‌ ‌have‌ ‌won‌ ‌in‌ ‌19‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌‌                           
MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%‌ ‌over‌ ‌Biden-D.‌ ‌ 

In‌ ‌the‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌race‌ ‌as‌ ‌well‌ ‌as‌ ‌in‌ ‌all‌ ‌state-wide‌ ‌races‌ ‌(i.e.,‌ ‌Railroad‌‌                           
Commissioner,‌ ‌Supreme‌ ‌Court,‌ ‌Court‌ ‌of‌ ‌Criminal‌ ‌Appeals)‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌‌                 
candidates‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌at‌‌the‌‌state-level‌‌and‌‌in‌‌19‌‌SDs‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌with‌‌a‌‌                               
MOV‌ ‌greater‌ ‌than‌ ‌10%‌ ‌ 

No‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌carried‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌in‌ ‌competitive‌ ‌races,‌ ‌while‌ ‌Democrats‌ ‌had‌‌                   
competitive‌ ‌victories‌ ‌in‌ ‌SD10,‌ ‌SD20,‌ ‌and‌ ‌SD27‌ ‌across‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌statewide‌                     
elections.‌ ‌ 

Comparison‌ ‌of‌ ‌Election‌ ‌Results‌ ‌between‌‌S2168‌‌and‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌                   
4‌ ‌ 

Under‌ ‌both‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4,‌ ‌Republicans‌ ‌have‌ ‌19‌‌                       
safe‌ ‌SDs‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌ ‌they‌ ‌uniformly‌ ‌win‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌of‌ ‌10%‌ ‌or‌ ‌greater.‌‌ ‌  

Under‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌Republicans’‌‌have‌‌a‌‌ceiling‌‌of‌‌19‌‌districts‌‌in‌‌which‌‌they‌‌could‌                           
win‌‌with‌‌a‌‌MOV‌‌greater‌‌than‌‌10%,‌‌and‌‌0‌‌additional‌‌districts‌‌in‌‌which‌‌they‌‌prevail‌‌                             
by‌‌a‌‌more‌‌competitive‌‌margin,‌‌as‌‌illustrated‌‌by‌‌most‌‌recent‌‌19‌‌statewide‌‌elections‌‌                         
featuring‌‌Republican‌‌and‌‌Democratic‌‌candidates.‌‌By‌‌contrast,‌‌Republicans‌‌carried‌‌                 
a‌‌20th‌‌district–SD10–in‌‌four‌‌of‌‌those‌‌19‌‌races‌‌under‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4.‌‌                         
In‌ ‌addition,‌ ‌in‌ ‌Democrats’‌ ‌high-water‌ ‌mark‌ ‌election–the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Senate‌‌                   
race–Cruz’s‌‌lowest‌‌MOV‌‌in‌‌a‌‌district‌‌he‌‌won‌‌was‌‌12.0%‌‌in‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌while‌‌his‌‌                             
lowest‌ ‌MOV‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌district‌ ‌he‌ ‌carried‌ ‌was‌ ‌greater–12.7%–under‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌‌                   
Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4.‌ ‌ 

5‌ ‌ 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 158-1   Filed 01/24/22   Page 15 of 26



Democrats’‌‌MOV‌‌across‌‌the‌‌12‌‌SDs‌‌in‌‌which‌‌they‌‌would‌‌have‌‌won‌‌decreased‌‌by‌‌4‌‌                             
percentage‌‌points‌‌between‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌and‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌under‌‌the‌‌                       
2018‌ ‌elections‌ ‌and‌ ‌by‌ ‌1.6‌ ‌percentage‌ ‌points‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌analysis.‌ ‌ 

After‌ ‌analyzing‌ ‌the‌ ‌2018‌ ‌and‌ ‌2020‌ ‌election‌ ‌results‌ ‌under‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌and‌‌                       
Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4,‌‌it‌‌is‌‌my‌‌opinion‌‌based‌‌on‌‌the‌‌data‌‌made‌‌available‌‌to‌‌                             
me‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌accordance‌ ‌with‌ ‌generally‌ ‌accepted‌ ‌principles‌ ‌and‌ ‌methods‌ ‌that‌‌                     
Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌perform‌ ‌better‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌Party‌ ‌than‌ ‌does‌‌                       
Plan‌ ‌S2168.‌ ‌ 

Opinion‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌Comparison‌ ‌between‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌H2316,‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌C2193,‌‌                     
Plan‌ ‌E2106‌ ‌as‌ ‌Related‌ ‌to‌ ‌SD‌ ‌10‌ ‌and‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County,‌ ‌TX‌ ‌ 

I‌‌compared‌‌the‌‌enacted‌‌plans‌‌by‌‌the‌‌Legislature‌‌as‌‌they‌‌relate‌‌to‌‌SD‌‌10‌‌and‌‌Tarrant‌‌                               
County,‌ ‌in‌ ‌particular‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth.‌ ‌All‌ ‌maps‌ ‌are‌ ‌publicly‌ ‌available‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌Texas‌‌                         
Legislative‌ ‌Council‌ ‌website.‌‌ ‌  

State‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌-‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌‌ ‌  

Figure‌‌1‌‌below‌‌shows‌‌State‌‌Senate‌‌Districts‌‌as‌‌enacted‌‌under‌‌Plan‌‌S2168.‌‌The‌‌red‌‌                           
circle‌ ‌in‌ ‌Figure‌ ‌1‌ ‌indicates‌ ‌the‌ ‌area‌ ‌of‌ ‌analysis‌ ‌for‌ ‌this‌ ‌matter.‌ ‌Figure‌ ‌2‌ ‌shows‌ ‌a‌‌                               
callout‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌area‌ ‌of‌ ‌analysis.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 
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Figure‌ ‌1.‌ ‌State‌ ‌Senate‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌ 

‌ 

Figure‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County‌ ‌and‌ ‌SD‌ ‌10‌ ‌Callout‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

Figure‌ ‌2‌ ‌shows‌ ‌SD‌ ‌10‌ ‌traversing‌ ‌across‌ ‌8‌ ‌different‌‌counties‌‌and‌‌clearly‌‌breaking‌‌                         
apart‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County,‌ ‌and‌ ‌in‌ ‌particular‌ ‌breaking‌ ‌apart‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth‌ ‌through‌ ‌the‌‌                       
center‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌city.‌ ‌  
‌ 
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State‌ ‌House‌ ‌Districts-‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌H2136‌ ‌ 

Figure‌ ‌3.‌ ‌State‌ ‌House‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

Figure‌ ‌4.‌ ‌State‌ ‌House‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌in‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
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Figure‌ ‌4‌ ‌shows‌ ‌how‌ ‌HD‌ ‌90‌ ‌and‌ ‌HD‌ ‌95‌ ‌cut‌ ‌across‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County‌ ‌sharing‌ ‌some‌‌                             
geographic‌‌boundaries‌‌with‌‌SD‌‌10‌‌along‌‌particularly‌‌around‌‌Fort‌‌Worth‌‌and‌‌Forest‌‌                       
Hill.‌‌One‌‌can‌‌see‌‌the‌‌rough‌‌outline‌‌of‌‌SD10‌‌under‌‌Plan‌‌S2100‌‌along‌‌the‌‌combined‌‌                             
borders‌ ‌of‌ ‌HD‌ ‌97,‌ ‌90,‌ ‌94,‌ ‌95,‌ ‌and‌ ‌96.‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

U.S.‌ ‌Congressional‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌-‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌C2193‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Figure‌ ‌5.‌ ‌U.S.‌ ‌Congressional‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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Figure‌ ‌6.‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County’s‌ ‌Congressional‌ ‌Districts‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

‌ 
Figure‌‌6‌‌shows‌‌that‌‌CD‌‌33‌‌maintains‌‌a‌‌connection‌‌of‌‌the‌‌areas‌‌north‌‌and‌‌south‌‌of‌‌                               
central‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
‌ 

Figure‌ ‌7.‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Education‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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Figure‌ ‌8.‌ ‌Tarrant‌ ‌County’s‌ ‌State‌ ‌Board‌ ‌of‌ ‌Education‌ ‌Districts‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
Figure‌ ‌8‌ ‌shows‌ ‌how‌ ‌the‌ ‌13‌ ‌SBOE‌ ‌District‌ ‌keeps‌‌areas‌‌north‌‌and‌‌south‌‌of‌‌central‌‌                             
Fort‌ ‌Worth‌ ‌intact.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Comparison‌ ‌of‌ ‌Maps‌ ‌ 
‌ 

It‌ ‌is‌ ‌my‌ ‌opinion,‌ ‌based‌ ‌on‌ ‌a‌ ‌comparison‌ ‌among‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌H2316,‌ ‌Plan‌‌                           
C2193,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌E2106‌ ‌as‌ ‌related‌ ‌to‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth‌‌and‌‌Tarrant‌‌County,‌‌that‌‌SD‌‌10,‌‌                             
dismantles‌ ‌those‌ ‌geographically‌ ‌bounded‌ ‌political‌ ‌communities,‌ ‌while‌ ‌districts‌‌               
contained‌ ‌in‌ ‌Plans‌ ‌C2193‌ ‌and‌ ‌E2106‌‌maintain‌‌such‌‌political‌‌communities‌‌united.‌‌                     
House‌‌districts‌‌have‌‌smaller‌‌population,‌‌and‌‌so‌‌more‌‌separation‌‌is‌‌required,‌‌but‌‌the‌‌                         
Tarrant‌‌County‌‌House‌‌Districts‌‌join‌‌together‌‌to‌‌create‌‌a‌‌grouping‌‌that‌‌reflects‌‌these‌‌                         
same‌ ‌communities‌ ‌of‌ ‌interest,‌ ‌and‌ ‌indeed‌ ‌form‌ ‌a‌ ‌rough‌‌outline‌‌of‌‌the‌‌benchmark‌‌                         
SD10.‌ ‌The‌ ‌treatment‌ ‌of‌ ‌SD10‌‌in‌‌the‌‌State‌‌Senate‌‌Plan,‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌substantively‌‌                         
diverges‌ ‌not‌‌just‌‌from‌‌the‌‌benchmark‌‌plan’s‌‌policy‌‌of‌‌keeping‌‌the‌‌areas‌‌north‌‌and‌                           
south‌ ‌of‌ ‌central‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth‌ ‌whole,‌ ‌but‌ ‌also‌ ‌from‌ ‌every‌ ‌other‌ ‌redistricting‌ ‌plan‌‌                         
enacted‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌State‌ ‌this‌ ‌cycle.‌ ‌ 

Core‌ ‌Population‌ ‌Retention/Overlap‌ ‌Population‌ ‌between‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌Plan‌‌               
2100‌ ‌(Benchmark)‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌‌POWBS2020‌‌ ‌  

Using‌ ‌the‌ ‌TLC‌ ‌Population‌ ‌Overlap‌ ‌Reports,‌ ‌I‌ ‌compared‌ ‌the‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌‌                     
between‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100‌ ‌(Benchmark),‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌‌                     
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and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100‌‌(Benchmark).‌‌                       
For‌ ‌the‌ ‌purpose‌ ‌of‌ ‌this‌ ‌matter‌‌the‌‌overlap‌‌population‌‌or‌‌core‌‌population‌‌retention‌‌                         
measures‌‌the‌‌percentage‌‌of‌‌a‌‌new‌‌district’s‌‌population‌‌that‌‌were‌‌included‌‌in‌‌the‌‌old‌‌                           
district‌.‌ ‌ 3

Table‌ ‌1‌ ‌illustrates‌ ‌the‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌or‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌ ‌between‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌                       
and‌ ‌benchmark‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌2100‌ ‌by‌ ‌SD.‌ ‌The‌ ‌percent‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌retained‌ ‌between‌‌                       
the‌ ‌benchmark‌ ‌plan‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌is‌ ‌indicated‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌column.‌ ‌The‌ ‌mean‌‌                           
core‌ ‌population‌ ‌retained‌ ‌or‌ ‌the‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌ ‌between‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌and‌‌                     
benchmark‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100‌ ‌is‌ ‌75.3%,‌ ‌while‌ ‌the‌ ‌median‌ ‌is‌ ‌78.7%‌ ‌ ‌   

Table‌ ‌2‌ ‌illustrates‌ ‌the‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌or‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌ ‌between‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌‌                     
Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌and‌‌benchmark‌‌Plan‌‌S2100‌‌by‌‌SD.‌‌The‌‌percent‌‌core‌‌population‌‌                         
retained‌‌between‌‌the‌‌benchmark‌‌plan‌‌and‌‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌is‌‌indicated‌‌                       
in‌ ‌the‌ ‌third‌ ‌column.‌ ‌The‌ ‌mean‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌‌retained‌‌or‌‌the‌‌overlap‌‌population‌‌                         
between‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌and‌‌benchmark‌‌Plan‌‌S2100‌‌is‌‌70.4%,‌‌while‌‌                       
the‌ ‌median‌ ‌is‌ ‌74.6%‌ ‌ ‌   

Table‌ ‌3‌ ‌illustrates‌ ‌the‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌or‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌ ‌between‌ ‌Plaintiffs'‌‌                     
Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌by‌ ‌SD.‌ ‌The‌ ‌percent‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌retained‌‌                         
between‌ ‌the‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌‌Plan‌‌4‌‌and‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌is‌‌indicated‌‌in‌‌the‌‌third‌‌                           
column.‌ ‌The‌ ‌mean‌ ‌core‌ ‌population‌ ‌retained‌ ‌or‌ ‌the‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌population‌ ‌between‌‌                     
Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌and‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌is‌ ‌81.0%,‌ ‌while‌ ‌the‌ ‌median‌ ‌is‌ ‌91.9%‌ ‌ ‌   

Plaintiff’s‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌thus‌ ‌has‌ ‌high‌ ‌population‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌and‌ ‌core‌‌retention‌‌                       
versus‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168,‌ ‌and‌ ‌comparable‌ ‌population‌ ‌overlap‌ ‌and‌ ‌core‌ ‌retention‌ ‌versus‌‌                     
Plan‌ ‌S2100‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168.‌ ‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

3 ‌In‌ ‌determining‌ ‌the‌ ‌core‌ ‌retention‌ ‌for‌ ‌a‌ ‌district,‌ ‌one‌ ‌examines‌ ‌the‌ ‌old‌ ‌districts‌ ‌that‌ ‌have‌‌ 
contributed‌ ‌population‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌new‌ ‌district,‌ ‌and‌ ‌identifies‌ ‌the‌ ‌district‌ ‌from‌ ‌which‌ ‌the‌ ‌new‌ ‌district‌‌ 
obtained‌ ‌its‌ ‌largest‌ ‌amount‌ ‌of‌ ‌population..‌ ‌ 
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Table‌ ‌1.‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌ ‌vs.‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100‌ ‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

‌ 
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Table‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌vs.‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2100‌ ‌ 

‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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Table‌ ‌3.‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌vs.‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌S2168‌‌ ‌  

‌ 

‌ 
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Summary‌ ‌of‌ ‌Opinion‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Based‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌foregoing,‌ ‌it‌ ‌is‌ ‌my‌ ‌expert‌ ‌opinion‌ ‌that‌ ‌first,‌ ‌Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌‌                         
Plan‌‌4‌‌provides‌‌better‌‌prospects‌‌for‌‌Republicans‌‌than‌‌Plan‌‌S2168‌‌by‌‌matching‌‌the‌‌                         
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌safe‌ ‌Republican‌ ‌seats‌ ‌while‌ ‌increasing‌ ‌the‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌seats‌ ‌in‌ ‌which‌‌                         
Republicans‌‌could‌‌compete..‌‌Second,‌‌the‌‌comparison‌‌of‌‌maps‌‌of‌‌different‌‌districts‌‌                     
within‌‌Tarrant‌‌County,‌‌TX,‌‌shows‌‌that‌‌Plan‌‌S2168’s‌‌configuration‌‌of‌‌SD10,‌‌unlike‌‌                       
the‌ ‌congressional‌ ‌and‌ ‌SBOE‌ ‌map–and‌ ‌unlike‌ ‌the‌ ‌joined‌ ‌grouping‌‌of‌‌State‌‌House‌‌                       
seats–breaks‌ ‌apart‌ ‌Fort‌ ‌Worth‌ ‌through‌‌its‌‌center,‌‌substantively‌‌diverging‌‌from‌‌the‌‌                     
policy‌‌of‌‌the‌‌State‌‌in‌‌the‌‌other‌‌redistricting‌‌plans‌‌to‌‌keep‌‌these‌‌areas‌‌whole.‌‌Third,‌‌                             
Plaintiffs’‌ ‌Alternative‌ ‌Plan‌ ‌4‌ ‌maintains‌ ‌extremely‌ ‌high‌ ‌percentages‌ ‌of‌‌population‌‌                   
in‌ ‌the‌ ‌same‌ ‌district‌ ‌as‌ ‌in‌‌Plan‌‌S2168,‌‌reflecting‌‌the‌‌overall‌‌similarity‌‌of‌‌the‌‌plans‌‌                             
statewide,‌ ‌and‌ ‌has‌ ‌comparable‌ ‌core‌ ‌retention‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌benchmark‌‌plan‌‌compared‌‌to‌‌                       
Plan‌ ‌S2168.‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

I‌ ‌declare‌ ‌under‌ ‌penalty‌ ‌of‌ ‌perjury‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌foregoing‌ ‌is‌ ‌true‌ ‌and‌ ‌correct.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

This‌ ‌7th‌ ‌day‌ ‌of‌ ‌January‌ ‌2022.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

____________________________________‌ ‌ 
Jeronimo‌ ‌Cortina‌ ‌ 

‌ 

‌ 

16‌ ‌ 

‌  ‌ 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 158-1   Filed 01/24/22   Page 26 of 26



 
DECLARATION OF MATT BARRETO - Page 1 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

EL PASO DIVISION 
 

LULAC, et al., 
 
                       Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
GREG ABBOTT, in his official capacity as 
Governor of Texas, et al., 
 
                      Defendants. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Case No.: EP-21-CV-00259-DCG-JES-JVB 

[Lead Case] 
 

 
 

 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 DECLARATION TO ACCOMPANY  
 THE REBUTTAL REPORT OF MATT BARRETO, Ph.D. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I, Matt A. Barreto, declare that: 

My name is Matt A. Barreto.  I am an expert witness designated by Brooks Plaintiffs in the 

above referenced case now pending in the United States District Court for the Western District of 

Texas. 

My report in rebuttal to Dr. Alford, Exhibit 100, is incorporated herein for all purposes and 

include a complete statement of my opinions and conclusions in response to Dr. Alford.  The facts 

or data that I relied upon to develop my analysis and opinions are produce herewith for all counsel. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
 

Signed this the 19th day of January, 2022. 

 
__________________________________________ 
Matt Barreto 

 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 158-2   Filed 01/24/22   Page 1 of 4

gwend_1
Plaintiff Exhibit



p 1 

Dr. Barreto Rebuttal to Dr. Alford 

1. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. section 1746, I, Matt A. Barreto, declare as follows: 

2. My name is Matt A. Barreto, and I am currently Professor of Political Science and Chicana/o 
Studies at the University of California, Los Angeles.  I submitted a declaration in this matter on 
November 24, 2021.  I have recently read the report of Dr. John Alford and now offer this 
rebuttal. 

3. In his December 20, 2021 report, Dr. Alford contends that Black and Latino voters in Tarrant 
County are not politically cohesive because his analysis shows that they supported different 
candidates in the 2014 Democratic primary for Senate District 10. He also cites the Democratic 
primaries for Congressional District 33, in which he opines (without providing any analysis or 
data), that Black and Latino voters have different preferences. 
 

4. Regarding the 2014 primary for SD10, Dr. Alford contends that Black and Anglo voters 
supported Libby Wilson while Latino voters supported Mike Martinez. But this illustrates the 
flaw in his analysis and logic overall. If Dr. Alford is correct that we should just extrapolate a 
racial or ethnic group’s voting preferences from a low turnout, single primary electorate, then 
we would conclude that Libby Wilson was the candidate of choice of Anglo voters in SD10. If 
that were so, she would have easily won the general election. But the general election–in which 
voters actually elect their state representative, and in which a larger, broader electorate 
participates–shows that Konni Burton was the clear candidate of choice of Anglo voters. Dr. 
Alford would certainly agree that Burton, not Wilson, was the candidate of choice among 
Anglo voters in SD10, and that how Anglos voted in the primary was not determinative of their 
ultimate vote choice. 
 

5. The 2020 general election for Congressional District 33 likewise illustrates the flaw with over-
emphasizing Democratic primary election results in Tarrant County. In that election, 
Congressman Veasey, who is Black, faced two Hispanic candidates: Republican Fabian 
Cordova Vasquez and Independent Carlos Quintanilla. Veasey prevailed 66.8% to Vasquez’s 
25.2% to Quintanilla’s 5.1%. Two other candidates–a Libertarian and Independent–received a 
combined 2.9%. The margin was even greater for Congressman Veasey in Tarrant County, 
where he prevailed 70.9% to 23.2% for Vasquez to 3.0% for Quintanilla. Although Mr. 
Quintanilla ran as an Independent in the 2020 general election, he had twice run as 
Congressman Veasey’s primary opponent in the 2018 and 2016 Democratic primaries–two of 
the five primary elections Dr. Alford cites without evidence to support his contention that 
Black and Latino voters are not cohesive.  
 

6. The 2020 general election for CD33 thus provides uniquely probative information about Black 
and Latino cohesion in Tarrant County. Not only is it the election that actually matters for 
determining who will represent the community, but it featured the same candidates who had 
previously twice faced off in primary elections, along with an additional Hispanic candidate, 
Vasquez.  What’s more, the general is a higher turnout election in which the actual preferences 
of the broader voting community can be tested. And the results show that Black and Latino 
voters–by a large margin–cohesively support Congressman Veasey over the two Hispanic 
opponents.  
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7. Table 1: Veasey vs. Vasquez vs. Quintanilla  2020 general 
Ecological regression results - Tarrant precincts only (n=137) 
 
               Veasey         Vasquez        Quintanilla 
Latino vote        69.17                21.74                6.59                 
Black vote         98.11                  0.58                1.31 
Anglo vote        22.28                70.79                4.43 
 
Homogenous precincts – top 40 precincts that are 70% or more Latino 
Average Veasey vote: 65.21 
 
Homogenous precincts – top 21 precincts that are 50% or more Black 
Average Veasey vote: 86.69 
 

8. In Tarrant County, Congressman Veasey received 55,929 votes while Mr. Quintanilla received 
2,332 votes in the 2020 general election. By contrast, in the lower turnout 2018 Democratic 
primary, Congressman Veasey received 9,270 votes to Mr. Quintanilla’s 2,095 votes in Tarrant 
County. Thus, when the fuller electorate participated and expressed their preferences, 
Congressman Veasey’s vote total in Tarrant County increased by over 46,000, while Mr. 
Quintanilla’s increased by only about 200. Dr. Alford completely ignores this probative 
scenario–in which the same Black and Hispanic candidates appear in both primary elections 
and general elections. 
 

9. Moreover, he also ignores data showing cohesion in the primary in Tarrant County. In the 2018 
Democratic primary, for example, Congressman Veasey was the candidate of choice of both 
Hispanic and Black voters. 
 

10. Table 2: Veasey vs. Quintanilla 2018 primary 
Ecological regression results - Tarrant precincts only (n=131) 
 
                 Veasey        Quintanilla 
Latino vote       56.39                43.61                 
Black vote        99.45                 0.55 
Anglo vote        74.47                25.53 
 
Homogenous precincts – top 40 precincts that are 70% or more Latino 
Average Veasey vote: 61.46 
 
Homogenous precincts – top 21 precincts that are 50% or more Black 
Average Veasey vote: 91.06 
 

11. The fact that Congressman Veasey’s Latino vote share increases from 56.39% to 69.17% 
against the same Latino candidate in the 2018 primary and the 2020 general election illustrates 
the flaw with Dr. Alford’s singular focus on low turnout primaries to ascertain Black and 
Latino voting preferences in Tarrant County. 
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12. Finally, I have reviewed Exhibits 49 and 50 which purports to be an ecological inference (EI) 
analysis run by the Attorney Generals office for various election 2012 to 2020.  However, there 
is no supporting document to assess the accuracy or validity of the EI tables, nor was any 
underlying data provided to allow me to replicate and verify the analysis.  Further, there is no 
description of what software was used, which specific EI models were employed and what 
parameters were set in the analysis.  Dr. Alford did not provide the necessary methodological 
information or details which are customary in expert reports. 
 

13. I will provide additional data and analysis of population statistics and election results on areas 
of the Senate maps in and around the Dallas/Fort Worth area as requested by the Court and 
counsel. 
 

14. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true to the best of my knowledge. 

 

 

January 19, 2022    ________________________________ 

      Matt A. Barreto 

Agoura Hills, California 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 DECLARATION TO ACCOMPANY  
 THE REBUTTAL REPORT OF JERONIMO CORTINA, Ph.D. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I, Jeronimo Cortina, declare that: 

My name is Jeronimo Cortina.  I am an expert witness designated by Brooks Plaintiffs in 

the above referenced case now pending in the United States District Court for the Western District 

of Texas. 

My report in rebuttal to Dr. Alford, Exhibit 101, is incorporated herein for all purposes and 

includes a complete statement of my opinions and conclusions in response to Dr. Alford.  The facts 

or data that I relied upon to develop my analysis and opinions are produced herewith for all 

counsel. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
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Signed this the 19th day of January, 2022. 

 
 
 
__________________________________________ 
Jeronimo Cortina 
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 DECLARATION OF JERONIMO CORTINA 

 Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1746, I, Jeronimo Cortina, declare that: 

 My  name  is  Jeronimo  Cortina,  and  I  am  currently  an  Associate  Professor  of 
 Political  Science  and  the  Associate  Director  at  the  Center  for  Mexican  American 
 Studies  at  the  University  of  Houston.  I  was  appointed  Associate  Professor  with 
 tenure  at  UH  in  2015.  I  teach  courses  related  to  political  behavior,  statistical 
 methods  and  my  research  revolves  around  electoral  behavior  and  election 
 outcomes,  particularly  in  the  State  of  Texas.  I  have  published  peer-reviewed,  social 
 science  articles  about  minority  electoral  behavior,  election  turnout,  and  the  impact 
 of  election  administration  changes  on  turnout.  In  this  matter,  I  am  being  paid 
 $300/hour. 

 Basis for Opinion 

 Unless  otherwise  stated,  all  opinions  herein  are  based  on  my  experience  and 
 training  and  in  accordance  with  generally  accepted  theories,  principles,  and 
 methods  of  the  academic  profession  and  political  science.  I  reserve  the  right  to 
 change,  amend  and/or  modify  my  opinion  should  additional  documentation 
 become available. 

 The Facts or Data Considered in Forming an Opinion 

 In  forming  my  opinions  in  this  matter,  I  have  reviewed  the  maps  and 
 accompanying  electoral  results  data  for  the  2018  and  2020  elections  for  statewide 
 races  for  the  31  senate  districts  in  Plan  S2168  and  Plaintiffs’  Alternative  Map  4.  I 
 have  also  reviewed  the  “Plan  Overlap  Report”  for  Plan  S2168  versus  Plan  S2100, 
 Plaintiffs’  Alternative  Plan  4  v.  Plan  S2168,  and  Plaintiffs’  Alternative  Plan  4 
 versus  Plan  S2100.  I  have  also  reviewed  the  2021  enacted  redistricting  plans  for 
 Congress,  the  State  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  State  Board  of  Elections.  I 
 intend to review additional documents as they become  available to me. 
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 Response to Dr. Alford’s Report 

 Plaintiffs’ Alternative Plan 4 Republican Election Performance 

 Dr.  Alford  does  not  dispute  that  Plaintiffs’  Alternative  Plan  4  performs  equal  or 
 better  than  Plan  SB2168  in  terms  of  Republican  performance.  To  the  contrary,  Dr. 
 Alford’s  analysis  agrees  that  there  is  a  plausible  performance  gain  in  Plan  4’s  SD10 
 even  if  modest  and  does  not  dispute  the  fact  that  SB2168  and  Plan  4  are  similar  in 
 the  sense  that  both  plans  provide  19  districts  in  which  Republicans  would  be 
 expected  to  win  with  a  MOV  greater  than  10%  or  with  55%  or  more  of  the  vote. 
 Nor  does  he  dispute  that  Republican  candidates  carried  a  20th  seat  in  4  of  23 
 statewide contested elections in 2018 and 2020 in Alternative Plan 4. 1

 Substantive Departure from State Policy 

 Dr.  Alford  argues  that  the  shapes  of  Congressional  and  State  Board  of  Education 
 districts  in  Tarrant  county  do  not  constitute  or  amount  to  State  policy  of  keeping 
 areas  north  and  south  of  central  Fort  Worth  whole,  even  though  these  maps  were 
 enacted  by  the  State,  which  constitutes  its  preferred  policy.  Moreover,  Dr.  Alford 
 hypothesizes  that  there  are  “differences  in  the  history  and  the  nature  of  these 
 bodies,  the  evolution  of  their  maps  over  time,  their  politics  and  incumbents,  and 
 their  legal  battles  make  drawing  any  such  conclusion  on  the  basis  of  the  outlines  of 
 districts  unreliable”  (pages  2-3).  However,  Dr.  Alford  is  simply  offering  a 
 hypothesis  but  does  not  provide  any  evidence  of  why  such  factors  explain  the 
 State’s  policy  preferences  differently  from  what  the  State  has  already  enacted  in 
 relation  to  Congressional  and  State  Board  of  Education  district  maps  in  Tarrant 
 county. 

 Core Population Retention/Overlap 

 Dr.  Alford’s  report  identifies  only  those  districts  with  “low”  (i.e.,  less  than  50%  as 
 indicated  on  page  3)  core  retention  rates,  however,  when  Alternative  Plan  4  and 
 Plan  S2168  are  compared  in  the  aggregate  the  differences  are  quite  “small”  (page 
 3).  Moreover,  there  are  also  significant  improvements  for  Republican  incumbents 
 in  Alternative  Plan  4  in  comparison  to  Plan  S2168.  For  instance,  SDs  9,  and  22  in 
 Alternative  Plan  4  have  a  higher  core  retention  than  in  Plan  S2168  both  in 
 comparison  to  the  benchmark  plan  (SD9:  64.2%  in  Alternative  Plan  4  versus 
 50.4%  in  Plan  S2168)  (SD22:  81.4%  in  Alternative  Plan  4  versus  59.9%  in  Plan 

 1  In my initial report, I inadvertently counted 20, rather than 24, statewide elections in 2018 and 2020. 
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 S2168).  And  of  course  SD10  has  a  100%  core  retention  in  Alternative  Plan  4  and  a 
 59.7%  core  retention  in  Plan  S2168,  again  both  in  comparison  to  the  benchmark 
 plan. 

 It  is  important,  however,  to  highlight  that  even  in  those  SDs  contained  in  Table  3  of 
 Dr.  Alford’s  report,  Dr.  Alford’s  assertions  regarding  Republican  incumbents’ 
 hypothetical concerns are unfounded. 

 SD12  and  SD24  are  two  seats  in  which  the  Republican  incumbents  are  not  running 
 [https://bit.ly/3qLsuRy],  therefore,  there  are  no  Republican  incumbents  who  could 
 be concerned about retaining higher percentages of the prior districts’ population. 

 Regarding  SDs  5  and  30,  the  Republican  incumbents  are  running  unopposed  in  the 
 primary  and  general  elections  [https://bit.ly/3tEoHaN],  while  in  SD  18  the 
 Republican  incumbent  is  running  unopposed  and  likely  will  face  a  challenge  from 
 the  Democratic  candidate  in  the  2022  General  Election,  nonetheless,  across  races 
 during  the  2018  and  2020  election  within  SD18  under  Plan  4  would  have  gotten  the 
 Republican  candidate  an  average  MOV  of  16%  and  19%,  respectively  indicating  a 
 very comfortable margin for the Republican candidate. 

 Moreover,  SD14  has  the  lowest  core  retention  of  any  district  in  Alternative  Plan  4, 
 but  it  would  be  a  new  open  safe  seat  for  Republicans,  so  there  would  be  no 
 incumbents  whose  interests  could  be  affected.  Finally,  SD2  has  a  higher  core 
 retention percentage in Alternative Plan 4 vs. Plan S2168. 

 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

 This 19th day of January 2022. 

 ____________________________________ 
 Jeronimo Cortina 
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  CHRIS K. GOBER 
   
 PO BOX 341016 
 AUSTIN, TX 78734 
 
  512.354.1783 DIRECT 
  CG@GOBERGROUP.COM 
 

 
 
 
 

January 21, 2022 
 
Transmitted via email to chad@brazilanddunn.com and mark@markgaber.com  
 
Misty Borland Phiffer 
Borland Phiffer Law PLLC 
708 W. Scharbauer Drive, Suite 5A 
Midland, TX 79705 
 

Re:   Response to Subpoena Received on January 10, 2022 

Dear Mr. Gaber:  

Our firm represents Kevin Sparks, and I write in response to the subpoena that was received 
by Mr. Sparks on January 10, 2022, in connection with LULAC v. Abbott (Civil Action No. EP-
21-CV-00259-DCG-JES-JVB) in the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Texas.    

Pursuant to that subpoena and your January 19th email requesting that responsive 
documents be produced electronically to you and Chad Dunn, Mr. Sparks, through counsel, 
hereby produces the documents and communications in his possession, custody, or control 
that are responsive to the specified Document Requests. Please note that all responsive 
documents to the specified Document Requests are attached.  

Should you have any questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Chris K. Gober  
Counsel to Kevin Sparks 
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Texts from Dan Patrick to Kevin Sparks (October 5, 2021) 
 

 
 

Text from Dan Patrick to Kevin Sparks (October 6, 2021) 
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Continued Text from Dan Patrick to Kevin Sparks (October 6, 2021) 
 

 
 

Continued Text from Dan Patrick to Kevin Sparks (October 6, 2021) 
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Continued Text from Dan Patrick to Kevin Sparks (October 6, 2021) 
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Texts between Kevin Sparks, Jason Johnson, and Dan Patrick (October 6, 2021) 
 

 
 

Continued Texts between Kevin Sparks, Jason Johnson, and Dan Patrick (October 6, 2021) 
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Texts between Kevin Sparks, Jason Johnson, Dan Patrick, and Sherry Sylvester (November 26, 2021) 
 

 
 

Continued Texts between Kevin Sparks, Jason Johnson, Dan Patrick, and Sherry Sylvester (November 26, 2021) 
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From: applications.administrator@capitol.local
To: Senate Redistricting
Subject: INETMAIL: Redistricting Public Input
Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 11:20:37 PM
Attachments: Exhibits.pdf

Date: 2021-09-24
First Name: James
Last Name: Beauchamp
Title: N/A
Organization: Self
Address: 
City: Midland
State: Texas
Zipcode: 
Phone: 

Affirm public info: I agree

Regarding: Senate

Message:
Dear Committee Members:

The proposed changes to SD 28 and SD 31 that I would like to recommend would make the
districts more compact and easier to represent. 

In the original plan filed in Senate (Plan 2101), SD 31 would have stretched approximately 470
miles from north to south and nearly 270 miles wide.  The subsequent plan 2108 still provides
extremely elongated districts for SD 28 and SD 31 which appears to be more about preserving
the existing districts at the expense of providing a manageable district that could be
adequately represented in the Texas Senate.

The configurations of SD 28 and SD 31 in the currently filed proposals would be unfair to the
senators trying to represent those districts, as well as, the citizens they were trying to
represent.

In the alternative districts submitted here (Exhibit A), we reduce the length and width of the
district considerably (120 miles by 70 miles).  While the districts are still very large, the
reduction in distances will make it much easier to travel the district.

The new districts would also be more geared to communities of interest.  The proposed
alternative District 28 would constitute 44% of Texas severance tax generation (oil and gas
production) providing a significant and common community of interest.  The new district 28
would encompass much of the central Permian Basin, which constitutes the largest oilfield in
the world. (Exhibit B)

The alternative 31 would only constitute roughly about 5% of those same energy severances,
however, it has the vast majority of cattle production in the state, providing a different
community of interest unique to the Texas Panhandle and also critical in importance to the
state. (see Exhibit C & D)

The new district 28 would have a common community of interest in that there are two air force
bases within 100 miles of each other (Goodfellow-San Angelo and Dyess-Abilene).  In addition,
it serves as home to a majority of the state’s alternative energy generation capability,
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specifically, wind and solar. (see Exhibit E)

Due to the communities of interest mentioned, and in order to make a more compact district
that could be more adequately represented and served, the re-orientation of both SH 28 and SD
31 in the current map from the previous north-south to a more east-west orientation, would
better serve the public interest.

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 158-5   Filed 01/24/22   Page 2 of 7




