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VOLUME 4 
EX. DESCRIPTION BATES RANGE 

33 AOS_000210 NEIMAN_EVID_00499- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00500 

34 AOS_000464-AOS_000465 NEIMAN_EVID_00501- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00503 

35 AOS_000466-AOS_000467 NEIMAN_EVID_00504- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00506 

36 AOS_000469-AOS_000470 NEIMAN_EVID_00507- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00509 

37 AOS_000483-AOS_000484 NEIMAN_EVID_00510- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00512 

38 AOS_000503-AOS_000505 NEIMAN_EVID_00513- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00516 

39 AOS_000512-AOS_000513 NEIMAN_EVID_00517- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00519 

40 AOS_000525-AOS_000526 NEIMAN_EVID_00520- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00522 

41 AOS_000529-AOS_000531 NEIMAN_EVID_00523- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00526 

42 AOS_000548 NEIMAN_EVID_00527- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00528 

43 AOS_000550 NEIMAN_EVID_00529- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00530 

44 AOS_000552 NEIMAN_EVID_00531- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00532 

45 AOS_000554 NEIMAN_EVID_00533- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00534 

46 AOS_000580-AOS_000583 NEIMAN_EVID_00535- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00539 

47 AOS_000687-AOS_000688 NEIMAN_EVID_00540- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00542 

48 AOS_001290-AOS_001302 NEIMAN_EVID_00543- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00556 

49 AOS_001306-AOS_001312 NEIMAN_EVID_00557- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00564 

50 AOS_001392-AOS_001393 NEIMAN_EVID_00565- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00567 



 
 

51 AOS_001444-AOS_001448 NEIMAN_EVID_00568- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00569 

52 AOS_001452 NEIMAN_EVID_00574- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00575 

53 CUPP000001-CUPP000002 NEIMAN_EVID_00576- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00578 

54 CUPP000010 and five images files attached thereto NEIMAN_EVID_00579- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00585 

55 DiRossi_000078 NEIMAN_EVID_00586- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00587 

56 DiRossi_000125 NEIMAN_EVID_00588- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00589 

57 DiRossi_000154-DiRossi_000155 NEIMAN_EVID_00590- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00592 

58 DiRossi_000165-DiRossi_000166 NEIMAN_EVID_00593- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00595 

59 GOV_000196- GOV_000197 NEIMAN_EVID_00596- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00598 

60 Huffman_001755 NEIMAN_EVID_00599- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00600 

61 Huffman_002038-Huffman_002039 NEIMAN_EVID_00601- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00603 

62 Huffman_002060-Huffman_002061 NEIMAN_EVID_00604- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00606 

63 SOS_000630-SOS_000631 NEIMAN_EVID_00607- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00609 

64 SOS_000780 NEIMAN_EVID_00610- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00611 

65 SOS_000781-SOS_000786 NEIMAN_EVID_00612- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00618 

66 SPRINGHETTI_000032-SPRINGHETTI_000043 NEIMAN_EVID_00619- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00631 

67 SPRINGHETTI_000094-SPRINGHETTI_000095 NEIMAN_EVID_00632- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00634 

68 SPRINGHETTI_000098-SPRINGHETTI_000106 NEIMAN_EVID_00635- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00644 

69 House Speaker Bob Cupp’s written responses to the 
Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories 

NEIMAN_EVID_00645- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00658 



 
 

70 House Speaker Bob Cupp’s written responses to the 
Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production 
of Documents 

NEIMAN_EVID_00659- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00671 

71 Senate President Matt Huffman’s written responses to 
the Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories 

NEIMAN_EVID_00672- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00686 

72 Senate President Matt Huffman’s written responses to 
the Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for 
Production of Documents 

NEIMAN_EVID_00687- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00698 

73 House Speaker Bob Cupp and Senate President Matt 
Huffman’s objections and responses to [LWVO] 
Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production and 
Interrogatories to Respondents 

NEIMAN_EVID_00699- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00706 

74 Secretary of State Frank LaRose’s written responses to 
the Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories and 
LWVO Petitioners’ Second Set of Interrogatories 

NEIMAN_EVID_00707- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00726 

75 Secretary of State Frank LaRose’s responses to the 
Neiman Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production 
of Documents and LWVO Petitioners’ Second Set of 
Requests for Production of Documents 

NEIMAN_EVID_00727- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00736 

76 Ohio Governor Mike DeWine’s Objections and 
Respondents to [Neiman Petitioners’] Subpoena Duces 
Tecum 

NEIMAN_EVID_00737- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00746 

77 Ohio Auditor Keith Faber’s Objections and Respondents 
to [Neiman Petitioners’] Subpoena Duces Tecum 

NEIMAN_EVID_00747- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00756 

78 Ray DiRossi’s Objections and Respondents to [Neiman 
Petitioners’] Subpoena Duces Tecum 

NEIMAN_EVID_00757- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00767 

79 Blake Springhetti’s Objections and Respondents to 
[Neiman Petitioners’] Subpoena Duces Tecum 

NEIMAN_EVID_00768- 
NEIMAN_EVID_00778 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

SPEAKER CUPP’S RESPONSE TO NEIMAN PETTIONERS’ 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

 

Respondent Speaker Robert R. Cupp (“Speaker Cupp”), by and through undersigned 

counsel serves his objections and responses to Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Speaker Cupp makes the following answers, responses, and objections to Petitioners’ First 

Set of Interrogatories (“Requests”). Each of the following responses is made subject to any and all 

objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require exclusion of such 

statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and all such objections and 

grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Speaker Cupp’s present knowledge, information, and belief, as 

derived from: (a) the knowledge and information of present employees or agents of Speaker Cupp 

gained in their capacity as such, and (b) a review of the documents and materials maintained by 

Speaker Cupp that would be likely to contain the information called for by the Requests. These 

responses are subject to amendment and supplementation as Speaker Cupp acquires additional 
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information. Speaker Cupp states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation 

with his attorneys and may not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals 

in the course of this litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Speaker 

Cupp responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that Speaker Cupp 

accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such Response or 

objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. The fact that Speaker Cupp 

responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as a 

waiver by Speaker Cupp of any part of any objection to any Requests. Speaker Cupp will respond 

to Petitioners requests in accordance with Rules 26, 33, and 34 of the Ohio Rules of Civil 

Procedure and will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses or production 

would exceed the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Speaker 

Cupp has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent any response 

or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery by the 

work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, no waiver is 

intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to such 

protection or otherwise privileged.  

Speaker Cupp also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the relevant time 

frame in this action. Particularly, as Speaker Cupp is sued in his official capacity as Speaker of the 

Ohio House and a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, these requests as written, call 

for Speaker Cupp to review records pertaining to all redistricting for his office going back decades. 

Because of this, all requests, as written, are unduly burdensome, and unlikely to lead to the 
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discovery of relevant admissible evidence. As such, in his responses, Speaker Cupp has interpreted 

these Requests to only seek information pertaining to the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s process 

of enacting the March 2, 2022 congressional plan.  Speaker Cupp further objects that these 

requests seek “all communications” about broad topics without limitation for custodians. As 

written, these requests would require Speaker Cupp to search communications between him and 

anyone he has ever spoken to regardless of their relation to redistricting. Such requests are clearly 

overbroad and unduly burdensome.  

Speaker Cupp further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other similar 

methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is neither 

practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Speaker Cupp also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his response was 

insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners given the 

requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not reasonably 

limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Speaker Cupp lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, and does not 

waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative privilege.  
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INTERROGATORIES 

INTERROGATORY #1  

Identify all individuals involved both formally and informally in the drawing of the March 2 Plan, 

including, but not limited to members of the Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors 

(both paid and unpaid). 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects that the terms “formally and informally” are vague and 

ambiguous. Speaker Cupp also objects to the extent it seeks information not within the personal 

knowledge of Speaker Cupp.  Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Speaker 

Cupp states that the Congressional Plan adopted by the Commission on March 2, 2022 was 

primarily drawn by Mr. Blake Springhetti and Mr. Ray DiRossi. Speaker Cupp further states that 

negotiations and consultation with Democratic Mapdrawer Mr. Chris Glassburn also occurred, and 

that Mr. Springhetti and Mr. DiRossi were available to all members of the Commission. Speaker 

Cupp further identifies any employee of Ohio University that participated in creating the Common 

Unified Redistricting Database (otherwise known as the CURD).   

INTERROGATORY #2 

Describe the role played by any individuals identified in Interrogatory No. 1. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that “formally and 

informally” and “role” is vague and ambiguous. Speaker Cupp further objects to the extent it seeks 

information not within the personal knowledge of Speaker Cupp.  Speaker Cupp states that Mr. 

DiRossi and Mr. Springhetti assisted in drawing the congressional districts, with input from 

members of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, Mr. Christopher Glassburn, and public input. 
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INTERROGATORY #3 

Identify the time period over which the March 2 Plan was created, drawn, or drafted.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that upon the failure of the General Assembly to 

pass a second Congressional Plan, the Commission began conducting hearings and working on a 

congressional district plan. The hearings and public testimony are available online on the Ohio 

Redistricting Commission website at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. Ultimately, the Commission 

adopted a congressional district plan on March 2, 2022 in compliance with the Court’s order in 

Adams v. DeWine, and in compliance with all other applicable state and federal laws.  

INTERROGATORY #4 

Identify the time at which the March 2 Plan was presented to Senator Vernon Sykes or his staff 

and/or to Leader Allison Russo or her staff.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information not 

within the personal knowledge of Speaker Cupp. This request is properly directed to Senator Sykes 

and/or Leader Russo. 

INTERROGATORY #5 

Identify the time at which you first received or viewed the March 2 Plan, any visual representation 

of the March 2 Plan, or data regarding the March 2 Plan.  
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ANSWER:Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp does not recall when he first viewed the March 2 Plan, 

but refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously showing email exchanges 

between Commission members and/or their staff regarding proposed congressional districting 

plans. 

INTERROGATORY #6 

Identify and describe all instructions provided to individuals who created, or were in any way 

involved in the creation of, any Proposed Plan, including, but not limited to members of the 

Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors (both paid and unpaid). 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that individuals involved in the creation of the 2022 

Congressional Plan were instructed to comply with applicable state and federal law including the 

requirements of the Ohio Constitution, and the Court’s order in Adams v. DeWine.  

INTERROGATORY #7 

Identify and describe any and all attempts that were made by you and/or the General Assembly to 

comply with Section 1(C)(3)(a), Section 1(C)(3)(b), or Section 1(C)(3)(c), of Article XIX of the 

Ohio Constitution in creating any Proposed Plan that you, or any member of the Commission or 

their representative, introduced to the Commission, including, but not limited to, the March 2 Plan. 
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ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp also objects to this 

Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information beyond his personal knowledge. Speaker Cupp 

further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks a legal opinion or improper lay witness 

testimony.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that the March 

2 Congressional Plan was intentionally constructed to comply with the Court’s order in Adams v. 

DeWine, and all applicable provisions of the Ohio Constitution. 

INTERROGATORY #8 

Identify and describe any persons who received compensation for services rendered in the creation 

of any Ohio Congressional map that the General Assembly or Commission considered and/or 

adopted in 2022.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks 

information outside of his personal knowledge.  Speaker Cupp further objects on the ground that 

this Interrogatory is duplicative of Interrogatory No. 1. Subject to and without waiving these 

objections, Speaker Cupp states that he and the individuals identified in Interrogatory No. 1 are 

current State employees and that some, like Ray DiRossi and Blake Springhetti, received a 

temporary increase in their regular state salaries to account for the increased time and demand on 

performing their jobs during legislative and congressional redistricting.  

INTERROGATORY #9 

Identify all individuals with whom you communicated about Congressional district plans 

introduced or passed during 2022.  
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ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further 

objects that this Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome in that it is not limited to a 

relevant time frame, nor is it limited to relevant actors in this matter. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that he communicated with Mr.  Springhetti, 

members of his staff, Mr. DiRossi, Senate President Huffman, and members of the Ohio 

Redistricting Commission. Speaker Cupp further states that he discussed Congressional district 

plans at all Commission hearings identified in response to Interrogatory No. 12 and the members 

of the public that spoke at those hearings. 

INTERROGATORY #10 

Identify all data and information about potential or actual Ohio Congressional districts to which 

the map drawer(s) had access during the process of drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not 

limited to data or information showing partisan performance, incumbent addresses, and racial 

demographics. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp directs Petitioners to the shapefiles and other data to be 

produced.  
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INTERROGATORY #11 

Identify all data filters, displays, or reports that the map drawer(s) viewed or otherwise reviewed 

or considered while drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not limited to partisan performance 

indices, voting age population by race, and incumbent addresses. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp directs Petitioners to the shapefiles and other data to be 

produced.  

INTERROGATORY #12 

Identify and describe all dates, times, places, and attendees of any meeting at which you discussed 

Congressional redistricting in 2022. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further 

objects that this Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome in that it seeks identification 

of any meeting, for an entire year, where congressional redistricting was discussed. As such, this 

request is not narrowly tailored in time or scope to Petitioners’ Complaint. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp identifies the Ohio Redistricting Commission Committee 

meetings on February 22, 2022; February 23, 2022; February 24, 2022; March 1, 2022; March 2, 

2022. 
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INTERROGATORY #13 

Identify all persons who drafted or created, or were in any way involved in the drafting or creation 

of the Proposed Plans and, for each identified person, the date or dates on which he or she drafted 

it. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects on the ground that this Interrogatory is duplicative of 

Interrogatory No. 1. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp refers 

Petitioners to his response to Interrogatory No. 1.  

INTERROGATORY #14 

Identify all persons who submitted maps, data, information, requests, or input that you used to 

draft the Proposed Plans, incorporated into the Proposed Plans, or caused to be included or 

incorporated into part or all of the Proposed Plans.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that all applicable state and federal law was 

consulted and adhered to in the drafting of the March 2 Congressional Plan. Speaker Cupp further 

states that maps were drawn and submitted on the Ohio Redistricting Commission Website. 

Speaker Cupp further refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously with this 

request.  
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INTERROGATORY #15 

Identify all persons who, prior to the public release of each Proposed Plan, evaluated, reviewed, 

analyzed, were shown, or commented on the Proposed Plan or on maps, data, or plans that you 

used to draft the Proposed Plan, incorporated into the Proposed Plan, or adopted as part or all of 

the Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 

covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further 

objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that “public release” is vague, and undefined. Speaker 

Cupp further objects that this request calls for information outside of his knowledge. Subject to 

and without waiving these objections Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to his response to 

Interrogatory No. 1, detailing the individuals involved in drafting the 2022 Congressional Plan.  

This the 19th day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
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Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Respondents Huffman and Cupp 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 

4866-1429-5068 v.1 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

SPEAKER CUPP’S RESPONSES TO NEIMAN PETITIONERS’  
FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Respondent Speaker Robert R. Cupp (“Speaker Cupp”), by and through undersigned 

counsel serves his objections and responses to Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production of 

Documents as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Speaker Cupp makes the following answers, responses, and objections to Petitioners’ First 

Set of Requests for Production of Documents (“Requests”). Each of the following responses is 

made subject to any and all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would 

require exclusion of such statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and 

all such objections and grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Speaker Cupp’s present knowledge, information, and belief, as 

derived from: (a) the knowledge and information of present employees or agents of Speaker Cupp 

gained in their capacity as such, and (b) a review of the documents and materials maintained by 

Speaker Cupp that would be likely to contain the information called for by the Requests. These 

responses are subject to amendment and supplementation as Speaker Cupp acquires additional 
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information. Speaker Cupp states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation 

with his attorneys and may not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals 

in the course of this litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Speaker 

Cupp responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that Speaker Cupp 

accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such Response or 

objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. The fact that Speaker Cupp 

responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as a 

waiver by Speaker Cupp of any part of any objection to any Requests. Speaker Cupp will respond 

to Petitioners requests in accordance with Rules 26, 33, and 34 of the Ohio Rules of Civil 

Procedure and will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses or production 

would exceed the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Speaker 

Cupp has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent any response 

or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery by the 

work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, no waiver is 

intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to such 

protection or otherwise privileged.  

Speaker Cupp also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the relevant time 

frame in this action. Particularly, as Speaker Cupp is sued in his official capacity as Speaker of the 

Ohio House and a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, these requests as written, call 

for Speaker Cupp to review records pertaining to all redistricting for his office going back decades. 

Because of this, all requests, as written, are unduly burdensome, and unlikely to lead to the 
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discovery of relevant admissible evidence. As such, in his responses, Speaker Cupp has interpreted 

these Requests to only seek information pertaining to the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s process 

of enacting the March 2, 2022 congressional plan.  

Speaker Cupp further objects that these requests seek “all communications” about broad 

topics without limitation for custodians. As written, these requests would require Speaker Cupp to 

search communications between him and anyone he has ever spoken to regardless of their relation 

to redistricting. Such requests are clearly overbroad and unduly burdensome.  

Speaker Cupp further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other similar 

methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is neither 

practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Speaker Cupp also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his response was 

insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners given the 

requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not reasonably 

limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Speaker Cupp lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, and does not 

waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative privilege.  
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

1. All documents and communications concerning the General Assembly’s decision not to 
consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects on the ground that this request seeks information outside  
 of his knowledge. Speaker Cupp does not speak for the entire Ohio General Assembly. 
Speaker Cupp further objects that this Request is overly broad and unduly burdensome in 
that it has no bearing on Petitioners’ claims in this matter. The General Assembly did not 
pass a Congressional Plan and as a result, the Commission passed a Congressional Plan on 
March 2, 2022. 

2. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects on the ground that this request seeks information outside 
of his knowledge. Speaker Cupp does not speak for the entire Ohio Redistricting 
Commission. Speaker Cupp further objects that information regarding the hearings is 
largely publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s Website found at 
https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker 
Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 
 

3. All documents and communications concerning the drawing of Congressional districts in 
2022, including but not limited to communications between and/or among your employees, 
staff, officers, agents, or representatives.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.
 
 

4. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Supreme Court’s January 14, 
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 
concerning that order and memorandum opinion’s applicability to congressional maps 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request because it seeks information covered by 
the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without waiving 
this request, Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to comments made during the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission hearings regarding the Court order, and any non-privileged 
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documents being produced contemporaneously. 

 

5. All documents and communications concerning the Commission’s analysis of Article XIX, 
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request because it seeks information covered by 
the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects 
on the ground that this request seeks information outside of his knowledge. Speaker Cupp 
does not speak for the entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. 
 
 

6. All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 
consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that he considered compliance to mean 
complying with all applicable state and federal laws, and the Ohio Supreme Court’s 
Opinion in Adams v. DeWine when instructing mapdrawers and when determining to vote 
for the Congressional Plan adopted on March 2, 2022. Speaker Cupp further refers 
Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 
 

7. All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 
regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request on the grounds that it is duplicative of 
Request number 6. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp refers 
Petitioners to his responses and objections to Request Number 6.  
 
 

8. All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 
in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.
 
 

9. Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 
Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously 
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with these requests and Speaker Cupp’s response to Interrogatory No. 1.  
 
 

10. All documents relating to meetings—both formal and informal—of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
(or representatives thereof). 

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects 
that this request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information outside of 
Speaker Cupp’s knowledge. The request seeks documents and information pertaining to 
meetings with any Ohio Redistricting Commission Members, regardless of whether 
Speaker Cupp was present. The request also seeks documents considered by “any” member 
of the Commission or their staff. Such a request is clearly out of proportion with Petitioners 
needs in this case, and beyond what Speaker Cupp can provide.  
 
 

11. All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
for Ohio in 2022, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; 
all files or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to 
precinct names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election 
results, population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines 
for the 2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 

ANSWER:  Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that mapdrawers were instructed to 
comply with all applicable state and federal laws, and the Court’s opinion in Adams v. 
DeWine. Speaker Cupp further states that no racial data was considered in drawing the 
Congressional Plan at issue in this action. Subject to and without waiving these objections, 
Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 
 

12. All documents including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices,  relating to consultants,  firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or other third parties consulted, 
involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the General Assembly or its 
staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff, or the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects 
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that this request seeks information beyond his knowledge as he does not speak for the entire 
Ohio Redistricting Commission. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker 
Cupp states that he does not possess any such documents or contracts other than those for 
redistricting software and supplies as previously produced in Bennett v. ORC, 2021-1198.  

13. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 
member of Ohio’s General Assembly and (2) any current or former staff of any current or 
former member of Ohio’s General Assembly.  

ANSWER:  Speaker Cupp objects to the extent this request seeks information covered by 
the legislative privilege, the attorney client privilege, or the work-product privilege. 
Subject to and without waiving this objection, Speaker Cupp states that to the extent any 
responsive documents exist, they are being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

14. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 
U.S Representative or U.S. Senator including, without limitation, United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 

ANSWER:  Speaker Cupp objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects 
to the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or 
outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Speaker Cupp also objects that this request 
is not relevant, as Speaker Cupp’s communications with current or former members of the 
US House of Representatives, the US Senate, or their staff, have no bearing on whether or 
not the March 2 Congressional Plan violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Speaker Cupp states that to the extent any responsive documents 
exist, they are being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

15. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to the extent this Request seeks information covered by 
the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects to 
the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or outside 
of his possession, custody, or control.  Speaker Cupp also objects that this request is not 
relevant, as even if Speaker Cupp had communications with these organizations, those 
communications would have no bearing on whether or not the March 2 Congressional Plan 
violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Speaker 
Cupp states that to the extent any responsive documents exist, they are being produced 
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contemporaneously.
 

16. All documents relating to analysis conducted by you, any other member of the Ohio 
General Assembly or their staff, the Ohio General Assembly or its staff, the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, or a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission 
or their staff; regarding whether any Proposed Plan complied with the Ohio Constitution, 
including but not limited to Article XIX, Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the 
Ohio Constitution.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it seeks 
documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.
 
 

17. All documents and communications regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan 
performance or electoral outcomes of any district or districts in any Proposed Plan, 
including the March 2 Plan.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it seeks 
documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously. 
 

18. All documents and communications discussed in, relied on, or relating to any of your 
responses to an interrogatory served on you by a party in this suit.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.  
 
 

19. All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 
regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
Supreme Court thereof.  

ANSWER: Speaker Cupp objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Speaker Cupp further objects 
that any communications or documents that merely reference the Ohio Supreme Court or 
its members is overbroad, unduly burdensome and represents an impermissible fishing 
expedition.  
 
This the 19th day of April, 2022. 
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/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Respondents Huffman and Cupp 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

SENATE PRESIDENT HUFFMAN’S RESPONSE TO NEIMAN PETITIONERS’  
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

 

Respondent Senate President Matthew Huffman (“Senate President Huffman”), by and through 

undersigned counsel serves his objections and responses to Petitioners’ First Set of 

Interrogatories as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Senate President Huffman makes the following answers, responses, and objections to 

Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories (“Requests”). Each of the following responses is made 

subject to any and all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require 

exclusion of such statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and all such 

objections and grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Senate President Huffman’s present knowledge, information, 

and belief, as derived from: (a) the knowledge and information of present employees or agents of 

Senate President Huffman gained in their capacity as such, and (b) a review of the documents and 

materials maintained by Senate President Huffman that would be likely to contain the information 
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called for by the Requests. These responses are subject to amendment and supplementation as 

Senate President Huffman acquires additional information. Senate President Huffman states that 

his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his attorneys and may not exactly 

match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the course of this litigation to 

describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Senate 

President Huffman responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that 

Senate President Huffman accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests 

or that such Response or objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. 

The fact that Senate President Huffman responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended 

to be, and shall not be construed as a waiver by Senate President Huffman of any part of any 

objection to any Requests. Senate President Huffman will respond to Petitioners requests in 

accordance with Rules 26, 33, and 34 of the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure and will not provide 

responses or documents to the extent such responses or production would exceed the requirements 

of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Senate 

President Huffman has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent 

any response or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from 

discovery by the work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, 

no waiver is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject 

to such protection or otherwise privileged.  

Senate President Huffman also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the 

relevant time frame in this action. Particularly, as Senate President Huffman is sued in his official 
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capacity as Speaker of the Ohio House and a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, these 

requests as written, call for Senate President Huffman to review records pertaining to all 

redistricting for his office going back decades. Because of this, all requests, as written, are unduly 

burdensome, and unlikely to lead to the discovery of relevant admissible evidence. As such, in his 

responses, Senate President Huffman has interpreted these Requests to only seek information 

pertaining to the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s process of enacting the March 2, 2022 

congressional plan.  Senate President Huffman further objects that these requests seek “all 

communications” about broad topics without limitation for custodians. As written, these requests 

would require Senate President Huffman to search communications between him and anyone he 

has ever spoken to regardless of their relation to redistricting. Such requests are clearly overbroad 

and unduly burdensome.  

Senate President Huffman further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other 

similar methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is 

neither practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Senate President Huffman also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his 

response was insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners 

given the requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not 

reasonably limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Senate President Huffman lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, 

and does not waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative 

privilege.  
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INTERROGATORIES 

INTERROGATORY #1  

Identify all individuals involved both formally and informally in the drawing of the March 2 Plan, 

including, but not limited to members of the Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors 

(both paid and unpaid). 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects that the terms “formally and informally” are 

vague and ambiguous. Senate President Huffman also objects to the extent it seeks information 

not within the personal knowledge of Senate President Huffman.  Subject to and without waiving 

the foregoing objections, Senate President Huffman states that the Congressional Plan adopted by 

the Commission on March 2, 2022 was primarily drawn by Mr. Blake Springhetti and Mr. Ray 

DiRossi. Senate President Huffman further states that negotiations and consultation with 

Democratic Mapdrawer Mr. Chris Glassburn also occurred, and that Mr. Springhetti and Mr. 

DiRossi were available to all members of the Commission. Senate President Huffman further 

identifies any employee of Ohio University that participated in creating the Common Unified 

Redistricting Database (otherwise known as the CURD).   

INTERROGATORY #2 

Describe the role played by any individuals identified in Interrogatory No. 1. 
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ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that “formally 

and informally” and “role” is vague and ambiguous. Senate President Huffman further objects to 

the extent it seeks information not within the personal knowledge of Senate President Huffman.  

Senate President Huffman states that Mr. DiRossi and Mr. Springhetti assisted in drawing the 

congressional districts, with input from members of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, Mr. 

Christopher Glassburn, and public input. 

INTERROGATORY #3 

Identify the time period over which the March 2 Plan was created, drawn, or drafted.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that upon the failure of the 

General Assembly to pass a second Congressional Plan, the Commission began conducting 

hearings and working on a congressional district plan. The hearings and public testimony are 

available online on the Ohio Redistricting Commission website at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. 

Ultimately, the Commission adopted a congressional district plan on March 2, 2022 in compliance 

with the Court’s order in Adams v. DeWine, and in compliance with all other applicable state and 

federal laws.  

INTERROGATORY #4 

Identify the time at which the March 2 Plan was presented to Senator Vernon Sykes or his staff 

and/or to Leader Allison Russo or her staff.  
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ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks 

information not within the personal knowledge of Senate President Huffman. This request is 

properly directed to Senator Sykes and/or Leader Russo. 

INTERROGATORY #5 

Identify the time at which you first received or viewed the March 2 Plan, any visual representation 

of the March 2 Plan, or data regarding the March 2 Plan.  

ANSWER:Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman does not recall when he first viewed 

the March 2 Plan, but refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously showing email 

exchanges between Commission members and/or their staff regarding proposed congressional 

districting plans. 

INTERROGATORY #6 

Identify and describe all instructions provided to individuals who created, or were in any way 

involved in the creation of, any Proposed Plan, including, but not limited to members of the 

Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors (both paid and unpaid). 
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ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that individuals involved in the 

creation of the 2022 Congressional Plan were instructed to comply with applicable state and 

federal law including the requirements of the Ohio Constitution, and the Court’s order in Adams 

v. DeWine.  

INTERROGATORY #7 

Identify and describe any and all attempts that were made by you and/or the General Assembly to 

comply with Section 1(C)(3)(a), Section 1(C)(3)(b), or Section 1(C)(3)(c), of Article XIX of the 

Ohio Constitution in creating any Proposed Plan that you, or any member of the Commission or 

their representative, introduced to the Commission, including, but not limited to, the March 2 Plan. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 

President Huffman also objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information beyond 

his personal knowledge. Senate President Huffman further objects to this Interrogatory to the 

extent it seeks a legal opinion or improper lay witness testimony.  Subject to and without waiving 

these objections, Senate President Huffman states that the March 2 Congressional Plan was 

intentionally constructed to comply with the Court’s order in Adams v. DeWine, and all applicable 

provisions of the Ohio Constitution. 
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INTERROGATORY #8 

Identify and describe any persons who received compensation for services rendered in the creation 

of any Ohio Congressional map that the General Assembly or Commission considered and/or 

adopted in 2022.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it 

seeks information outside of his personal knowledge.  Senate President Huffman further objects 

on the ground that this Interrogatory is duplicative of Interrogatory No. 1. Subject to and without 

waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that he and the individuals identified in 

Interrogatory No. 1 are current State employees and that some, like Ray DiRossi and Blake 

Springhetti, received a temporary increase in their regular state salaries to account for the increased 

time and demand on performing their jobs during legislative and congressional redistricting.  

INTERROGATORY #9 

Identify all individuals with whom you communicated about Congressional district plans 

introduced or passed during 2022.  
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ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 

President Huffman further objects that this Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome 

in that it is not limited to a relevant time frame, nor is it limited to relevant actors in this matter. 

Subject to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that he 

communicated with Mr.  Springhetti, members of his staff, Mr. DiRossi, Speaker Cupp, and 

members of the Ohio Redistricting Commission. Senate President Huffman further states that he 

discussed Congressional district plans at all Commission hearings identified in response to 

Interrogatory No. 12 and the members of the public that spoke at those hearings. 

INTERROGATORY #10 

Identify all data and information about potential or actual Ohio Congressional districts to which 

the map drawer(s) had access during the process of drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not 

limited to data or information showing partisan performance, incumbent addresses, and racial 

demographics. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman directs Petitioners to the shapefiles 

and other data to be produced.  
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INTERROGATORY #11 

Identify all data filters, displays, or reports that the map drawer(s) viewed or otherwise reviewed 

or considered while drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not limited to partisan performance 

indices, voting age population by race, and incumbent addresses. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman directs Petitioners to the shapefiles 

and other data to be produced.  

INTERROGATORY #12 

Identify and describe all dates, times, places, and attendees of any meeting at which you discussed 

Congressional redistricting in 2022. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 

President Huffman further objects that this Interrogatory is overly broad and unduly burdensome 

in that it seeks identification of any meeting, for an entire year, where congressional redistricting 

was discussed. As such, this request is not narrowly tailored in time or scope to Petitioners’ 

Complaint. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman identifies 

the Ohio Redistricting Commission Committee meetings on February 22, 2022; February 23, 

2022; February 24, 2022; March 1, 2022; March 2, 2022. 
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INTERROGATORY #13 

Identify all persons who drafted or created, or were in any way involved in the drafting or creation 

of the Proposed Plans and, for each identified person, the date or dates on which he or she drafted 

it. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects on the ground that this Interrogatory is 

duplicative of Interrogatory No. 1. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Senate 

President Huffman refers Petitioners to his response to Interrogatory No. 1.  

INTERROGATORY #14 

Identify all persons who submitted maps, data, information, requests, or input that you used to 

draft the Proposed Plans, incorporated into the Proposed Plans, or caused to be included or 

incorporated into part or all of the Proposed Plans.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 

without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that all applicable state and 

federal law was consulted and adhered to in the drafting of the March 2 Congressional Plan. Senate 

President Huffman further states that maps were drawn and submitted on the Ohio Redistricting 

Commission Website. Senate President Huffman further refers Petitioners to documents produced 

contemporaneously with this request.  
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INTERROGATORY #15 

Identify all persons who, prior to the public release of each Proposed Plan, evaluated, reviewed, 

analyzed, were shown, or commented on the Proposed Plan or on maps, data, or plans that you 

used to draft the Proposed Plan, incorporated into the Proposed Plan, or adopted as part or all of 

the Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks 

information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 

President Huffman further objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that “public release” is 

vague, and undefined. Senate President Huffman further objects that this request calls for 

information outside of his knowledge. Subject to and without waiving these objections Senate 

President Huffman refers Petitioners to his response to Interrogatory No. 1, detailing the 

individuals involved in drafting the 2022 Congressional Plan.  

This the 19th day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 

NEIMAN_EVID_00684



TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Respondents Huffman and Cupp 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 

4882-4109-5708 v.1 

NEIMAN_EVID_00686



Neiman Petitioners’ Exhibit 72 

NEIMAN_EVID_00687



- 1 -  

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

SENATE PRESIDENT HUFFMAN’S RESPONSES TO NEIMAN 
PETITIONERS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 

Respondent Senate President Matthew Huffman (“Senate President Huffman”), by and 

through undersigned counsel serves his objections and responses to Petitioners’ First Set of 

Requests for Production of Documents as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Senate President Huffman makes the following answers, responses, and objections to 

Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production of Documents (“Requests”). Each of the following 

responses is made subject to any and all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds 

that would require exclusion of such statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. 

Any and all such objections and grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Senate President Huffman’s present knowledge, information, 

and belief, as derived from: (a) the knowledge and information of present employees or agents of 

Senate President Huffman gained in their capacity as such, and (b) a review of the documents and 

materials maintained by Senate President Huffman that would be likely to contain the information 

called for by the Requests. These responses are subject to amendment and supplementation as 

NEIMAN_EVID_00688



- 2 -  

Senate President Huffman acquires additional information. Senate President Huffman states that 

his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his attorneys and may not exactly 

match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the course of this litigation to 

describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Senate 

President Huffman responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that 

Senate President Huffman accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests 

or that such Response or objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. 

The fact that Senate President Huffman responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended 

to be, and shall not be construed as a waiver by Senate President Huffman of any part of any 

objection to any Requests. Senate President Huffman will respond to Petitioners requests in 

accordance with Rules 26, 33, and 34 of the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure and will not provide 

responses or documents to the extent such responses or production would exceed the requirements 

of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Senate 

President Huffman has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent 

any response or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from 

discovery by the work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, 

no waiver is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject 

to such protection or otherwise privileged.  

Senate President Huffman also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the 

relevant time frame in this action. Particularly, as Senate President Huffman is sued in his official 

capacity as Speaker of the Ohio House and a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, these 
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requests as written, call for Senate President Huffman to review records pertaining to all 

redistricting for his office going back decades. Because of this, all requests, as written, are unduly 

burdensome, and unlikely to lead to the discovery of relevant admissible evidence. As such, in his 

responses, Senate President Huffman has interpreted these Requests to only seek information 

pertaining to the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s process of enacting the March 2, 2022 

congressional plan.  

Senate President Huffman further objects that these requests seek “all communications” 

about broad topics without limitation for custodians. As written, these requests would require 

Senate President Huffman to search communications between him and anyone he has ever spoken 

to regardless of their relation to redistricting. Such requests are clearly overbroad and unduly 

burdensome.  

Senate President Huffman further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other 

similar methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is 

neither practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Senate President Huffman also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his 

response was insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners 

given the requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not 

reasonably limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Senate President Huffman lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, 

and does not waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative 

privilege.  
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

1. All documents and communications concerning the General Assembly’s decision not to 
consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects on the ground that this request seeks 
information outside of his knowledge. Senate President Huffman does not speak for the  
entire Ohio General Assembly. Senate President Huffman further objects that this Request 
is overly broad and unduly burdensome in that it has no bearing on Petitioners’ claims in 
this matter. The General Assembly did not pass a Congressional Plan and as a result, the 
Commission passed a Congressional Plan on March 2, 2022.  

2. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects on the ground that this request seeks 
information outside of his knowledge. Senate President Huffman does not speak for the 
entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Senate President Huffman further objects that 
information regarding the hearings is largely publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission’s Website found at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to documents being 
produced contemporaneously. 
 
 

3. All documents and communications concerning the drawing of Congressional districts in 
2022, including but not limited to communications between and/or among your employees, 
staff, officers, agents, or representatives.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject 
to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

4. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Supreme Court’s January 14, 
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 
concerning that order and memorandum opinion’s applicability to congressional maps 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request because it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving this request, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to comments 
made during the Ohio Redistricting Commission hearings regarding the Court order, and 
any non-privileged documents being produced contemporaneously. 

NEIMAN_EVID_00691



- 5 -  

 

5. All documents and communications concerning the Commission’s analysis of Article XIX, 
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request because it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate President 
Huffman further objects on the ground that this request seeks information outside of his 
knowledge. Senate President Huffman does not speak for the entire Ohio Redistricting 
Commission. 
 
 

6. All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 
consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject 
to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that he 
considered compliance to mean complying with all applicable state and federal laws, and 
the Ohio Supreme Court’s Opinion in Adams v. DeWine when instructing mapdrawers and 
when determining to vote for the Congressional Plan adopted on March 2, 2022. Senate 
President Huffman further refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.
 
 

7. All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 
regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request on the grounds that it is 
duplicative of Request number 6. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Senate 
President Huffman refers Petitioners to his responses and objections to Request Number 6.  
 
 

8. All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 
in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject 
to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

9. Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 
Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to documents produced 
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contemporaneously with these requests and Senate President Huffman’s response to 
Interrogatory No. 1.  
 
 

10. All documents relating to meetings—both formal and informal—of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
(or representatives thereof). 

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 
President Huffman further objects that this request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, 
and seeks information outside of Senate President Huffman’s knowledge. The request 
seeks documents and information pertaining to meetings with any Ohio Redistricting 
Commission Members, regardless of whether Senate President Huffman was present. The 
request also seeks documents considered by “any” member of the Commission or their 
staff. Such a request is clearly out of proportion with Petitioners needs in this case, and 
beyond what Senate President Huffman can provide.  
 
 

11. All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
for Ohio in 2022, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; 
all files or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to 
precinct names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election 
results, population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines 
for the 2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 

ANSWER:  Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject 
to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that mapdrawers 
were instructed to comply with all applicable state and federal laws, and the Court’s 
opinion in Adams v. DeWine. Senate President Huffman further states that no racial data 
was considered in drawing the Congressional Plan at issue in this action. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

12. All documents including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices,  relating to consultants,  firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or other third parties consulted, 
involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the General Assembly or its 
staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff, or the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan.  
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ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to the extent this Request calls for 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 
President Huffman further objects that this request seeks information beyond his 
knowledge as he does not speak for the entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Subject to 
and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that he does not 
possess any such documents or contracts other than those for redistricting software and 
supplies as previously produced in Bennett v. ORC, 2021-1198.  

13. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 
member of Ohio’s General Assembly and (2) any current or former staff of any current or 
former member of Ohio’s General Assembly.  

ANSWER:  Senate President Huffman objects to the extent this request seeks information 
covered by the legislative privilege, the attorney client privilege, or the work-product 
privilege. Subject to and without waiving this objection, Senate President Huffman states 
that to the extent any responsive documents exist, they are being produced 
contemporaneously.
 
 

14. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 
U.S Representative or U.S. Senator including, without limitation, United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 

ANSWER:  Senate President Huffman objects to the extent this Request calls for 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 
President Huffman further objects to the extent that this Request seeks information not 
within his personal knowledge, or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Senate 
President Huffman also objects that this request is not relevant, as Senate President 
Huffman’s communications with current or former members of the US House of 
Representatives, the US Senate, or their staff, have no bearing on whether or not the March 
2 Congressional Plan violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Senate President Huffman states that to the extent any responsive documents 
exist, they are being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

15. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to the extent this Request seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate President 
Huffman further objects to the extent that this Request seeks information not within his 
personal knowledge, or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Senate President 
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Huffman also objects that this request is not relevant, as even if Senate President Huffman 
had communications with these organizations, those communications would have no 
bearing on whether or not the March 2 Congressional Plan violates the Ohio Constitution. 
Subject to and without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman states that to 
the extent any responsive documents exist, they are being produced contemporaneously.
 

16. All documents relating to analysis conducted by you, any other member of the Ohio 
General Assembly or their staff, the Ohio General Assembly or its staff, the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, or a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission 
or their staff; regarding whether any Proposed Plan complied with the Ohio Constitution, 
including but not limited to Article XIX, Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the 
Ohio Constitution.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to 
the extent it seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.
 
 

17. All documents and communications regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan 
performance or electoral outcomes of any district or districts in any Proposed Plan, 
including the March 2 Plan.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to 
the extent it seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 

18. All documents and communications discussed in, relied on, or relating to any of your 
responses to an interrogatory served on you by a party in this suit.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.  
 
 

19. All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 
regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
Supreme Court thereof.  

ANSWER: Senate President Huffman objects to this Request to the extent it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Senate 
President Huffman further objects that any communications or documents that merely 
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reference the Ohio Supreme Court or its members is overbroad, unduly burdensome and 
represents an impermissible fishing expedition.  
 
This the 19th day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Respondents Huffman and Cupp 
 

NEIMAN_EVID_00696



- 10 -  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-0298 
Case No. 2022-0303 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

RESPONDENTS HUFFMAN AND CUPP’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 
PETITIONERS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION AND 

INTERROGATORIES TO RESPONDENTS 

Respondents Senate President Matthew Huffman (“President Huffman”) and House 

Speaker Robert R. Cupp (“Speaker Cupp”), by and through undersigned counsel serve their 

objections and responses to Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production of Documents as 

follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

President Huffman and Speaker Cupp make the following answers, responses, and 

objections to Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Production of Documents (“Requests”) and 

Interrogatories. Each of the following responses is made subject to any and all objections as to 

competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require exclusion of such statement if made 

by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and all such objections and grounds are expressly 

reserved. 

The responses are based on President Huffman and Speaker Cupp’s present knowledge, 

information, and belief, as derived from: (a) the knowledge and information of present employees 
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or agents of President Huffman and Speaker Cupp gained in their capacity as such, and (b) a review 

of the documents and materials maintained by President Huffman and Speaker Cupp that would 

be likely to contain the information called for by the Requests and Interrogatories. These responses 

are subject to amendment and supplementation as President Huffman and Speaker Cupp acquire 

additional information. President Huffman and Speaker Cupp state that these responses to the 

Requests and Interrogatories were prepared in consultation with their attorneys and may not 

exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the course of this litigation 

to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that 

President Huffman and Speaker Cupp respond or objects to any Requests or Interrogatories should 

not be taken as an admission that President Huffman and Speaker Cupp accept or admit the 

existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such Response or objection constitutes 

admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. The fact that President Huffman and Speaker 

Cupp respond to part of or all of any Requests or Interrogatories is not intended to be, and shall 

not be construed as a waiver by President Huffman and Speaker Cupp of any part of any objection 

to any Requests or Interrogatories. President Huffman and Speaker Cupp will respond to 

Petitioners’ requests in accordance with Rules 26, 33, and 34 of the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure 

and will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses or production would 

exceed the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, President 

Huffman and Speaker Cupp have interpreted each Request and Interrogatory to call for 

discoverable matter only. To the extent any response or produced document contains or refers to 

matters otherwise protected from discovery by the work product doctrine, the attorney-client 
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privilege, or the legislative privilege, no waiver is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any 

other matters that are or may be subject to such protection or otherwise privileged.  

President Huffman and Speaker Cupp object to definition of “document” to the extent it 

includes TIFF imaging or other similar methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time 

for discovery, this request is neither practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for 

the taxpayers of Ohio. 

President Huffman and Speaker Cupp also object on the grounds that the time frame 

allowed for their responses are insufficient and these requests are premature.  

President Huffman and Speaker Cupp further object to these Requests and Interrogatories 

to the extent that they are inconsistent with the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure, are overly-broad 

and unduly burdensome in relation to the needs of this case. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action.  

Nothing in these responses is intended to waive any legislative privilege available to President 

Huffman and Speaker Cupp.  Such legislative privilege is specifically reserved.  

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUEST NO. 1: 

All Supporting Data created, prepared, and/or utilized by Respondents’ Expert Witnesses in their 
analysis of the Second Plan and any Expert Report. This includes but is not limited to any data 
used to evaluate the Second Plan, any code for the base algorithm(s), the algorithm(s) used to 
create any simulated plans, backup data, and for each simulated map: the equivalent code, 
shapefile, or BAF file with data to the block or precinct level, to create copies of each simulated 
map. 

ANSWER: President Huffman and Speaker Cupp object to this Request to the extent that it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privilege. President 
Huffman and Speaker Cupp further object to this Request to the extent that it is premature.  Subject 
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, President Huffman and Speaker Cupp will 
supplement this response within a reasonable time once expert witnesses are retained.  
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REQUEST NO. 2: 

All Supporting Data created, prepared, and/or utilized by Respondents’ Expert Witnesses in their 
analysis of the First Plan and any Expert Report. This includes but is not limited to any data used 
to evaluate the Second Plan, any code for the base algorithm(s), the algorithm(s) used to create 
any simulated plans, backup data, and for each simulated map: the equivalent code, shapefile, or 
BAF file with data to the block or precinct level, to create copies of each simulated map. 

ANSWER: President Huffman and Speaker Cupp object to this Request to the extent that it seeks 
information covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privilege. President 
Huffman and Speaker Cupp further object to this Request to the extent that it is premature.  Subject 
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, President Huffman and Speaker Cupp will 
supplement this response within a reasonable time once expert witnesses are retained.  

INTERROGATORIES 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

Identify each individual retained by Respondents and/or their counsel for the purpose of 
providing expert evidence or an expert report in support of Respondents’ merits brief in this 
matter. 

ANSWER: President Huffman and Speaker Cupp object to this Request to the extent that it is 
premature.  Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, President Huffman and 
Speaker Cupp will supplement this response within a reasonable time once expert witnesses are 
retained.  
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This the 4th day of April, 2022. 

By: /s/ Phillip J. Strach   
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Respondents Huffman and Cupp 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 4th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Allison Daniel 
Allison.Daniel@ohioAGO.gov  
Jonathon Blanton 
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov 
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 

Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 

Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com

Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 
T: (206) 656-0176 
F: (206) 656-0180 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 

Robert D. Fram  
Donald Brown  
David Denuyl  
Juliana Goldrosen  
Joshua Gonzalez  
rfram@cov.com  
dwbrown@cov.com    
DDenuyl@cov.com   
JGonzalez@cov.com
JGoldrosen@cov.com
 
James Smith 
Sarah Suwanda 
Alex Thomson  
jmsmith@cov.com
AJThomson@cov.com   
SSuwanda@cov.com
Anupam Sharma  
Yale Fu  
asharma@cov.com   
yfu@cov.com   
 
Freda J. Levenson (0045916) 
flevenson@acluohio.org   
David J. Carey (0088797) 
dcarey@acluohio.org   
Julie A. Ebenstein  
jebenstein@aclu.org   
Alora Thomas 
athomas@aclu.org
 
Counsel for LWVO Petitioners
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sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 
T: (202) 968-4490 
F: (202) 968-4498 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 
T: (614) 263-7000 
F: (614) 368-6961 

Counsel for Neiman Petitioners 

 
 

  
 

 
/s/Phillip J. Strach

 Phillip J. Strach 

4871-3902-9786 v.1 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

Petitioners,
 
v. 
 
Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

Respondents. 

Case No. 2022-298 

Case No. 2022-303 

Consolidated 

Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A)

RESPONDENT SECRETARY OF STATE FRANK LaROSE’S RESPONSES TO 
NEIMAN PETITIONERS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND LWVO 

PETITIONERS’ SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Abha Khanna (PHV 2189-2022) 
Ben Stafford (PHV 25433-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP  
1700 Seventh Ave., Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 656-0176 
akhanna@elias.law
 
Jyoti Jasrasaria (PHV 25401-2022) 
Spencer W. Klein (PHV 25432-2022) 
Harleen K. Gambhir (PHV 25587-2022) 
Raisa Cramer (PHV 25880-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP 
10 G St. NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 968-4490 
jjasrasaria@elias.law
 
Donald J. McTigue (0022849) 

 Counsel of Record
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE COLOMBO & CLINGER, LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215
(614) 263-7000
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 

Dave Yost
OHIO ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Jonathan D. Blanton (0070035) 
Julie M. Pfeiffer (0069762) 
Michael A. Walton (0092201) 
Allison D. Daniel (0096816) 
Assistant Attorneys General
Constitutional Offices Section 
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 466-2872
Jonathan.Blanton@OhioAGO.gov 

Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of State 
Frank LaRose 

Phillip J. Strach 
Thomas A. Farr 
John E. Branch, III 
Alyssa M. Riggins 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP  
4140 Parklake Ave., Suite 200  
Raleigh, NC 27612  
(919) 329-3812 
phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com  
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Counsel for Neiman Petitioners
 
Freda J. Levenson (0045916)
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
4506 Chester Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44103    
Tel: 614-586-1972 x 125
flevenson@acluohio.org 
 
David J. Carey (0088787) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
1108 City Park Avenue, Suite 203 
Columbus, OH 43206 
(614) 586-1972 x2004 
dcarey@acluohio.org 
 
Alora Thomas 
Julie A. Ebenstein 
American Civil Liberties Union 
125 Broad Street  
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 519-7866 
athomas@aclu.org 
jebenstein@aclu.org 
 
Robert D. Fram (PHV 25414-2021) 
Donald Brown 
Joshua González (PHV 25424-2021) 
Juliana Goldrosen (PHV 25193-2021)
David Denuyl (PHV 25452-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
Salesforce Tower 
415 Mission Street, Suite 5400 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2533 
(415) 591 6000 
rfram@cov.com 
 
James Smith 
Megan C. Keenan (PHV 25410-2021)
Alexander Thomson (PHV 25462-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
One CityCenter 
850 Tenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4956 
(202) 662-6000 

Counsel for Respondents House Speaker Robert 
R. Cupp and Senate President Matt Huffman 
 

  
  

  
 

  
T: (614) 481-  
F: (614) 481-   

  
 

  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission   
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mkeenan@cov.com 

Anupam Sharma (PHV 25418-2021)
James Hovard (PHV 25420-2021) 
Yale Fu (PHV 25419-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP
3000 El Camino Real 
5 Palo Alto Square, 10th Floor 
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2112 
(650) 632-4700 
asharma@cov.com 
 
Madison Arent 
Covington & Burling LLP 
The New York Times Building 
620 Eighth Avenue 
New York, NY 10018-1405 
(212) 841 1000  
marent@cov.com 
 
Counsel for League of Women Voters of 
Ohio Petitioners  
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DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Notwithstanding any definition set forth below, each word, term, or phrase used in these 
Interrogatories is intended to have the broadest meaning permitted under the Ohio Rules 
of Civil Procedure. 
 

B. Words or terms not specifically defined herein have the meaning commonly understood, 
and no definition is intended as exclusive.  
 

C. The following terms shall have the meanings indicated below:  
 

(1) The terms “Respondent,” “you,” and “your” shall mean: Secretary of State Frank 
LaRose individually, as a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, and in 
your capacity as Secretary of State, as well as your present and former agents, 
assigns, employees, partners, successors, predecessors, associates, personnel, staff, 
officers, representatives, attorneys, and other persons or entities acting or purporting 
to act on your behalf. 

 
(2) The term “Commission” shall mean the Ohio Redistricting Commission. 
 
(3) The term “General Assembly” shall mean the Ohio General Assembly, including but 

not limited to the Ohio House of Representatives, the Ohio Senate, the Ohio Senate 
Local Government and Elections Committee, the Ohio House Government Oversight 
Committee, the Ohio General Assembly Joint Committee on Redistricting, and their 
respective members and staff.  

 
(4) The term “March 2 Plan” shall mean the Congressional district plan adopted by the 

Ohio Redistricting Commission on March 2, 2022, or any drafts or precursors thereof, 
including the version of the plan presented by Senate President Matt Huffman to the 
Commission on March 1, 2022.  

(5) The term “S.B. 237” shall mean the Congressional district plan proposed by Senator 
Vernon Sykes and Senator Kenny Yuko on February 8, 2022, or any subsequent 
amendments to that plan, or any drafts or precursors of that plan or its subsequent 
amendments, including the version proposed by Senator Sykes before the 
Commission on March 2, 2022. 

 
(6) The term “Proposed Plans” shall mean all Congressional redistricting plans 

introduced by a member of the General Assembly or the Commission during 2022, 
including but not limited to the March 2 Plan or S.B. 237, as well as any drafts or 
precursors of those plans or subsequent amendments thereof.  
 

(7) The term “map drawer” shall mean anyone who assisted in the creation of any 
Proposed Plan, regardless of whether or not they were compensated for their services. 

 
(8) The term “Maptitude or other mapping software” means any and all digital programs 
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that may be used to assist in drawing Congressional districts, including but not limited 
to Maptitude, a software program created by Caliper Corporation.  

 
(9) The term “describe” shall mean to set forth fully and unambiguously every fact that 

relates to the answer called for by the Interrogatory of which you have knowledge and 
to identify each individual or entity with knowledge or information that relates to your 
answer, and when used in reference to a factual or legal contention, to describe the 
full factual and legal basis for the contention, and to identify any and all persons that 
you believe have knowledge about each such fact or document. 

 
(10) The term “person” shall mean and include natural persons, governmental entities, 

proprietorships, corporations, partnerships, joint ventures, and each other form of 
organization, entity, or association.

 
(11) The term “identify” shall mean, with respect to any natural person, to state his or 

her full name, present or last known residential address, present or last known 
business address, and telephone number(s).

 
(12) The term “identify” shall mean, with respect to any business organization, 

corporation or other legal entity, to state its full name, present or last known 
address, principal place of business, and telephone number. 

 
(13) The term “identify” shall mean, with respect to any document, to state the date of 

the document and the type of the document (e.g., letter, memorandum, telegram, 
chart, photograph, sound reproduction, etc.), to identify the person(s) who prepared 
the document, to identify any person(s) who signed the document, to identify any 
person(s) to whom the document was sent, to identify the present location and 
custodian of the document, and to describe the contents of the document.

 
(14) The term “document” is used in the broadest possible sense and shall mean, without 

limitation, any kind of written, printed, recorded or graphic matter, however produced 
or reproduced, of any kind or description, whether sent or received or neither, 
including originals, copies and drafts and both sides of originals, copies and drafts, 
and including but not limited to papers, books, letters, correspondence, telegrams, 
cables, telex messages, text messages, electronic messages or electronic mail (whether 
or not stored or recorded on-line or off-line in archive storage), financial statements, 
memoranda, notes, notations, work papers, transcripts, minutes, reports and 
recordings of telephone conversations or other conversations, or of interviews, or of 
conferences or other meetings, affidavits, statements, summaries, opinions, reports, 
studies, analyses, evaluations, contracts, agreements, journals, statistical records, desk 
calendars, appointment books, diaries, expense account records, lists, tabulations, 
summaries, sound recordings, videotapes, word processing disks and/or memory or 
archive systems, computer disks and/or memory or archive systems, computer 
printouts, data processing input and output, magnetic tapes, magnetic disks, 
microfilms, all other records kept by electronic, magnetic, photographic, optical or 
mechanical means, and things similar to any of the foregoing, however denominated. 
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(15) The term “communication” shall mean the transmission of any verbal or nonverbal, 

written or non-written message, information, sign, symbol, or behavior, and shall 
include the process by which such transmission occurs. 

 
(16) The terms “relating to” and “concerning” shall mean referring to, related to, regarding, 

consisting of, pertaining to, reflecting, evidencing, describing, constituting, or being 
in any way logically or factually connected with the matter discussed, including any 
connection, direct or indirect, whatsoever with the requested topic, without limitation, 
unless otherwise specified in the Request. 

D. Notwithstanding any of the provisions below, Respondents should not produce any 
documents or communications that are publicly available on the Commission’s official 
website.  

E. The following rules of construction apply to all Interrogatories: 

a. The terms “all” and “any” shall each be construed as encompassing any and all;
 

b. All uses of the word “each” include “every” (and vice versa); 
 

c. The connective terms “and” and “or” shall be construed either disjunctively or 
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the Interrogatories all 
responses that might otherwise be construed to be outside of its scope; 

 
d. The term “including” shall be construed without limitation;

 
e. The use of a verb in any tense encompasses the use of the verb in all tenses;

 
f. References to agents, assigns, employees, partners, successors, predecessors, 

associates, personnel, staff, officers, agents, representatives, attorneys, and other 
persons or entities acting or purporting to act on your behalf include both current and 
former agents, assigns, employees, partners, successors, predecessors, associates, 
personnel, staff, officers, agents, representatives, attorneys, and other persons or 
entities acting or purporting to act on your behalf; and  

 
g. References to any entity include all of that entity’s agents, assigns, employees, 

partners, successors, predecessors, associates, personnel, staff, officers, agents, 
representatives, attorneys, and other persons or entities acting or purporting to act on 
that entities’ behalf. 

 
h. The singular number and masculine gender shall include, and be applied as, the 

plural or the feminine gender or neuter, and vice-versa, as the circumstances of the 
particular interrogatory may make appropriate. 

 
F. All interrogatories should be answered based on the knowledge of Respondents and/or 
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any of Respondent’s attorneys, agents, and representatives.

G. Where an interrogatory calls for the answer in more than one part, each part shall be 
separately answered so as to be fully understandable.  If you object to any part of an 
interrogatory, answer all parts of such interrogatory as to which you do not object, and 
as to each part to which you do object, set forth the basis for the objection. 

 
H. If you objective to the scope or time period of an interrogatory and refuse to answer for 

that scope or time period, please state your objection and answer the request for the scope 
or time period you believe is appropriate.  

 
I. If you object to any interrogatory as vague or unclear, assume a reasonable meaning, state 

what the assumed meaning is, and respond to the interrogatory according to the assumed 
meaning.  

 
J. If you object to any interrogatory as overbroad, provide a response that narrows the 

interrogatory in a way that eliminates the purported overbreadth, state the extent to which 
your response has narrowed the interrogatory, and respond to the narrowed interrogatory.  

 
K. If you withhold the answer to any part of any interrogatory on the claim of privilege, state 

the specific factual and legal basis for doing so and answer any part of the interrogatory 
that is not alleged to be objectionable. Such information should be supplied in sufficient 
detail to permit the Petitioners to assess the applicability of the privilege claimed.  

 
L. If you are unable to respond to any of the interrogatories fully and completely, after 

exercising due diligence to obtain the information necessary to provide a full and complete 
response, so state, and answer each such interrogatory to the fullest extent possible, 
specifying the extent of your  knowledge and your inability to answer the remainder, and 
setting forth whatever information or knowledge you may have concerning the 
unanswered portions thereof and efforts you made to obtain the requested information.  

 
M. These interrogatories are continuing so as to require further and supplemental responses 

if Respondents receive or discover additional information between the time of original 
response and the time of any hearing, trial, or other presentation of evidence in this matter. 
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INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY #1  

Identify all individuals involved both formally and informally in the drawing of the March 2 Plan, 

including, but not limited to members of the Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors 

(both paid and unpaid). 

OBJECTIONS: Interrogatory No. 1 does not describe with reasonable particularity the 

meaning of the term “involved both formally and informally” and therefore it is overbroad, vague 

and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.   

ANSWER: Without waiving the above referenced objections, the members of the 

Commission or their staff participated in meetings to discuss the content of a congressional district 

plan.  Other than becoming aware in the days shortly before March 2, 2022, that Ray DiRossi was 

preparing a draft congressional district plan, Secretary LaRose does not possess any other 

information responsive to Interrogatory No. 1.  By way of further answer, Secretary LaRose was 

not involved in the drawing of the Commission-approved March 2 Plan.  

INTERROGATORY #2 

Describe the role played by any individuals identified in Interrogatory No. 1. 

OBJECTIONS: Secretary LaRose restates his objections to Interrogatory No. 1 herein. 

ANSWER: Without waiving the above referenced objections, please see Secretary 

LaRose’s Response to Interrogatory No. 1.  Other than knowing that Ray DiRossi was preparing 

a draft congressional district plan, which became the Commission-approved March 2 Plan,  

Secretary LaRose does not possess information responsive to Interrogatory No. 2.  By way of 

further answer, Secretary LaRose was not involved in the drawing of the Commission-approved 

March 2 Plan.  
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INTERROGATORY #3 

Identify the time period over which the March 2 Plan was created, drawn, or drafted. 

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose does not possess information responsive to Interrogatory 

No. 3. Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft the March 2 Plan or any prior draft thereof.  

To the best of Secretary LaRose’s knowledge, at least one draft congressional district plan was in 

the process of being created between February 26 and March 2.  Further answering, the Secretary 

first received a copy of a draft congressional district plan from Ray DiRossi on March 1, 2022. 

INTERROGATORY #4 

Identify the time at which the March 2 Plan was presented to Senator Vernon Sykes or his staff 

and/or to Leader Allison Russo or her staff.    

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose does not possess information responsive to Interrogatory 

No. 4.  Further answering, Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft the March 2 Plan or any 

prior draft thereof, and therefore Secretary LaRose would not possess information about when it 

was presented to Senator Vernon Sykes or his staff and/or Leader Allison Russo or her staff.

INTERROGATORY #5 

Identify the time at which you first received or viewed the March 2 Plan, any visual representation 

of the March 2 Plan, or data regarding the March 2 Plan. 

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose first viewed a working draft of a congressional district map 

on February 27, 2022, and first received a copy of a draft plan on March 1, 2022. 
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INTERROGATORY #6 

Identify and describe all instructions provided to individuals who created, or were in any way 

involved in the creation of, any Proposed Plan, including, but not limited to members of the 

Commission, their staff, consultants, and advisors (both paid and unpaid). 

OBJECTION: Interrogatory No. 6 is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and vague.   

Further, Interrogatory No. 6 seeks information not in Secretary LaRose’s possession, custody, or 

control. 

ANSWER: Without waiving the above referenced objections, Secretary LaRose did not 

create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan and did not give instructions regarding any 

proposed plan. Further answering, the Secretary expressed a desire that Summit County be kept 

whole and that the districts in northeast Ohio be compact.   The Secretary does not possess 

information as to the instructions provided to individuals who created, or were involved in the 

creation of, any proposed plan.    

INTERROGATORY #7 

Identify and describe any and all attempts that were made by you and/or the General Assembly to 

comply with Section 1(C)(3)(a), Section 1(C)(3)(b), or Section 1(C)(3)(c), of Article XIX of the 

Ohio Constitution in creating any Proposed Plan that you, or any member of the Commission or 

their representative, introduced to the Commission, including, but not limited to, the March 2 Plan.

OBJECTION:  The Secretary of State objects to the extent that Interrogatory No. 7 seeks 

confidential, privileged information that was made during the deliberative process and/or is 

protected by the attorney client privilege.  Interrogatory No. 7 does not identify or define with 

reasonable particularity “introduced to the Ohio Redistricting Commission,” and therefore, it is 

overbroad, vague and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  
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Finally, Interrogatory No. 7 seeks information not in the Secretary of State’s possession, custody, 

or control. 

ANSWER: Without waiving the above referenced privileges and objections, Secretary

LaRose did not create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan and did not give instructions 

regarding any proposed plan.  Secretary LaRose does not possess information as to the attempts 

made by those persons who created any proposed plan to comply with the listed sections of Article 

XIX of the Ohio Constitution.  

INTERROGATORY #8 

Identify and describe any persons who received compensation for services rendered in the creation 

of any Ohio Congressional map that the General Assembly or Commission considered and/or 

adopted in 2022.  

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose does not possess any information as to the compensation for 

any services rendered in the creation of any congressional district plan considered or adopted in 

2022.  Further answering, all Commission members are elected officials and those officials, and 

their respective staff, are compensated by the State of Ohio for the performance of their official 

duties. 

INTERROGATORY #9

Identify all individuals with whom you communicated about Congressional district plans 

introduced or passed during 2022. 

OBJECTION: Secretary LaRose objects to the extent that Interrogatory No. 9 seeks 

confidential, privileged information that was made during the deliberative process and/or is 

protected by the attorney client privilege.  Further objecting, Interrogatory No. 9 is overly broad, 
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unduly burdensome, and vague, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose communicated with other Commission members and certain 

members of his own staff.  Secretary LaRose cannot possibly identify every individual that he 

communicated with about any congressional district plans that were introduced or passed during 

2022. 

INTERROGATORY #10 

Identify all data and information about potential or actual Ohio Congressional districts to which 

the map drawer(s) had access during the process of drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not 

limited to data or information showing partisan performance, incumbent addresses, and racial 

demographics. 

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan.  

Secretary LaRose does not possess information as to the data and information used during the 

process of drawing any such congressional district plans. 

INTERROGATORY #11 

Identify all data filters, displays, or reports that the map drawer(s) viewed or otherwise reviewed 

or considered while drawing any Proposed Plan, including but not limited to partisan performance 

indices, voting age population by race, and incumbent addresses. 

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan.  

Further answering, Secretary LaRose does not possess information responsive to Interrogatory No. 

11. 
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INTERROGATORY #12 

Identify and describe all dates, times, places, and attendees of any meeting at which you discussed 

Congressional redistricting in 2022. 

OBJECTION: Secretary LaRose objects to the extent that Interrogatory No. 12 seeks 

confidential, privileged information that was made during the deliberative process and/or is 

protected by the attorney client privilege.  Further objecting, Interrogatory No. 12 is overly broad, 

unduly burdensome, and vague, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

admissible evidence. 

ANSWER: Without waiving the above referenced privileges and objections, Secretary 

LaRose and/or members of his staff attended meetings with Commission members and/or their 

staff on February 26, 2022, and February 27, 2022.  Further answering, Secretary LaRose attended 

the formal meetings of the Commission. 

INTERROGATORY #13 

Identify all persons who drafted or created, or were in any way involved in the drafting or creation 

of the Proposed Plans and, for each identified person, the date or dates on which he or she drafted 

it.

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan.  

Further answering, Secretary LaRose is aware that Ray DiRossi, Blake Springhetti, Randall Routt, 

and Chris Glassburn were involved in preparing proposed congressional district plans, but does 

not possess information as to the dates on which those plans were drafted, beyond that set forth in 

response to Interrogatory No. 3. 
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INTERROGATORY #14 

Identify all persons who submitted maps, data, information, requests, or input that you used to 

draft the Proposed Plans, incorporated into the Proposed Plans, or caused to be included or 

incorporated into part or all of the Proposed Plans.  

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose did not create, draw, or draft any congressional district plan 

or provide give instructions for any proposed plan.  Further answering, Secretary LaRose does not 

possess information responsive to Interrogatory No. 14.   

INTERROGATORY #15 

Identify all persons who, prior to the public release of each Proposed Plan, evaluated, reviewed, 

analyzed, were shown, or commented on the Proposed Plan or on maps, data, or plans that you 

used to draft the Proposed Plan, incorporated into the Proposed Plan, or adopted as part or all of 

the Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Secretary LaRose does not possess information responsive to Interrogatory 

No. 15.     
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF OHIO  : 
    : SS.
COUNTY OF PERRY : 

I, Michael Grodhaus, being first duly sworn, depose and say that the foregoing answers to the First 

Set of Interrogatories propounded by Petitioners are true and complete to the best of my 

knowledge, information, and belief. 

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 19th day of April , 2022. 

Notary Public 

COMMISSION
EXPIRATION:
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Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Julie M. Pfeiffer
JULIE M. PFEIFFER (0069762) 
Counsel of Record 
JONATHAN D. BLANTON (0070035) 
Deputy Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. WALTON (0092201) 
ALLISON D. DANIEL (0096186) 
Assistant Attorneys General 
Constitutional Offices Section
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel: 614-466-2872 | Fax: 614-728-7592 
Julie.Pfeiffer@OhioAGO.gov 
Jonathan.Blanton@OhioAGO.gov 
Michael.Walton@OhioAGO.gov 
Allison.Daniel@OhioAGO.gov 

Counsel for Secretary of State Frank LaRose
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I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was served via email on April 19, 2022 

upon the following:  

Freda J. Levenson (0045916) 
Counsel of Record 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
4506 Chester Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44103    
Tel: 614-586-1972 x 125 
flevenson@acluohio.org 
 
David J. Carey (0088787) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
1108 City Park Avenue, Suite 203 
Columbus, OH 43206 
(614) 586-1972 x2004 
dcarey@acluohio.org 
 
Alora Thomas (PHV 22010-2022) 
Julie A. Ebenstein (PHV 25423-2022) 
American Civil Liberties Union 
125 Broad Street  
New York, NY 10004
(212) 519-7866 
athomas@aclu.org 
jebenstein@aclu.org 

Robert D. Fram (PHV 25414-2022) 
Donald Brown (PHV 25480-2022) 
David Denuyl (PHV 25452-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
Salesforce Tower 
415 Mission Street, Suite 5400 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2533 
(415) 591 6000 
rfram@cov.com 
 
James Smith (PHV 25421-2022) 
Sarah Suwanda (PHV 25602-2022) 
Alexander Thomson (PHV 25462-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP
One CityCenter 
850 Tenth Street, NW

Abha Khanna (PHV 2189-2022)
Ben Stafford (PHV 25433-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP  
1700 Seventh Ave., Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 656-0176 
akhanna@elias.law 
 
Jyoti Jasrasaria (PHV 25401-2022) 
Spencer W. Klein (PHV 25432-2022) 
Harleen K. Gambhir (PHV 25587-2022) 
Raisa Cramer (PHV 25880-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP 
10 G St. NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002
(202) 968-4490 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
 
Donald J. McTigue (0022849) 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE COLOMBO & CLINGER, LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215
(614) 263-7000 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for Neiman Petitioners 
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Washington, DC 20001-4956 
(202) 662-6000
jmsmith@cov.com 
 
Anupam Sharma (PHV 25418-2022) 
Yale Fu (PHV 25419-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
3000 El Camino Real 
5 Palo Alto Square, 10th Floor 
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2112 
(650) 632-4700 
asharma@cov.com 
 
Counsel for LWVO Petitioners 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 
 
League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  
 
     Petitioners, 
 
v. 
 
Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 
 
     Respondents. 
 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

 
RESPONDENT  

DOCUMENTS AND LWVO  SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

 
 
 Respondent Secretary of State Frank LaRose, in his official capacity as a Member of the Ohio 

Redistricting Commission,  

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Respondent objects to the Requests to the extent they do not describe with reasonable 

particularity each item or category of items to be inspected as required by Rule 34 of the Ohio 

Rules of Civil Procedure. 

2. Respondent objects to the Requests to the extent they are overly broad, unduly burdensome, 

vague, duplicative, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and 

not proportional to the needs of the case. 

3. Respondent objects to the Requests to the extent they seek information protected by the 

attorney-client privilege or work-product doctrine. 

4. Respondent objects to the Requests to the extent they seek information protected by the 

deliberative process privilege. 
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5. Respondent objects to these Requests to the extent that they seek information not in 

 

6. Respondent objects to the Requests to the extent that they seek information that is publicly 

available, already  

7. Respondent objects to the Requests as confusing, ambiguous, or vague. 

8. Respondent expressly reserves all objections as to competency, relevancy, materiality, and 

admissibility of the answers contained herein and any objections to future discovery Requests. 

9. Respondent expressly reserves the right to alter, amend, revise, and/or supplement these 

responses.  No response shall be construed as a waiver of any further objection. 

 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

 
NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 1/LWVO REQUEST NO. 3 

All documents and communications concerning the s decision not to consider
or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 
 
 ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  
 Subject to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-privileged documents, if any, in 
  
 
NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 2/LWVO REQUEST NO. 4 

All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission s hearings 
during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 3/LWVO REQUEST NO. 5 

All documents and communications concerning the drawing of Congressional districts in 2022, 
including but not limited to communications between and/or among your employees, staff, 
officers, agents, or representatives.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-

NEIMAN_EVID_00729



3 
 
 

possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 4/LWVO REQUEST NO. 6 

All documents and communications concerning the 
order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan adopted by the 
General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications concerning that order 

Commission in 2022.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 5/LWVO REQUEST NO. 7 

All documents and communications concerning the  Article XIX, 
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 6/LWVO REQUEST NO. 8 

All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 
consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 7/LWVO REQUEST NO. 9 

All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 
regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 8/LWVO REQUEST NO. 10 

All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified in the 
definition above) any drafts thereof. 
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ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-priv
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 9/LWVO REQUEST NO. 11 

Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any Proposed 
Plan. 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 10/LWVO REQUEST NO. 12 

All documents relating to meetings both formal and informal of any Commission members 
related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, testimony, meeting 
minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or otherwise considered by 
you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, agendas, or presentations from 
Commission hearings or meetings; and any related communications, including, but not limited 
to, those with any member of the Commission (or representatives thereof). 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 11/LWVO REQUEST NO. 13 

All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps for 
Ohio in 2022, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; all files or 
data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to precinct names, 
precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election results, population 
shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines for the 2018 election, 
2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 12/LWVO REQUEST NO. 14 

All documents including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices,  relating to consultants,  firms, vendors, or other 
third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, Clark Bensen, 
relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or other third parties consulted, involved in, or 
communicated with by you, any member of the General Assembly or its staff, any member of the 
Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff, or the Ohio Redistricting Commission or its staff, 
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relating to any Proposed Plan.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 

 
NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 13/LWVO REQUEST NO. 15 

All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 
 and (2) any current or former staff of any current or former 

 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-privileged documents, if any, i
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 14/LWVO REQUEST NO. 16 

All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former U.S 
Representative or U.S. Senator including, without limitation, United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and (2) any 
current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 15/LWVO REQUEST NO. 17 

All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional Committee, 
including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee Chair Tom Emmer, 
or any political action committee.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-privileged 
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 

 
NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 16/LWVO REQUEST NO. 18 

All documents relating to analysis conducted by you, any other member of the Ohio General 
Assembly or their staff, the Ohio General Assembly or its staff, the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission or its staff, or a member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff; 
regarding whether any Proposed Plan complied with the Ohio Constitution, including but not 
limited to Article XIX, Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution.  
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ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 17/LWVO REQUEST NO. 19 

All documents and communications regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan 
performance or electoral outcomes of any district or districts in any Proposed Plan, including the 
March 2 Plan.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 

 
NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 18/LWVO REQUEST NO. 20 

All documents and communications discussed in, relied on, or relating to any of your responses 
to an interrogatory served on you by a party in this suit.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 19/LWVO REQUEST NO. 21 

All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, regarding 
the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that relates in any way 
to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio Supreme Court thereof.  
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
 

NEIMAN REQUEST NO. 20/LWVO REQUEST NO. 22 

Any and all expert report(s) or expert affidavit(s) prepared by your Expert Witness(es) concerning 
(a) the March 2 Plan or (b) any expert report or expert affidavit drafted by Dr. Imai or Dr. Warshaw.
 

ANSWER: Respondent incorporates all General Objections as if set forth herein.  Subject 
to the foregoing objections, responsive, non-
possession, custody, or control have been produced. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
DAVE YOST 
OHIO ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 
/s/ Julie M. Pfeiffer 

JULIE M. PFEIFFER (0069762) 
Counsel of Record 
JONATHAN D. BLANTON (0070035) 
Deputy Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. WALTON (0092201) 
ALLISON D. DANIEL (0096186) 
Assistant Attorneys General 
Constitutional Offices Section 
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel: 614-466-2872 | Fax: 614-728-7592 
Julie.Pfeiffer@OhioAGO.gov 
Jonathan.Blanton@OhioAGO.gov 
Michael.Walton@OhioAGO.gov 
Allison.Daniel@OhioAGO.gov 
 
Counsel for Secretary of State Frank LaRose 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I hereby certify that the foregoing was sent via email on April 25, 2022, to the following: 

 

Freda J. Levenson (0045916) 
Counsel of Record 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
4506 Chester Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44103    
Tel: 614-586-1972 x 125 
flevenson@acluohio.org 
 
David J. Carey (0088787) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
1108 City Park Avenue, Suite 203 
Columbus, OH 43206 
(614) 586-1972 x2004 
dcarey@acluohio.org 
 
Alora Thomas (PHV 22010-2022) 
Julie A. Ebenstein (PHV 25423-2022) 
American Civil Liberties Union 
125 Broad Street  
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 519-7866 
athomas@aclu.org 
jebenstein@aclu.org 
 
Robert D. Fram (PHV 25414-2022) 
Donald Brown (PHV 25480-2022) 
David Denuyl (PHV 25452-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
Salesforce Tower 
415 Mission Street, Suite 5400 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2533 
(415) 591 6000 
rfram@cov.com 
 
James Smith (PHV 25421-2022) 
Sarah Suwanda (PHV 25602-2022) 
Alexander Thomson (PHV 25462-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
One CityCenter 
850 Tenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4956 

Abha Khanna (PHV 2189-2022) 
Ben Stafford (PHV 25433-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP  
1700 Seventh Ave., Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 656-0176 
akhanna@elias.law 
 
Jyoti Jasrasaria (PHV 25401-2022) 
Spencer W. Klein (PHV 25432-2022) 
Harleen K. Gambhir (PHV 25587-2022) 
Raisa Cramer (PHV 25880-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP 
10 G St. NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 968-4490 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
 
Donald J. McTigue (0022849) 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE COLOMBO & CLINGER, LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 263-7000 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for Neiman Petitioners 
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(202) 662-6000 
jmsmith@cov.com 
 
Anupam Sharma (PHV 25418-2022) 
Yale Fu (PHV 25419-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
3000 El Camino Real 
5 Palo Alto Square, 10th Floor 
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2112 
(650) 632-4700 
asharma@cov.com 
 
Counsel for LWVO Petitioners 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 
 
League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  
 
     Petitioners, 
 
v. 
 
Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 
 
     Respondents. 
 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

 
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO  

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
 
 

Ohio Governor Mike DeWine Governor DeWine

 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Governor DeWine, a non-party to this action, makes the following answers, responses, and 

1  Each of the following responses is 

made subject to any and all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would 

require exclusion of such statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court.  Any and 

all such objections and grounds are expressly reserved.  

The responses are based on Governor DeWine

belief, as derived from a review of the documents and materials maintained by Governor DeWine 

that would be likely to contain the information called for by the Requests.  These responses are 

                                                 
1 It is noted that the 
not believe discovery is necessary in this case, aside from expert disclosures, which under the proposed schedule 

Petitioners  Pg 6 filed March 
21,2022. However, they now seek non-party discovery.  
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subject to amendment and supplementation as Governor DeWine acquires additional information.  

Governor DeWine states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his 

attorneys and may not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the 

course of this litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses.  The fact that 

Governor DeWine responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that 

Governor DeWine accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that 

such Response or objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts.  The fact 

that Governor DeWine responds to all or part of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not 

be construed as a waiver by Governor DeWine of any part of any objection to any Requests.  

Governor DeWine  requests in accordance with Rules 26 and 45 of the 

Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure and will not provide responses or documents to the extent such 

responses or production would exceed the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Governor 

DeWine has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only.  To the extent any 

response or produced documents contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery 

by the work product doctrine or the attorney-client privilege, or other applicable privilege no 

waiver is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to 

such protection or otherwise privileged.  

Governor DeWine also objects on the grounds that the timeframe allowed for his response 

was insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Relators given the 

requests are overly broad, request information that is irrelevant, and are not reasonably limited in 

scope.  
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These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

  

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
 
1.   

consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege. And the requests are 
overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information 
knowledge.   Subject to and without waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers 
Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses.  
 

2.  All documents and communications concerning the drawing of Congressional districts in 
2022, including but not limited to communications between and/or among your employees, 
staff, officers, agents, or representatives. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege. And the requests are 
overly broad, 
knowledge.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers 
Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

3.   
hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously 
with these responses. 
 

4.   
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 

 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

5.  
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission. 
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ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
6.  All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 

consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 
 

ANSWER:  
 
7.  All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 

regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously 
with these responses. 
 

8.  All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 
in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously 
with these responses. 

 
9.  Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 

Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously 
with these responses. 
 

10.  All documents relating to meetings both formal and informal of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
(or representatives thereof). 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Governor DeWine 
further objects that this request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information 

t seeks documents and information 
pertaining to meetings with Commission members, regardless of whether Governor 

the Commission or their staff.  Such a request is beyond what Governor DeWine can 
provide.   
 

11.  All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
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for Ohio in 2022, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; 
all files or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to 
precinct names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election 
results, population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines 
for the 2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without 
waiving these objections.  Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

12.  All documents, including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, consulted, involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the 
General Assembly or its staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their 
staff, or the Ohio Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Governor DeWine 
further objects that this request seeks information beyond his knowledge as he does not 
speak for the entire General Assembly or the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  Subject to 
and without waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents 
produced contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

13.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 

 
 

ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Governor DeWine 
further objects that this request is overly broad and vague. Governor DeWine is himself a 
former member of the Ohio General Assembly.   Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously 
with these responses. 

 
14.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 

U.S Representative or U.S. Senator, including without limitation United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege. Governor DeWine 
further objects that this request is overly broad and vague.    Governor DeWine further 
objects to the extent that this request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, 
or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Governor DeWine also objects that this 
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mer 
members of the U.S. House of Representatives, U.S. Senate, or their staff, have no bearing 
on whether or not the 2022 Congressional district map violates the Ohio Constitution. 
Governor DeWine is himself a former member of both the U.S. House of Representatives 
and the U.S. Senate Subject to and without waiving these objections, Governor DeWine 
refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

15.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Governor DeWine 
further objects to the extent that this request seeks information not within his personal 
knowledge, or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Governor DeWine also 
objects that this request is not relevant, as even if Governor DeWine had communications 
with these organizations, those communications have no bearing on whether or not the 
2022 Congressional district map violates the Ohio Constitution.  Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

16.  All documents relating to analysis conducted by you, any member of the Ohio General 
Assembly or their staff, the Ohio General Assembly or its staff, or the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission or its staff regarding whether any Proposed Plan complied with the Ohio 
Constitution, including but not limited to Article XIX, Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 
1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege, and to the extent that it 
seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control.  Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 
 

17.  All documents regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan performance or electoral 
outcomes of any district or districts in any Proposed Plan, including the March 2 Plan. 

 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
18.  All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 

regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
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Supreme Court thereof. 
 
ANSWER: Governor DeWine objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege. Further this request is 
overly broad and vague  and that this request is not relevant as to whether or not the 2022 
Congressional district map violates the Ohio Constitution.    Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Governor DeWine refers Relators to documents produced 
contemporaneously with these responses. 
 
 
 
Submitted this 19th day of April, 2022.  
    

DAVE YOST 
OHIO ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 
/s/ Julie M. Pfeiffer 
JULIE M. PFEIFFER (0069762) 
Counsel of Record 
JONATHAN D. BLANTON (0070035) 
Deputy Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. WALTON (0092201) 
ALLISON D. DANIEL (0096186) 
Assistant Attorneys General 
Constitutional Offices Section 
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel: 614-466-2872 | Fax: 614-728-7592 
Julie.Pfeiffer@OhioAGO.gov 
Jonathan.Blanton@OhioAGO.gov 
Michael.Walton@OhioAGO.gov 
Allison.Daniel@OhioAGO.gov 
 
Counsel for Governor DeWine 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was served via email on April 19, 2022 

upon the following:  

Freda J. Levenson (0045916) 
Counsel of Record 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
4506 Chester Avenue 

Abha Khanna (PHV 2189-2022) 
Ben Stafford (PHV 25433-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP  
1700 Seventh Ave., Suite 2100 
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Cleveland, Ohio 44103    
Tel: 614-586-1972 x 125 
flevenson@acluohio.org 
 
David J. Carey (0088787) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
1108 City Park Avenue, Suite 203 
Columbus, OH 43206 
(614) 586-1972 x2004 
dcarey@acluohio.org 
 
Alora Thomas (PHV 22010-2022) 
Julie A. Ebenstein (PHV 25423-2022) 
American Civil Liberties Union 
125 Broad Street  
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 519-7866 
athomas@aclu.org 
jebenstein@aclu.org 
 
Robert D. Fram (PHV 25414-2022) 
Donald Brown (PHV 25480-2022) 
David Denuyl (PHV 25452-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
Salesforce Tower 
415 Mission Street, Suite 5400 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2533 
(415) 591 6000 
rfram@cov.com 
 
James Smith (PHV 25421-2022) 
Sarah Suwanda (PHV 25602-2022) 
Alexander Thomson (PHV 25462-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
One CityCenter 
850 Tenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4956 
(202) 662-6000 
jmsmith@cov.com 
 
Anupam Sharma (PHV 25418-2022) 
Yale Fu (PHV 25419-2022) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
3000 El Camino Real 
5 Palo Alto Square, 10th Floor 
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2112 

Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 656-0176 
akhanna@elias.law 
 
Jyoti Jasrasaria (PHV 25401-2022) 
Spencer W. Klein (PHV 25432-2022) 
Harleen K. Gambhir (PHV 25587-2022) 
Raisa Cramer (PHV 25880-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP 
10 G St. NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 968-4490 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
 
Donald J. McTigue (0022849) 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE COLOMBO & CLINGER, LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 263-7000 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for Neiman Petitioners 
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(650) 632-4700 
asharma@cov.com 
 
Counsel for LWVO Petitioners 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 
 
League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  
 
     Petitioners, 
 
v. 
 
Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 
 
     Respondents. 
 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
 
 

serves his objections and responses to Neiman and LWVO 

follows:  

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require exclusion of such 

statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court.  Any and all such objections and 

grounds are expressly reserved.  

derived from a review of the documents and materials maintained by Auditor Faber that would be 

likely to contain the information called for by the Requests.  These responses are subject to 

amendment and supplementation as Auditor Faber acquires additional information.  Auditor Faber 

states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his attorneys and may 
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not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the course of this 

litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses.  The fact that Auditor 

Faber responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that Auditor Faber 

accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such Response or 

objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts.  The fact that Auditor 

Faber responds to all or part of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as a 

waiver by Auditor Faber of any part of any objection to any Requests.  Auditor Faber will respond 

will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses or production would exceed 

the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Auditor 

Faber has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only.  To the extent any response 

or produced documents contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery by the 

work product doctrine or the attorney-client privilege, no waiver is intended, nor is any waiver 

intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to such protection or otherwise 

privileged.  

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
 
1.   

consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
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objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses.  

 
2.  All documents and communications concerning the drawing of Congressional districts in 

2022, including but not limited to communications between and/or among your employees, 
staff, officers, agents, or representatives. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 

 
3.   

hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with 

these responses. 
 

4.   
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 

 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 

 
5.  All documen  

Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission. 

 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 
 
6.  All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 

consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 
 

ANSWER:   Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with 
these responses. 
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7.  All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 

regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with 

these responses. 
 

8.  All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 
in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with 

these responses. 
 
9.  Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 

Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with 

these responses. 
 

10.  All documents relating to meetings both formal and informal of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
(or representatives thereof). 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Auditor Faber further objects that this 

knowledge.  The request seeks documents and information pertaining to meetings with 
Commission members, regardless of whether Auditor Faber was present.  The request also seeks 

beyond what Auditor Faber can provide.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, Auditor 
Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
 

11.  All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
for Ohio in 2022, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; 
all files or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to 
precinct names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election 
results, population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines 
for the 2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
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objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 

 
12.  All documents, including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 

communications, and timesheets or invoices, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, consulted, involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the 
General Assembly or its staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their 
staff, or the Ohio Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Auditor Faber further objects that this 
request seeks information beyond his knowledge as he does not speak for the entire General 
Assembly or the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, 
Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
13.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 

 
 

 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Auditor Faber further objects that this 
request is overly broad and vague.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, Auditor Faber 
refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 
 
14.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 

U.S Representative or U.S. Senator, including without limitation United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Auditor Faber further objects to the 
extent that this request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or outside of his 
possession, custody, or control.  Auditor Faber also objects that this request is not relevant, as 

Representatives, U.S. Senate, or their staff, have no bearing on whether or not the 2022 
Congressional district map violates the Ohio Constitution.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 

 
15.  All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 

Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee. 
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ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Auditor Faber further objects to the 
extent that this request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or outside of his 
possession, custody, or control.  Auditor Faber also objects that this request is not relevant, as even 
if Auditor Faber had communications with these organizations, those communications have no 
bearing on whether or not the 2022 Congressional district map violates the Ohio Constitution.  
Subject to and without waiving these objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents 
produced contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
16.  All documents relating to analysis conducted by you, any member of the Ohio General 

Assembly or their staff, the Ohio General Assembly or its staff, or the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission or its staff regarding whether any Proposed Plan complied with the Ohio 
Constitution, including but not limited to Article XIX, Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 
1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege, and to the extent that it seeks documents 
not in his possession, custody, or control.  Subject to and without waiving these objections, Auditor 
Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these responses. 

 
17.  All documents regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan performance or electoral 

outcomes of any district or districts in any Proposed Plan, including the March 2 Plan. 
 

ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 
 
18.  All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 

regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
Supreme Court thereof. 
 
ANSWER: Auditor Faber objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 

by the attorney-client privilege or work product privilege.  Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Auditor Faber refers Relators to documents produced contemporaneously with these 
responses. 

 
 
 
Submitted this 19th day of April, 2022.  
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
/s/ Julie M. Pfeiffer 
JULIE M. PFEIFFER (0069762) 
Counsel of Record 
JONATHAN D. BLANTON (0070035) 
Deputy Attorney General 
MICHAEL A. WALTON (0092201) 
ALLISON D. DANIEL (0096186) 
Assistant Attorneys General 
Constitutional Offices Section 
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel: 614-466-2872 | Fax: 614-728-7592 
Julie.Pfeiffer@OhioAGO.gov 
Jonathan.Blanton@OhioAGO.gov 
Michael.Walton@OhioAGO.gov 
Allison.Daniel@OhioAGO.gov 
 
Counsel for Secretary of State Frank LaRose 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was served via email on April 19, 2022 

upon the following:  

Abha Khanna (PHV 2189-2022) 
Ben Stafford (PHV 25433-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP  
1700 Seventh Ave., Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 656-0176 
akhanna@elias.law 
 
Jyoti Jasrasaria (PHV 25401-2022) 
Spencer W. Klein (PHV 25432-2022) 
Harleen K. Gambhir (PHV 25587-2022) 
Raisa Cramer (PHV 25880-2022) 
ELIAS LAW GROUP, LLP 
10 G St. NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
(202) 968-4490 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
 
Donald J. McTigue (0022849) 

Phillip J. Strach 
Thomas A. Farr 
John E. Branch, III 
Alyssa M. Riggins 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP  
4140 Parklake Ave., Suite 200  
Raleigh, NC 27612  
(919) 329-3812 
phil.strach@nelsonmullins.com  
  
Counsel for Respondents House Speaker Robert 
R. Cupp and Senate President Matt Huffman 
 

  
  

  
  

  
T: (614) 481-   
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       Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE COLOMBO & CLINGER, LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 263-7000 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
 
Counsel for Neiman Petitioners 
 
Freda J. Levenson (0045916) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
4506 Chester Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44103    
Tel: 614-586-1972 x 125 
flevenson@acluohio.org 
 
David J. Carey (0088787) 
ACLU of Ohio Foundation, Inc. 
1108 City Park Avenue, Suite 203 
Columbus, OH 43206 
(614) 586-1972 x2004 
dcarey@acluohio.org 
 
Alora Thomas 
Julie A. Ebenstein 
American Civil Liberties Union 
125 Broad Street  
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 519-7866 
athomas@aclu.org 
jebenstein@aclu.org 
 
Robert D. Fram (PHV 25414-2021) 
Donald Brown 
Joshua González (PHV 25424-2021) 
Juliana Goldrosen (PHV 25193-2021) 
David Denuyl (PHV 25452-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
Salesforce Tower 
415 Mission Street, Suite 5400 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2533 
(415) 591 6000 
rfram@cov.com 
 
James Smith 

F: (614) 481-   
  

  
  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission   
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Megan C. Keenan (PHV 25410-2021) 
Alexander Thomson (PHV 25462-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
One CityCenter 
850 Tenth Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001-4956 
(202) 662-6000 
mkeenan@cov.com 
 
Anupam Sharma (PHV 25418-2021) 
James Hovard (PHV 25420-2021) 
Yale Fu (PHV 25419-2021) 
Covington & Burling LLP 
3000 El Camino Real 
5 Palo Alto Square, 10th Floor 
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2112 
(650) 632-4700 
asharma@cov.com 
 
Madison Arent 
Covington & Burling LLP 
The New York Times Building 
620 Eighth Avenue 
New York, NY 10018-1405 
(212) 841 1000  
marent@cov.com 
 
Counsel for League of Women Voters of 
Ohio Petitioners  
 
 

 

     
 Respectfully submitted, 

 
/s/ Julie M. Pfeiffer 
JULIE M. PFEIFFER (0069762) 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

RAYMOND DIROSSI’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES  
TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 

Raymond DiRossi (“Mr. DiRossi”), by and through undersigned counsel serves his 

objections and responses to Petitioners’ Subpoena Duces Tecum as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Mr. DiRossi makes the following answers, responses, and objections to Petitioners’ 

Subpoena Duces Tecum (“Requests”). Each of the following responses is made subject to any and 

all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require exclusion of such 

statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and all such objections and 

grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Mr. DiRossi’s present knowledge, information, and belief, as 

derived from: a review of the documents and materials maintained by Mr. DiRossi that would be 

likely to contain the information called for by the Requests. These responses are subject to 

amendment and supplementation as Mr. DiRossi acquires additional information. Mr. DiRossi 

states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his attorneys and may 

not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the course of this 
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litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Mr. 

DiRossi responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that Mr. DiRossi 

accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such Response or 

objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. The fact that Mr. DiRossi 

responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not be construed as a 

waiver by Mr. DiRossi of any part of any objection to any Requests. Mr. DiRossi will respond to 

Petitioners requests in accordance with Rules 26 and 45 of the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure and 

will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses or production would exceed 

the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Mr. 

DiRossi has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent any 

response or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery 

by the work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, no waiver 

is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to such 

protection or otherwise privileged.  

Mr. DiRossi also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the relevant time frame 

in this action.  

Mr. DiRossi further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other similar 

methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is neither 

practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Mr. DiRossi also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his response was 

insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners given the 
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requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not reasonably 

limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Mr. DiRossi lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, and does not 

waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative privilege.  
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

 
1. All documents and communications concerning the General Assembly’s decision not to 

consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects on the ground that this request seeks information 
outside of his knowledge. Mr. DiRossi is not a legislator, and does not speak for the 
entire Ohio General Assembly. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. 
DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously.

2. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects on the ground that this request seeks information outside 
of his knowledge. Mr. DiRossi is not a Commission member, and does not speak for the 
entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Mr. DiRossi further objects that information 
regarding the hearings is largely publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
Website found at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously. 
 

3. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
Hearings during the Congressional  redistricting process.   

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects on the ground that this request seeks information outside 
of his knowledge. Mr. DiRossi is not a Commission member, and does not speak for the 
entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Mr. DiRossi further objects that information 
regarding the hearings is publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
Website found at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/.  
 

4. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Supreme Court’s January 14, 
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 
concerning that order and memorandum opinion’s applicability to congressional maps 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request because it seeks information covered by 
the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without waiving 
this request, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to comments made during the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission hearings regarding the Court order, and any non-privileged 
being produced contemporaneously. 

5. All documents and communications concerning the Commission’s analysis of Article XIX, 
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  
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ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it seeks 
documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Mr. DiRossi is not a member of the 
Ohio Redistricting Commission, and he does not speak for the entire Ohio Redistricting 
Commission. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi refers 
Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 

6. All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 
consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi states that he considered compliance to mean 
complying with all state and federal laws, and the Ohio Supreme Court’s Opinion in Adams 
v. DeWine as instructed by Speaker Cupp. Mr. DiRossi further refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.
 

7. All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 
regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER:  Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi states that mapdrawers were instructed to comply 
with all state and federal laws. Mr. DiRossi further refers Petitioners to documents being 
produced contemporaneously.  

 
8. All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 

in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents produced 
contemporaneously. 

9. Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 
Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents to being produced 
contemporaneously.  
 

10. All documents relating to meetings—both formal and informal—of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
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(or representatives thereof). 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. DiRossi further objects 
that this request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information outside of Mr. 
DiRossi’s knowledge. The request seeks documents and information pertaining to 
meetings with any Commission members, regardless of whether Mr. DiRossi was present. 
The request also seeks documents considered by “any” member of the Commission or their 
staff. Such a request is clearly out of proportion with Petitioners needs in this case, and 
beyond what Mr. DiRossi can provide.  
 

11. All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
for Ohio, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; all files 
or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to precinct 
names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election results, 
population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines for the 
2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi states that mapdrawers were instructed to comply 
with all state and federal laws, and the Court’s opinion in Adams v. DeWine. Mr. DiRossi 
further states that no racial data was considered in drawing the Congressional Plan adopted 
by the Commission on March 2, 2022. Subject to and without waiving these objections, 
Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously.
 

12. All documents including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices,  relating to consultants,  firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or other third parties consulted, 
involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the General Assembly or its 
staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff, or the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. DiRossi further objects 
that this request seeks information beyond his knowledge as he does not speak for the entire 
Commission or the entire General Assembly. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Mr. DiRossi refers to documents or contracts previously produced in Bennett 
v. ORC, 2021-1198, and produced contemporaneously.  
 

13. All communications with the Ohio Legislative Service Commission or any of its staff or 
directors relating to drawing any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to the extent this request seeks information covered by 
the legislative privilege or R.C. 101.30. Mr. DiRossi further objects that this Request is 
unduly broad and overly burdensome given that the Ohio Legislative Service Commission 
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had nothing to do with the drafting of the Congressional Plan challenged in this action, 
which was passed by the Commission, not the General Assembly.  
 

14. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 
member of Ohio’s General Assembly and (2) any current or former staff of any current or 
former member of Ohio’s General Assembly.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to the extent this request seeks information covered by 
the legislative privilege, the attorney client privilege, or the work-product privilege. 
Subject to and without waiving this objection, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents 
produced contemporaneously. 
 

15. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 
U.S Representative or U.S. Senator including, without limitation, United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 

ANSWER:  Mr. DiRossi objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. DiRossi further objects 
to the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or 
outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Mr. DiRossi also objects that this request is 
not relevant, as Mr. DiRossi’s communications with current or former members of the US 
House of Representatives, the US Senate, or their staff, have no bearing on whether or not 
the Congressional Plan passed by the Commission on March 2, 2022 violates the Ohio 
Constitution. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi refers 
Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously. 
 

16. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to the extent this Request seeks information covered by 
the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. DiRossi further objects to 
the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, or outside 
of his possession, custody, or control.  Mr. DiRossi also objects that this request is not 
relevant, as, even if Mr. DiRossi had communications with these organizations, those 
communications have no bearing on whether or not the Congressional Plan passed by the 
Commission on March 2, 2022 violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents produced 
contemporaneously.

17. All documents and communications regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan 
performance or electoral outcomes of any district or districts in the 2021 Congressional 
Plan.  
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ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it seeks 
documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously. 
 

18. All documents and communications related to the Section 1(C)(3)(d) statement.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it seeks 
documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Mr. DiRossi refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously. 
 

19. All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 
regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
Supreme Court thereof.  

ANSWER: Mr. DiRossi objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. DiRossi further objects 
that any communications or documents that merely reference the Ohio Supreme Court or 
its members is overbroad, unduly burdensome and represents an impermissible fishing 
expedition.  
 
This the 19th day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
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dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Mr. DiRossi 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 

4853-9866-8060 v.1 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 

Meryl Neiman, et al., 

League of Women Voters of Ohio, et al.,  

     Petitioners, 

v. 

Secretary of State Frank LaRose, et al., 

     Respondents. 

 
Case No. 2022-298 
 
Case No. 2022-303 
 
Consolidated 
 
Original Action Filed Pursuant to Ohio 
Constitution, Article XIX, Section 3(A) 
 
 
 
 

BLAKE SPRINGHETTI’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES  
TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 

Blake Springhetti (“Mr. Springhetti”), by and through undersigned counsel serves his 

objections and responses to Petitioners’ Subpoena Duces Tecum as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

Mr. Springhetti makes the following answers, responses, and objections to Petitioners’ 

Subpoena Duces Tecum (“Requests”). Each of the following responses is made subject to any and 

all objections as to competence, relevance, or other grounds that would require exclusion of such 

statement if made by a witness present and testifying in court. Any and all such objections and 

grounds are expressly reserved. 

The responses are based on Mr. Springhetti’s present knowledge, information, and belief, 

as derived from: a review of the documents and materials maintained by Mr. Springhetti that would 

be likely to contain the information called for by the Requests. These responses are subject to 

amendment and supplementation as Mr. Springhetti acquires additional information. Mr. 

Springhetti states that his responses to the Requests were prepared in consultation with his 

attorneys and may not exactly match the words or phrases that may be used by individuals in the 
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course of this litigation to describe events, policies, and practices discussed herein. 

No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that Mr. 

Springhetti responds or objects to any Requests should not be taken as an admission that Mr. 

Springhetti accepts or admits the existence of any facts assumed by such Requests or that such 

Response or objection constitutes admissible evidence as to any such assumed facts. The fact that 

Mr. Springhetti responds to part of or all of any Requests is not intended to be, and shall not be 

construed as a waiver by Mr. Springhetti of any part of any objection to any Requests. Mr. 

Springhetti will respond to Petitioners requests in accordance with Rules 26 and 45 of the Ohio 

Rules of Civil Procedure and will not provide responses or documents to the extent such responses 

or production would exceed the requirements of those Rules.  

Since the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure prohibit discovery of privileged matters, Mr. 

Springhetti has interpreted each Request to call for discoverable matter only. To the extent any 

response or produced document contains or refers to matters otherwise protected from discovery 

by the work product doctrine, the attorney-client privilege, or the legislative privilege, no waiver 

is intended, nor is any waiver intended as to any other matters that are or may be subject to such 

protection or otherwise privileged.  

Mr. Springhetti also objects that none of these Requests are limited to the relevant time 

frame in this action.  

Mr. Springhetti further objects to providing documents with .TIFF imaging or other similar 

methods, and accompanying metadata. With such a short time for discovery, this request is neither 

practical, nor is the cost an economically appropriate burden for the taxpayers of Ohio. 

Mr. Springhetti also objects on the grounds that the time frame allowed for his response 

was insufficient to conduct the burdensome document search requested by Petitioners given the 
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requests are overly broad, request information that is entirely irrelevant, and are not reasonably 

limited in either time or scope. 

These responses are provided solely for the purpose of and in relation to this action. 

While Mr. Springhetti lodges numerous objections as to legislative privilege, and does not 

waive these objections, no documents have been withheld on the basis of legislative privilege.  
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

 
1. All documents and communications concerning the General Assembly’s decision not to 

consider or vote on any Congressional maps in 2022. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects on the ground that this request seeks information 
outside of his knowledge. Mr. Springhetti is not a legislator, and does not speak for the 
entire Ohio General Assembly. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. 
Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously.  

2. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
hearings during the Congressional redistricting process in 2022.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects on the ground that this request seeks information 
outside of his knowledge. Mr. Springhetti is not a Commission member, and does not speak 
for the entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Mr. Springhetti further objects that 
information regarding the hearings is largely publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission’s Website found at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/. Subject to and without 
waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously. 
 

3. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Redistricting Commission’s 
Hearings during the Congressional  redistricting process.   

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects on the ground that this request seeks information 
outside of his knowledge. Mr. Springhetti is not a Commission member, and does not speak 
for the entire Ohio Redistricting Commission. Mr. Springhetti further objects that 
information regarding the hearings is publicly available on the Ohio Redistricting 
Commission’s Website found at https://redistricting.ohio.gov/.  
 

4. All documents and communications concerning the Ohio Supreme Court’s January 14, 
2022 order and memorandum opinion invalidating the Ohio Congressional district plan 
adopted by the General Assembly in 2021, including any documents or communications 
concerning that order and memorandum opinion’s applicability to congressional maps 
passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission in 2022.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request because it seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and without 
waiving this request, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to comments made during the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission hearings regarding the Court order, and any non-privileged 
being produced contemporaneously. 

5. All documents and communications concerning the Commission’s analysis of Article XIX, 
Section 1(C)(3)(a) and Section 1(C)(3)(b) of the Ohio Constitution or its applicability to 
congressional maps passed by the Ohio Redistricting Commission.  
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ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it 
seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Mr. Springhetti is not a member 
of the Ohio Redistricting Commission, and he does not speak for the entire Ohio 
Redistricting Commission. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. 
Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 

6. All documents and communications concerning any factors you considered in the creation, 
consideration, and/or passage of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti states that he considered compliance to 
mean complying with all state and federal laws, and the Ohio Supreme Court’s Opinion in 
Adams v. DeWine as instructed by Speaker Cupp. Mr. Springhetti further refers Petitioners 
to documents being produced contemporaneously. 
 

7. All documents and communications concerning any instructions you received or provided 
regarding the creation of any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER:  Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti states that mapdrawers were instructed 
to comply with all state and federal laws. Mr. Springhetti further refers Petitioners to 
documents being produced contemporaneously.  

 
8. All documents and communications concerning any Proposed Plan, including (as specified 

in the definition above) any drafts thereof. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents produced 
contemporaneously. 

9. Documents sufficient to establish all persons who assisted you in the creation of any 
Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents being produced 
contemporaneously.  
 

10. All documents relating to meetings—both formal and informal—of any Commission 
members related to the drawing of Congressional maps, including, without limitation, 
testimony, meeting minutes, data sets, maps, notes, and plans submitted to, created by, or 
otherwise considered by you, any member of the Commission or their staff; minutes, 
agendas, or presentations from Commission hearings or meetings; and any related 
communications, including, but not limited to, those with any member of the Commission 
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(or representatives thereof). 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. Springhetti 
further objects that this request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information 
outside of Mr. Springhetti’s knowledge. The request seeks documents and information 
pertaining to meetings with any Commission members, regardless of whether Mr. 
Springhetti was present. The request also seeks documents considered by “any” member 
of the Commission or their staff. Such a request is clearly out of proportion with Petitioners 
needs in this case, and beyond what Mr. Springhetti can provide.  
 

11. All documents relating to information that was used to draw Congressional district maps 
for Ohio, including, without limitation, and produced in native format: shapefiles; all files 
or data sets used in Maptitude or other mapping software; and files pertaining to precinct 
names, precinct lines, partisan indexes or other partisan data, racial data, election results, 
population shifts, voter registration, voter affiliation, or changing census block lines for the 
2018 election, 2020 election, and current redistricting cycle. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Subject to and 
without waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti states that mapdrawers were instructed 
to comply with all state and federal laws, and the Court’s opinion in Adams v. DeWine. Mr. 
Springhetti further states that no racial data was considered in drawing the Congressional 
Plan adopted by the Commission on March 2, 2022. Subject to and without waiving these 
objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously.
 

12. All documents including, without limitation, requests for proposals, proposals, contracts, 
communications, and timesheets or invoices,  relating to consultants,  firms, vendors, or 
other third parties, including, without limitation, John Morgan, Christopher Glassburn, 
Clark Bensen, relating to consultants, firms, vendors, or other third parties consulted, 
involved in, or communicated with by you, any member of the General Assembly or its 
staff, any member of the Ohio Redistricting Commission or their staff, or the Ohio 
Redistricting Commission or its staff, relating to any Proposed Plan.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. Springhetti further 
objects that this request seeks information beyond his knowledge as he does not speak for 
the entire Commission or the entire General Assembly. Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers to documents or contracts previously produced in 
Bennett v. ORC, 2021-1198, and produced contemporaneously.  
 

13. All communications with the Ohio Legislative Service Commission or any of its staff or 
directors relating to drawing any Proposed Plan. 

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to the extent this request seeks information covered by 
the legislative privilege or R.C. 101.30. Mr. Springhetti further objects that this Request is 
unduly broad and overly burdensome given that the Ohio Legislative Service Commission 
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had nothing to do with the drafting of the Congressional Plan challenged in this action, 
which was passed by the Commission, not the General Assembly.  
 

14. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan, with (1) any current or former 
member of Ohio’s General Assembly and (2) any current or former staff of any current or 
former member of Ohio’s General Assembly.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to the extent this request seeks information covered by 
the legislative privilege, the attorney client privilege, or the work-product privilege. 
Subject to and without waiving this objection, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to 
documents produced contemporaneously. 
 

15. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with (1) any current or former 
U.S Representative or U.S. Senator including, without limitation, United States House of 
Representatives Republican Leadership and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
(2) any current or former staff of any current or former U.S. Representative or U.S. Senator. 

ANSWER:  Mr. Springhetti objects to the extent this Request calls for information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. Springhetti further 
objects to the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, 
or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Mr. Springhetti also objects that this 
request is not relevant, as Mr. Springhetti’s communications with current or former 
members of the US House of Representatives, the US Senate, or their staff, have no bearing 
on whether or not the Congressional Plan passed by the Commission on March 2, 2022 
violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject to and without waiving these objections, Mr. 
Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents produced contemporaneously.
 

16. All communications relating to drawing any Proposed Plan with the Republican National 
Committee, the Ohio Republican Party, including, without limitation, Robert Paduchik, the 
National Republican Redistricting Trust, the National Republican Congressional 
Committee, including, without limitation, National Republican Congressional Committee 
Chair Tom Emmer, or any political action committee.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to the extent this Request seeks information covered 
by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. Springhetti further 
objects to the extent that this Request seeks information not within his personal knowledge, 
or outside of his possession, custody, or control.  Mr. Springhetti also objects that this 
request is not relevant, as, even if Mr. Springhetti had communications with these 
organizations, those communications have no bearing on whether or not the Congressional 
Plan passed by the Commission on March 2, 2022 violates the Ohio Constitution. Subject 
to and without waiving these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents 
produced contemporaneously. 

17. All documents and communications regarding the potential, expected, or likely partisan 
performance or electoral outcomes of any district or districts in the 2021 Congressional 
Plan.  

NEIMAN_EVID_00775



ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it 
seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents produced 
contemporaneously. 
 

18. All documents and communications related to the Section 1(C)(3)(d) statement.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges, and to the extent it 
seeks documents not in his possession, custody, or control. Subject to and without waiving 
these objections, Mr. Springhetti refers Petitioners to documents produced 
contemporaneously.
 

19. All documents and communications, dated between January 1, 2022, and the present, 
regarding the Ohio Supreme Court and/or any member of the Ohio Supreme Court, that 
relates in any way to the reapportionment of districts in Ohio or any decision of the Ohio 
Supreme Court thereof.  

ANSWER: Mr. Springhetti objects to this Request to the extent it seeks information 
covered by the attorney-client, work product, or legislative privileges. Mr. Springhetti 
further objects that any communications or documents that merely reference the Ohio 
Supreme Court or its members is overbroad, unduly burdensome and represents an 
impermissible fishing expedition.  
 
This the 19th day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach    
Phillip J. Strach (PHV 2022-25444) 
phillip.strach@nelsonmullins.com 
Thomas A. Farr (PHV 2022-25461) 
tom.farr@nelsonmullins.com 
John E. Branch, III (PHV 2022-25460) 
john.branch@nelsonmullins.com 
Alyssa M. Riggins (PHV 2022-2544) 
alyssa.riggins@nelsonmullins.com 
NELSON MULLINS RILEY & 
SCARBOROUGH LLP 
4140 Parklake Avenue, Suite 200 
Raleigh, NC 27612 
Telephone: (919) 329-3800 

W. Stuart Dornette (0002955) 
Beth A. Bryan (0082076) 
Philip D. Williamson (0097174) 
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 1800 
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Cincinnati, OH 45202-3957 
Telephone: (513) 381-2838 
dornette@taftlaw.com 
bryan@taftlaw.com 
pwilliamson@taftlaw.com 

Counsel for Mr. Springhetti 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this the 19th day of April, 2022, I have served the foregoing 
document by email: 

Jonathan D. Blanton  
Jonathan.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Michael Walton 
Michael.Walton@ohioAGO.gov  
Julie Pfieffer 
Julie.Pfieffer@ohioAGO.gov 
Allison D. Daniel 
Allison.Blanton@ohioAGO.gov  
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Secretary of 
State Frank LaRose 
 
 
Erik Clark 
ejclark@organlegal.com 
Ashley Merino 
amerino@organlegal.com  
 
Counsel for Respondent Ohio Redistricting 
Commission 
 
 

Abha Khanna  
Ben Stafford  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
1700 Seventh Ave, Suite 2100 
Seattle, WA 98101 
akhanna@elias.law 
bstafford@elias.law 

Aria C. Branch  
Jyoti Jasrasaria  
Spencer W. Klein  
Harleen K. Gambhir  
ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP 
10 G St NE, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20002 
abranch@elias.law 
jjasrasaria@elias.law 
sklein@elias.law 
hgambhir@elias.law 

Donald J. McTigue* (0022849) 
  *Counsel of Record 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 
MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 
545 East Town Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 
dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 
dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

Counsel for Petitioners 

 

/s/ Phillip J. Strach 

4861-7592-4764 v.1 
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