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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

EL PASO DIVISION 

LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN AMERICAN 

CITIZENS, et al., 
Plaintiffs, 

EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, et al., 
Plaintiff-Intervenors, 

V. 

GREG ABBOTT, et al., 
Defendants. 

 

3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB 
[Lead Case] 

& 

All Consolidated Cases

STATE DEFENDANTS’ UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR LEAVE TO EXCEED THE PAGE LIMIT ON THEIR 
RESPONSE TO GONZALES PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Defendants Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as Governor of Texas, Jane Nelson in her 

official capacity as Secretary of State of Texas, Dave Nelson, in his official capacity as Deputy 

Secretary of State, and the State of Texas, respectfully move this Court for leave to exceed the page 

limit on their “Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction.” 

Motion 

Local Rule CV-7(D) limits responses to non-discovery motions to 20 pages, absent leave of 

court. State Defendants request an additional eleven pages, exclusive of caption, signature blocks, 

certificates, and attachments, to adequately present the necessary factual background, legal 

arguments, and supporting authority. This enlargement is requested for good cause to respond to 

Gonzales Plaintiffs’ twenty-seven page Motion for Preliminary Injunction, address a complex factual 

background, and ensure a fair presentation of State Defendants’ arguments. Counsel for State 

Defendants conferred with Counsel for Plaintiffs who indicated Plaintiffs do not oppose this request. 

Prayer 

For the foregoing reasons, State Defendants respectfully request the Court grant their Motion 

for Leave to Exceed the Page Limit in Their Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary 

Injunction. 
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I.  Introduction 

“The VRA is being chipped away, and the only thing left for us now is Section 2. 
And we’re not going to win under Section 2 unless we show that this act by the 
State of Texas if it does it – And I pray that it won’t, I take no delight in saying what 
I say – But if we don’t say that this is racial, if we don’t indicate that, we’re not going to 
get to Section 2 and we can’t win.”1  

Congressman Al Green did a rare thing when testifying before the Senate Redistricting 

Committee against the challenged map: He said the quiet part out loud. Namely, it does not matter 

what actions the Texas Legislature takes. The Supreme Court described this case in warning courts 

to be “wary of plaintiffs who seek to transform federal courts into ‘weapons of political warfare’ 

that will deliver victories that eluded them ‘in the political arena’” in an effort to “sidestep [the] 

holding in Rucho that partisan-gerrymandering claims are not justiciable in federal court.” 

Alexander v. S.C. State Conf. of the NAACP, 602 U.S. 1, 11, 21 (2024) (citation omitted); c.f. Rucho 

v. Common Cause, 588 U.S. 684, 718 (2019). Gonzales Plaintiffs have built their legal strategy 

around the Congressman’s advice. They take what Texas Democrats themselves called “a naked, 

partisan, political power grab”2 and characterize it instead as an “intentional manipulation of 

district lines to suppress minority voting strength.” ECF 1149 at 3. The allegation, however, falls 

apart on close scrutiny. 

As anyone with a television or social media account knows, the decision to redraw Texas’s 

congressional lines occurred in the midst of a bitter, nationwide fight over partisan 

gerrymandering—a story that spans decades. 

When the Texas Legislature redrew maps for the U.S. Congressional delegation in 2011 

following the 2010 census, it took an aggressive approach aimed at maximizing the number of 

Republican-leaning districts. While this initially yielded the desired partisan results, Republican 

losses in a 2018 wave election revealed that the “map that Republicans had drawn at the beginning 

of the 2010s started to look like what is genuinely referred to in peer-reviewed literature as a 
 

1 Ex. A, Testimony on Congressional Redistricting before the Senate Special Comm. on Congressional 
Redistricting, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. 36 (July 28, 2025) (Representative Al Green speaking) (emphasis 
added). 

2 Ex. B, S. J. of Tex. 89th Leg., 1st C.S. 64 (Aug. 22, 2025) (Sen. Royce West). 
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dummymander.”3 See Davis v. Bandemer, 478 U.S. 109, 152 (1986) (O’Connor, J., concurring in 

the judgment) (describing how “political gerrymandering is a self-limiting enterprise” because, 

“to gerrymander, the legislative majority must weaken some of its safe seats, thus exposing its own 

incumbents to greater risks of defeat”); cf. Rucho, 588 U.S. at 703 (recognizing the credibility of 

Justice O’Connor’s Bandemer opinion given her “extensive experience in state and local politics”). 

Once bitten, twice shy, the Legislature took a more cautious approach when crafting Texas’s 

statewide maps in 2021, favoring safe seats. As a consequence, the 2021 congressional map 

increased Republicans’ electoral advantage, but to quote Plaintiffs’ expert Dr. Moon Duchin, the 

final configuration “left a lot on the table.”4 

This decision to favor security over ambition ended up having national implications. In 

contrast to Texas’s cautious approach, Democrat-controlled states adopted far more aggressive 

gerrymanders that systematically diluted Republican votes and gave Democrats a leg up in the 

contest for control of the U.S. House of Representatives. To offer an example, only three, or 17.6 

percent, of Illinois’s 17 Congressional Representatives are Republican5 despite its overall 

population voting Republican more than 40 percent of the time.6 In New York, Democrats control 

19 out of 26 seats in Congress even though more than 40 percent of the electorate backed Trump 

in the 2024 presidential race. New Mexico, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, meanwhile, all have 

100% Democratic Congressional delegations, even though the Republican presidential candidate 

received a considerable percentage of the vote in each state in Presidential elections in both 2020 

(44%, 39%, and 32%, respectively) and 2024 (46%, 42%, and 36%). 

Enter, President Donald Trump. Mindful of history showing that a president’s political 

 
3 Trial Tr. Jun. 9, 2025 AM at 82:23–25 
4 Trial Tr. May 31, 2025 AM at 57:24–25. 
5 Ex. C, United States House of Representatives Directory of Representatives, 

https://www.house.gov/representatives. 
6 Ex. D, Illinois President Results: Harris Wins, https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2024-elections/illinois-

president-results (43.5 percent voting for Trump in the 2024 presidential election). 
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party tends to lose House seats in mid-term election years and concerned that a Democrat majority 

would disrupt his national agenda, President Trump demanded that Republican legislatures fight 

fire with fire. He called on Texas lawmakers to find five additional congressional seats; he then 

sought to impose whatever political pressure he could to secure the Legislature’s agreement. As is 

often the case, “[w]hen Donald Trump says jump, the Republicans simply ask how high[.]”7 

Governor Abbott thus called a first and then a second special legislative session to consider a more 

aggressive partisan map, which the Legislature eventually adopted. It is this political arms-race that 

motivated Texas legislators to redistrict mid-decade, not race. And it is the countervailing desire 

to see Republicans fail that drives Gonzales Plaintiffs’ motion. 

II. Background 

In 2021, as the COVID pandemic raged, the Texas legislature passed a Congressional Map 

(“the 2021 Map”) which increased minority representation in Congress.8 To ensure the map was 

compliant with the Voting Rights Act (“VRA”), the legislature drew the map race blind and 

subsequently passed the map to outside counsel to review for VRA compliance.9 Representatives 

repeatedly stated that the map was drawn blind to race and emphasized that they did not consider 

race when drawing the districts.10 In drawing the 2021 Map, Texas aimed to maintain and increase 

its Republican districts and also prioritized incumbent desires.11 The result was a map that “left a 

lot” of Republican districts “on the table.”12 But before Governor Abbott even signed the 2021 

Map into law, Plaintiff groups sued to preliminarily enjoin it, alleging that it violated Section 2 of 

the Voting Rights Act and the United States Constitution. ECF 1 (LULAC, et al.’s Compl. (Oct. 

 
7 Ex. E, Leader Jeffries: “Republicans are Desperately Trying to Cling on to Power,” 

https://jeffries.house.gov/2025/08/07/leader-jeffries-republicans-are-desperately-trying-to-cling-on-to-
power/. 

8 See e.g., Trial Tr. 6/6/25 PM at 83:25–84:10 (creating CD 35 as a new majority Hispanic District). 
9 See e.g., Trial Tr. 6/7/25 PM at 95:12– 99:20; Trial Tr. 6/10/25 PM at 81:15–84:7. 
10 See, e.g., Trial Tr. 6/10/25 AM at 96:9–97:11. 
11 See Trial Tr. 6/7/25 PM at 33:10-24. 
12 Trial Tr. 05/31/25 AM at 57:24-25. 
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18, 2021)). Plaintiffs claimed the 2021 Map should have been more compact and that the districts 

were oddly shaped. See e.g., ECF 1108 p. 4, ECF 977 p. 4. Plaintiffs argued that the 2021 Map did 

not have enough Hispanic majority districts. ECF 977 p. 1 (Gonzales Pls’ Pretrial Br.). Plaintiffs 

complained that the 2021 Map decreased the Black voting age population in CD 18. ECF 989 p. 4 

(Intervenors’ Pretrial Memo). Plaintiffs argued that the Legislature’s insistence that it did not 

consider race when drawing the maps was “suspicious.”13 Plaintiffs’ witnesses forcibly introduced 

racial data to the 2021 Legislature because it was of the utmost importance that the Legislature 

know the racial impact of the map they were voting for.14 This is the map Plaintiffs now request as 

their remedy. 

On June 9th, 2025, President Trump’s redistricting pressure campaign began when the 

New York Times reported that the Trump administration was looking to strong-arm state 

legislatures into redistricting to “pick up as many as four or five House seats in 2026 . . . .”15 The 

rationale behind the President’s request is simple. Republicans currently have a razor-thin majority 

in the United States House of Representatives; if Democrats flip four seats in the upcoming 

midterm elections, they would take control of the House.16 The Texas Tribune reported on June 

11, 2025, that President Trump’s political advisors were urging Governor Abbott to call a special 

session to redraw the Congressional map, with the aim of giving Republicans a better chance to flip 

Democrat-held seats in the 2026 midterm.17 In a poor and legally-unsound attempt to provide 

political cover for Texas to redistrict mid-decade, the Department of Justice issued a letter (“the 

Dhillon Letter”) threatening to sue Texas if it did not redistrict. ECF 1114-2. Although Governor 
 

13 Trial Tr. 5/27/25 PM at 135:6–21. 
14 See e.g., Trial Tr. 5/23/25 AM at 63:1–4. 
15 Ex. F, David Goodman & Shane Goldmacher, White House Pushes Texas to Redistrict, Hoping to Blunt 

Democratic Gains, (June 9, 2025), https://www.nytimes.com/2025/06/09/us/politics/trump-texas-
redistricting.html. 

16 Ex. G, Member Data, Party Breakdown, https://pressgallery.house.gov/member-data/party-breakdown. 
17 Ex. H, Owen Dahlkamp & Natalia Contreras, Trump Aides Want Texas to Redraw Its Congressional Maps to 

Boost the GOP. What Would that Mean?, (Jun. 11, 2025) https://www.texastribune.org/2025/06/11/texas-
congress-midcycle-redistricting-trump-republicans/. 
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Abbott, represented by Attorney General Paxton, rejected the legal reasoning of the DOJ Letter 

and affirmed that “[T]he Texas legislature did not pass race-based electoral districts for any of 

those three political maps,” ECF 1116-1 at 2, Governor Abbott nevertheless ordered a special 

session and placed redistricting on the call.18 

On July 24th, the House Select Committee on Congressional Redistricting held the first of 

a series of public hearings regarding the topic of Congressional Redistricting.19 At this hearing, 

Democratic members of the committee and Democratic politicians offered testimony 

corroborating the partisan nature of the redistricting effort. Congresswoman Sylvia Garcia testified 

that the Dhillon letter “is just a pretext to go in there and just change everything to get those five 

districts that the felon in the White House needs to maintain his power.”20 Democratic House 

Representative Senfronia Thompson stated that the DOJ Letter was an absurdity because the 

Texas House would never pass a race-based map.21 But Texas Democrats were desperate to 

prevent Republicans from giving Trump the five Congressional seats that he desired. So more than 

50 Democratic Texas legislators fled the state to deprive the Texas House of Representatives of 

the quorum needed to take legislative action.22 While the Texas House could not act without a 

quorum, the Texas Senate was under no such constraint.23 The Senate voted to pass S.B. 4 on 

August 12, in a straight party line 19-2 vote with 9 of the Senate’s 11 Democrats walking out in 

 
18 Ex. I. Governor Abbott Announces Special Session Agenda, Office of the Texas Governor, (July 9th, 2025), 

https://gov.texas.gov/news/post/governor-abbott-announces-special-session-agenda-. 
19 Ex. J, Hearing on Redistricting Before the House Select Comm. on Redistricting, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. (July 

24, 2025). 
20 Ex. J at 67. 
21 Ex. J at 27. 
22 Ex. K, Kayla Guo & Eleanor Klibanoff, Texas House Democrats flee the state in bid to block GOP’s proposed 

congressional map, (Aug. 3, 2025) https://www.texastribune.org/2025/08/03/texas-democrats-quorum-
break-redistricting-map/. 

23 Ex. L, S. J. of Tex. 89th Leg., 1st C.S. (Aug. 4, 2025) (introducing SB4). 
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protest.24 The House reestablished quorum in the Second Special Session on August 18, 2025.25 

On August 20, after eight hours of debate, the House voted 88-52 to pass Plan C2333 as H.B. 4.26 

The full Senate passed H.B. 4 after midnight on August 23.27 

The 2025 Map not only increases Republican partisan advantage, but it should also resolve 

Plaintiffs’ grievances with the 2021 Map—the 2025 Map is a more compact map with additional 

majority-minority districts. As a side effect of its partisan goals, the 2025 Map adds three majority-

minority districts, one Hispanic and two Black. ECF 1133-26 pp. 2, 3. (“Ansolabehere’s August 

2025 Report”).  The 2025 Map is more compact than the 2021 Map by every judicially recognized 

measure.28 The Legislature followed the same procedure as in 2021 and provided the map to 

outside counsel for a VRA compliance check.29 But this time, the Legislature was more prepared 

to answer questions about the racial makeup of the map, as Plaintiffs previously requested—that 

is, after drawing the map blind to race and checking for VRA compliance, some legislators availed 

themselves of publicly available VAP data to answer criticisms of the map during debate. Miller v. 

Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 916 (1995) (stating that awareness of race is distinct from being motivated 

by race); Alexander, 602 U.S. at 22 (same). Discriminatory purpose implies more than awareness 

of consequences. Miller, 515 U.S. at 916 (citing, inter alia, Pers. Adm’r of Mass. v. Feeney, 442 U.S. 

256, 279 (1979)). It implies that the decisionmaker “selected or reaffirmed a particular course of 

action at least in part ‘because of,’ not merely ‘in spite of,’ its adverse effects” upon an identifiable 

group. Id. (citation omitted)   

Plaintiffs now cite those legislators’ knowledge of that publicly-available VAP data as 

 
24 Ex. M, Testimony on S.B. 4 on the Floor of the Senate, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. 16 (Aug. 12, 2025). 
25 Ex. N, Testimony on H.B. 4 Before the House Select Comm. on Congressional Redistricting, 89th Leg. 

2nd C.S. 3 (Aug. 18, 2025). 
26 Ex. O, H.J. of Tex. 89th Leg., 2nd C.S. 65 (Aug. 20, 2025). 
27 Ex. B, S. J. of Tex., 89th Leg., 2nd C.S. 61 (Aug. 22, 2025). 
28 Ex. M at 11. 
29 Ex. M at 11. 
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evidence of intentional discrimination. Mere months ago, Plaintiffs argued that the legislator’s 

consistent statements that they did not consider race supported a finding that they in fact did 

consider race.30 Now, Gonzales Plaintiffs argue that Representative Hunter’s failure to disavow 

knowledge of publicly-available VAP data supports a finding of intentional discrimination. ECF 

1149 p. 6. Plaintiffs trip over themselves in contradictions because Plaintiffs’ real complaint is that 

Texas’s 2025 Congressional Map is set to elect five more Republicans to the U.S. House of 

Representatives. However, the fairness of partisan redistricting schemes is a question “beyond the 

reach of federal courts[,]” Rucho, 588 U.S. at 716, so Plaintiffs bring claims of racial discrimination 

instead, just as the Supreme Court warned would occur, Alexander, 602 U.S. at 11. As 

Congressman Al Green said, “if we don’t say that this is racial . . . we can’t win.”31  

III. Legal Standard 

To be entitled to a preliminary injunction, the applicant bears the burden of proving (1) a 

substantial likelihood of success on the merits, (2) a substantial threat of irreparable harm if the 

injunction is not granted, (3) that the threatened injury outweighs the threatened harm if the 

injunction is granted, and (4) that granting the injunction will not disserve the public interest. 

Bluefield Water Ass’n, Inc. v. City of Starkville, Miss., 577 F.3d 250, 252-53 (5th Cir. 2009) (citing 

Lake Charles Diesel, Inc. v. Gen. Motors Corp., 328 F.3d 192, 195-96 (5th Cir. 2003)). A “preliminary 

injunction is an extraordinary remedy which should not be granted unless the party seeking it has 

‘clearly carried the burden of persuasion’ and all four requirements.” Id. at 253 (citing Lake Charles 

Diesel, Inc., 328 F.3d 192, 196 (5th Cir. 2003)). Preliminary injunctions are extraordinary equitable 

relief that are not awarded as of right. Starbucks Corp. v. McKinney, 602 U.S. 339, 345-46 (2024); 

see also Benisek v. Lamone, 585 U.S. 155, 158 (2018) (per curiam) (applying this standard in a 

redistricting case). 

 
30 See Trial Tr. 5/27/25 PM at 135:6–21. 
31 Ex. A at 36:14-24. 
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IV. Argument 

Gonzales Plaintiffs focus their preliminary injunction motion on racial vote dilution and 

racial gerrymandering claims. See ECF 1149 pp. 7–20. As an initial matter, these claims are district-

specific, Bethune-Hill v. Virginia State Bd. of Elections, 580 U.S. 178, 191 (2017) (racial 

gerrymandering); Gill v. Whitford, 585 U.S. 48, 66 (2018) (intentional vote dilution), but Gonzalez 

Plaintiffs attempt to challenge “HB 4,” a complete redistricting plan. ECF 1149 pp. 7, 15. 

Precedent forecloses redistricting claims “with respect to the State as an undifferentiated whole.”    

Alabama Legislative Black Caucus v. Alabama, 575 U.S. 254, 264 (2015). Insofar as they intend to 

unveil district-specific claims in the future, Gonzales Plaintiffs have frustrated the State 

Defendants’ ability to respond to their motion. It should be denied on that basis alone. 

In all events, Gonzales Plaintiffs’ intent-based claims are unlikely to succeed. Racial-

gerrymandering and intentional vote-dilution claims are distinct causes of action, Alexander, 602 

U.S. at 38, but are founded on common principles under the Fourteenth and Fifteenth 

Amendments, see Miller, 515 U.S. at 911. Those provisions not offended by state action that merely 

has “a racially disproportionate impact.” Vill. of Arlington Heights v. Metro. Hous. Dev. Corp., 429 

U.S. 252, 265 (1977) (Fourteenth Amendment); City of Mobile v. Bolden, 446 U.S. 55, 65 (1980) 

(same for Fifteenth Amendment). Instead, these provisions protect individuals from “racial 

classifications,” Shaw v. Reno, 509 U.S. 630, 651 (1993) (Shaw I), which can arise in two ways: A 

state actor may employ a racial classification that is “explicit” in a statute, regulation, or policy, or 

else a “facially neutral law” may be proven to be “motivated by a racial purpose or object,” Hunt 

v. Cromartie, 526 U.S. 541, 546 (1999) (Cromartie I), and to have achieved a discriminatory 

“effect,” Shaw I, 509 U.S. at 641. There is no express classification here because H.B. 4 “classifies 

tracts of land, precincts, or census blocks, and is race neutral on its face.” Cromartie I, 526 U.S. at 

547. “The Fifteenth Amendment does not entail the right” of any racial group to have its preferred 

“candidates elected.” City of Mobile, 466 U.S. at 64; see Rogers v. Lodge, 458 U.S. 613, 624 (1982). 
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This is a case where “‘assessing . . . motivation” presents “an inherently complex 

endeavor,” Cromartie I, 526 U.S. at 547, which begins “with a presumption that the legislature 

acted in good faith.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 6. “[A] court must be sensitive to the complex 

interplay of forces that enter a legislature’s redistricting calculus.” Abbott v. Perez, 585 U.S. 579, 

603 (2018) (citation omitted). Gonzalez Plaintiffs’ vote-dilution claim entails the standard 

elements of “discriminatory purpose and discriminatory effect.” Harding v. Cnty. of Dallas, 948 

F.3d 302, 312 (5th Cir. 2020); see Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38. As for intent, it must be proven that 

race was “a ‘but for’ motivation for the enactment.” Hunter v. Underwood, 471 U.S. 222, 232 

(1985); see Shaw I, 509 U.S. at 641. By comparison, the analytically distinct racial-gerrymandering 

claim requires proof that race was the “predominant motive for the design of the district as a 

whole.” Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 188. A plaintiff must prove that “race was the predominant 

factor motivating the legislature’s decision to place a significant number of voters within or without 

a particular district.” Miller, 515 U.S. at 916. However, a racial-gerrymandering plaintiff need not 

show that the legislature had the purpose, or achieved the effect, of minimizing or cancelling voting 

potential of racial minorities.32 Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38. Neither standard is met here. 

A. The Texas Legislature Did Not Intentionally Discriminate Against Racial Minorities 
When It Drew the 2025 Congressional Map. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs’ claim that the 2025 Map is the result of intentional vote dilution against 

Hispanics defies both logic and fact. The evidence does not establish any “purposeful device ‘to 

minimize or cancel out the voting potential of racial or ethnic minorities[.]’” Miller, 515 U.S. at 911 

(citation omitted). Nor would it make sense to claim that a Republican-controlled legislature 

enacted the 2025 Map to cancel out the voting potential of the demographic group trending most 

toward Republicans. President Trump requested Texas re-draw its map to include five more 

 
32 Alexander overrides a prior, imprecise assertion of this Court that “the only practical difference between 

intentional-vote-dilution and racial-gerrymandering claims is that racial gerrymandering is harder to show,” 
League of United Latin Am. Citizens v. Abbott, 604 F. Supp. 3d 463, 509 (W.D. Tex. 2022). See Alexander, 
602 U.S. at 38–39 (indicating respects in which the vote-dilution burden is more demanding). 
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Republican districts, and Texas did so. Gonzales Plaintiffs’ objection to that is non-justiciable. 

Rucho, 588 U.S. at 718. Their effort to dress a partisan claim in racial garb falls short. 

1. Gonzales Plaintiffs present no direct evidence of racial discrimination. 

Direct evidence shows the purpose of the 2025 Map was to increase Republican 

performance across the state, not to intentionally racially discriminate.33 Gonzales Plaintiffs 

cherry-pick statements and allege they serve as “direct” evidence that the legislature acted with 

discriminatory intent. These statements do not suffice to carry Gonzales Plaintiffs’ burden because 

they are not direct evidence. Direct evidence of intentional racial discrimination exists when there 

is evidence of a “consensus within the legislature” that new districts should be drawn specifically 

to allow members of a racial group to elect Congressional representatives, when the State concedes 

in litigation that the districts were created for the purpose of enhancing a racial group’s districts, 

and when testimony of individual state officials confirmed that the decision to intentionally create 

race based districts was made “at the outset of the process and never seriously questioned.” Bush 

v. Vera, 517 U.S. 952, 960-61 (1996). In other words, direct evidence of discriminatory intent exists 

when legislators repeatedly tell their colleagues “in no uncertain terms” that a district was drawn 

with a race-based goal and that goal was communicated to the legislature’s consultant and the 

consultant corroborates that instruction. Cooper v. Harris, 581 U.S. 285, 299-300 (2017). There is 

no such evidence here. Gonzales Plaintiffs acknowledge much of what they call “direct” evidence 

is contradictory. ECF 1149 p. 4 (noting that Governor Abbott’s forceful denials of the Dhillon 

Letter’s charge of racial gerrymandering conflicts with Governor Abbott’s “seizing” of the alleged 

racial justification for redistricting). The statements Gonzales Plaintiffs rely on are at best 

ambiguous and their meaning is genuinely disputed. 

No Direct Evidence of Race-Based Line Drawing. Gonzales Plaintiffs’ motion is more 

 
33 See e.g., Ex. P, Testimony on Tex. H.B. 4 on the Floor of the Senate Part I, 89th Leg., 2nd C.S., 4 (Aug. 22, 

2025); Ex. Q, Testimony on H.B. 4 Before the Senate Committee on Cong. Redistricting, 89th Leg., 2nd 
C.S. 5 (Aug. 21, 2025); Ex. N at 4. 
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probative in what it does not say than in what it says. Nowhere do Gonzales Plaintiffs even pretend 

to have direct evidence that a racial target was used in crafting any districts (let alone H.B. 4 as an 

undifferentiated whole).34 Direct evidence of racial intent in redistricting cases typically comes in 

the form of testimony by the map-maker (legislator or consultant, or both) that the legislature 

“purposefully established a racial target.” Cooper, 581 U.S. at 299; see id. at 300 (consultant 

testified that legislators “instructed him” to hit majority-minority target); Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. 

at 184 (state acknowledged that a 55% minority voting-age population target “was used in drawing 

the Challenged Districts” (citation omitted)); Alabama, 575 U.S. at 259–60 (“Alabama believed 

that, to avoid retrogression under § 5, it was required to maintain roughly the same black 

population percentage in existing majority-minority districts.”); see also Alexander, 602 U.S. at 8 

(“States often admit to considering race for the purpose of satisfying our precedent interpreting 

the Voting Rights Act”). Here, however, Gonzales Plaintiffs effectively admit they can identify no 

such admission; the best they muster is uncertainty among legislators as to how lines were drawn. 

See ECF 1149 pp. 5–6. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs propose that sweeping discussions of the redistricting legislation qualify 

as direct evidence, but they cite no case where a court has deemed direct evidence of racial intent 

present merely because of sweeping discussions of what a redistricting plan accomplishes. Cf. 

LULAC v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399, 418 (2006) (plurality opinion) (“We should be skeptical … of a 

claim that seeks to invalidate a statute based on a legislature’s unlawful motive but does so without 

reference to the content of the legislation enacted.”). Nor do their efforts to link supposed 

“direct” evidence to districts within H.B. 4 make sense. In Gonzales Plaintiffs’ view, all roads of 

legislative motive lead to the letter of Harmeet Dhillon, Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights 

at the U.S. Department of Justice. But that letter urged revision of just four districts (CD9, CD18, 

 
34 While Gonzales Plaintiffs allege “50 percent–plus racial targets in drawing multiple districts,” ECF 149 

at 17, they cite no evidence for that assertion, much less direct evidence. See Lawyer. v. Dep’t of Justice, 521 
U.S. 567, 582, (1997) (“we have never suggested that the percentage of black residents in a district may not 
exceed the percentage of black residents in any of the counties from which the district is created”). 
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CD29, CD33). ECF 1114-2. Texas, however, revised all but one of its 38 congressional districts. 

See ECF 1149-3 at 2-7. On its face, the Gonzales Plaintiffs’ narrative accounts for very little of what 

occurred in the 2025 redistricting. It would appear unprecedented for the Court to issue a 

preliminary injunction applying theories of racial intent with no direct evidence of racial motivation 

in line drawing. 

The Dhillon Letter.  The dominant player in Gonzales Plaintiffs’ racial-intent narrative is 

not a “relevant state actor[],” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 8, but Harmeet Dhillon. See ECF 1149 pp. 4, 

5, 8, 9. State Defendants agree with Gonzales Plaintiffs that the claim that any of Texas’s districts 

were racially gerrymandered is a “baseless assertion” that serves as a poor attempt at “cover” for 

Texas’s decision to redistrict mid-decade. ECF 1149 p. 9. (By comparison, it is odd that Gonzales 

Plaintiffs call an allegation of racial intent in the 2021 Map “baseless” where they made that very 

assertion and have never retracted it.) State Defendants’ “years long position in this Court and 

volume-after-volume of sworn testimony” that the 2021 Map was not discriminatory remains the 

truth. ECF 1149 p. 9. The 2021 Map was not drawn with racially discriminatory intent. But that 

point is irrelevant here. A mistake of fact by a Washington official about the record in a case from 

which DOJ withdrew does not translate into racial motive on the part of the Texas legislature. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs consider the “Dhillon Letter” relevant because (they say) Governor 

Abbott called the special session “in response” to that letter. ECF 1149 p. 8. But a response to the 

letter does not suggest anything racial because the letter did not urge race-based districts. The 

letter (incorrectly) accused Texas of employing race-based districts and demanded that they “be 

rectified.” ECF 1114-2. The letter did not urge the legislature to use race in that process, and that 

would have been an odd request, given the accusation of racial gerrymandering. Parents Involved in 

Cmty. Sch. v. Seattle Sch. Dist. No. 1, 551 U.S. 701, 748 (2007) (plurality opinion) (“The way to 

stop discrimination on the basis of race is to stop discriminating on the basis of race.”). Even in 

cases where race-based redistricting is found to occur, remedying it does not require—or even 

likely entail—the use of race. See Bethune-Hill v. Virginia State Bd. of Elections, 368 F. Supp. 3d 
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872, 879–80 (E.D. Va. 2019) (three-judge court) (rejecting assertion that special master’s 

redrawing of districts found to be racially gerrymandered involved the use of race, even though the 

special master intervened for no other reason). This case therefore presents the opposite fact 

pattern from those where Washington officials insisted that state actors create districts hitting a 

racial target under the VRA. See, e.g., Miller, 515 U.S. at 918. 

Undeterred by what the Dhillon Letter says, Gonzalez Plaintiffs persist in emphasizing it 

because (they say) it provided “the only justification cited by the Governor for this extraordinarily 

unusual mid-decade redistricting.” ECF 1149 p. 5. Setting aside the widely broadcast justification 

of yielding to the President’s political demands, see supra pp. 3–7, Texas needs no justification to 

pass its own legislation. While “federal courts may not order the creation of” any specific types of 

“districts unless necessary to remedy a violation of federal law,” “that does not mean that the 

State’s powers are similarly limited.” Voinovich v. Quilter, 507 U.S. 146, 156 (1993). “[B]ecause it 

is the domain of the States . . . to conduct apportionment in the first place,” id., Texas could 

exercise its legislative power even if it did not need to remedy a violation of federal law, see Vieth v. 

Jubelirer, 541 U.S. 267, 278 (2004) (plurality opinion) (“Laws promulgated by the Legislative 

Branch can be inconsistent, illogical, and ad hoc; law pronounced by the courts must be principled, 

rational, and based upon reasoned distinctions.”). It therefore does not matter whether Governor 

Abbott (or Harmeet Dhillon) misread Petteway v. Galveston Cnty., 111 F.4th 596 (5th Cir. 2024), or 

whether any districts in the 2021 Map actually needed to be redrawn. A legislative act based on 

mistake—or that cite a Washington official’s mistake as political cover for lawful political 

redistricting—remains a valid legislative act.35 “[T]he federal courts may not order” new districts 

merely because they find the legislature’s choice (or explanation for the choice) odd or distasteful. 

Voinovich, 507 U.S. at 156. 

Gubernatorial Statements. Plaintiffs’ efforts to read racial intent into Governor Abbott’s 

 
35 Gonzales Plaintiffs also miss the good reasons a State has for redrawing districts merely to avoid a suit by 

DOJ, even it appears not to be well-founded. 
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statements fare no better. They mostly describe the Governor’s discussion of the Dhillon Letter’s 

“constitutional concerns” and the Petteway ruling, and these points fail for reasons explained: a 

legal theory does not create a constitutional violation, even if it is incorrect. Moreover, Gonzales 

Plaintiffs’ interpretation of Governor Abbott’s statements is more easily understood when one 

considers the statement outside the fraught political context where it was made. When viewed in 

the proper context—i.e., a national whirlwind of calls for aggressive partisan redistricting—

Governor Abbott’s statements plainly reflect no desire to redraw districts because of their racial 

makeup, but instead an effort to transform the State’s most heavily Democratic districts regardless 

of their racial makeup and to cite a legal necessity (rather than political desire) as the goal. 

Legislative Statements.  Neither Chairman Hunter’s nor House Speaker Burrows’s 

statements constitute direct evidence of intentional racial discrimination. First, discussing the 

requirements of federal law is not discriminatory. See Feeney, 442 U.S. at 279; Voinovich, 507 U.S. 

at 159 (explaining that state actor’s “preference for federal over state law when he believed the two 

in conflict does not raise an inference of intentional discrimination; it demonstrates obedience to 

the Supremacy Clause of the United States Constitution.”). Nor is discussing what legislative 

actions might be available to advance partisan goals due to a change in law. Courts must not place 

“too much weight on the fact that several legislative staffers” “viewed racial data at some point 

during the redistricting process.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 22. “This acknowledgment means little 

on its own because we expect that “[r]edistricting legislatures will . . . almost always be aware of 

racial demographics.”  Id. (quoting Miller, 515 U.S. at 916). This is particularly true where the 

legislators “testified without contradiction that they considered the relevant racial data 

only after [they] had drawn the Enacted Map and that [they] generated that data solely for a lawful 

purpose, namely, to check that the maps they produced complied with our Voting Rights Act 

precedent. Id. 

Second, the intentions of a single legislator do not impugn the intent of the Legislature as a 

whole. United States v. O’Brien, 391 U.S. 367, 383-84 (1968) (“What motivates one legislator to 
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make a speech about a statute is not necessarily what motivates scores of others to enact it”); see 

also In re Davis, 170 F.3d 475, 480 (5th Cir. 1999) (“Isolated statements of individual legislators 

represent neither the intent of the legislature as a whole nor definitive interpretations of the 

language enacted by Congress.”); see also Poe by & through Poe v. Drummond, No. 23-5110, 2025 

WL 2238038, at *6 (10th Cir. Aug. 6, 2025) (“contemporary statements from a few legislators do 

not persuade us of discriminatory intent.”). Even assuming arguendo that Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 

characterizations of Chairman Hunter and Speaker Burrows’s statements are correct, Gonzales 

Plaintiffs have hardly shown direct evidence of a “consensus within the legislature” to purposely 

discriminate against Hispanics. Vera, 517 U.S. at 960. 

Third, the meaning Gonzales Plaintiffs derive from the statements is disputed, 

contradicted, and unclear. Evidence is not direct if the meaning of the statement relies on an 

inference. See Brown v. East Miss. Elec. Power Ass’n, 989 F.2d 858, 861 (5th Cir. 1993) (“Direct 

evidence is evidence which, if believed, proves the fact without inference or presumption.”); see 

also Paulino v. Harrison, 542 F.3d 692, 700 n.6 (9th Cir. 2008) (“circumstantial evidence is a set of 

facts from which another fact may be inferred, as opposed to direct evidence, which goes directly 

to the fact to be established.”); Radomsky v. United States, 180 F.2d 781, 783 (9th Cir. 1950) 

(“Circumstantial evidence is that which establishes the fact to be proved only through inference 

based on human experience that a certain circumstance is usually present when another certain 

circumstance or set of circumstances is present. Direct evidence establishes the fact to be proved 

without the necessity for such inference.”). Along the same lines addressed above, Gonzales 

Plaintiffs read into Chairman Hunter’s and Speaker Burrows’s references to Petteway or the 

Dhillon letter and implicit racial premise, but that is a non-sequitur. To redraw districts believed to 

be unconstitutional does not prove, or even suggest, racial motive, even if the premise of an 

underlying violation is faulty. 

Limited Probative Value of Any Direct Evidence. As shown, Gonzales Plaintiffs have 

presented no direct evidence of intent to racially discriminate. But even assuming arguendo that 
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the statements cited by Gonzales Plaintiffs constitute some direct evidence of intentional 

discrimination, the statements are unpersuasive and fail to satisfy Gonzales Plaintiffs’ burden to 

show likelihood of success on the merits. See Easley v. Cromartie, 532 U.S. 234, 253-54 (2001) 

(finding that the “direct” evidence the district court relied on—an email and a statement that 

could be interpreted in different ways—were “less persuasive than the links of direct evidence we 

have found significant in other redistricting cases”) (quotations in original). Gonzales Plaintiffs 

struggle to reconcile Governor Abbott’s “forceful denials of the Dhillon Letter’s charge of racial 

gerrymandering in drawing SB 6” and his reference to the Dhillon Letter in the first special session 

call. ECF 1149 p. 4. Similarly, Gonzales Plaintiffs are unable to reconcile Chairman Hunter and 

Speaker Burrows’s statements about Petteway with the claim that the 2025 Map was drawn for 

partisan reasons without the consideration of race. Gonzales Plaintiffs have trouble reconciling 

these statements because Gonzales Plaintiffs start by assuming that references to the Dhillon 

Letter and Petteway are evidence of discriminatory intent. If instead, one treats references to the 

Dhillon Letter and Petteway as race-neutral references to constitutional law, the statements are 

quite consistent. Instead, Gonzales Plaintiffs painted themselves into a corner. Either Gonzales 

Plaintiffs are correct, and their “direct” evidence is weak and contradicted by the legislators 

themselves or Gonzales Plaintiffs’ interpretation of the “direct” evidence is wrong. Either way, 

the cited statements do not satisfy Gonzales Plaintiffs’ burden of proving a likelihood of success 

on the merits. 

2. Circumstantial evidence does not support a finding of racially discriminatory 
intent. 

When, as here, plaintiffs lack direct evidence of discriminatory intent, they are left to rely 

on circumstantial evidence. Proving racial intent “with circumstantial evidence alone is much 

more difficult” than it is with direct evidence, and the Supreme Court has “never invalidated an 

electoral map in a case in which the plaintiff failed to adduce any direct evidence.” Alexander, 602 

U.S. at 8. The possibility is open only “in theory.” Id. Theory does not make out a clear showing 
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necessary for extraordinary provisional relief. 

a. No Alternative Plan 

“A circumstantial-evidence-only case is especially difficult when the State raises a partisan-

gerrymandering defense.” Id. at 9. “When partisanship and race correlate, it naturally follows that 

a map that has been gerrymandered to achieve a partisan end can look very similar to a racially 

gerrymandered map.” Id. Legislatures “may engage in constitutional political gerrymandering, 

even if it so happens that the most loyal Democrats happen to be black Democrats and even if the 

State were conscious of that fact.” Id. (citation omitted). Courts must “be wary of plaintiffs who 

seek to transform federal courts into ‘weapons of political warfare’” by restyling partisan-

gerrymandering claims as race-based claims and “sidestep[ping]” the Supreme Court’s holding 

“that partisan gerrymandering claims are not justiciable in federal court.” Id. at 11, 21 (citation 

omitted). A plaintiff therefore “must ‘disentangle race from politics.’” Id. (citation omitted). 

Precedent directs “an adverse inference” against plaintiffs who do not provide a “substitute map 

that shows how the State ‘could have achieved its legitimate political objectives’ in [a challenged 

district] while producing ‘significantly greater racial balance.’” Id. at 34 (citation omitted). “If 

either politics or race could explain a district’s contours, the plaintiff has not cleared its bar.”36 Id. 

at 10. 

No Plaintiffs in this case even pretend to satisfy the standard of Alexander. The 2021 Map 

obviously does not show how Texas could achieve its legitimate political objectives; it contains 

approximately five fewer Republican-leaning districts than the 2025 Map (as the nation knows). 

Plaintiffs’ collective army of experts has failed to muster a plan showing how the Texas legislature 

could achieve its goal with a different racial outcome.37 A negative inference is mandated by 

 
36 These principles apply fully to allegations of intentional vote dilution, given that the same correlation of 

race and politics arises in such cases, as does the keen incentive to restyle partisan gerrymandering claims 
in racial terms. 

 37 See generally Ex. CC, Dr. Sean Trende Expert Report.   
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precedent, and Gonzales Plaintiffs cannot overcome it at the preliminary injunction stage.38 

b. Arlington Heights Factors 

Gonzales Plaintiffs turn to “[t]he Arlington Heights factors” for “circumstantial evidence.” 

ECF 1149 p.10. The Arlington Heights factors include (1) discriminatory effect; (2) historical 

background; (3) the sequence of events leading up to a challenged decision; (4) departures from 

normal procedure; and (5) legislative history. Vill. of Arlington Heights, 429 U.S. at 266-68; see 

Rollerson v. Brazos River Harbor Navigation Dist. of Brazoria Cnty. Texas, 6 F.4th 633, 640 (5th Cir. 

2021) (“These factors are not exhaustive”). Gonzales Plaintiffs’ overriding dependence on these 

factors is a sign of weakness; it is far from clear that they provide much guidance in redistricting 

cases. See Abbott, 585 U.S. at 609–10 (addressing “circumstantial evidence” in redistricting case 

with minimal—arguably no—reliance on Arlington Heights factors); Alexander, 602 U.S. at 7–39 

(32-page discussion of circumstantial evidence in redistricting case without one cite to Arlington 

Heights). The Arlington Heights factors were not fashioned to “disentangle race and politics,” 

which is the task at hand. Alexander, 602 U.S. at 6. Nor do these factors get at redistricting-specific 

questions, such as “why a mapmaker who wanted to produce” five new Republican districts 

“would use data about voters’ race rather than their political preferences”—a question Gonzales 

Plaintiffs cannot answer. Id. at 22. In all events, the Arlington Heights factors are probative only 

insofar as they can fairly point to “a discriminatory goal.” Rollerson, 6 F.4th at 640; cf. Twitter, Inc. 

v. Taamneh, 598 U.S. 471, 504 (2023) (explaining that a multi-factor test cannot be construed “as 

a sequence of disparate, unrelated considerations without a common conceptual core”). That is 

not the case here. 

Discriminatory Effect.  A showing that legislation “bears more heavily on one race than 
 

38 It is further telling that Gonzales Plaintiffs present no meaningful analysis comparing racial and political 
geography against district lines. They sponsor the terse report of Mr. Blake Esselstyn that merely plots 
choropleth maps of Black CVAP and percentage vote for the Democratic candidate for President in 2024 
side-by-side. ECF 1149-25 at Ex. 2. His report offers no conclusions, analysis, or opinions about the political 
significance of these two side-by-side choropleth maps, see generally id. at 1–3. 
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another” is necessary but not sufficient to prevail on a discriminatory intent claim. Arlington 

Heights, 429 U.S. 266–68. As explained, a discriminatory “effect” is an independent element of 

such a claim. Alexander, 602 U.S. at 39. Disparate impact may also provide a “starting point” as 

circumstantial evidence of motive, but absent a “stark” pattern “unexplainable on grounds other 

than race,” “impact alone is not determinative.” Vill. of Arlington, 429 U.S. at 264-65. Gonzales 

Plaintiffs have not established this factor, so their claim fails on this basis alone. In all events, the 

factor provides no circumstantial evidence of invidious motive. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs must prove that H.B. 4 operates “to minimize or cancel out the voting 

potential of racial or ethnic minorities.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38 (citation omitted). In “Fifteenth 

Amendment proceedings” alleging vote dilution, a “comparison must be made with a hypothetical 

alternative,” demonstrating “what the right to vote ought to be.” Reno v. Bossier Par. Sch. Bd., 528 

U.S. 320, 334 (2000). It is unclear what comparator Gonzales Plaintiffs propose. While their 

expert, Dr. Ansolabehere, compares the 2025 Map to the 2021 Map, ECF 1149-24 pp. 3–5, that 

argument is hard to follow when Gonzales Plaintiffs sued to have the 2021 Map enjoined. It is not 

credible for them to cite that plan to show what their right to vote ought to be. 

Regardless, the comparison must establish a racially invidious effect; the Constitution does 

not condemn a plan merely because, under it, Republican candidates win and Democratic 

candidates lose. See Whitcomb v. Chavis, 403 U.S. 124, 150 (1971). Gonzales Plaintiffs claim, 

without citing evidence or authority, that “the changes cannot be explained by partisanship.” ECF 

1149 at 5. But Gonzales Plaintiffs have no basis to make that argument because they have failed to 

disentangle race from politics. Notably, Gonzales Plaintiffs’ expert, Dr. Ansolabehere, performed 

an analysis attempting to distinguish race from politics, which the Supreme Court cited as some 

circumstantial evidence of intent in Cooper, 581 U.S. at 315; see Alexander, 602 U.S. at 31. Dr. 

Ansolabehere did not present such an analysis here. 

Plaintiffs cite the work of Dr. Ansolabehere for two propositions: (1) that in CD 9 and CD 
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35, which they concede are majority-Latino CVAP districts, Latino voters would be unlikely to be 

able to “elect their candidates of choice” and (2) that CD 18 and CD 30 were “packed” based on 

modest increases in Black CVAP from prior iterations of those districts in Plan C2193. ECF 1149 

at 11, 13, 17-18 (describing increase from 46 to 50.2% in CD 30 and 38.8% to 50.5% in CD 18). But 

Dr. Ansolabehere only analyzed general elections, generating estimates for Anglo, Hispanic, and 

Black voters support for “Democratic” candidates in various contests in 2020, 2022, and 2024. 

See ECF 1149-24 (“Ansolabehere Rep.”) at 8, tbl. 7. This omission is startling given the Court’s 

prior criticism of an expert who failed to consider primary elections. See LULAC v. Abbott, 601 F. 

Supp. 3d 147, 165 (W.D. Tex. 2022) (“giv[ing] little weight to Dr. Barreto’s ultimate conclusions” 

because he maintained “that the only relevant factor in determining Black and Hispanic citizens 

vote as a cohesive group is how they vote in general elections”). And this omission is particularly 

important with respect to the districts alleged to be “packed” (i.e., CD18 and CD23), since in 

districts Democratic candidates will likely win, so the relevant question is who will win the 

Democratic primary.  See Agee v. Benson, No. 1:22-cv-272, 2023 WL 8826692, *54 (W.D. Mich. 

Dec. 21, 2023) (three-judge court) (criticizing RPV expert for failing to consider primaries where 

“[e]veryone agrees that the elections in these districts are decided in the Democratic primaries, 

not the general election”). 

A separate problem for Gonzales Plaintiffs is that the overall number of majority-minority 

districts across the state increased, whereas the number of Democratic districts decreased. That 

describes a partisan impact, not a racially discriminatory impact. Indeed, Gonzales Plaintiffs 

challenge majority-minority districts as discriminatory. In a majority-minority district, the relevant 

minority group can “elect [its preferred] candidate based on their own votes and without assistance 

from others.” Bartlett v. Strickland, 556 U.S. 1, 14 (2009) (plurality op.). A state does not establish 

“a purposeful device to minimize or cancel out the voting potential of racial or ethnic minorities,” 

Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38 (citation omitted), by creating districts in which the minority can elect 
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its candidates of choice—assuming it has any—at will. While Plaintiffs predict that the Hispanic 

group will not exercise this opportunity, their expert shows that this is due to low Hispanic turnout 

and low cohesion.39 See Collingwood Rep. 9–25. That does not mean the voting potential has been 

cancelled or minimized. Cf. Salas v. Sw. Texas Jr. Coll. Dist., 964 F.2d 1542, 1556 (5th Cir. 1992) 

(“Obviously, a protected class is not entitled to § 2 relief merely because it turns out in a lower 

percentage than whites to vote.”). Nor does it plausibly suggest motive to cancel out minority 

votes; it points to political motive. 

Recent History.  A review of “historical background,” Arlington Heights, 429 U.S. at 267, 

further undermines Gonzales Plaintiffs’ effort to restyle partisan motive as racial motive. Even a 

cursory look at Texas redistricting history shows that it can be as politically hard-nosed as 

anywhere. LULAC, 548 U.S. at 412–13 (describing “a protracted partisan struggle, during which 

Democratic legislators left the State for a time to frustrate quorum requirements, [and] the 

Republican-controlled legislature enacted a new congressional districting map” mid-decade). 

Politics then, politics now. 

Moreover, Texas’s recent history belies the conclusion that minorities are still subject to 

the consequences of the invidious racial discrimination of Texas’s past. Veasey v. Abbott, 830 F.3d 

216, 232 (5th Cir. 2016) (“[T]he most relevant ‘historical’ evidence is relatively recent history, 

not long-past history.”); Pierce v. N. Carolina State Bd. of Elections, 97 F.4th 194, 221 (4th Cir. 

2024) (“recent history is more persuasive of whether ‘the political process is . . . equally open to 

minority voters’ than history far more removed”). Gonzales Plaintiffs point to the trial record to 

support their argument here, but evidence in the recent trial showed Texas has worked hard to 

remedy the effects of its history of discrimination. Plaintiff expert Dr. Tijerina could not point to 

any empirical evidence that the history of discrimination he painstakingly outlined hinders the 

 
39 It is difficult to understand why the Texas legislature would use information about Hispanic residential 

patterns when the group’s low cohesion would be a poor predictor of election outcomes. Cf. Alexander, 602 
U.S. at 22 (faulting challengers for “provid[ing] no explanation why a mapmaker who wanted to produce a 
version of” the challenged district “that would be safely Republican would use data about voters’ race”). 
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ability of Latinos to participate in the political process in 2020.40 To the contrary, there is strong 

evidence of Texas’s improvements. For example, members of minority groups are consistently 

elected and re-elected in Texas.41 In fact, none of the discriminatory practices outlined in Plaintiff 

expert Dr. Tijerina’s report have been in effect for at least 60 years.42 Within the last 60 years, 

however, Democratic states have politically gerrymandered their states and stifled their 

Republican voters’ abilities to elect Republicans to Congress. The trial record shows that the 

effects of Texas’s history of discrimination do not prevent minorities from participating in the 

political process any longer. Now, the battle is a political one. 

Sequence of Events. Every procedural step of the 2025 redistricting shows political 

motive, not racial motive. “[S]tep one was Trump, saying he wanted five more congressional 

districts out of Texas-Republican congressional districts.”43 When the Legislature attempted to 

deliver on that request, House Democrats fled to some of the most heavily gerrymandered 

Democratic states in the union to prevent a quorum, while describing the 2025 Map as a blatant 

partisan power grab.44 After meeting with high-level Democratic officials, House Democrats 

returned to Texas singing a different tune. Instead of partisan complaints, Democrats now alleged 
 

40 Trial Tr. 5/27/25 AM at 13:24–14:4. 
41 See e.g., Trial Tr. 5/21/25 AM at 12:13–18; Trial Tr. 5/21/25 AM at 13:8–22; 15:8–20. 
42 Trial Tr. 5/27/25 AM at 13:6–9. 
43 Ex. S, Testimony on Redistricting Before the Senate Special Comm. on Congressional Redistricting, 89th 

Leg., 1st C.S. 11-12 (Jul. 30th, 2025) (Senator Alvarado speaking). 
44 See e.g., Ex. J, at 56-57(Congressional Representative Garcia: “[W]e are here today playing political 

games. . . . I urge you to reject this partisan gerrymandering of Texas”); Ex. J at 76 (“[T]he short-term gain 
is getting the five seats to retain the gavel of the House and get the agenda done. I mean, that’s the power 
grab.”); Ex. T, Testimony on Redistricting on the Floor of the Senate Part I, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. 21 (July 21, 
2025) (Senator Alvarado regarding the DOJ Letter: “So the letter, neither finds a violation of law, nor 
engages in Bonafide settlement efforts. It raises concerns and asks for a same-day response. It’s kind of a fig 
leaf or a power grab.”); Ex. T at 155 (Senator Miles: “This isn’t redistricting. It’s rig districting . . . The 
Trump administration has put a target on the backs of those who have dared to speak up the truth . . . . This 
is a political attack on democracy, a strategic assault to steal the 2026 election, to flip congressional 
districts”); Ex. U, Testimony on Redistricting Before the Senate Special Comm. on Redistricting, 89th 
Leg., 1st C.S. 17 (July 26, 2025) (Senator Alvarado: “Because now that Trump has asked Texas to do this, 
now there are other states trying to do the same thing. . . . [I]f we do this, then any state at any time can 
follow this path and just start redistricting because of a power grab or afraid of midterm elections.”). 
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racial discrimination.45 This sequence of events illustrates that the original intent for the 2025 Map 

was to redistrict for partisan effect. Everyone knew it. Only after meeting with the likes of Eric 

Holder—who chairs the National Democratic Redistricting Committee—did Democratic 

lawmakers coalesce around a narrative more likely to succeed in litigation—as Congressman Al 

Green testified: if the map wasn’t racially discriminatory, Democrats could not prevent its use in 

2026.46 

Gonzales Plaintiffs attempt to reorient this decidedly political course of events around “the 

July 7 Dhillon Letter,” which they say “framed the push for new congressional districts in racial 

rather than partisan terms.” ECF 1149 p. 14. As explained, the letter did not frame the line drawing 

in racial terms but demanded that (incorrectly diagnosed) race-based line drawing be redone. This 

was a legal theory served to provide political cover for Texas to redistrict. However misconceived 

Gonzales Plaintiffs might think it to be, it does not change the fact that the process was, from 

beginning to end, a partisan process. 

Alleged Procedural and Substantive Departures. Redistricting in a special session is not 

evidence of racial intent; redistricting in a special session is at least as consistent with partisanship 

as it might be—if at all—with racial motives. Rucho, 588 U.S. at 710. Indeed, the State of Texas 

has repeatedly used special sessions to enact redistricting legislation.47 Other than the timing of 

redistricting, there were few procedural or substantive departures from the normal redistricting 

process. Members of the public and lawmakers received adequate notice of hearings and 

amendments in English and Spanish.48 Advocates for prominent civil rights organizations 

 
45 See e.g., Ex. P at 12 Senator Alvarado: “I have a hard time believing that you or anybody that had anything 

to do with the drawing of the map did not look at racial numbers, demographics.”); Ex. V, Testimony on 
Tex. H.B. 4 on the Floor of the Senate Part III, 89th Leg., 2nd C.S. 50 (Aug. 22, 2025) (“And this might 
seem like an attack on Senator King, and I don’t mean it to be, but the fact is, we’ve got to find out who the 
racists are. I know it’s not Senator King. It’s the map makers.”). 

46 Ex. A at 36:21-24. 
47 Ex. M at 7. 
48 See e.g., Ex. W, Tex. House Comm. on Congressional Redistricting Notice of Hearing, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. 

(Jul. 24, 2025). 
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including NAACP and LULAC testified at hearings.49 The Legislature held region specific 

hearings.50 Legislators answered extensive questions regarding the impact of the maps. The 

Legislature held hours of debate, spending more time debating and evaluating the 2025 Map than 

the 2021 Map. The 2025 procedure was consistent with redistricting in a special session. The 

Legislature likewise did not substantively depart from traditional redistricting principles. Senator 

King stated his goals for the map were legal compliance, partisanship, and compactness, in that 

order.51 The 2025 Map fulfills those redistricting goals. 

Legislative History. The legislative history strongly weighs against a finding of 

discriminatory intent. For example, in the Senate, Chairman King expressly stated that his goals 

for the 2025 Map were legal compliance, partisan performance, and compactness, in that order.52 

Chairman King stated on the floor that the Dhillon Letter is of no relevance to the legislature or 

the Senate Redistricting Committee because once redistricting in on the call, the Legislature must 

address the issue regardless of why the Governor placed it on the call.53 Likewise in the House, 

Chairman Hunter stated that the House Committee Substitute to H.B. 4 (which ultimately passed 

as the 2025 Map) were “based on partisanship, political performance.”54 “The intent of the 

changes was to increase Republican political performance in existing Republican districts[.]”55 

These represent just a small sampling of the plethora of contemporaneous statements supporting 

the partisan purpose of the map. 

 
49 See e.g., Ex. X, Tex. House Comm. on Congressional Redistricting Witness List, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. (Jul. 

24, 2025) (including Gary Bledsoe and Nina Perales as testifying witnesses). 
50 See e.g., Ex. Y, Tex. House Comm. on Redistricting Handout Compilation, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. (Jul. 26, 

2025) (Houston); Ex. Z Tex. House Comm. on Redistricting Handout Compilation, 89th Leg., 1st C.S. (Jul. 
28, 2025) (Arlington). 

51 Ex. Q at 6. 
52 Ex. Q at 6. 
53 Ex. S at 14. 
54 Ex. N at 4:11-14. 
55 Ex. N at 4:15-17. 
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B. There is No Evidence the 2025 Map was Drawn with the Predominant Purpose of 
Discriminating Against Racial Minorities. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs’ racial gerrymandering claims are equally unlikely to succeed. “To 

prove racial gerrymandering, a plaintiff must establish not just that race was a factor in 

redistricting, but that it was ‘the predominant factor.’” LULAC v. Abbott, 604 F. Supp. 3d 463, 

509 (W.D. Tex. 2022) (quoting Miller, 515 U.S. at 916). “To make this showing, a plaintiff must 

prove that the legislature subordinated traditional race-neutral districting principles, including but 

not limited to compactness, contiguity, and respect for political subdivisions or communities 

defined by actual shared interests, to racial considerations.” Miller, 515 U.S. at 916.56 The inquiry 

turns on “the design of the district as a whole,” so “[a] court faced with a racial gerrymandering 

claim therefore must consider all of the lines of the district at issue.” Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 192. 

Importantly, the predominance test is not satisfied merely because of a racial goal, even a racial 

target. Allen v. Milligan, 599 U.S. 1, 32–33 (2023) (plurality opinion) (explaining “that ‘the use of 

an express racial target’ [is] just one factor among others that the court would have to consider as 

part of ‘[a] holistic analysis.’”). “As a practical matter, in many cases, perhaps most cases, 

challengers will be unable to prove an unconstitutional racial gerrymander without evidence that 

the enacted plan conflicts with traditional redistricting criteria.” Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 190. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs fail to show any serious prospect of success under this standard. To 

begin, they have failed to provide the kind of alternative plan required by precedent, so they must 

overcome an adverse inference. Moreover, Gonzales Plaintiffs’ reliance on an abstract narrative of 

letters exchanged between Washington and Austin is particularly inapt under the racial 

gerrymandering test, which (as noted) concerns the “decision to place a significant number of 

voters within or without a particular district.” Id. at 187. Even if there was some abstract racial 

 
56 Gonzales Plaintiffs bring a racial gerrymandering claim under the 14th and 15th Amendments. Racial 

gerrymandering claims are not cognizable under the 15th Amendment. Perez v. Texas, No. SA-11-CV-360-
OLG-JES-XR 2014 WL 12853571 *2-3 (W.D.T.X June 23, 2014); Prejean v. Foster, 227 F.3d 504, 519 (5th 
Cir. 2000); see also Reno v. Bossier Par. Sch. Bd., 528 U.S. 320, 334 n. 3 (2000) (“we have never held that 
vote dilution violates the Fifteenth Amendment.”). 
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concept—and there was not—Gonzales Plaintiffs cannot prevail under this theory without the 

type of “holistic analysis” demanded in precedent concerning how that goal impacted district 

lines. Id. at 192. Gonzales Plaintiffs’ cursory quibbles with certain districts, ECF 1149 pp. 18–20, 

fail to differentiate race and politics, are provided with minimal evidentiary backing, and ignore the 

many ways in which the 2025 plan is more consistent with traditional districting principles (e.g., 

under compactness measures). Gonzales Plaintiffs are not entitled to a preliminary injunction. 

C. Gonzales Plaintiffs’ Claim that H.B. 4 is a Per Se Violation of the Equal Protection 
Clause Fails as a Matter of Law and Evidence. 

Gonzales Plaintiffs assume H.B. 4 was “utterly unnecessary[.]” ECF 1149 at 20. However, 

Texas needs no legal justification to exercise its legislative power. See Rucho, 588 U.S. at 716; 

Voinovich, 507 U.S. at 156; Vieth, 541 U.S. at 278 (plurality opinion). State Defendants moved to 

dismiss Gonzales Plaintiffs’ malapportionment and equal protection claims in their September 8, 

2025, Motion to Dismiss. ECF 1162. State Defendants hereby incorporate the arguments made 

therein.  

Gonzales Plaintiffs’ claim also contravenes the settled rule that “[t]he census is presumed 

accurate until proven otherwise.” McNeil v. Springfield Park Dist., 851 F.2d 937, 946 (7th Cir. 

1988); Johnson v. DeSoto Cnty. Bd. of Comm’rs, 204 F.3d 1335, 1341 (11th Cir. 2000) (“The 

presumption is that census figures are continually accurate.”); United States v. Vill. of Port Chester, 

704 F. Supp. 2d 411, 439 (S.D.N.Y. 2010) (“this Court recognizes that Census data is 

presumptively accurate”). They insist that “HB 4’s districts undeniably do not have equal 

populations as of the enactment date.” ECF 1149 p.21. This is so easy to deny that the law presumes 

it to be wrong: to “override the presumption of correctness of the prior decennial census,” a party 

must present “clear, cogent and convincing” evidence that disproves the census figures with “a 

high degree of accuracy.” Perez v. Pasadena Indep. Sch. Dist., 958 F. Supp. 1196, 1210 (S.D. Tex. 

1997), aff’d, 165 F.3d 368 (5th Cir. 1999) (collecting cases). Gonzales Plaintiffs rely on the 

American Community Survey (ACS), but “[t]he ACS is a sample survey” that does not overcome 
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the presumptive accuracy of the decennial census “with any reliable degree of certainty.” Missouri 

State Conf. of the NAACP v. Ferguson-Florissant Sch. Dist., 894 F.3d 924, 932 (8th Cir. 2018). 

Parties routinely fail to overcome the presumption of accuracy in the decennial census with ACS 

data. See, e.g., Benavidez v. Irving Indep. Sch. Dist., Tex., 690 F. Supp. 2d 451, 460 (N.D. Tex. 2010) 

(“Here, the use of the ACS data does not similarly meet the high standards and thorough coverage 

of the decennial census.”); cf. Perez v. Perry, No. 11-cv-360, 2017 WL 962686, at *3 (W.D. Tex. 

Mar. 10, 2017) (“Even with aggregated data, block group estimates may contain large margins of 

error.”). Plaintiffs do not even attempt to rebut the legal presumption standing in their way, and 

they have no serious prospect of success on the malapportionment claim. 

D. The Motion Fails Independently on Governing Equitable Factors 

Even if a plaintiff can show a likelihood of success, “a preliminary injunction does not follow 

as a matter of course.” Benisek v. Lamone, 585 U.S. at 158. Plaintiffs must also show “a substantial 

threat of irreparable injury if the injunction is not issued.” Whitaker v. Livingston, 732 F.3d 465, 

466 (5th Cir. 2013). It is not enough to show that irreparable injury is possible, a plaintiff must 

demonstrate that “he is likely to suffer irreparable harm.” Winter v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc., 

555 U.S. 7, 20 (2008). Because Plaintiffs here are not likely to prevail on their claims that the 

Legislature unconstitutionally discriminated on the basis of race, they cannot show that they are 

likely to suffer irreparable harm. By comparison, an injunction would irreparably harm the State. 

“When a statute is enjoined, the State necessarily suffers the irreparable harm of denying the 

public interest in the enforcement of its laws.” Veasey v. Abbott, 870 F.3d 387, 391 (5th Cir. 2017) 

(per curiam). Accordingly, the balance of the equities and public interest “merge when the 

Government is the opposing party,” Nken v. Holder, 556 U.S. 418, 435 (2009), and courts “should 

be particularly cautious when contemplating relief that implicates public interests.” Salazar v. 

Buono, 559 U.S. 700, 714 (2010). “[T]he balance of harm requirement . . . looks to the relative 

harm to both parties if the injunction is granted or denied.” Def. Distributed v. U.S. Dep’t of State, 

838 F.3d 451, 459 (5th Cir. 2016). Here, that balance militates against an injunction. 
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“Then there’s Purcell.” Pierce, 97 F.4th at 226. “That name stands for the principle that 

‘federal courts ordinarily should not enjoin a state’s election laws in the period close to an 

election,’ and that when ‘lower federal courts contravene that principle,’ the Supreme Court will 

stop them.” Id. (quoting Merrill v. Milligan, 142 S. Ct. 879 (2022) (Kavanaugh, J., concurring)); 

see Purcell v. Gonzalez, 549 U.S. 1 (2006) (per curiam)). The Purcell principle has its genesis in 

Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533 (1964), which ruled that the lower court “acted wisely in declining 

to stay the impending primary election in Alabama,” id. at 586, even though the challenged 

redistricting plan was plainly unconstitutional, id. at 545. “Sims has been the guidon to a number 

of courts that have refrained from enjoining impending elections,” Chisom v. Roemer, 853 F.2d 

1186, 1190 (5th Cir. 1988), “even in the face of an undisputed constitutional violation,” Sw. Voter 

Registration Educ. Project v. Shelley, 344 F.3d 914, 918 (9th Cir. 2003). 

As this Court has recognized, LULAC, 601 F. Supp. 3d at 186, the Supreme Court has not 

hesitated to stay injunctions against elections under the Purcell principle. In Milligan, the Supreme 

Court intervened to stay a three-judge panel’s redistricting injunction, which was issued on 

January 24, 2022, “seven weeks” before the beginning of early voting on March 30, 2022, for the 

state’s primary. Merrill v. Milligan, 142 S. Ct. 879, 879 (2022) (Kavanaugh, J., concurring). 

According to the two Justices whose votes were decisive, the strength of the Purcell principle, 

standing alone, compelled that result. Id. at 879–82. That much was confirmed when the Supreme 

Court ultimately affirmed on the merits, concluding that the lower court “faithfully applied our 

precedents.” Milligan, 599 U.S. at 23. The Supreme Court has similarly stayed other district court 

decisions that attempted to issue election-related injunctions in the period close to an election. See, 

e.g., Karcher v. Daggett, 455 U.S. 1303 (1982) (Brennan, J., in chambers); Gill v. Whitford, 137 S. 

Ct. 2289 (2017); Rucho v. Common Cause, 583 U.S. 1099 (2018); North Carolina v. Covington, 580 

U.S. 1088 (2018); Abbott v. Perez, 138 S. Ct. 49 (2017); North Carolina v. Covington, 583 U.S. 1109 

(2017); Perry v. Perez, 565 U.S. 1090 (2011); Miller v. Johnson, 512 U.S. 1283 (1994); Chabot v. Ohio 

A. Philip Randolph Inst., 587 U.S. 1024 (2019). 
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The Robinson litigation is instructive. In that case, the Fifth Circuit declined to stay a June 

district-court injunction under Section 2 against Louisiana’s congressional plan, despite the fact 

that the “primary elections [were] five months away,” the candidate filing deadline was June 22, 

UOCAVA ballots would be mailed in “late September, and early voting [began] in October.” 

Robinson v. Ardoin, 37 F.4th 208, 228-29 (5th Cir. 2022). The Fifth Circuit called Milligan “an 

outlier” and reasoned the injunction was proper because it had issued before ballots had been 

mailed, thereby attempting to distinguish this Court’s May 2022 decision’s Purcell analysis, which 

was grounded in part on the fact ballots had been mailed by the time of the hearing. Id. at 229 (citing 

LULAC, 601 F. Supp. 3d at 186–187). That was erroneous. The Supreme Court promptly entered 

the stay the Fifth Circuit refused to enter. Ardoin v. Robinson, 142 S. Ct. 2892 (2022). 

Two years later, a new congressional plan adopted by Louisiana in response to the Robinson 

case was itself enjoined by an April 30, 2024, order of a three-judge district court, as an alleged 

racial gerrymander. Callais v. Landry, 732 F. Supp. 3d 574 (W.D. La. 2024). Even though the 

district court had scheduled a status conference for May 6 to discuss a remedial phase, id. at 613, 

and the election was in November,57 the Supreme Court promptly stayed the district court’s 

injunction under Purcell. Robinson v. Callais, 144 S. Ct. 1171 (2024). “Insanity is doing the same 

thing over and over and expecting different results.”58  

This case is like Robinson and Callais in all material respects. The injunction hearing is 

scheduled to run from October 1 to 10, 2025. ECF. 1146 at 1–2. To repeat, stays were issued in 

those cases five and six months before elections. Here, Texas’s candidate qualification period runs 

from November 8 to December 8, 2025, early voting begins February 17, 2026, and the primary 

election is March 3, 2026—five months away from the hearing.59 Early voting for overseas and 

 
57 Louisiana does not have a traditional primary election in the spring. 
58 Ex. AA, E.g., Frank Wilczek, Einstein’s Parable of Quantum Insanity, Scientific American (Sep. 23, 2015), 

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/einstein-s-parable-of-quantum-insanity/. 
59 See Ex. BB. Tex. Sec’y of State, Important 2026 Election Dates, at 

https://www.sos.state.tx.us/elections/voter/important-election-dates.shtml#2026 (visited Sept. 20, 
2025). 
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military voters begins even earlier, on January 17, 2026, as federal law requires the issuance of 

absentee ballots to such voters 45 days before the primary. 52 U.S.C. § 20302(a)(8). 

The issuance of an injunction against H.B. 4 would “confuse voters, unduly burden 

election administrators, [and] otherwise sow chaos or distrust in the electoral process.” La Union 

Del Pueblo Entero v. Abbott, 119 F.4th 404, 408 (5th Cir. 2024) (citation omitted). Voter confusion 

by election-related litigation can lead to “incentive to remain away from the polls,” Purcell, 549 

U.S. at 4–5, and a precipitous injunction would impose a burden on election officials that would 

impair the State’s “significant interest in ensuring the proper and consistent running of its election 

machinery,” Tex. All. for Retired Am. v. Hughs, 976 F.3d 564, 569 (5th Cir. 2020) (citation omitted), 

by requiring election officials throughout the State to attempt to accurately re-implement some 

different congressional plan in time for the March 3 primary. Moreover, “late judicial tinkering 

with election laws can lead to disruption and to unanticipated and unfair consequences for 

candidates, political parties, and voters, among others.” Merrill, 142 S. Ct. at 881 (Kavanaugh, J., 

concurring). Such negative effects will occur should the Court grant Plaintiffs’ request.60  

There is no room for Plaintiffs to complain that H.B. 4 was enacted too late for judicial 

review. Cf. Pierce, 97 F.4th at 226 (applying Purcell even though timing of enactment “set a tight 

timeline for any pre-election challenge”). The Legislature tried to enact H.B. 4 earlier and was 

frustrated by Democratic members’ political stunt of fleeing the state. In all events, Purcell protects 

the “status quo” a State establishes, regardless of when it does so. Wise v. Circosta, 978 F.3d 93, 98 

(4th Cir. 2020) (per curiam). Wise found that “it is not federal court decisions, but state decisions, 

that establish the status quo.” Id. In that case, North Carolina’s executive and judicial branches 

altered state election law in late September 2020 to address COVID-related concerns known long 

before, and the Fourth Circuit held that Purcell protected that choice, id. at 96-99, over the 

dissent’s objection that the state action came too late, id. at 116-17 (Wilkinson, J., dissenting). 

 
60 See Ex. DD, Sworn Declaration of Christina Adkins, Director of Elections for the Office of the Texas 

Secretary of State, attached as Exhibit DD and incorporated herein.  
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Likewise, in the Milligan litigation, the Alabama legislature enacted the challenged congressional 

plan on November 3, 2021, suit was filed the same day, Caster v. Merrill, No. 2:21-cv-1536, 2022 

WL 264819, at *6, 15 (N.D. Ala. Jan. 24, 2022), and Purcell barred the preliminary injunction. 

Here, H.B. 4 is the “status quo” and Purcell protects that status quo. A ruling otherwise would 

allow plaintiffs to make redistricting “a game of ambush.” In re Landry, 83 F.4th 300, 303 (5th Cir. 

2023). It is not supposed to be that. 

CO NC LUS IO N 

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs’ motion to preliminarily enjoin implementation of 

Plan C2333 should be DENIED. 
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                 P R O C E E D I N G S 

             SENATOR KING:  The Senate Special 

Committee on Congressional Redistricting will come to 

order.  The clerk will call the role.  

             THE CLERK:  Senator King? 

             SENATOR KING:  Here.  

             THE CLERK:  Senator Creighton? 

             SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Here.  

             THE CLERK:  Senator Alvarado?  Senator 

Hinojosa? 

             SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Present.  

             THE CLERK:  Senator Hughes?  Senator 

Miles?  Senator Parker?  Senator Paxton?  Senator 

Sparks?   

             SENATOR KING:  There being... 

             THE CLERK:  Three. 

             SENATOR KING:  Four, would you show 

Senator Miles here, please? 

              THE CLERK:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR KING:  There being four present,

a quorum will be established as the meeting progresses.

No votes or actions will be taken in the absence of a 

quorum.  

              Ladies and gentlemen, I want to run 

through just some opening remarks that we need to cover
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as on how today will work and everything, and during 

that time, I know we've got -- the other senators are 

just going to be here in just a few minutes. 

              As posted, we will focus on the East 

Texas region today, including the Harris County area. 

If you're interested in another part of the state, 

you're welcome to participate today.  This is the third

of our four scheduled regional hearings.  Please note 

that the registration for this hearing has closed and 

the registration, this is registration to testify, will

close 12 hours in advance of the upcoming hearing.  The

date and focus area are posted on the Committee 

website, but we'll include for Tuesday West Texas, 

including the El Paso and Panhandle region.  But again,

everyone is welcome today and at any of our virtual 

hearings regardless if your testimony focuses on East 

Texas region or another area of the state. 

              Please bear with us throughout these 

regional hearings as we collect public testimony via 

this video conference.  And I know that sometimes 

technical difficulties can come up.  We will certainly

help you work through those.  I do also want to point 

out that there are other options for members of the 

public to provide input if they are unable to testify 

today or didn't make the registration cutoff for today.
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              You're welcome to register for the next 

regional hearing and provide testimony at that time. 

The next hearing is still open for registration until 

9:00 p.m. this evening.  And if the clerk would show 

that Senator Hughes is present.  The portal, you're 

also able to submit written comments at any time 

throughout the special session in the public input 

portal that can be found on the Committee website. 

The portal will remain available 24/7 throughout the 

redistricting process.  Submitted comments are shared 

with the senators and are posted on the Committee's 

website for public viewing.  And by the way, on the 

portal, you can attach any document that you might wish

us to listen to, including if you wanted to provide 

your own proposed redistricting map.  This hearing is 

also being live streamed and will be archived for 

public viewing on the Senate's website.   

              So why are we here today?  The governor 

has added the subject of congressional redistricting to

the special session call.  We are here today in 

response to that charge.  I cannot speak to what the 

outcomes will be with redistricting, but I do know that

hearing from Texans is a critical part of the process.

I believe these regional hearings provide meaningful 

opportunities for input and discussion about 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 5 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

5
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

communities of interest and other matters critical to 

the subject of redistricting.  

              I want to thank everyone here today for 

your participation.  Please note that since we are on a

video conference, we are unable to hear in-person 

testimony today as stated in the posting for this 

hearing.  There will be opportunity for in-person 

testimony in the future if and when a bill, a map in 

this case, is heard and there are always the 

opportunity to submit written comments through the 

online portal.  

              Now, as for logistics, I would like to 

give everyone a brief preview of the process for 

today's video conference testimony.  Everyone that 

registered to testify and has signed onto the video 

conference link should be in the Zoom waiting room.  We

have, what, 110, approximately 110 people registered to

testify in today's hearing.  You cannot view the 

hearing from the waiting room, so you should view the 

live stream available on the Senate website via the 

link that is visible in the waiting room, so you will 

know when you have been called to testify. 

              For those in the waiting room, please 

make sure your screen name matches the name you used to

register.  If you need to step away from the hearing 
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for any reason, you may leave the waiting room and 

rejoin when you're able, as long of course as the 

hearing is still ongoing.  When your name is called and

it is your turn to testify, turn on your video, but 

keep yourself muted until I recognize you to speak.  So

what will happen as you're in the Zoom waiting room, 

I'll call the next four or five people a panel to 

speak, and then we'll take you one at a time.  And when

you're called on the panel, you should go ahead and 

turn your video on, the little button on your screen. 

And then when I call your name at that time, please 

turn off your mute so that we can hear you testify. 

              It's important to remember that when you

are called on to testify, you should mute or close your

livestream player.  If you leave the livestream going,

there will be an echo heard, and you've probably heard

this before on a radio talk show or something where 

someone's being interviewed and they've got the radio 

on in the background and you hear the double echo, hear

the voice there.  So when you're called to testify, 

make sure you turn off the livestream or mute it so 

that we're -- you're not hearing yourself in the 

background.  

              Once recognized, you may unmute your 

microphone.  Your audio and your video will be heard 
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and seen by both the Committee members and the public.

Once I call your name, you will have an opportunity to

provide your testimony to the Committee.  I will have 

you state your name and whether you are testifying on 

behalf of any organization.  So everyone has an 

opportunity to participate.  I ask that witnesses, and

again, we have over a hundred registered for today, 

that they limit their testimony to two minutes.  And 

although I don't want to cut anyone off, we must be 

mindful of those witnesses that are still waiting.  So

please try to be concise so we can hear from everyone 

efficiently.  Now, the senators will have opportunity 

to ask you questions and any of their questions will 

certainly not count against your allotted time.  When 

you're finished with your testimony, you'll be released

from the video conference and can watch the rest of the

hearing on the livestream. 

              Also note, it's very important, also note

if you're having technical difficulties with your video

or audio, Committee staff will move you back into the 

waiting room and give you an opportunity to 

troubleshoot the issue, and we can call you back in the

room with the next round of witnesses.  If you need 

technical assistance, you can contact Zoom customer 

support.  Please visit Zoom.us/join, J-O-I-N.  Say that
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again.  Zoom.us/join or call Zoom customer service at 

1-800-799-9666, 1-800-799-9666.  You can also call our

Committee office at (512) 463-0030, (512) 463-0030 if 

you're having any issues and we'll try to help you 

through those.  

              Clerk would also please show that Senator

Paxton is present.   

              We have some housekeeping measures, but 

I'd like to -- I know a couple are particularly 

important to Senator Alvarado, so I think we'll hold 

off on those until we get everyone here.  And, Members,

are there any comments or any -- Senator Hinojosa? 

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. And just a comment in that as we move forward

and continue having these hearings, at some point I 

would hope we would have a redistricting map so we can

really zero in on the interest and the objections that

our constituents out in the -- and the citizens of 

Texas may have, because sometimes there may be a sense

we don't have a map before us that we're sort of 

groping in the dark and trying to swing in the dark 

which is not I know the purpose of this Committee.  So

I would appreciate that as soon as we have a map 

available to please make it available not only to us, 

but to the general public.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
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              SENATOR KING:  Senator, your comments are

very well taken.  I have not seen any map myself. 

Traditionally, during congressional redistricting the 

congressional delegations will submit their proposed 

maps, Republican and Democrat.  I'm not in the process

of drawing a map myself, at least not at this time, but

as soon as anyone submits a map for consideration, 

it'll be made available to the entire Committee, and I

certainly do expect one will pop up before too long.  

              So, Members, any other comments or 

questions?  If not the Chair now opens for public 

testimony.  As a reminder, public testimony -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman? 

              SENATOR KING:  Oh, Senator Miles.  

              SENATOR MILES:  I thought your comments 

were about your rules.  Are we not going to be able to

make any remarks or any opening remarks? 

              SENATOR KING:  On anything you would 

like, sir. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I'd like to make some opening remarks.  

              SENATOR KING:  Certainly.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

              Today's hearing is focused on East Texas,

Harris County, and surrounding areas.  Harris County 
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and Fort Bend Counties are where my Senate district is.

Senate 13 contains all of CD 18, a good part of CD 9 

and a part of CD 29.  That is three out of the four 

name districts in the DOG -- in the DOJ hit list 

letter.  These districts are also some of the largest 

majority minority opportunity districts in the state, 

Mr. Chairman.  According to the Texas Legislative 

Council, as of 2021, over 70 percent of voting age 

population is in CD 9 is black and brown residents.  CD

18 is over 70 percent.  CD 29 is over 80 percent, Mr. 

Chairman. 

              This is not a coincidence, as I've said 

before.  This is redistricting is nothing but an 

attempt to dilute and suppress voting black power and 

brown power of people in this state.  It has been 

instituted simply to satisfy a racist agenda of the 

current president, Mr. Chairman, Members.  Mr. 

Chairman, I would like to also comment on this video 

conference format that you spoke of.  As far as I know,

we have had about 80 people signed up to testify.  Mr.

Chairman, would you be surprised if I told you that 

during the in-person hearings in Houston at the 

University of Houston Saturday, they received around a

thousand witness registrations, Mr. Chairman?  Over a 

thousand. 
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              Houstonians packed the University of 

Houston Auditorium and Wheeler Avenue Baptist Church, 

where I go to church.  After that because Houston 

Committee, the Houston -- the House Committee 

Republicans would not hear all the witness registered 

to testify.  Many people showed up and showed out to 

tell the legislature that they neither want nor this 

redistricting or asked for it.  They did so defining 

their communities and did so basically blind because we

haven't even seen proposed maps as Senator Hinojosa has

said.   

              Assuming a thousand people did indeed 

registered to testify, that would be a little more than

12 times the registration that we have received for 

video conferences on our testimony.  As I like to say 

in the chamber, if we can measure it, we can fix it, 

Mr. Chairman.  Well, the numbers are clear.  The 

digital divide is real and you receive more engagement

with in-person testimony, Mr. Chairman.  I believe 

we're doing the constituents a disservice with our 

current testimony format.  

              Finally, my motion for Ms. Dillon is 

still tabled.  I understand that you wrote a letter 

asking for Ms. Dillon to appear.  We have not heard a 

response from it.  You know, if Ms. Dillon wrote the 
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DOJ letter to kick off this redistricting issue, it's 

Ms. Dillon that gave us this August 7th deadline as 

well.  If Ms. Dillon believes we should dilute to 

suppress black and brown voices in CD 9, 18, and 29 and

would like to threaten our legislative process, then 

she should come here and look us in the eye and answer

any questions we may have, Mr. Chairman. 

              Committee Members, I said this the very 

first hearing, and I will say it again loud and clear.

This is not redistricting, this is rig-districting.  It

is an absolute farce and disrespectful and to every 

black and brown citizen in this state, Mr. Chairman, 

and I'm not going to move from that position. 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, Senator.  

              Will the clerk show that Senator Alvarado

is present? 

              May I respond?  Not in contradiction. I 

just wanted to respond.  It's a good time to do some of

the housekeeping and this follows up on what you've 

said a little bit.   

              I did want to say that with regard to our

attendance on Friday, which was our first hearing, we 

had 778 people click in and watch online.  Now 

obviously, some of those could have double clicked, 

left and come back in.  We don't know those numbers, 
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but we know that 778 watched the livestream online 

hearing Friday.  That day we had 112 register to 

testify, and 48 testified on Friday.  The -- typically

as you know, we have a lot of people when we have 

public hearings, they sign up on the kiosk, but not all

stay to testify.  A lot of them just registered on the

kiosk to show that they were here to testify.  But 

those, that delta between the 48 that testified and the

112 that registered to testify on Friday, we sent each

one of them an individual email at the end of the day,

and we got back a lot of really nice responses.  Thank

you for following back up and thank you for this 

service, things of that nature.  

              On Saturday, we had 527 people click on 

to the online stream service.  So we had 527 viewers. 

Now, again, there may have been some that signed on for

a while, left and came back, so they might be double 

counted, but we know that during the course of the 

hearing, 527 people clicked in, or if there were 570 

that clicked on to watch -- 527, I'm sorry.  On 

Saturday we had 80 witnesses registered to testify, 34

stayed on to testify.  We, again, followed up with 

personalized emails to those as well.   

              I recognize that that the video 

conferencing is a different approach than what the 
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House is doing.  They are going to Harris County and to

DFW.  And I understand that there's two ways to look at

this, but I also think that not everybody lives in DFW,

certainly not just in Arlington where they're at today,

and not everybody lives in Houston.  And we're able to

reach out all over the state and give people from 

Amarillo to Beaumont, El Paso to Lufkin the opportunity

to participate that would not have driven to DFW or to

Houston or to wherever we went to. 

              And so I think we also had some people in

their testimony thank us that they came to the House 

last week and were not able to testify, and so they 

were glad that they were able to testify with us.  I 

remember someone else from South Texas said thank you 

for letting me participate in this way. 

              So I understand exactly the discussion 

between field hearings and regional hearings like we're

having and -- but I do think we're offering a service 

that a lot of Texans are taking advantage of.  So I 

under -- but I promise you that as soon as we have a 

map to consider, there will be public hearings here in

the Capitol and we'll have as many of those as is 

necessary to do the Committee's work. 

              With regard to the subpoena, I did 

receive a letter from Senator Alvarado, I believe 
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specifically formally requesting that we subpoena the 

author of the DOJ letter.  I don't object to doing 

that.  We just sent the invitation Friday.  Today is 

just Monday.  Our rules do specifically say that we 

cannot subpoena during the regional hearing process, 

but that will be over tomorrow.  So what I would 

suggest is if we and I -- and Senator Miles, I 

understand you signed that letter and so did Senator 

Hinojosa as well, the letter requesting a subpoena.  So

what I would suggest is Wednesday, if we have not heard

back from the DOJ, that at that time we can have a 

formal meeting on the floor upon adjournment.  And 

those are public meetings.  It just -- we don't have to

come to a Committee room and we can -- if someone wants

to make a motion, it does take a two-thirds vote to 

issue a subpoena.  In the meantime -- and I'll take up

that motion.  In the meantime, I'm going to ask Leg. 

Counsel to do some research because I'm told -- I 

haven't checked myself, but I'm told that there is some

case law out there that says that a state legislative 

body cannot subpoena a federal officer because we only

have the authority to subpoena those under our 

jurisdiction and they're not under our jurisdiction.  I

haven't read that case myself.  

              I also presume we don't have the 
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authority to compel someone from out of the state to 

attend.  So I'll have that researched and we can take 

up that motion Wednesday, but I'm kind of fully 

expecting that we'll hear from the DOJ before then.  I

know that the email was received late Friday.  You 

requested it, the invitation on Thursday.  I sent it on

Friday and I know it was received because late Friday 

we got one of those little -- I'm sorry you requested 

it Friday.  We sent it Friday, and I got one of those 

email auto responses saying it had been received.   

              I'll also say, I guess it's public 

because it was on Twitter, that the author of that DOJ

letter tweeted that she was spreading her husband's 

ashes over the weekend.  So I think, you know, we need

to give her a little slack on responding.  So if we 

haven't by Wednesday, then we can certainly take up 

that motion, but I'm going to do the research before 

then. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Is that it, Mr. Chairman?

              SENATOR KING:  Yes.  Go ahead.  I'm 

sorry.  I think I got everything.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman, I thank you

for that follow up.  But I have to say, you know, 

watching and testifying are two different things, and I

think the delta of 120 testifying compared to a 
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thousand testifying is a big delta, Mr. Chairman.  

Okay.  Watching and testifying are two different 

things.   

              And I also would like to ask, Mr. 

Chairman, when we have the maps, is it your intent to 

do regional public hearings or just here at the 

Capitol?  

              SENATOR KING:  To my knowledge, the 

Senate has never done field hearings when considering 

when a  -- when there's a map before the Committee.  

I'm subject to being shown I'm wrong on that, but to my

knowledge, we've never done that.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Okay.  The Senate has 

never.   

              SENATOR KING:  The Senate -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  The House has -- 

              SENATOR KING:  The House is -- the House

either. 

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  I think, Mr. Chairman,

if I may? 

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  And it may not have 

been during without a map, but we in the past have had

regional hearings.  I remember being part of a 

Redistrict Committee.  We had hearings down in the 
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River Valley, and quite frankly, I can't quite remember

the exact date, but I do remember having to travel to 

other regions of the state.  And I cannot tell you 

whether we had a map before us or not, but I'm sure  

we -- but I do remember the trips.  

              SENATOR KING:  I know the Senate did 

field hearings in 2019 or 2020 in preparation for the 

2021 session.  And then of course, that all kind of got

shut down for 2021 because of COVID.  

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Correct.  

              SENATOR KING:  And I think that's when 

they first went to virtual, the House and the Senate.  

I know the House, but as far as I know when we've 

actually had a map before us, we haven't done them --  

done them -- we haven't actually done -- 

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Actually Senator 

Duncan I think was Chair at that time of the 

Redistricting Committee, if I recall. 

              SENATOR KING:  Would have been the cycle

before.  

              SENATOR MILES:  So, Mr. Chairman, would 

the hearings be just like we're doing the video 

conferences, but regional or are we just going to have

one big hearing?  

              SENATOR KING:  Well, they would be dealt
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with as any other bill is. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Sir? 

              SENATOR KING:  They would be dealt with 

in the same manner that any bill before any Committee 

is in terms of posting, and then we would have a 

hearing in the Committee room which would be open to 

the public and we would have witnesses and testimony in

the normal course of business that we do for any bill,

but they would be in the Capital. 

              SENATOR MILES:  But that's going to be a

lot of people, Mr. Chairman, a lot of people. 

              SENATOR KING:  I would not be surprised.

              SENATOR MILES:  And yeah.  

              SENATOR KING:  We always -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  I can belabor the issue,

but I'm not, Mr. Chairman.  You know, we've never had 

virtual, all virtual hearings either.  But this is the

first. 

              SENATOR KING:  I think we did in 2021 

during COVID. 

              SENATOR MILES:  During COVID, with the 

exception of COVID.  You're absolutely -- 

              SENATOR KING:  That was --  

              SENATOR MILES:  -- correct, sir.  Yes, 

you're absolutely correct.  With the exception of 
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COVID.   

              Okay.  We  -- more to come, we look 

forward to getting those maps and, Mr. Chairman, I just

think it's necessary that, you know, we get a -- 

everybody gets a chance to testify on something as 

important as this because, I mean, this is democracy 

and everybody should have a part in it. 

              And I respect you and I appreciate you, 

but things just aren't going right, Mr. Chairman.  I'm

sorry.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, Senator.  

              Senator Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you,  

Mr. Chairman.  

              I can't emphasize enough what my 

colleague, Senator Miles, is saying because we 

witnessed it.  Look, the numbers don't lie.  This 

virtual testimony, it's just not working.  

              SENATOR MILES:  It's not. 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  If you look at how 

many people, and you gave the numbers, how many people

have registered, how many people stay on versus what's

happened in person, in fact, Saturday when we both left

here, we went to Houston and there were still a couple

of hundred people waiting to testify.  So people are 
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showing up to the regional hearings and they're 

staying.  They're waiting to testify.  I'm not sure 

what kind of a turnout will happen in Arlington, but my

guess is that people will show up and will stay.  So 

again, the numbers speak for themselves on that.  

              Secondly, I want to just have some follow

up questions about the DOJ letter for just a couple of

points for clarification.  After our first meeting on 

Friday, did you or your staff have contact with the DOJ

prior to emailing the letter of invitation?  

              SENATOR KING:  No.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  

              SENATOR KING:  I haven't had any contact

with that office.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  So then it 

seems like your response has been consistent.  You said

before your only interaction with the DOJ was but when

you reviewed the letter dated, their July 7th letter 

and then the letter of invitation that was emailed to 

the Assistant Attorney General on Friday; is that 

correct?  

              SENATOR KING:  That's correct.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  So those would

be the two.  And I think you said that you have not 

received any response from the Assistant Attorney 
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General's office?  

              SENATOR KING:  So we -- of course we 

recessed our hearing and I went back to the office, 

wrote up a letter right then.  Sometime after 5:00 p.m.

I got one of those automatic responses from the -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  And that's been it?  

              SENATOR KING:  -- from their office 

saying it had been received. 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  And that's been

it? 

              SENATOR KING:  That was Friday evening, 

and of course today's just Monday.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  And then we did

some research and under our Senate rules and state law,

issuing a subpoena that's been considered a procedural

matter, not a non-procedural or subsequent matter, it's

clear that if the Committee chooses to do so, we could

issue a subpoena to the Assistant Attorney General 

Dillon during today's regional hearing or tomorrow.  

But I think you said that we're going to do that on 

Wednesday; is that right? 

              SENATOR KING:  So my understanding -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Did I hear that 

correctly? 

              SENATOR KING:  My understanding of the 
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Senate resolution we passed, it specifically says that

we cannot issue subpoenas during regional hearings,  

but -- and I'm still not clear on if we can issue a 

subpoena to a federal officer.  However, I will ask 

Leg. Counsel to research that for us all and I will 

also take up a motion Wednesday from the Committee to 

issue a subpoena if anyone cares to bring that.  And 

you obviously do.  Hopefully before then, we will have

heard and have already begun to make arrangements for 

someone from the DOJ to come and testify. 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  And again, I 

just, you know, keep bringing this up because the 

reason that we're here is because of this letter and 

they've given some pretty quick deadlines.  I think 

it's August the 7th that they have -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Which I'm not sure what 

that is a deadline to.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Well, I just think if

they're giving us some pretty tight deadlines, it's 

okay for us to give them a tight deadline to respond to

us. 

              SENATOR KING:  I don't disagree.  I  

think -- and that's why I said Wednesday will take a --

be happy to entertain a motion.  I'll be -- but always

need to bear in mind as well, the governor could have 
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put congressional redistricting on the call regardless

of whether he received that letter.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  I don't think that 

would've happened.  I don't think he was going to put 

this on the call until he got that letter and until 

Trump called him.  That's what sparked all of this. 

That's why we're here, because none of this was ever 

discussed during the regular session.  And as I said on

Saturday, usually in Special sessions you take up 

things that -- bills that needed to be tweaked or 

something like the Central Texas floods that happened.

But nobody was talking about redistricting in the 

Special session.  The only thing we were talking about

kind of on the sidelines was the court case in El Paso.

              SENATOR KING:  Well, I'm not at all 

disagreeing with you that that's the norm, but I will 

say the map that we're -- that's in place today for the

congressional members was passed in a Special session 

in 2021 and then reaffirmed in 2023 during the regular.

And then we -- on occasions during the prior decade due

to court orders or the governor, then Perry, just on 

his own initiative, putting it on the call, have dealt

with redistricting.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  Well, and since

I brought up El Paso, we've referenced the court case 
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in El Paso several times, whether on the floor or here.

Is it leadership's intention to push members to move 

forward with withdrawing the map in the next couple of

weeks?  Then it would be beneficial for all the 

Committee members to be knowledgeable about the claims

raised in the ongoing litigation and the State's 

position on the 2021 map and what the expert witnesses

said.  Would you be willing to ask the Attorney 

General's office to provide us with full transcripts 

from the trial and have them to be part of the 

legislative record?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yeah, we can certainly ask

those -- them to make them available.  Probably drop 

them into our Dropbox if they do that.  I can tell you

that I've called the Attorney General's office and 

asked them to come and just brief me, and they've done

that.  And then I've read quite a few of the documents

myself, not all of them, by any measure, and I also 

read the Attorney General's response to the DOJ letter

at issue and the Court's response to the motion by the

plaintiffs to reopen testimony because of that letter.

And I'm sure that if you individually wanted to ask the

Attorney General's office, they'd come to your office 

and brief you up on it as well. 

              But we'll ask them to pick out the 
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pertinent documents that'll give a good overview and 

get those to us, and they're all public record, and 

we'll be happy to make sure they get dropped into the 

Committee, into your Dropbox, the Committee Dropbox.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you.  I would 

appreciate that.  I think it's important for us to see

that because attorneys, state officials, people were 

under oath and talked a lot about how the maps in 2021

were racially blind, VRA compliant, constitutional.  

And I'm just curious if -- were people lying back then,

or are they -- I mean, even the man that drew the map,

Mr. Adam Kincaid testified to that.  And so was he 

committing perjury?  Was he doing something else?  I 

think it's important that we have that, so I appreciate

your reply.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Happy to do that.  

              SENATOR MILES:  One last thing.  You 

know, it bothers me that we continue to treat this mid-

decade redistricting like any normal redistricting 

because it is not a normal redistricting.  But yet we 

insist on --this body insist on treating it as if it is

a regular redistricting cycle.  This is not a regular 

redistricting cycle.  So why are we treating this as if

it is?  I mean, we've -- we -- this is a mid-decade 

redistricting called by the President of the United 
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States for personal reasons, but yet we want to conform

it into one of our regular decade redistricting.  It's

a round peg trying to go into a square hole.  So why do

we have to go by the guidelines of our regular 

redistricting process? 

              The President's office isn't, our 

governor's office isn't, our Lieutenant Governor's 

office isn't.  

              SENATOR KING:  So what I'm trying to  

do -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  And, Mr. Chairman, I'm 

going to say this before you say that.  I have the 

utmost, once again, the utmost respect for you and my 

colleagues, but this is an arrogant process.  This is a

blatant, arrogant, conceited process that's just being

shoved down the throats of our -- of the citizens of 

Texas, particularly the African American and brown who

is going to hurt the most.  By no means am I calling 

any of my colleagues arrogant and cocky, but this 

process is, Mr. Chairman, this process is.  And it's 

going to hurt my community.  It's going to hurt Senator

Alvarado's community, and it just seems like nobody 

cares.  It's like we don't exist in this state.  And 

many a times I've said to you, my colleagues, the 

strength of Texas is in its diversity.  We cannot live
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up to our full capacity until we embrace our diversity.

It's getting ridiculous, Mr. Chairman. 

               SENATOR KING:  Senator, thank you for 

your comments, and I take them in the -- with the 

intent that they were offered.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Please do, sir.  Thank 

you.  

              SENATOR KING:  And what I'll do, what my

commitment is that we'll -- I'll do my best to make 

sure that we operate the Committee in full accordance 

with the rules of the Senate and with the rules of the

Senate resolution we passed on Monday.  And I will do 

my best to try to keep it as open and transparent as 

possible.  So if y'all have any more requests for 

information, let me know and I'll do my very best to 

accommodate those.  

              Again, for right now, we're just in an 

information gathering stage.  We're here in -- because

the governor, we're in response to the charge, the 

governor placing this on the call.  And we have one 

more information hearing tomorrow.  After that, as I 

mentioned, we can have a discussion Wednesday if 

someone wants to offer a motion for a subpoena.  In the

meantime, I'll ask for Leg. Counsel to research that 

question of subpoenaing a federal officer.   
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              And with your help I'd like to go ahead 

and open us up for the witnesses.  I know we have a few

standing by, including a couple of congressional 

members.  We have about 50 people in the waiting room,

so is -- are there any more comments -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Mr. -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, Senator Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  I do have a 

suggestion.  Since we have Senator Hughes on the 

Committee and he as Chair of State Affairs, they did 

issue a subpoena to the CEO of BlackRock who lived out

of state in New York, so maybe he can lend his 

expertise in helping us to get that subpoena if the 

issue is subpoenaing somebody that is out of state.  

Just a suggestion since he has experience doing that --

              SENATOR KING:  I've already planned on 

consulting him -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  

              SENATOR KING:  -- about this.  And I do 

need to make sure that there's not something unique in

the fact that it's a federal officer.  But again, we 

will have a -- we will have a hearing on this Wednesday

right after we recess for the day and by then hopefully

we have all the answers and we may well find that we've

already received a response to our invitation and 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 30 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

30
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

worked out a date for someone from DOJ to come testify.

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.   

              That said, anybody else?  All right.  

              Senator Hughes, did you -- 

              SEN. HUGHES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And you have all this under control.  You -- of course,

you're proceeding appropriately.  I would only to give

a little context to our colleague, Senator Alvarado. 

              The Committee on State Affairs authorized

by a two-thirds vote authorized the Chair to issue 

subpoenas to a number of financial firms, BlackRock, I

believe BlackRock, State Street, also ISS and Glass 

Lewis, ISS a proxy advisory firm was back in 2022.  

Armed with that, we contacted those entities, told them

what we wanted, and they agreed to comply without the 

necessity of issuing the subpoena.  So we never tested

that issue.  

              We also, in that case though, each of 

those firms have people in Texas.  So our backup was 

even if we couldn't get to the boys in New York, they 

had folks in Texas we could spend if we had to.  So 

just for context, everything you said is true, but we 

never got to the point of having to enforce that 

subpoena against an out of state person.  We hope we 
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have that authority, but again, we never tested that. 

So -- and of course I going to assist the Chair and the

Committee moving forward, but I want to make sure we 

were clear on that what happened with State of Affairs

historically. 

              Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you, 

Senator.  

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  Thank you.  

              Anybody else?  

              Yeah.  Staff's telling me I need to 

clarify that what I meant by hearing on Wednesday is we

would have a formal meeting of the Committee upon the 

end of that day's business.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, Senator Miles?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Respectfully, we have our

congressional people waiting.   

              SENATOR KING:  I was just fixing to call

them up.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Okay.  Thank you. 

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Just want to make sure we

give them due respect.  

              SENATOR KING:  And I'm going to call them

up one at a time and I'm going to call the Honorable Al
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Green first.  Not giving him preference over 

Congresswoman Fletcher, but his name is just first up 

on the list.  So -- and he is the senior member. 

              Congressman, are you with us?  

Congressman, are you able to hear us?  And could you 

speak so we can -- you need to unmute your screen.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  I'm unmuted, I 

think.  

              SENATOR KING:  There you are.  Okay.  

Great. Thank you for being here with us today.  We can

see your -- see you and we're eager to hear what you 

have to say.  Please proceed.  And just for our record,

just so it's on the archived tape, if you would please

state your name and who you're representing today. 

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  I'm Congressman Al

Green and I represent the 9th Congressional District of

Texas. But I think I represent people across the length

and breadth of the state because the issue impacts 

people across the length and breadth of the state.  And

if I may say so, I take no great delight in saying what

I'm about to say. 

              Let me start by thanking the Committee.  

I thank the senators.  I thank you, Mr. Chairman, the  

Vice Chair.  And I want to associate myself with the 

remarks of Senator Miles and Senator Alvarado.  They 
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took up quite a bit of what I would need to say and 

don't have time to say.  There's not enough time to 

explicate so I will abbreviate. 

              This is wrong.  It is wrong for us to 

conclude that we can eliminate four districts with 

minority representation simply at the behest of a 

president who wants to stay in office.  This is 

unconstitutional.  It is, in my opinion, what Senator 

Miles said.  This is a racist act.  This is not 

something that you should do.  The Justice Department 

is asking the state of Texas to commit a racist act.  

              I have no problem saying the word racism,

just as I have no problem saying antisemitism.  If we 

were about to eliminate four districts that were 

electing Jewish members of Congress, we'd say it's 

antisemitic, and I would be one of the people out front

saying it.  So I'm out front now saying that this, this

act is wrong, and it is a racist act, and it's 

something that we should not allow to occur.  

              Now, most of the conversation is about 

maps.  I would hope that the Committee of the -- would

consider not taking any action at all.  Maybe the 

people in the state of Texas are not wanting to see 

redistricting right now, mid-decade, and to see what's

about to happen.  It's sort of like having a basketball
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game and at halftime you have one team that has the 

power to say, look, it looks like we may run into some

difficulties in the second half.  Let's take three of 

their players and let's put them off the field and 

we'll take three more players and put them on our team.

So we'll play them, they'll have two and we'll have 

eight.  I mean, this is what we are doing.  We're 

taking from the minority communities, and we are going

to now give it to a broader community so that it can 

continue to maintain power.  Yes, it's a power grab, 

but it's a racist power grab.   

              I do thank you.  I don't want to exceed 

the time.  If I'm asked a question, I'll be more than 

proud to answer.  And I thank you again, no delight in

saying what I say, but sometimes you have to speak 

truth to power and truth about power.  This is about 

President Trump and what he wants for Texas.  Let's do

what is best for the Texas Texans.  I thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, sir.  

              Members, any questions for the 

congressman?  

              SENATOR MILES:  I have quite a few, Mr. 

Chairman. 

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles?  

              SENATOR MILES:  I have quite a few, Mr. 
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Chairman. 

              Congressman Green, let me first, thank 

you for taking time to testify today.  You know, I've 

known you for a long time and you've been a great 

representative to your community and in Washington DC.

And I know how much you care about your constituents.  

I just have five questions that I want to get through 

at what this rigged redistricting will mean for our 

community, Mr. Congressman Green.  

              Congressman Green, how long have you been

representing Congressional District 9?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Since 2005.  

              SENATOR MILES:  2005.  So you've been 

through how many 10-year redistricting cycles? 

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, the truth is

this I have been in court litigating more than the -- 

pardon me, at least half of the time that I've been in

Congress.  I arrived in 2005.  I was elected in '04 and

shortly thereafter became a part of litigation.  I'm 

currently a part of the litigation taking place in El 

Paso, Texas.  And yes, I have been there.  And yes, I 

know that the testimony from the State has been that 

this is a colorblind map.  And I understand that if you

say it's colorblind, then you ought to defend 

colorblind. You should not allow the president to say 
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you should do something that obviously ignores this and

would in fact be unconstitutional if you did it.  But 

the president doesn't care about it being 

unconstitutional if you will implement it, because 

it'll take years before it will get to a final judgment

in court.  And by this time the president will either 

be out of office or he'll be holding over under some 

sort of martial law.  

              SENATOR MILES:  And, Congressman, you 

said you've been most of your time in court including 

in Laredo, El Paso.  How -- what was the outcomes of 

those other trials that you've been in besides -- 

except for the -- this latest one?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, we've had 

some positive outcomes but it was when Section 2 and 

Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, when they had more

strength than they have now.  The Voting Rights Act is

being chipped away, and the only thing left for us now

is Section 2. And we are not going to win under Section

2 unless we show that this act by the state of Texas.  

If it doesn't, and I pray that it won't, I take no 

delight in saying what I say, but if we don't say that

this is racial, if we don't indicate that, we are not 

going to get to Section 2 and we can't win.  And people

are very smart.  They understand that if they say that
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this is just politics, this is partisan politics, or 

this is a power grab, they understand now that the law

has devolved to the point where you can say that, and 

then I've got to prove, no, that's not what your intent

was.  And that is almost impossible.  So let's not have

the state of Texas do what the president is asking, and

that is something that's unconstitutional.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you for outlining 

that, Mr. Congressman.  Mr. Congressman, can you tell 

me a little bit about your community?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Yes, Senator.  I 

have a very diverse community.  Everybody likes to say

theirs is the most diverse when in fact my -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  Including me.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, my  

community -- and the ballot is printed in four 

languages, English, Spanish, Vietnamese, and Chinese.  

In my community we have what's called an international

district, and that is a district wherein we have 

literally all sorts of cultures that come together and

people come together and we have created what I call a

symbiosis.  We're doing more together than we could 

ever do separate and apart from each other.  And this 

symbiosis is something that you talked about, Senator 

Miles, and this is what we need in the state of Texas,
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appreciating what each can bring to the table and 

allowing that to cause us to do together what we could

never do separate and apart from each other. 

              But aside from the symbiosis and aside 

from the international district, we have the largest 

medical center in the world in the 9th Congressional 

District.  It's a great economic engine for the 9th 

Congressional District.  And my regret is going to be 

that it'll be drawn in such a way that the people that

I represent who need the benefits of that medical 

center, the medical center that we have brought dollars

into to help the people of Texas and anyone else who 

comes into the medical center, it could be drawn away 

such that the projects that we have and the things that

we are doing with the medical center, we may no longer

be able to do. 

              Aside from those things, I would add that

this district has what I call character, and it is the

character of constituents who understand that it is 

necessary to work together.  Sunnyside, which is a 

neighborhood that is inhabited by people who have been

there for a long time, an old neighborhood.  People who

understand the importance of voting, understand the 

importance of protecting their neighborhood from many 

of the things that are encroaching that would make it 
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not as livable as they want it to be.  But we have 

Sunnyside.  It's a crazy -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  Where I was born and 

raised, as you know.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Yes, sir.  

              And then we have South Park.  South Park

Village.  South Park in that area where we have people

who are youngsters, a lot of them up and coming young 

people but also another very much older and stable 

community.  And then of course we have the communities

out in the Fort Bend area and over also into the 

Brazoria County area.  So we cover three different 

counties, but we've been able to bring people together

in all of these counties.  I meet with the people in 

these counties regularly.  I don't depend on being able

to raise $5 million to win an election, and too many 

people do.  They say they won, but they bought the 

election.  When you can outspend your opponent 10 

times, 10 to 1, have you really won by virtue of what 

you are going to do or by virtue of your being able to

drown out the audience or the voice of your opponent.  

I win my election because I use my feet.  I use my 

voice and I'm in those neighborhoods and people know 

it.  And this is government of the people, by the 

people, for the people, not government of the money, by
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the money, for the powerful.  

              SENATOR MILES:  You said that very well,

sir.  You know, Congressman Green, we heard from a 

Republican resident of Nacogdoches that he was 

dissatisfied with his congressional district because 

it's just crossed so many counties.  He said he 

appreciated his representative, but his East Texas 

community had nothing in common with Round Rock outside

of Austin.  Congressman, do you believe that your 

district should remain the way it is because it has 

unique and common needs?  And if you do, could you 

expound on that?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, thank you.  

I am in litigation and we were trying as best as we 

could to improve upon the district with that 

litigation.  And there were some things that were 

carved out of the district that we thought should have

been left in, but we appreciate what we have and we 

don't want to go from a district where we were trying 

to improve it to a district that cannot be improved by

virtue of what may take place with redistricting that's

being offered up. 

Eliminating four congressional seats where people are 

electing persons of color, which means that if I want 

the public to understand this, if this happens, that 
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means you're going to have four less seats with people

of color, and you're likely to have more districts with

persons who are Anglo, fewer people who are of color, 

fewer African Americans, fewer Latinos.  You're not 

going to have that.  

              But with reference to your question, when

districts are compact, you do have the opportunity to 

traverse the districts and to visit with your 

colleagues.  And I mean, colleagues, senators, state 

senators and representatives, understand what's needed

so that you can bring home those community dollars.  We

have something called community project funding, and 

I've worked with the senators, I've worked with the 

county commissioners, and we do this together.  It's 

not a congressional effort.  It's an effort of elected

officials that have harmonized.  And that harmony is 

something that I think we should appreciate, celebrate,

and continue to cause to manifest itself in the 9th 

Congressional District and in the 29th.  I don't mean 

to in any way say what I'm saying to the exclusion of 

the 29th, because I worked closely with Congresswoman 

Garcia and I have worked very closely with the 

Congresswoman Jackson Lee, very closely with Garcia. 

And when Sylvester Turner was there for a brief period

of time, he and I were working closely together. 
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              So you've got all of this harmony and we

have the president coming in to do what he can it seems

to create disharmony among people who are working 

together.  I would hope that we would not let the 

President of the United States decide that he will pick

the representatives for the people in the state of 

Texas. 

              SENATOR MILES:  So if I'm hearing you 

right, Congressman, you're saying that the breakup of 

your district would be detrimental to the community as

a whole?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  It would, to the 

community as a whole, the district as a whole, but also

to the adjacent districts because we work together.  We

work with Congresswoman Garcia.  She and I serve on the

same committee together in Congress, that is financial

services.  We work with the 18th Congressional 

District.  But they've been without representation for

too long now.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Yeah.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  And if the 18th 

Congressional District had been properly represented in

Congress, when we had the vote on what's called the Big

beautiful Bill it would not have passed with those 

votes because the bill passed with one vote and the 
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18th Congressional District, I am absolutely, totally 

and completely sure that it -- the representative would

have spoken for the people of the 18th who are not 

enthralled with what happened with that piece of 

legislation, which is going to hurt Medicaid, which 

means you're going to hurt Medicare.  If we all -- if 

we live long enough, we will all need Medicaid because

your long-term healthcare once you're hospitalized, 

comes from Medicaid.  And we want to protect it, and we

want to protect social security.  So we understand what

we have in common, and we work for a common cause 

standing on common ground. 

              SENATOR MILES:  So, Congressman, our 

community in your district is not special just because

of the communities.  It's really special because of the

diversity; is that correct?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Absolutely.  

Totally.  Yes.  

              SENATOR MILES:  And if you could 

estimate, what would you estimate the racial makeup of

Senate District 9 basically be is?  Congressional 9.  

I'm sorry.  If you had to, if you had to estimate 

what's the breakdown?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  The ethnic group 

that would have the greatest number would be the Latino
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community, followed by the African-American community,

followed by the Anglo community, followed by the Asian

community. The mixture has blended well together.  We 

work together, we celebrate together.  We celebrate the

New year at least one or two months sometimes, 

depending on how the lunar New Year falls.  So all of 

these are things that have made the district more 

colorful and made it much more attractive to visitors 

coming to Houston, Texas.  The international district 

draws people from across the globe.  I'm very proud to

represent it. 

              SENATOR MILES:  And the neighborhood of 

Sharpstown, it's in your district, right, Congressman?

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Yes.  The sliver 

of it is in - 

              SENATOR MILES:  Yeah.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Yeah.  But yes.  

              SENATOR MILES:  And do you know how many

languages are spoken at Sharpstown High School?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, Sharpstown 

High School, Alief, I had a little portion of Alief 

too.  I can't give you the exact number.  

              SENATOR MILES:  There are 22 different 

languages spoken at a high school in your district, 

Congressman, 22 different languages at one high -- 
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public high school.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well -- 

              SENATOR MILES:  At Sharpstown High.  It 

is also in my district.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Yes, sir.  And if

I may add this, Senator, with your permission.  Over 

120 languages, I believe in the district itself.  We 

have a polyglot community.  We recognize the importance

of culture in the community.  You know, we live in a 

country where you can have unity without uniformity.  

We don't all have to be alike.  We don't have to look 

alike.  We don't all have to speak the same language 

all the time.  We can have unity notwithstanding this 

without that kind of uniformity.  So if the president 

is trying to achieve uniformity across the length and 

breadth of the country, Texas is not a good place to 

start because Texas is a very diverse state with a 

minority population that exceeds what we used to call 

the majority population.  It's just a fact.  And with 

these facts will come some additional responsibilities,

and that is to have minority voices. 

              Minority voices are important.  They give

people who think that they are not being properly 

represented the opportunity to see representation that

comes from the community that people have known and 
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respected.  I just think that this whole plan, scheme,

plot that the president has put together is to disrupt

and to cause disharmony and is going to be 

unconstitutional, but it'll be more than two years.  

He'll be out of office before it will be proven to be 

such, because they're asking that we deal with four 

communities that have -- four districts that have 

elected people of color.  And removing those four 

people is going to make a difference.  

              SENATOR MILES:  And, Congressman, correct

me if I'm wrong, but Congressional District 9 also 

produces one of the largest block, blocks of democratic

votes in the state of Texas, as well as one of the 

largest blocks of democratic votes in the country; is 

that correct?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Correct.  It has 

traditionally supported the Democratic candidate for 

president, the Democratic candidates for state 

senators, I mean United States Senators and other 

statewide offices.  Yes, it is a strongly drafted and 

constructed democratic district.  I would hope that we

would not deny Democrats to have an opportunity to have

a voice.  I respect the Republicans and the voice that

they have.  I trust that Democrats will have an 

opportunity to have our voices continue to be respected
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in the Congress of the United States of America.  

              SENATOR MILES:  So, Congressman, let me 

be respectful to my colleagues and to Congresswoman 

Lizzie Fletcher with one last question.  So it kind of

looks like the only concrete piece of information about

this redistricting is that President Trump publicly 

said he wants five new seats out of Texas.  And after 

that, the DOJ letter was drafted that flatly attacked 

majority minority congressional districts.  Would you 

agree with that, Mr. Congressman?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  I absolutely agree

with it. And, Senator, I think it's important for this

to be said.  You and I have not had a discussion about

this.  

              SENATOR MILES:  No, we have not.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  The questions are

all questions that I'm hearing for the very first time

today.  No prior discussions.  So we come to the table

with clean hands and a strong voice merely asking for 

justice.  This is an injustice if we proceed as the 

president has asked, and it would be an injustice 

perpetrated upon people who have demonstrated that they

love this country just as much as anybody else does. 

They may have values that are different, but that's 

across the state, across the country.  Let the voices 
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of all be heard and let us not decide that in the 

middle of a decade, we can change the rules so that a 

president can maintain his power in office. 

              SENATOR MILES:  You know, Mr. 

Congressman, I asked my colleagues on the Senate floor,

did they think that was just a coincidence that they're

coming after the district they're coming after.  Do you

think it's a coincidence, Congressman Green?  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Well, it is no 

secret that the president and I have had national  

news -- made national news in terms of our 

disagreements.  And I've had at least one person to 

tell me that if the president doesn't get five, there's

at least one that he's coming after.  So I hear these 

things and I notice, and I cannot ignore the 

relationship between myself and the president, but I 

think that it's bigger than me.  I think that he does 

want to get more districts, and I think that while I 

may be one of the many that he might take, there's an 

effort to do more than to harm just the 9th District, 

which would do more than to harm just one constituency.

There are many constituents that would be harmed.   

              And, by the way, it's about the people 

that we serve, not about the people that we ourselves 

who rep -- are going to Congress, represented in 
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Congress.  We are representatives of the people.  This

is a democracy, but it is a democracy that is within a

republic.  And the republic aspect of this means that 

the people select the candidates of their choice.  And

the people of the 9th, the 18th, the 33rd and the 29th

have elected people of their choice and they just 

happen to be people of color.  There are many districts

where Anglos are in the majority and they elect the 

people of their choice, and they happen to be Anglos.  

And there's no big deal made of it.  No big deal if 

Anglos elect an Anglo person.  But if we minorities 

select a minority person, somehow the Justice 

Department believes that you can change that and you 

can do something unconstitutional.  And that is decide

that you're going to violate Section 2 of the Voting 

Rights Act and discriminate against minorities simply 

because they are a majority in a district. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Congressman, I've always

appreciated your leadership.  I want to say thank you.

As I say to our constituents all the time, we must keep

our faith and keep our fight.  Thank you, Congressman 

Green.  

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Thank you, 

Senator.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, Members.  Any 

other questions, Senator?  Okay.  

              Congressman, thank you for being here 

with us today. 

              REPRESENTATIVE GREEN:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman.  

              SENATOR KING:  The Chair calls 

Congresswoman Lizzie Fletcher.  Congresswoman, if -- 

are you -- if you would push unmute on the screen and 

try to speak.  See if we can get you up there.  There 

you are.  Thank you.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Yes.  Thank you

so much, Mr. Chairman. 

              Good afternoon to the Committee.  I am 

Congresswoman Lizzie Fletcher, and I have the honor and

privilege of representing the people of Texas's 7th 

Congressional District, which is made up of diverse and

vibrant neighborhoods in Houston from Main Street and 

Midtown Southwest and Harris and Fort Bend counties. 

And Congressional District 7 is a majority minority 

district where black, Hispanic, Asian American, and 

other minority citizens have successfully elected their

candidate of choice since the district was configured 

in 2021, and I'm proud to be that candidate.  

              It's important for you to know that all 
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but 1 of the 13 congressional districts in Texas 

represented by a Democrat has a majority minority 

population, and that in all 13 districts, it is 

minority voters who elect their candidate of choice. 

Those 13 districts are the only districts where 

minority voters who make up more than 60 percent of the

population of our state consistently and reliably elect

their candidates of choice to dismantle.  Any of these

13 districts currently represented by Democrats would 

be intentionally diluting the voting strength of 

minority communities.  You cannot do it without harming

Texans, and you shouldn't.  It's against the law, and 

it's against the fundamental organizing principle of a

democratic society, that all citizens, not just the 

privileged few, have the right and have the ability to

have a say in our government.  

              Configuring a new map where District 7 is

converted to a district where white voters elect a 

Republican is an intentional assault on minority 

Texans.  We have a long and shameful history of 

discrimination when it comes to voting in our beloved 

state.  From poll taxes to whites only primaries, Texas

has discriminated against voters of color for 

generations.  But you have the power to reject that, to

reject the pressure from President Trump and National 
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Republican operatives urging you to offset their 

electoral losses elsewhere by redrawing the map in 

Texas to discriminate against minority communities, to

put Texans first, not surrender them.  And I urge you 

to do so, to end this process and focus on the real and

urgent needs of our fellow Texans and our great state.

Thank you.   

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.   

              Members, any questions?  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Sure.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. 

              Congresswoman Fletcher, it's good to see

you.  I -- well, I can't see her actually. 

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Thank you, 

Senator.  I'm glad to be with you.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you.  Can you 

tell me a little bit about your district?  Because I 

think it's important -- you said some words that are 

very important.  You were the candidate of choice for 

that district.  Can you tell me about the makeup of 

your district?  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  That's right.  

Absolutely.  And I think there is a little competition
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among members of Congress.  I heard Congressman Green 

testifying that he thinks he has the most diverse 

district.  I think of course the 7th Congressional 

District may be the most diverse district, not only in

Texas, but in the country.  The racial and ethnic 

breakdown is split among several groups.  It is about 

33 percent Latino.  It's about 26 percent Anglo, 22 

percent African-American, 21 percent Asian American. 

And it encompasses so many diverse and vibrant parts of

the greater Houston area, starting, as I said, in the 

middle of town right off of Main Street and running 

West.  And so we have the historic heart of the LGBTQ 

community in the Montrose neighborhood.  Of course  

we -- I share a boundary with Congressman Green, and so

the international district and Asia town on Bellaire 

Boulevard is part of this district as well as the heart

of the Jewish community in Meyerland, we have a huge 

number.  A big South Asian population as you get into 

Fort Bend County. 

              But throughout the district, there are 

minority communities that come together and elect their

candidate of choice.  And what that means is that while

no one group has the majority in this coalition 

district, the choice of these voters is to -- I mean, 

has only been so far a Democratic candidate because 
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this district has been configured this way since 2021.

And I've had the privilege of representing it since 

that time.  It was differently configured prior to the

last redistricting, and I had the privilege of serving

two terms in that configuration as well.   

              But what we know about this community is

that, you know, anticipating some of the questions, 

there are 140 languages spoken in Houston.  In our 

community in particular, we welcome so many people from

not only across the country but around the world.  The

7th Congressional District has more than twice the 

average of foreign-born residents as the state of 

Texas, nearly 40 percent of the people in this 

district.  It's home to the Gulfton neighborhood, which

is kind of the Ellis Island of Texas.  And I have spent

the last several years just working closely with people

in that community on the kinds of needs that folks have

relating to immigration matters.  We have had the 

privilege of helping resettle refugees from Afghanistan

and working with our community organizations that are 

really focused on refugee resettlement and welcoming 

people to our great state.  And I do think it's 

important this district and the Houston community in 

general is so welcoming. 

              You know, we all had to take Texas 
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history in seventh grade, right?  And learn about gone

to Texas and people wanting to come to Texas, and 

there's no better representation of a welcoming 

community where people want to be than Texas's 7th 

Congressional District.  And there are just so many 

different people who live and work in this community 

and who have made it just an absolutely thriving 

dynamic place.  And I'm so proud to have the privilege

of representing them.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Well, I knew your 

district was diverse.  I did not realize to the extent,

and that's quite a breakdown that you just gave, and 

again, it -- I think the important words to recognize 

here are candidate of choice.  It's just like when many

of us were involved in creating the 29th Congressional

District, we created that as a Latino opportunity 

district, and as it turns out, the voters chose a non-

Latino to represent them.  And that was the candidate 

of choice, and that was a man by the name of Jean 

Green, who I later went to work for.   

              And so trusting the voters to elect their

candidate of choice is so important.  And just your 

district is a very good example of that.  Thank you for

your testimony.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Well, thank 
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you, Senator Alvarado.  And if I might add, I do think

it's really important that's what we focus on.  This is

about the voters, not the members.  It's not about any

one particular member of Congress.  But I do want to 

note, as I said in my testimony, that all 13 of these 

districts, whoever is sitting in that seat, is the 

elected representative and candidate of choice of 

minority communities.  And it's an incredible privilege

for me, and it's my job to make sure that I'm speaking

for everyone across this incredibly diverse and dynamic

district, because this is about them.  This is about 

the voters and not the elected officials, and it's 

important that the voters get to pick their 

representatives rather than the other way around.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

              Senator Fletcher, I want to also thank 

you for testifying today.  And I also want you to know

that you've also been -- the citizens of Congressional

District 7 chose properly in choosing you because 

you're a great -- you're a great leader in your 

community.  I've watched your work.  I've also worked 

with you in our district because we share some of the 

same parts, Congressman Fletcher.  And I want you to 

know, you know, that we're in this fight together, and
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you've done a great job and your district is just as --

makes up for the Diversity District of Senate District

13, and you do a great job in representing the people 

of 7, did a great job in choosing you as the candidate.

Thank you, Congressman Fletcher, and thank you for 

testifying today.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Thank you so 

much, Senator Miles.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Hinojosa? 

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Just a quick question

to follow up on Senator Miles and Alvarado.  I guess, 

your congressional district is a majority minority? 

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  That's correct.

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  And you're not a 

minority, are you? 

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  I am not. 

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  You are Anglo White? 

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Anglo.  Yes, 

sir.  

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  And that's why it's so

important what -- where you have the candidate of 

choice and that's who the voters wanted and they 

elected you as congressperson.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Well, thank 

you.  I'm proud to be the candidate of choice of the 
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incredible people of the 7th Congressional District and

have had the opportunity to represent many parts of the

district now almost eight years.  I'm in my fourth 

term.  But certainly I was new to Fort Bend County 

after the last redistricting, and what I've found is 

this is the most dynamic and wonderful district.  And 

there's just an incredible opportunity to work together

to bring people together and that is very true to 

Houston and to the community that I have the privilege

of representing.  So I'm honored and proud to be their

candidate of choice and to work with my colleagues 

across the congressional delegation and across our 

community.  And I think what Senator Miles noted is 

very important too, that we work together and we build

relationships for the long term.  And so I have had the

opportunity to work with Senator Miles and to work  

with -- by state representatives of course in the 

House, other state senators certainly, and our local 

elected officials for the benefit of everyone across 

our community, including the commissioners in Harris 

and Fort Bend County. 

              And I do think it's important that we 

have a community of interest and that we are all 

working together effectively to deliver real results 

for the people that we all have the privilege of 
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representing.  

              SENATOR HINOJOSA:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  Thank you so 

much.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  Members, any 

other questions? 

              Congresswoman, thank you for being here 

with us today, and I know you had to wait a little 

while to get online because we had some things to talk

about.  So thank you for waiting.  

              REPRESENTATIVE FLETCHER:  I appreciate 

it.  Thank you so much, Senator King.  Thank you all.  

              SENATOR KING:  I am going to now call our

first panel of witnesses. 

              Oh, the clerk will also show that Senator

Parker's with us. 

              And again, as I call the first panel if 

you will -- right.  As I call your name you'll be moved

from the waiting room into the Zoom.  At that time, 

please keep your audio muted.  Please turn your video 

on if I call your name.  [Audio distortion] testify, at

that time, turn your audio, make it -- turn the mute 

off so that we can hear you.  

              So the first would be Terri Webster, 
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Kevin Chance, Meg Barnes, Lynita Robinson, and Judson 

Robinson.  Let me say those again.  Terri Webster, 

Kevin Chance, Meg Barnes, Lynita Robinson, and Judson 

Robinson. 

              And, Mr. Robinson, I see that you're 

already in the Zoom.  If you would turn your mute off 

and introduce yourself.  I think we've got two 

witnesses on.  So again, if you're one of the names I 

just called, please have your video on but stay muted.

And, Mr. Robinson, if you would go ahead and introduce

yourself.  And if you're -- tell us your name and if 

you're representing any organization, if you would do 

that as well.  And sir, you'll need to unmute.  

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman.  

              SENATOR KING:  There you go.  Welcome. 

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  Judson Robinson, 

president of the Houston Area Urban League.  Good 

afternoon.  

              SENATOR KING:  Please begin your 

testimony and please try to keep it to two minutes.  

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  I'll try.  

              Panel, good afternoon.  As mentioned, my

name is Judson Robinson, president of the Houston Urban

League, 1 of 90 affiliates throughout the country 
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servicing about 10,000 people annually.  We're here to

help folks in the areas of education, housing, 

workforce, entrepreneurship, health matters, and to be

a voice for those who don't always have access to the 

opportunities that others may have access to.  And so 

we have been very instrumental in working with our 

partners, our elected officials, those who represent us

and help to speak on behalf of those that we work for.

So I'm very thankful that we have the lines that we do,

and we work with the legislators that we currently work

with because the work is so vitally important and 

because we're able to do the work, we're able to touch

about 10,000 people a year. 

              Let me jump to -- in the interest of time

the fact that there are three things I really want to 

make mention of today.  First, the fact that trying to

redraw lines in 30 days is next to impossible.  Trying

to do it where it's fairly done where it's not a rush 

to judgment, to where we have enough opportunity for 

the public to give their side, to review the maps, 

that's going to be vitally important to us.  Knowing 

exactly what we currently have in terms of our 

representation and what we stand to lose is going to be

something that is kind of ambiguous and without even 

having a map to look at, it makes it very difficult for
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us to have any confidence going into this process. 

              The first access to congressional 

representation for black voters and other voters of 

color, we don't think that should be weakened with any

new lines being drawn based on contradictory positions

of the Texas legislature and the fact that race of 

voters has played a role in the 2021 Congressional map

development.  Secondly, the Texas legislature should 

rely on Texans every 10 years to research all the 

criteria necessary to conduct accurate and fair 

congressional redistricting.  That should be done by us

for us.  Third, attempting as mentioned before, to 

complete any mid-decade congressional redistricting 

during a such a legislative 30 day session increases 

the risk of a rush and non-transparent process, thus 

limiting meaningful public participation. 

              Therefore, we urge legislature to not 

draw lines in any way that further harm black Texans 

and voters of color and risk further damage to those 

communities.  We need to make sure that we have what we

have.  We know what we know, and the unknown in times 

such as these is not something we would welcome.  I 

would encourage you to support the lines that we 

currently have as drawn.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, sir.   
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              Members, any questions for the witness? 

Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

              Judson, Brother Robinson, I want to thank

you for coming out and testifying, taking time out of 

your day to testify, not just for yourself, not just 

for your community, not just for your legacy, but also

on behalf of the Houston Area Urban League.  You've 

done a great -- you've led for some time now and done a

great job as you did a great job as a city councilman.

I'm sitting here with a former city councilman Carol 

Alvarado, as you know.  And we just want to thank you 

for taking time out and testifying on this very 

important matter.  You understand what's going on.  I'm

sure your members understand what's going on.  So I 

would ask you that you make sure and reach out to them

and let them know what's happening as you always do. 

And in the legacy of your father, in the legacy of your

father, the first African-American city councilman in 

the city of Houston, stand up and we're going to keep 

our faith and we're going to keep our fight, brother. 

Thank you.  

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  Thank you, Senator. 

              SENATOR KING:  Members, any other 

questions?  
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              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. 

              Judson, thank you for joining us.  I know

you were also at the hearing on Saturday, so thank you

for showing up there, and I know that was -- it was 

quite a crowd.  I'm sure you were in the audience for a

while.  

              You brought up a good point about trying

to get all of this done in 30 days and it being 

impossible.  I talked about that a little bit at maybe

it was the first hearing or on the floor, but  

usually -- and you've been through this many a times 

because of your -- the political family you come from 

and being on the city council that it takes months to 

get through the redistricting process.  Would you agree

with that?  

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  I do.  And I think it's

important, Senator, to -- you know, this is really 

important.  This is -- this is helping to shape the 

future of communities for years to come.  And making 

sure that you do this fairly, that you are right, that

you have all the data, that is very analytical and it's

accurate.  It's just important.  You know, I think 
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working with people that you have a relationship with,

you mentioned, you know, the history of our family's 

involvement in politics in Houston, and I've built, you

know, tremendous relationships.  Those relationships 

help us at the Urban League serve over 10,000 people a

year.  We help them get jobs.  We help them buy homes.

We help them find affordable healthcare.  We help them

do many, many things that had it not been for the 

relationships that we have, we would be in lesser of a

position to be as effective as we have been.  And I 

think at the end of the day, that's what we all want. 

              We all want to see communities that are 

self-sufficient that are producing at their highest 

levels.  The programs that I have simply assist and 

help and make sure that no one misses the opportunity 

to have that opportunity presented and afford it to 

them.  And so, you know, when I can pick up the phone 

and call someone who understands what it's like to come

from the Fifth Ward, or the Third Ward, or from 

Sunnyside, that they understand what it takes to find a

job in a job desert, where they're trying to find 

healthy access to food and there's nowhere to shop, 

that's something that you have to almost experience to

appreciate the magnitude of the devastation and the 

challenge that it creates for people especially people
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who live in these neighborhoods to really live with 

every day. 

              So, you know, I'm thankful that people 

like yourself and Senator Miles who, you know, I know 

personally and I know where he is, where he comes from,

and how he got to where he is and the hard work that it

took.  And I remember you as a young worker in 

Congressman Green's office and how hard he worked to do

the work that he did, and how he set a real example 

for, you know, what leadership looks like regardless of

your race.  But it's an outlier.  Doesn't always happen

that way, but I think the staff around him help to keep

him grounded about, you know, what people that in the 

community that he represented really needed.  

              And so, I thank you for that and I thank

all of you for your expertise.  And I just hope that 

you will, as I mentioned at the last hearing, you know,

bring not only your view, but try to see the view of 

others and to bring their lens to the table as well.  

It's very important as elected official that you're 

able to do that and that you are your own master.  You

know, there's been rumor a lot of this come from 

Washington DC and, you know, not even rumor, but it's,

you know, persons at the Department of Justice that 

make recommendation that have all of us down scrambling
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now.  You know, so it's important stuff as I said 

earlier in my comments, and I just hope that we all 

take this opportunity to really kind of think about the

magnitude of our actions and the long-range effects 

that'll have on the communities in which we live 

working for them.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you for showing

up Saturday and for being with us today. 

              JUDSON ROBINSON:  My pleasure.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any other questions?  All right.

Thank you for being here today.  

              Chair calls Kevin Chance.  Kevin Chance.

Sir, if you'll --  

              KEVIN CHANCE:  Okay.  

              SENATOR KING:  There you go.  

              KEVIN CHANCE:  Sorry.  

              SENATOR KING:  Great.  Welcome.  If you 

would, please state your name.  If you're representing

any organization, please let us know that, and then I 

was a little bit loose with the last witness.  Please 

do your best to keep your testimony to two minutes.  

              KEVIN CHANCE:  I will.  

              Good afternoon.  My name is Kevin Chance

and I'm testifying for myself.  And I'm angry.  I'm 
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angry because I have to tell you, the Senate 

Redistricting Committee that Donald Trump is not your 

constituent.  He didn't vote for you.  You don't answer

to him, but you should answer to your constituents. 

Donald Trump isn't Greg Abbott's constituent.  Greg 

Abbott should listen to his Texas constituents, not 

billionaires in Pennsylvania and not Donald Trump.  

Stop bowing to a bully.  Do your job, not Trump's 

bidding.  Again, he's not your constituent.  

              We shouldn't even be here.  You should be

discussing flood mitigation and flood warning systems 

so Texas doesn't have to again deal with a 

heartbreaking catastrophe like happened in Kerr and 

Hunt Counties as well as others.  You should be 

discussing common sense legislation concerning hemp 

products and not gutting an industry that generates 5.5

billion in annual revenue.  Hemp supports over 53,000 

jobs in Texas and helps tens of thousands of veterans 

deal with PTSD, anxiety and depression.   

              These are just two examples of what you 

could be spending your time on.  But no, you have to 

bow to the bully and try to kill the votes a billion of

people of color.  That is racism.  Trump ordered you to

focus on four minority districts.  That is racism.  You

can say all you want, that you follow the Voting Rights
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Act, but the state of Texas has been sued in every 

decade for 50 years over gerrymandering.  Why not for 

once do the right thing?  Listen to your constituents.

              I've heard testimony across both House 

and Senate hearings over the past few days, and I was 

in Houston.  From observation only, I would say it had

been overwhelmingly against redistricting.  I would've

testified in Houston Saturday but for the House time 

limit of five hours for testimony, hundreds were left 

waiting to testify.   

              So in closing, do the right thing.  

Listen to your constituents.  Stop this nonsense now. 

Vote no on moving forward with redistricting.  Thank 

you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  Members, any 

questions?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Just one state, Mr. 

Chairman. 

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chance? 

              KEVIN CHANCE:  Yeah.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Thanks for keeping it 

plain and making it plain, sir.  Thank you for making 

it plain.  

              KEVIN CHANCE:  You're welcome.  
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              SENATOR KING:  And, sir, also I'm sorry 

you were not able to testify in Houston, but we're glad

you're able to be with us today.  

              KEVIN CHANCE:  Yes, and I appreciate the

opportunity.  I will submit comments to the House. 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Chair calls Terri Webster. 

              TERRI WEBSTER:  Hello, this is Terri 

Webster.  

              SENATOR KING:  Hi.  Welcome.  If you 

would please state your name and if you're representing

an organization, please let us know that and please do

your best to keep your testimony to two minutes.  

              TERRI WEBSTER:  Absolutely.  My name is 

Terri Webster and I am here representing myself as a 

resident of Fort Bend County, Congressional District 

22.  However, I also lead the Indivisible Organization

for Fort Bend County.   

              My -- I am having a huge issue with this

redistricting for several reasons.  One, I question why

it is necessary when we are in the middle of the 

redistricting time.  It's just been four or five years

since the last maps were released.  Two, the fact that

we don't have any maps to even review prior to us 

having public hearings.  So it's really difficult to 
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speak to the validity of maps that we have not yet had

the opportunity to review.  The other is currently my 

congressman, Troy Nehls, has not made any attempt to 

meet with his constituents within Fort Bend County or 

Congressional District 22.  And I believe that that's a

direct result of how this district has been 

gerrymandered.  

              Fort Bend County is the most diverse 

county within the state of Texas and growing.  Yet 

because of how the district is set up running from 

Wharton to Brazoria to Matagorda County, which are 

primarily white areas, we are not able to really 

represent or elect the representative that would best 

represent the majority of this district.  If that -- if

these maps or if the proposal goes through to solidify

the Republican's presence in the United States 

Congress, it will be years.  And I believe that we have

the right to select our elected officials, not our 

elected officials selecting us.   

              And I will close by saying there's a lot

of conversation at the state level and the national 

level about DEI and people of color having to prove 

their merit.  I would say that what is happening today

and what you all are considering doing is not of merit.

You are stealing votes from the constituents in the 
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state of Texas and you didn't earn it.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              Well, thank you for being with us today.

You did a great job keeping it within the two minutes 

as well.  Thank you. 

              TERRI WEBSTER:  Thank you.  Take care. 

Bye.  

              SENATOR KING:  Chair calls Meg Barnes. 

              Ms. Barnes, if you'll just push --  

              MEG BARNES:  There we go.  

              SENATOR KING:  There we go.  Great. 

Welcome.  

              MEG BARNES:  I believe I'm unmuted.  

Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  You are.  And if -- 

welcome and if you would, please state your name and if

you're representing any organization, let us know that

and please try to keep your testimony for two -- to two

minutes. 

              MEG BARNES:  Thank you very much.  

              My name is Meg Barnes.  I live in 

Northside Houston.  I'm in the 29th Congressional 

District, which has been very well represented by 

Sylvia Garcia since 2018.  I wanted to let you know, I
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did try to attend the hearing in Houston on Saturday, 

and I was one of the many, many people that were not 

able to testify at that time.  But at the time that we

filled out the testimony forms, there was a box we were

instructed to check the box neutral by the chairman, 

Mr. -- anyway, I can't remember his -- anyway, the 

chairman informed us to check the box neutral, and that

was because we weren't debating any kind of actual bill

with an up or down vote, so neutral would be the 

choice.  So after that, I figured out what's going to 

happen here.  

              So what's going to happen is that you're

going to put all those -- all of our data in through 

Trump's bigly AI, and it's going to have to be put 

through AI to come up with whatever mystery map you 

come up with, because no human will want to put their 

name to it.  And once you get this thing bigly and ugly

enough, then what you're going to do is you're going to

shove it down our throats.  What you're going to just 

tally all of those neutrals and then say, well, 

everybody's okay with this. 

              SENATOR KING:  Well, thank you and again,

I apologize that you are not able to testify on 

Saturday at the House hearing in Houston, but we're 

certainly glad you're able to talk to us today.  And  
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I -- just to verify, you're not representing any 

organization today, just yourself? 

              MEG BARNES:  No, sir.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  And, members 

are -- 

              MEG BARNES:  Just me and el Distrito 

Veintinueve. 

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  Thank you.  

              Members, any questions for the witness?  

              Well, thank you very much for being here

today.  

              Chair calls Lynita Robinson.  

              LYNITA ROBINSON:  Good afternoon, 

Honorable Chairs and Committee Members.  My name is 

Lynita Robinson.  I am a community health worker, a 

seventh generation Texan, and the granddaughter of a 

hundred-year-old black nurse who lived through Jim 

Crow, the poll tax, and generations of voter 

suppression here in Texas.  I am representing Pure 

Justice where we advocate for criminal justice reform.

We also advocate for social justice and we advocate for

racial justice.  

              Today we are witnessing a new version of

that suppression, one that directly targets the 

political power of black and Latino communities.  In 
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2021, Texas passed congressional maps under Senate Bill

6, which are still being challenged in federal court 

for violating Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.  That

section prohibits racial discrimination in voting, and

yet these maps were drawn in ways that intentionally 

diluted the strength of black and Latino voters despite

our community's driving almost all of Texas's recent 

population growth.  

              Now in 2025, we are being baited, except

those gerrymandered 2021 maps still under legal 

scrutiny or except new unseen maps that would break up

longstanding black and Latino districts designated, 

designed to hand Donald Trump five more Republican 

seats.  This is not fair representation.  This is a 

power grab.  There is no sense -- new census data. 

There's no court order requiring this redistricting 

Yet, the efforts target districts like Houston's 9th, 

18th, and 29th where our communities have fought for 

decades to be heard.  As a community health worker, I 

see these decisions affect more than ballots.  They 

shape our lives.  Our communities already face higher 

rates of chronic illness, fewer hospitals and greater 

barriers to care.  These conditions are not accidental.

They are a result of policy, and policy is shaped by 

those who hold power.  
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              Redistricting diminishes our voice.  It 

is not just unethical.  It is discriminatory and 

unlawful under the Voting Rights Act.  I will close 

with a quote, and I know I'm over a few seconds, by 

Fannie Lou Hamer: 

              Nobody's free until everybody's free.  

              Protect our districts, honor our legacy.

Give us fair maps.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for being here 

today. 

              Members, are there any questions?  

Senator Miles? 

               SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Robinson, I want to

thank you for taking time out of your schedule today 

and testifying as you did on Saturday.  You make it 

plain and clear as well, ma'am, and I want to thank you

as your state senator.  

              LYNITA ROBINSON:  Thank you, sir.  I 

appreciate that.  

              SENATOR KING:  And, Ms. Robinson, who did

you say was a hundred years old?  

              LYNITA ROBINSON:  My grandmother, Annie 

Mae Jones.  

              SENATOR KING:  That's -- that is aged.  

Is -- how -- is her health good? 
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              LYNITA ROBINSON:  She is in Louisville at

a center.  She does have dementia, but she still knows

her grandbabies, so we do still get to play with her 

and love on her.  And that was just this past June 

28th.  

              SENATOR KING:  Wow.  That's remarkable. 

Well, thank you for being here today.  

              LYNITA ROBINSON:  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  I'm going to call up the 

next panel and, Members, by the way, I know we're going

to go a little bit into the evening, maybe late into 

the evening which is fine.  But we went ahead and 

ordered dinner for everyone and it should be back in 

the back after a while.  So you can slip back there and

get something.  

              Chair calls Sheryl Williams, Brittany 

Payne, Tiffany Hill, Shawn Gallagher, and Michaela 

Williams.  Let me try that again.  Sheryl Williams, 

Brittany Payne, Tiffany Hill, Shawn Gallagher, and 

Michaela Williams.  And of course, what you'll do 

having had your name called is turn your video on, but

leave your voice muted and let me go ahead and call 

Sheryl Williams.  

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  Good evening.  

              SENATOR KING:  Hello.  
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              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  Hi.  I wanted to just 

thank first off thank Senator Miles and Senator 

Alvarado and Congressman Al Green for their voices in 

the community.  I am a graduate of Jack Yates High 

School -- 

              SENATOR KING:  And before you begin, 

sorry for interrupting you.  Please forgive me, but 

would you mind just for the record state your name and

if you're representing any organization today.  We'd 

like to have that on the record as well.  

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  Okay.  Well, I'm Sheryl

Williams.  I'm representing myself.  I am a Texas 

realtor with HomeSmart.  I've been a realtor for 13 

years now, and I have lived in the con congressional 

districts for Senator Miles, Senator Al Green, 

Congressman Al Green, and also I'm currently in the 

18th District.  So these issues really press hard on 

our community.  And I wanted to just express my concern

as a concerned citizen. 

              For real estate, I've seen -- I worked 

with many clients in our district and I wanted to let 

everyone know that the home, the dream for America is 

diminishing because many of our black and brown people

are not able to afford homes because they're not 

affordable anymore.  As I've seen, many programs are 
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diminishing.  If we do not have a congressman in the 

18th District that represents ourselves, then we won't

have -- they won't know the importance of down payment

assistance and the importance of needing closing costs

because many of the people in our district live 

paycheck to paycheck.  They're very hard workers, but 

may fall just a tad bit short to meeting all the 

criteria that's needed in order to own a home.  That 

hurts our businesses, that hurts everyone in the 

community, and it also hurts our safety as well.  

              Speaking on the recent issues of 

homelessness, yes, it is increasing because of the fact

that we had -- don't have affordable homes, housing.  

In the past, yes, we have had some, but now that is 

even diminishing.  I agree with Senator Miles.  That is

not a normal redistricting period.  I suggest and 

recommend that we do not have this redistricting 

session.  It should go as planned with every ten years.

I'm not sure exactly why -- well, I could speculate, 

but I do not know exactly the president's thoughts on 

why it's important to redistrict now. 

              SENATOR KING:  If I may go ahead and stop

you at that time, that two minutes is up.  

              And, Members, are there any questions for

the witness?  Senator Miles? 
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              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Williams?  

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  Yes.  

              SENATOR MILES:  JY to the day we die, 

right? 

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  That's right.  

              SENATOR MILES:  All right then. 

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  No lies. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Let me thank you for 

testifying today.  Unfortunately, your time is out and

we're going to respect the body, but we understand what

you said.  And I want you to know that I'm hearing you.

And what I'd like for you to do is get on the phone and

call three of our alumnis and let them know what's 

happening.  Okay?  

              SHERYL WILLIAMS:  All right.  Will do.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Keep up the good work. 

Thank you for testifying.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  Chair calls 

Brittany Payne.  

              BRITTANY PAYNE:  Hello.  Can you guys 

hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We certainly can.  

Welcome.  If you please state your name and if you're 

representing an organization, please let us know that 

and please try to keep your testimony to two minutes.  
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              BRITTANY PAYNE:  Thank you.  So my name 

is Brittany Payne.  I'm representing myself.  I live in

League City and I'm in Senate District 11.  I'm a 

mother and I'm an -- and I'm an engineer, and I'm 

concerned about the reasons behind this redistricting 

effort.  

              Growing up, my father worked as a city 

planner and described it as the most boring job in the

world.  But from him, I learned the importance of maps

and how they can present data, how they can hide it, 

how they can be manipulated and skewed.  In 9th grade,

I first learned the term gerrymandering in a human 

geography class.  My background appreciation for maps 

made this issue stick out to me, and the bewilderment 

and disgust that I felt that such a thing was ever 

allowed was at least partially comforted after learning

it was illegal in theory at least.  Now I'm an adult, 

I'm a voter, and I'm just as bewildered and disgusted 

now that Texas politicians are still trying to 

gerrymander solely because outside forces tell them to.

This redistricting effort reeks of barely disguised 

racial gerrymandering with the intent to disenfranchise

voters even more than the 2021 redistricting, which is

still under pending litigation did. 

              Sixty percent of Texas' population is 
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people of color.  More voting districts should be drawn

for them, not less, not to mention this redistricting 

effort is incredibly rushed.  How do we know that these

maps have been reviewed properly to ensure they're at 

legal and fair if the legislature is not taking time to

do so?  If Texas is truly intent on redistricting then

needs to be postponed until the pending litigation is 

complete.  The maps need to be made available to the 

public and an independent Redistricting Committee needs

to be established to ensure fair districts for all 

voters.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  Thank you.  

You said you're from District 11? 

              BRITTANY PAYNE:  Yes, that's correct.  

              SENATOR KING:  May I ask what part of 

District 11?  

              BRITTANY PAYNE:  I know it's under 

Senator Middleton in League City. 

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  I'm sorry.  Okay. 

You're in League City.  All right.  

              BRITTANY PAYNE:  Yes.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Yeah, Mr. Chairman.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles? 
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              SENATOR MILES:  Ma'am, you should let 

your senator know how you feel about this redistricting

and this whole proposal.  He needs to know that he's 

got constituents in his district that feel like you do.

              BRITTANY PAYNE:  And I promise I have 

been writing letters calling him, so hopefully he 

listens. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Okay.  Thank you, ma'am.

Thank you for keeping it plain.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, Members.  Any 

other questions?  

              Thank you, ma'am for being here with us 

today.  

              Chair calls Tiffany Hill. 

              TIFFANY HILL:  Good afternoon -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Good afternoon.  

              TIFFANY HILL:  -- Members and the Chair.

Can y'all hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  If you'd 

please state your name and if you're representing an 

organization, please let us know that as well.  

              TIFFANY HILL:  Yes, sir.  My name is 

Tiffany Hill.  I am here on behalf of myself as a 

concerned citizen of Harris County here in Houston, 

Texas.  
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              So I was at the hearing on Saturday. 

Unfortunately, I did not get to testify, was not 

expecting it to go as long as it did.  I did try -- I 

had another meeting and I did try to hurry to come 

back.  And I did come back, but apparently I missed my

turn.  However, as I sat and watched hundreds as 

Senator Miles stated people pouring their hearts out, 

it was a little disheartening because I saw many of the

Republican counterparts there, some on their phones, 

some talking to other representatives, and not 

listening to the constituents pouring out their hearts

of their disapproval and their dismay about this mid-

decade redistricting. 

              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, I'm sorry.  You 

froze.  What we're going to do is wait just a few 

minutes and we'll -- when we're going to call you back,

try it again.  Let me go ahead and call up the next 

panel.  Well, wait a minute.  We've got you back.  

Okay.  Can you still hear me, ma'am?  

              TIFFANY HILL:  Looks like when -- I can 

hear you.  Am I -- looks like I was muted. 

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  Sure.  You --

we've got you back.  Why don't we go ahead and try it 

again?  We've got about a minute left.  

              TIFFANY HILL:  Okay.  So as I was saying
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is I didn't have to voice -- I had a written letter, 

but I had so many of my fellow Houstonians out here 

saying everything that I wanted to say, that I'm not 

neutral on the redistricting, that I am vehemently 

against this.  And what I do call on y'all as the 

Senate is to please reach out to your House of 

Representatives counterparts and let them know this is

just unjust.  This is morally wrong.  We should not 

have politics played with our lives.  People's lives 

are at risk.  I'm in CD 18 where I'm coming up on a 

year without a representative, and that's just not 

right.  There have been over 130 lives that have  

lost -- that have been lost due to the flood.  Instead

of focusing energy on things that need to be done, 

we're focusing on something political.  And I just 

don't want to go over that.  I just called to let you 

all know to please talk to your counterpart, your House

counterpart representatives, and please let them know 

not to move forward with redistricting.  Thank you for

your time.  

              SENATOR KING:  Well, thank you.  And 

again, I'm sorry you were not able to testify on -- in

Houston, but we're glad you're here with us today.  

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none, 

thank you again for being here.  

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 86 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

86
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

              Chair will go ahead and call the next 

panel now.  Deddrick Wilmer, Gwenn Burud, Lauri Ruiz, 

Lisa Brenskelle, probably butchered that name, 

Brenskelle, Rodney LaBruce.  Let me try that again. 

Deddrick Wilmer, Gwenn Burud, Lauri Ruiz, Lisa 

Brenskelle, and Rodney LaBruce. 

              Ms. Wilmer, let me go -- or I'm sorry, 

Mr. Wilmer, Deddrick Wilmer, if you want to go ahead 

and testify.  

              DEDDRICK WILMER:  Good afternoon, Mr. 

Chairman and Members of the Texas Senate Committee.  My

name is Deddrick T. Wilmer.  I'm a resident of Harris 

County, a father, a community leader, and I serve as 

Director and Board Secretary of Harris County Municipal

Utility District 248, and also a candidate for the 

Congress Texas 9th Congressional District. 

              I speak today, not just as a candidate, 

but as someone who believes in redistricting must 

reflect the truth, not fear.  Texas has changed, the 

people have changed, and our maps must catch up.  For 

too long, redistricting in our state, especially in 

Houston, has been used to empower voters, but to 

protect its political incumbents.  Even worse, some 

established politicians and urban districts have used 

the fear of racism as a shield, including any change to
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district lines as an attempt to suppress black and 

brown voices when in reality it's about preserving 

their own seats, respectfully, Senator Miles.  

              Let's be clear.  I say this loud and 

clear.  True representation isn't defined by skin 

color.  It's defined by service, respectfully, Senator

Alvarado.  If your only argument is to keep a district

frozen in place is fear, then you have to stop serving

the people and start serving the people yourself.  Look

at Katy and Cy-Fair Independent School Districts.  If a

congressional district was drawn around those two 

communities today, voter data shows that 44 percent 

would be Democrat, 39 percent would be Republican, and

17 percent would be independents.  But guess what?  The

racial makeup combines a black and Hispanic of 34 

percent and 24 percent white.  That is not racial 

monolithic or politically one-sided community.  It is 

reflection of modern Texas.  

              The reality is many minorities, working 

families and new voters have moved beyond the urban 

core.  Yet our maps and the narratives used to defend 

them haven't moved with them as well.  Yes, Sunnyside 

deserves better.  Salt Park can do better, and Texas is

too good to always settle.  But let me say this 

clearly, change is always good.  Texas deserves 
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districts drawn for fairness, not fear for the people,

not politics.  I urge this Committee to do what's 

right, not for a party or for an incumbent, but for the

people of Texas.  I will work with Houston and Texas 

delegation regardless of caucus or party.  We are 

Texas.  We deserve -- we are America.  Thank you for 

your time and your responsibility to get this process 

right.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  Thank you for 

being here today.  Chair calls Gwenn Burud. 

              GWENN BURUD:  Hi, very close, Senator.  

Gwenn Burud. 

              SENATOR KING:  Well, I apologize.  

              GWENN BURUD:  No, you were very close,  

so --  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              GWENN BURUD:  Thank you for that.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thanks for being here. 

Please state your name and let us know if you're 

representing any organization.  

              GWENN BURUD:  Absolutely.  So, good 

afternoon, Senators.  My name is Gwenn Burud.  I'm the

executive director with Texans Defending Democracy, who

I am representing today.  We're a nonpartisan nonprofit
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providing clear, accessible information on policies 

that impact everyday Texans.  

              So we're here today to oppose redrawing 

congressional lines.  It's a blatant power grab that 

reeks of desperation.  Instead of treating this like a

political game, let's treat this like what it -- like a

job interview, shall we?  Representation is a job and 

candidates should have to earn it by presenting real 

policy, clear vision, and solutions that serve all 

Texans.  They shouldn't win by default just because the

maps were manipulated to cling to power.  

              Sneaking in a mid-census redistricting 

with these tactics is not only unfair, it's 

undemocratic.  Districts are redrawn every ten years 

after the census to reflect population changes.  Doing

it now without the current data is a manipulation of 

the system that does not represent the real people and

real communities.  In other words, you're rigging the 

rules in the middle of the game.  Texans need their 

leaders to focus on real issues like strengthening 

public infrastructure, preparing for the next natural 

disaster, and lowering costs to support working 

families.  Instead, we're watching this legislative 

majority spend their time dismantling the voting power

of Texan -- of Texans, especially communities of color
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through an unnecessary mid-decade redistricting 

strategy.   

              These political maneuvers come at the 

expense of the very priorities Texans sent you here to

address.  At the end of the day, you have to ask 

yourselves, does diluting the voices of your fellow 

Texans serve the greater good or is it just for 

political survival?  The answer is clear, and we 

believe you already know it.  This sets a dangerous 

precedent.  Democracy belongs to we the people, and 

should never be sacrificed for its own -- for your own

partisan gain.  So reject this plan and prove to Texans

that you still believe in fair representation.  Thank 

you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none, 

thank you again for being here today.  

              GWENN BURUD:  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  And, Members, just want to

let you know that the El Paso trial transcript is now 

in your Committee Dropbox.  You bet.  It was just easy.

I just had to ask. 

              Chair calls Lauri Ruiz.  Lauri? 

              LAURI RUIZ:  Yes.  Good afternoon.  Can 

you hear me?  
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              SENATOR KING:  I sure can.  If you'd just

please state your name and if you're representing an 

organization, let us know that and please proceed with

your testimony.  

              LAURI RUIZ:  Thank you.  My name is Lauri

Ruiz and I live in Houston, Texas.  I'm speaking for 

myself.  Thank you for holding these hearings regarding

proposed redistricting. 

              I, in turn, sincerely hope you will not 

only listen to the citizens speaking out on this issue,

but will follow the will of the voters and reject 

consideration of redrawing congressional district maps.

As you know, the current redistricting maps are not due

for reconsideration until after the 2030 census.  We 

have procedures for a reason, one of which is to 

preserve the integrity of the representation process. 

The current proposal to with -- to redraw maps is an 

affront to that integrity.  The proposal to redraw 

these maps now does nothing to ensure that all voices 

in our democracy are heard, but is meant solely to 

disenfranchise minority voices and all democratic 

voices.  I strongly oppose the consideration of 

redistricting during this legislative session.  

              Additionally, I note that these hearings

are being held without the release of any proposed 
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redistricting maps.  This lacks transparency -- this 

lack of transparency is disingenuous at best.  The 

topic of redistricting should be dropped from the 

legislative session. 

              Finally, as I've been sitting in this 

hearing and in the waiting room, I do have an 

additional suggestion as to the procedure for these 

hearings which specifically invite the public to 

testify.  This Committee spent the first 47 minutes in

discussion which could have easily been conducted 

toward the ends of the hearings -- end of the hearing,

I feel that it shows a lack of respect for the time of

the voters who signed up to testify.  I would expect a,

you know, a normal delay of a few minutes when coming 

to testify, but not for the amount of time that it took

today.  The first constituent testified 84 minutes into

this hearing.  Please consider restructuring future 

hearings so that constituents speak first or near the 

time of the scheduled hearing.  We're taking time away

from our jobs and lives to participate in this 

democratic process.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  And I 

apologize you had to wait.  These hearings could well 

go on until late this evening.  

              And, Members, any questions?  Hearing 
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none, thank you again for being here today.  

              LAURI RUIZ:  Thank you. 

              SENATOR KING:  Chair calls Lisa 

Brenskelle. 

              LISA BRENSKELLE:  It's actually 

Brenskelle.  

              SENATOR KING:  Well, I almost went that 

direction.  I apologize.  

              LISA BRENSKELLE:  That's okay.  Nobody 

ever gets it right.  You're in the majority.  So I have

to apologize.  My camera is not working, so I'm going 

to be a disembodied voice.  

              SENATOR KING:  Well, the name looks great

on the screen. 

              LISA BRENSKELLE:  So it's Lisa Brenskelle

from Houston, and I do not represent any particular 

organization.  I just want to make a few points about 

this redistricting process.  

              Firstly, there is really no valid reason

to redraw maps, and they have new census data.  The 

maps drawn in 2021 after the 2020 census are still 

being challenged in court.  We should not be redrawing

maps just weeks after the conclusion of a trial over 

Texas current maps when concerns over those maps are 

still pending.  We shouldn't create new maps.  We 
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should ensure that the 2021 maps comply with the Voting

Rights Act, right.  

              Secondly, the poorly reasoned Department

of Justice letter directly contradicts legislator's 

testimony in that recent trial of the contested maps.  

In the trial, representatives for the state argued 

repeatedly that a race blind process was used to draw 

the boundaries of the existing districts.  The State's

quick acquiescence to the DOJ letter contradicts their

testimony, and frankly, it makes it appear that they 

were lying in court.  

              Thirdly, the districts mentioned in the 

DOJ letter appear to target non-white legislators or 

non-white majority districts.  This leads me to believe

that this is an attempt at racial vote dilution, which

is prohibited by the Voting Rights Act.  Let me remind

you, voters must have: 

              An equal opportunity to participate in 

the political processes and to elect candidates of 

their choice, unquote.  

              And finally, fair maps maintain community

so that voters with common concerns and interests have

a representative who can respond to those concerns and

interests.  This should be the primary concern in 

drawing of voting maps.  Fairness.  I don't have any 
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confidence that the current rushed and non-transparent

redistricting process is being carried out on that 

basis to be fair to all voters in the state.  Thank you

for listening to my comments.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              And, Members, any questions? 

              Hearing none, thank you again for being 

here.  

              Chair calls Rodney LaBruce. 

              RODNEY LABRUCE:  Good afternoon.  Thank 

you for allowing me this time.  My name is Rodney 

LaBruce and I'm not representing any specific 

organization, just myself and my family of four.   

              I'm a lifelong resident of Congressional

District 30.  I'm a husband, a father, a pastor for 

over 15 years now, and I'm also a proud candidate for 

the United States House of Representatives here in my 

district.  I love my country.  I love my state and I 

also love my district.  I've actually dedicated my life

to faith, family, and service as well.  And I'm not 

here today to talk about just politics.  I'm here to 

talk about principle because while fairness is 

important, I know that word kind of gets lost in 

translation.  What is fair to some may not be 

necessarily fair to others.  
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              So instead, I want to talk about 

something that I think we all can kind of understand 

which is fear.  The fear of unintended consequences, 

fear of waking up one day and realizing that we made a

mistake that we can't simply undo.  Those are fears I 

think that we should be really thinking about right now

before moving on with this plan.  You're not just 

drawing lines for our neighborhoods.  You're redrawing

the lines around yours as well.  In an effort to gain 

ground in these Democratic areas, you're actually 

weakening your own Republican base.  And that means for

you tighter races, that means riskier primaries.  That

means ultimately less room for error. 

              You may survive this for now, but you'll

be walking a much, much thinner line going forward.  

And if the political wind shift just even slightly, 

then your seat may be the one that flips.  So let me be

clear.  People are paying attention.  Voters who've 

never voted before are now knocking on doors.  Folks 

who've never donated to any campaign, they're giving 

what they can now, and young people who've never voted,

they're registering in record numbers. 

              Now, this isn't just about maps.  This is

about voices.  And when people feel like their voices 

are being silenced, they don't stay home.  They get to
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work.  And that's what I see a lot of people -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you very much and 

for being here. 

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none I'm

going to go ahead and call the next panel.  Chair calls

Jackie Mayhorn, Chloe Wilkinson, Grace Dong, Niloufar 

Hafizi, Dianne Lyles.  Let me go through those again. 

Jackie Mayhorn -- is she one we had trouble -- 

              THE CLERK:  She had trouble connecting --

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  Great.  That's good

to know.  Thank you.  Chloe Wilkinson, Grace Dong, 

Niloufar Hafizi, Dianne Lyles.  

              And Ms. Mayhorn, let's have you go first

please and welcome back.  Ma'am, if you would just push

unmute.  We've got your video and there you are.  And,

ma'am, if you would, I think if you could turn off your

livestream or mute it, that way we won't hear it in the

background.  And you can go ahead and proceed. 

              Okay.  Ms. Lyles, if you could turn off 

your -- I believe you must have -- be unmuted at this 

point and we want to try to go ahead and get Ms. 

Mayhorn back up.  Ms. Mayhorn, we do have your video, 

but you appear to not be unmuted.  We can't -- well, 

actually you are unmuted, but your audio is not coming

through. 
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              I'm going to go ahead for a moment and go

to Ms. Lyles and see if that doesn't resolve itself. 

Ms. Lyles, would you want to go ahead and testify, 

please?  

              Ms. Mayhorn, will you unmute? 

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Yes. 

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  We're going to move

you back into the waiting room.  I'm so sorry you're 

having trouble.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Mayhorn, take your 

mute off, ma'am. 

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  Back to the 

panel.  Try another -- try again here.  Let's try Chloe

Wilkinson.  

              Ms. Wilkinson, are you with us?  

              CHLOE WILKINSON:  I am.  Can you hear me?

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  Thank you. 

If you would, just please state your name for the 

record and if you're representing any organization and

welcome. 

              CHLOE WILKINSON:  Absolutely.  My name is

Chloe Wilkinson.  I am the Secretary for Texas Young 

Democrats, and I'm just here today to speak on behalf 

of redistricting because I think it will 

disproportionately affect young people.   
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              As we know, Gen A, Gen Alpha, over 50 

percent of these generations identify as an ethnic or 

racial minority.  We do know that the DOJ has asked to

target four majority minority districts.  Three where 

they're represented by a black member of Congress and 

one where they are represented by a Latino member of 

Congress.  It is very important for us as TYD members 

that these districts where young people's voices are 

especially well heard are not taken away from them.   

              We already know that disenfranchisement 

among young people is a core problem in Texas politics.

We know that turnout is especially low among young 

people in a state where a majority of our voting 

population does not vote already.  So once again, we're

asking you not to redistrict at all, and if you are 

going to redistrict to not target any districts that 

are already majority minority districts because these 

are where young people's voices are especially 

vulnerable to these sort of redistricting efforts. 

              And with that, I'd be happy to answer any

questions.  Thank you so much.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?   

              Hearing none, thank you for being here 

today.  
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              Chair calls Jackie Mayhorn.  Let's try 

Ms. Mayhorn again.  At this point, Ms. Mayhorn, please

unmute. 

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  I'm here.  

              SENATOR KING:  Hey, that's great.  Thank

you.  So I'm so sorry you've had trouble with this, but

we're glad you're here.  And if you would, just for the

record, state your name and if you're representing any

organization and then proceed with your testimony.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Okay.  Good evening.  My

name is Jackie Mayhorn, representing myself.   

              I have it -- it's a lot of organizations

I wish I could speak for, but we'll talk later.  But 

I've had a hard time trying to get into the Senate 

hearing and then also in Houston.  I mean, are y'all 

considering -- I'm totally disabled.  My husband's 

disabled and we were supposed to be able to not just do

the hearing in person, but also online.  I had signed 

up for everything, but anyway, I just have a little 

time.  

              I'm Jackie Mayhorn, a non-white community

leader from Texas Senate District 18 -- I mean, Senate

District 6 and 13, Congressional District 18, where I 

fought for our neighborhoods through floods and voter 

drives.  I'm here today to denounce this uncomfortable
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mid-decade redistricting, a shameful scheme driven by 

the White House led by a convicted felon throwing a 

tantrum to silence black, Latinos, Asian, indigenous 

voices, and also disabled voices like mine. 

              In 2021, Texas ignored that 95 percent of

our 4 million new residents were non-white, where 

Latinos warranting two new districts.  Instead, you 

added three majority white districts prioritizing white

voters in a state where 66 percent of us aren't white.

Now in 2025, a flimsy DOJ letter contradicting Texas's

claim of race blind maps is a pretext to rig maps for 

partisans game splitting Congressional District 18 to 

dilute our voices.  As a mother, I fear for our 

children's future.  These maps tell my kids that race 

makes their voices worthless.  Our diverse communities

have united for justice, yet this district erases us, 

implying only white Texans count. 

              Elected officials, are you so easily 

swayed by this White House pressure that you betray our

trust?  We voted for you and stand with integrity, to 

stand with integrity, not to enable a childish power 

grab.  I demand you reject the discriminatory force for

us and hold transparent hearings to draw maps that 

honor Texas's diversity.  Our children deserves a 

democracy where every voice matters, not one 
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manipulated for control.  Thank you.  Honor our trust 

and fight for Texas's future.  Thank you, Jackie 

Mayhorn. 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, ma'am, for 

being here today.  

              Members, any questions?  Senator Miles.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Mayhorn, this is 

State Senator Borris Miles.  I want to thank you for 

your tenacity today and last week.  I'm sorry you 

couldn't get into the University of Houston.  I also 

want to thank you for always keeping it plain and 

telling it like it is and being a community leader.  

You know, I often say you can be a community leader 

without a title, and if you're not one of those people,

I don't know who is.  Thank you for all that you do for

the community.  Thank you for testifying.  Hope your 

health gets better as well as your husband's.  I look 

forward to seeing you when I get home.  We're going to

keep our faith and we're going to keep our fight, and 

together we'll win, Ms. Mayhorn.  Thank you.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  And thank you, Ms. 

Mayhorn.  May I ask why you were not able -- were you 

not able to attend on Saturday in Houston?  Was it not

set up where someone with disabilities could attend or
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was it just too big of a crowd?  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  No, not too big of a 

crowd.  I mean, I signed up virtually first of all, and

then I was told that you had to be there in person.  So

my husband has brain cancer, and I have to make sure 

that somebody's here with him at all times and 

everything just didn't work out.  But, you know, I had

prepared, I've been talking to my state reps, you know,

State Representative Thompson, you know, everybody just

to try to prepare to make sure our voices are heard. 

But yeah, well, yeah, I'm disabled, but there's nothing

wrong with my mind.  I'm going to talk and we're not 

going to go away, just go away in the middle of the 

night because somebody's trying to do this for us.  I 

want to speak up for the disabled people.  No, I 

couldn't get there.  My -- and my husband, he can't 

walk.  And I am just -- I've been sick for three years.

But I will -- I had to say something.  

              SENATOR KING:  Well, we're glad you here

to -- 

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  I have to say something

because I cannot just be silent.  I go vote.  I do 

everything that I'm supposed to do, and this is 

ridiculous. 

              SENATOR KING:  Well, we're very thankful
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that you were able to be here today, and brain cancer's

a terrible thing, and I know that's a lot to deal with.

And with that, thank you again for being here.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Mayhorn, keep your 

faith.  Keep your faith.  Keep your faith.  Okay? 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, ma'am.  

              Chair calls -- oh, I'm sorry.  Senator 

Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman.  

              Ms. Mayhorn, thank you for joining us for

your passion and for all that you do in the community.

Senator Miles, she's not my constituent, but I kind of

feel like she is because she often texts me.  In fact,

she texts me this morning and I did respond.  So you 

have a lot of friends out there that are rooting for 

you, Ms. Mayhorn.  Thank you for taking the time.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  But I live in your 

Senate District, Senator.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Oh, you just claimed 

her.  But Borris --  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  But the community 

center, Launch Point CDC, where my husband runs, and 

we've been feeding people since 2017 for Harvey trying

to get housing, just everything, that's in Senate 
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District 13. 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Okay.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  So we got -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  So we share -- 

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Tony Thompson as a -- as

our state rep.  Then we got Omar Wall, then we have 

Commissioner Garcia and Commissioner Ellis.  So I'm 

like, you know, I try to hold everybody accountable.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Because I live -- 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  We're glad to all 

share you.  Yes.  We're glad to all share you.  

              JACKIE MAYHORN:  Yes.  You got me.  Y'all

got me.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  Chair calls 

Grace Dong. 

              GRACE DONG:  Can you guys hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, we certainly can. 

Please tell us your name and if you're representing any

organization, and please try to hold your testimony to

two minutes.  

              GRACE DONG:  Okay.  My name is Grace Dong

and I'm here representing myself today.  I am a rising

senior from Jordan High School in Katy, and I'm 

represented by the United States Congressional District
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22.   

              I'm here as a student and future voter 

who is concerned by the priorities of our legislature 

during the Special session.  Just a few years ago, 

Republicans responded to accusations of racial 

gerrymandering from minority voters by asserting that 

the maps of 2021 were created race blind and that there

was no need for redraws.  Now, when accusations come 

from the DOJ with redistricting likely to crack 

districts with heavy minority populations, Texas 

Republicans have suddenly decided that there are in 

fact issues with racial representation and current maps

with Governor Abbott himself acknowledging the 

potential that districts were actually drawn on strict

racial lines.  Looking at the majority minority 

districts targeted by the DOJ, the issue of racial 

discrimination in voting seems to only become an issue

when black and brown voters hold legislative power.  

              Furthermore, the goal of redistricting as

noted by President Trump to pick up five seats for 

Republicans would skew accurate representation in 

Congress.  If this happens, Texas Republicans would 

make up around 80 percent of the total Texas 

delegation, despite the fact that nearly half of Texan

voters at 42 percent voted Democrat in the 2024 
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presidential race. 

              Regardless of your personal party 

alignments, going through with a partisan redistricting

would create a Congress that doesn't fairly represent 

the wants of all Texans.  Ultimately, I wish for the 

Texas legislature to focus on supporting Texans instead

of partisan concerns.  In the wake of historic flooding

in Hill County, I believe that this Special session as

a whole should focus on providing flood relief and 

support for future infrastructure projects.  And if 

nothing else, I urge for the pressing needs of Texans 

to be brought to the table before redistricting is to 

ensure the swift passage and signage of flood relief 

legislation.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  

              Hearing none, Chair calls Diana -- I'm 

sorry, Dianne Lyles.  Ms. Lyles, if you'll just unmute.

              DIANNE LYLES:  Hello?  

              SENATOR KING:  There you are.  

              DIANNE LYLES:  Can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We certainly can.  If 

you'd please just tell us your name and if you're 

representing any organization, please let us know that
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for the record as well.  

              DIANNE LYLES:  My name is Dianne Lyles 

and I'm currently not representing any organization, 

although I do work with several organizations in the 

community.  I'm a vote -- deputy voter registrar, and I

register constituents all over most of the 

congressional districts that we're addressing today. 

And I worked with constituents and signed up 

constituents to register to vote in many of these 

areas.  

              And as we know, we have a strong legacy 

of many people in Senate District 18, which -- I'm 

sorry, Congressional District 18, which was the former

Sheila Jackson Lee, which I work closely with as well.

We -- these are rich communities of people, and right 

now what's happening is that this government, this 

administration, from the Federal administration as well

as the Texas administration, is permanently trying to 

silence the voices of over 800,000 people in these 

districts.  Black and brown people to be specific, 

packing them into new districts, which does not 

represent them, does not care about their wellbeing as

black and brown citizens. 

              You're moving people out of the areas 

where they are used to be -- having a voice and 
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representing and having representation to meet their 

needs, robbing them of the opportunities to thrive in 

their communities.  Republicans claim to be Christians,

but this behavior and all the recent behavior of this 

administration in Washington DC and the Texas 

government does not show the character of being a 

Christian when you rob poor people to give to the rich

gods.  It's not Christlike, it's voter suppression, and

we want it to stop.  It's unfair and unconstitutional 

and illegal.  And I was gerrymandered out into the new

district of central -- Congressional District 38 back 

in 2021.  And this district does not represent my 

ethnic background at all.  It's all Republican.  And 

again, that's what's trying to be done with the four 

districts that are being gerrymandered or attempting to

be gerrymandered this time.  They're going to be all 

pushed into Republican Congressional representation, 

which we know does not represent the majority of black

and brown people and constituents. 

              Please do not do this.  It's not fair.  

It is unconstitutional and it's voter suppression. 

Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here, ma'am.  
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              DIANNE LYLES:  Thank you. 

              SENATOR KING:  Chair calls Niloufar 

Hafizi. 

              NILOUFAR HAFIZI:  Hello.  Good evening, 

Sir Chairman and Committee Members.  Thank you for the

opportunity to testify.  My name's Niloufar Hafizi, and

I'm testifying on behalf of myself and Engage Action, a

C-4 organization committed to building civic power and

strengthening a pluralistic democracy.  

              I was born and raised in Houston and I'm

currently a Fort Bend County voter in Congressional 

District 22, one of the districts that has been 

gerrymandered to include different parts of different 

counties that don't hold together communities of 

interest.  I'm here to ask this Committee to not 

consider redistricting at this mid-year point.  This 

Committee has some members who are voting on maps in 

2021 and 2023 when our current maps were affirmed.  At

that time, everyone knew that 95 percent of Texas 

population growth was driven by people of color, growth

that had us increase our Congressional representation 

by two seats. 

              At that time, everyone knew that the 

current maps that the DOJ letter was about failed to 

adequately represent communities of color because at 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 111 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

111
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

that time, maps that could have done a better job 

representing Texas overall, were offered and rejected 

by both the House and Senate Committees considering 

congressional districts at the time.  At this point, no

new census data or any other reason to consider new 

maps is available.  

              Instead, redrawing the maps now is going

to be an expensive process that will disrupt how our 

elections work next year and create voter confusion. 

Currently, redrawing the maps means also adjusting 

voting precincts in the Congressional districts that 

will be affected, thus pushing many voters into new 

voter precincts if this process goes through.  We don't

have an estimate of how much this will cost overall 

because we don't have any maps to look at right now as

these hearings are being conducted.  

              While I appreciate the opportunity for 

the public to come and offer their opinion, especially

since I was also one of the members of the public there

on Saturday who didn't get a chance to speak, I would 

rather that this process not be necessary at all.  

Before it's too late, I urge this Committee to not go 

through with redrawing maps, and if you will, ask that

the process be open and transparent and give the public

time to consider what maps are actually being proposed.
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Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  And again, I'm

sorry you were not able to testify in person on 

Saturday in Houston, but we're so glad you're here. 

              Members, any questions?   

              Thank you again for your testimony.   

              I'm going to go ahead and call the next 

panel, and then I'm going to pass the chair to Vice 

Chair Creighton for a few minutes.  Michaela Williams,

George Patrin, Savant Moore, Mary Herrington, Brianna 

Ashworth.  Michaela Williams, George Patrin, Savant 

Moore, Mary Herrington, and Brianna Ashworth. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Okay.  The Chair's 

intention is to begin with Michaela Williams.   

              Savant Moore, please unmute and you may 

begin. 

              SAVANT MOORE:  Good evening.  My name is

Savant Moore.  I represent myself today.  I'm speaking

on behalf of every working man in Texas.  I'm out here

working to provide for my family.  I am pulled over 

safely, hazard lights on, but I can't forget about my 

Texas family.  I have to speak on this issue.  Let me 

be clear about the role of the Texas Senate. 

              You are not just lawmakers, you are 

gatekeepers.  You pass the state budget, approve new 
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laws, confirm appointments, and redraw the maps to 

decide who gets represented and who gets erased.  And 

right now, the people in House District 142, Senate 13

and Congressional District 18 are watching to see if 

the Senate will protect us or push us aside.  I thank 

God for Senator Borris Miles who has always stood up 

for our community.  He has a proven resume of fighting

for us.  We can depend on him.  My prayer is that his 

colleagues, regardless of party will join him and say,

not now to redrawing maps that weaken our voice instead

of dividing us.  Let's unite around the real issues 

facing Texas families.  Disaster management, flood 

mitigation, increase Texas public education funding by

$1,300. That's what the people need.  That's what the 

people elected you to do.  

              Chairman, you and I are both fathers. 

We're both Christians.  Will you make Texas a place 

where both our children could thrive or only yours?  I

hope the answer is both.  Leave CD 18, CD 9, CD 29, and

CD 33 alone at this time.  And to my Republican 

friends, I hope you know this truth.  If you move one 

voter from one congressional district, you affect every

single district in Texas.  That is a point of reference

for those who understand Robert's rules, as his body 

does.  When you ship one piece, the whole structure 
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moves.  That's not strategy, that's instability.  And 

Texans deserve better.   

              Do not let political games, racist games,

destroy decades of progress.  Protect our legacy, 

protect our power, and most importantly, protect our 

right to choose leaders who actually look like us, live

among us and fight for us.  Because if you choose 

silence, the history will remember that too.  Thank 

you.  God bless you and God bless Texas.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 

testimony. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Do I go now? 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Senator Miles.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Thank you. 

              Brother Moore, let me thank you for 

taking time off your business to call in and keep it 

plain.  I appreciate those kind words that you gave me.

But you're on the path, my brother.  You're on the path

to be a leader in your community.  You don't have a 

title yet but you'll -- yours is to come.  Just keep 

the hard work, keep the faith, keep the fight, and keep

what's important in front of you which is our people, 

and serving the people that you are going to represent

at some point in time.  

              I want you to get off the -- when you get
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off of work today, I want you to call about ten people

in your generation and tell them how serious this is, 

brother, and hip them to what's going on.  Okay?  In 

the meantime, you keep your faith, keep your fight, and

thanks for calling in, and thank you for those kind 

words.  

              SAVANT MOORE:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Members, any other 

questions?  Okay.  We will proceed back to Michaela 

Williams.  

              If you can unmute and proceed with your 

testimony, please. 

              MICHAELA WILLIAMS:  Hi, my name is 

Michaela Williams.  I am representing Datum Creo, a 

youth led organization that combines politics in media,

critical evidence and sort of side of the situation.  

So I'll be having a more emotional appeal.  

              Texas, a state that has prided itself on

its rugged individualism, now turns itself into a slave

for the Trump machine.  This isn't merely about 

redistricting.  We are witnessing the deliberate 

dismantling of democracy, not in the name of the 

people, but instead in fear of them.  In fear that 

Texas will turn blue, in fear that we will hold the 

Republican party accountable for stripping away 
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healthcare from the poor and from the starving of the 

opposed amongst its citizens by getting rid of things 

like food stamps, all the means made by this party to 

keep its citizens weak of the state, and by extension,

the citizens of this country, because people who are 

emaciated, people who have death knocking on their 

front door because they cannot afford adequate 

healthcare are people who cannot rise up. 

              Also, I find it ironic that this party of

Christian values bends willingly to a false God that 

stands in the White House.  Also, the fact that ignores

Isaiah Chapter 10, Verse 1, which is: 

              Woe to those who make unjust laws and to

those who issue oppressive decrees. 

              And the woe will be to you if you were to

go through with this action because God is no full 

history, has no blind witness.  It has not been kind to

cowards.  It has not been kind to the greedy, and most

importantly, it has not been kind to racists.  However,

this issue extends beyond party lines.  Instead, it is

about the soul of our nations in the parameters of the

Constitution, because there is no sudden leap into 

fascism.  There's one step and then there is another. 

And if we were to gerrymander these four districts that

we are talking about here today, it would be one giant
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leap.  

              You will not -- if you go through this, 

you will not be remembered as heroes.  Instead you'll 

be remembered as the one -- as the ones who sold your 

soul for a seat and traded your people for maps.  So 

all in all, in conclusion, may God have mercy on your 

soul because the people will not and history won't 

either.  Thank you very much.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Appreciate your 

testimony. 

              Members, questions?  Senator Miles. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Michaela, how old are 

you?  

              MICHAELA WILLIAMS:  I'm 17 years old.  

I'm a rising senior.  

              SENATOR MILES:  You're 17?  Did you say?

17?  

              MICHAELA WILLIAMS:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR MILES:  And where do you go to 

school? 

              MICHAELA WILLIAMS:  Yes, sir.  I'm 17 

years old.  I go to school in Waller, Texas.  That's 

District 18. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Senate District 18?  I 

mean, Congressional District 18? 
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              MICHAELA WILLIAMS:  Yes, I'm represented

by Senator Lois Kolkhorst.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Okay.  Well, you should 

call Lois and tell her exactly how you feel.  Okay.  

And I want to thank you for calling in today and giving

us your view on this.  And you are exactly right and 

you've got a bright future ahead of you.  But I really

think you should call Senator Kolkhorst and let her 

know how you feel about it since you live in, you're up

and coming in her district.  Thank you very much.  Keep

the faith and keep the fight, love.  

              MICHAEL WILLIAMS:  Thank you so much. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Members, any other 

questions?  Thank you for your testimony.  

              George Patrin, we'll go with you next. 

You may begin.  Please unmute, sir. 

              GEORGE PATRIN:  Okay.  I thought that the

controller was going to unmute us.  Can you hear me 

now?  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Yes.  Very well.  

              GEORGE PATRIN:  All right.  Thank you.  I

appeared on a Friday, but I was cut off by the media 

problems and I was not given time to reclaim my time, 

so I'm glad that I'm able to do that today.  

              Again, I'm Colonel retired Dr. George 
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Patrin. I was a pediatrician with the Army for 23 plus

years.  I live in San Antonio.  I represent myself and

my family members, my wife Pamela, and my mother-in-

law, Donna.  

              I had mentioned on Friday that I've been

an independent voter all of my life.  I vote for the 

best candidate depending on the issues.  I do not like

to be -- have to be cornered to be Democrat or 

Republican.  I vote for the best.  I -- for a long time

not been able to vote for any Republicans because the 

current Republicans do not share my values and it's 

perhaps serendipitous that I was knocked off from 

giving my conclusion on Friday.  

              So the point I wanted to make and I 

really appreciate being able to hear all my fellow 

citizens speak up.  And in particular, there's a 

handful of Latino women who are Republicans who said 

they wanted it redistricted now because they were not 

happy with the Democrat representation they had.  I 

just wanted to point out that I'm Anglo along with 

Kevin Chance, who spoke earlier, and in the -- what we

call the white privilege group, I don't have any 

representation either here in San Antonio with the 

redistricting which was gerrymandered.  I don't believe

it was race blind.  I had Kevin Doggett and my family 
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taken away from us, and since then we have had none of

our representatives ever answer our concerns, whether 

it be by emails, phone calls, or otherwise.  So there 

are those of us who are also feel like we're being 

discriminated against, and I am with my Latino, African

American, Asian, and other minority folks to say I'm 

with you and I'm tired of not being heard.  

              And so this redistricting should not 

happen unless it's done to get rid of gerrymandering. 

If you'll speak up and stop gerrymandering, if the 

governor will tell the White House we're not doing 

this.  It's not necessary, it's not needed.  And please

Committee you need to speak up and say we're not 

considering this.  End your day tomorrow and stop this

process.  Thank you. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you, sir, for 

your testimony.  At this time, we'll proceed with Mary

Herrington.  

              Please unmute and you may begin your 

testimony, Ms. Herrington,  

              MARY HERRINGTON:  Can you hear me?  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Very well, thank you.

You may proceed.  

              MARY HERRINGTON:  Okay.  Oseh Shalom, and

hello, my name is Mary Carol Herrington.  I'm age 66 
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plus.  I am First Nation and American Israeli, a proud

owner of the Bryan's County Texas Cattle Ranch Leap of

Faith.  I'm not in your top one percent.  I'm what's 

called well-educated and land poor. 

              We are here to tell you no, to tell 

Donald Trump no.  We just completed an El Paso trial in

which GOP state reps testified the maps were race 

blind.  Yet the DOJ is introducing and interjecting 

race as a legal argument to justify targeting for 

districts which is illegal.  Race is not a legal 

argument.  It was race blind if we are to believe what

the GOP said.  Stop the gerrymandering now.  Be the 

proud independent Texans I know each of you can be.  

              I debated whether I should say this, but

I'm going to say it anyway because I'm a 

straightforward plain talking person.  Grow some huevos

with spicy chorizo.  Tell Trump no.  I am willing to be

lead plaintiff in a class action suit against Trump and

Abbots redistricting at the risk of being once again 

disappeared.  Not a threat, but a promise.  Tell Trump

no.  Tell DC Texas handles its own business.  Say no. 

And for God's sakes, hold the special election for 

Turner Sage, which you deliberately have not done. 

Again, tell Trump no and that we redraw after the next

decennial census and let those be fair, not 
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gerrymandered.  

              Am I happy with the present maps?  No. 

Were they gerrymandered?  Oh, heck yeah.  I have had 

the privilege of working for non-profits, journal --

Houston Chronicle, been an investigative reporter, 

retired several times, retired PIO city of Houston, 

written legislation for two different states.  I pay 

attention to what's said and what's not said. 

          Honorable Alvarado, you want to look at T-O-

U-H-Y Rex for the subpoena of federal documents and 

testimony.  Again, T-O-U-H-Y Rex. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  At this time, 

the Chair will call Brianna Ashworth. 

              And, Ms. Ashworth, if you'll unmute.  It

looks like you already have and you may proceed.  

              BRIANNA ASHWORTH:  Yes. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  We can hear you just

fine. 

              BRIANNA ASHWORTH:  Hi, my name is Brianna

Ashworth and I am representing myself.  I would like to

thank the Committee for giving me this opportunity to 

speak.  As a 24-year-old Texan living in the outskirts

of Houston, I was raised to be proud of our state.  
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Texans look after each other.  Since getting into 

politics, I've realized that's not true.  It is the 

power hungry politicians versus us.  

              I can list a hundred reasons why you 

shouldn't redistrict us again, but I won't waste my 

time.  I can sit here and tell you how our state would

be nothing without minorities, but why waste your time

again and talk about why we're actually doing this. 

It's for power. 

              You didn't call us here over a DOJ letter

that looks like a fifth grader wrote it.  You are 

afraid to lose your empire.  You are scared of what 

Trump will do if you fail.  You do not stand for 

Texans, nor do you speak for us.  You silence our 

voices because it's easier to cheat and gerrymandered 

than it is to play fair. 

              I'm part of District 22 of Fort Bend 

County and was not one of the redistricts highlighted,

but I have been redistrict and now I'm in the same zone

as people two hours away from me.  We cannot hold town

hall meetings because of this and because my 

representative, Troy Nehls, refuses to do a town hall 

meeting since he's been in Congress in 2021. 

              I cannot speak for the Houston districts

because I do not overpower voices of minorities, but I
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can tell you what amazing community they are.  Our 

great city of Houston always looks after for each 

other.  H-Town until I drowned is our saying when 

Harvey flooded us.  When the state froze over and our 

senator abandoned us, it was our community that 

persevered.  Every time we get a national disaster, we

hear the same thing over and over again, and here we 

are, another disaster flood, and we are wasting our 

time on redistricting instead of helping flood victims.

I'm not here to try to convince you to vote in favor of

Texans.  I'm here to warn you that we are watching and

we are tired of being silenced.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  If not, then the

chair will call at this time, Stephanie Wilkins.  We're

going to proceed with several more on this panel.  In 

addition to Stephanie Wilkins, the Chair calls Tim 

Dowling, Patricia Garris, Charlene Shafer, Andrew 

Forsythe, and we'll begin with Stephanie Wilkins. 

              Mr. Dowling, we'll go ahead and call you

for your testimony.  If you'll unmute, and, Ms. 

Wilkins, you'll be next after Mr. Dowling.   

              STEPHANIE WILKINS:  Okay.  I'm ready 

whenever you are.  Mr. Dowling, can you unmute for us 
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please?  There you go.  

              TIM DOWLING:  Yes, sir.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  We can hear you now.

              TIM DOWLING:  All right.  

              Good afternoon, Senators.  My name is Tim

Dowley.  I'm testifying on my own behalf.  Before 

retirement, I practiced law in Texas for 42 years. 

Testified at least 7 times in 2021 before the 

legislature about redistricting.  You blew it then when

you were required to act.  Blow -- don't blow it now 

when you are not required to act.  

              Why are the majority of Americans so 

deeply cynical about politics?  This redistricting is a

stunt.  It's nothing more than an over-the-top grab for

more power.  Democracy be damned as despicable 

illustration of why they are.  Leave the lines low.  

Let the courts do their job and tell you if the current

lines were legal or not.  Only if they were illegal 

should you change them.  After all, you told everyone 

that the lines were drawn race blind.  Reject the DOJ's

claim that you lied.  Your district now will start an 

arms race.  Blue and red state line redrawing will 

cancel out.  It will all be a colossal waste of time in

Texas and across the country.  

              Please follow President Lincoln's advice
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and listen to the better angels of your nation, and 

reject the illegal and immoral demand of the current 

president who called our valiant veterans losers and 

suckers, pardon people who violently attacked police 

officers defending our democracy and who wished well 

Epstein's recruiter after she was indicted.  The 

president who's among his most famous words 

unfortunately were not something doble and uplifting 

like Lincoln's, but instead you can grab him by the 

pussy.  Very sad.  That is the kind of man who is 

demanding that you redistrict Texas mid-decade. 

              Exercise the fierce independence Texans 

are proudly known for.  Have the moral courage to 

reject his radical demand that you subserviently debase

yourselves for him by mid-district redistricting.   

Redistricting now would be illegal and a moral waste of

time.  Don't redistrict unless the courts tell you you

must.  There is no need to do what he is selfishly 

demanding that you do.  Don't do it.  Please also 

consider my written comments that explain why the DOJ's

letter is very plainly, legally meritless, so it cannot

be used as a fig leave to justify radical mid-decade 

redistricting.  Thank you for your time and for 

permitting virtual testimony.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Members, any 
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questions? 

              Ms. Wilkins, if you'll proceed, Stephanie

Wilkins.  

              STEPHANIE WILKINS:  Good afternoon, 

everyone.  My name is Reverend Dr. Stephanie Wilkins.  

I work with a lot of different groups and organizations

throughout the Committee, but I am representing myself.

I am a member of District 18 and I want to thank also 

those who have spoken before me. 

              I really could just say ditto, but I just

want to make sure that my voice is a matter of public 

record.  So I have witnessed something.  I was also 

there, Houston, at the U of H and I witnessed something

I have prayed for, and that was unity.  That was unity

in our understanding that this should not even be 

occurring, that we should not even be having these 

meetings and these hearings because there's no map.  

              We see very clearly that this is a 

stacking of the debt.  This is fixing the fight, and it

is based on desperation and it is born of fear.  It is

born of greed, and it is born of racism.  I am a person

of faith, so I do want to share something that I live 

by, which is Micah 6 and 8: 

              He has told you immortal what is good and

what does the Lord require of you, but to do justice 
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and to love kindness and to walk humbly with your God.

              And there is nothing just about it.  This

is unjust.  It is unjust.  It is based again on fear. 

So I am asking the Committee to please speak truth to 

power.  You are elected officials.  You put your hand 

on that Bible and you swore that you would uphold the 

laws of the state and the Constitution, so help you 

God.  So asking you to do just that, see and serve all

the people.   

              One thing that occurred also during that

hearing -- and I got frustrated when I realized that we

were convening for no reason, that there was a lot of 

time, energy, effort, probably money, everything spent,

and people are still saying don't do this.  Please, 

please, please do what you were elected to do.  Do not

bow down to your governor or your president.  You have

to see all the people and serve all of the people.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 

testimony --  

              STEPHANIE WILKINS:  Thank you. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  -- very much.  

              Members, Any questions?  Okay.  We'll 

proceed with Charlene Shafer. 

              CHARLENE SHAFER:  Good afternoon.  My 

name is Charlene Shafer.  I live in Cypress 
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Congressional District 38.  I'm testifying for myself.

              One -- Congressional District 38 is one 

of the new majority white districts created during the

2021 redistricting despite the census data showing that

the population growth has primarily been people of 

color.  The census reports that whites are 45 percent 

of the population, but control 70 percent of the 

congressional districts.  It should not be a surprise 

that the current maps are still being reviewed by 

federal court.  All the districts targeted for 

redistricting are majority people of color districts. 

Texas has intentionally discriminated against voters of

color for the past 50 years.  This bogus redistricting

attempt causes discrimination on top of discrimination.

              Texas has a multitude of problems that 

require legislative focus.  The main one for this 

session is the devastating flood and the multitude of 

deaths that happened along the Guadalupe River. 

Lawmakers have continuously ignored this area.  HEB 

managed to get to the flood torn area a full three days

before FEMA showed up.  We must not allow this to be 

swept under the carpet again by our leaders on the 

state and federal levels who continue to fail us.  

              Instead of focusing on the problems of 

Texas, Greg Abbott and Donald Trump have decided it's 
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time to redistrict Texas in an attempt to maintain and

increase power for an incompetent administration, an 

administration who not only was slow to respond to the

devastating flood in the Guadalupe, but they're using 

federal funds to build detention centers for migrants 

with the hurricane season just beginning. 

              What has happened to the Texas spirit of

independence, where are the people who demand states' 

rights, and where are these proposed maps?  This is 

another blatant attempt to silence more voters, 

especially people of color.  Texas must solve our 

state's problems rather than silencing the voters of 

Texas to satisfy Washington DC.  The legislature needs

to refuse to conduct redistricting mid-decade and 

concentrate on the issues that matter to Texans.  Thank

you.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you very much 

for your testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  Thank you very 

much.  We'll proceed with Patricia Garris. 

              PATRICIA GARRIS:  Hello? 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Ms. Garris, you may 

begin.  Just tell us your name and if you represent any

organizations other than yourself, and we appreciate 

your testimony today.  
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              PATRICIA GARRIS:  My name is Patricia 

Garris, and I represent myself.   

              The year is 2040.  Five of Texas's 

largest employers have departed the state.  Chevron 

moved its -- moved to its California headquarters and 

the NRG consolidated back to New Jersey.  Tesla went 

bankrupt leaving over 10,000 Texans without jobs and 

Austin home values in free fall.  No one would buy the

toxic product.  Public school funding is starved and 

employers conduct expensive remedial training for new 

hires.  Job creation is at its lowest since 2019.  Loan

repayment schedules and the Republican decision to 

increase tuition for undocumented students produce 

fewer college graduates every year.  Texas is known as

a talent wasteland.  The medical center moved to 

Minnesota although 35 percent of Texans are uninsured.

After the government declared research frivolous and 

healthcare optional, the University of Texas Medical 

School closed.  No one is applying.  More employees 

won't move to Texas fearing their wives or partners 

will die during pregnancy or childbirth, or that their

children will suffer an uncontrolled infectious 

disease.  The population has declined to 29 million 

after 35 years of Republican rule.  With 10 percent 

homeowner insurance deductibles, carriers moving out of
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the state and the fair plan insolvent, home ownership 

has declined.  

              In 2030, Hurricane Wesley destroyed 

NASA's headquarters, most of the crops, left a  

million -- 11 million Texans without power, and over 

3,000 dead.  There were limited and late weather 

serving warnings.  The state faces $725 billion in 

damages without federal grants or loans to help.  With

FEMA eliminated, Texans foraged for food and water with

resources delayed or denied.  Its reminiscent of Gaza 

in 2025.  

              Looking back, the Republicans' hunger for

power didn't know when to stop.  Their insatiable 

appetite devoured the future of every Texan -- 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you. 

              PATRICIA GARRIS:  -- not just the ignored

and -- 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  We'll have to -- we'll have to stay on 

time, Ms. Garris, but with your testimony wrapped up --

              PATRICIA GARRIS:  Thank you. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  -- I'll recognize --

the Chair will recognize Senator Miles with a question.

              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. Garris, I want to 

thank you for always keeping it plain and telling it 
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like it is.  I want to thank you for calling in today 

and testifying here today.  And I want to thank you for

all that you've ever done for me in my life.  Thank 

you, Ms. Garris.  Thank you.  Together we'll keep the 

faith and keep the fight.  

              PATRICIA GARRIS:  Yes, indeed.  And thank

you, Senator Miles.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Okay.  Members, with

no further questions, the Chair will take the 

opportunity to make an announcement.  We have about 20

people left in the waiting room, Members.  For those of

you in the waiting room and those of you also watching

on the livestream, if you are registered to testify, 

this would be the time to log into Zoom and to be ready

to be called by the Chair to testify soon so that your

voice is heard and your testimony is registered in the

Committee record. 

              We will now call a new panel and the 

chair will begin with Susanna Carranza, Jesus Zamora, 

Rosa Hopkins, Erica Lee Carter, Hayden Cohen.  So we'll

begin with Jesus Zamora.  

              Please unmute and if you will begin your

testimony, Mr. Zamora. 

              JESUS ZAMORA:  Hello.  Thank you so much.

Good afternoon, Chair and Members of the Committee.  My
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name is Jesus Zamora and I'm representing Mi Familia 

Volta as a field director.   

              I'm a lifelong resident of Houston and a

proud young Latino.  I'm here because I care deeply 

about the future of my community. I grew up in 

Southwest Houston Alief, which has over 80 languages 

that are spoken from Mandarin, Arabic, Vietnamese, and

Spanish.  We have the Alief Neighborhood Center where 

the community comes together to address specific issues

or goals.  Alief ISD ranks among the most ethnically 

and linguistically diverse districts in Texas.  The 

issues that my community faces are unique to them. 

That's why fair representation matters, because when 

communities like this are split up or packed into a 

single district, their voices are diluted and the 

issues they care about are easier to ignore. 

              That's why I'm concerned about any effort

to redraw district lines before the official census 

timeline is complete.  We are in the middle of 

hurricane season here in Texas, and we should be 

focused on flood prevention.  Houston is one of the 

most diverse cities in the country, and Latinos make up

a significant growing part of its population.  

Premature redistricting puts us at a risk of being 

divided, our neighborhoods carved up in ways that make
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it harder for us to be heard through our vote and  

are -- hold our elected officials accountable. 

Redistricting is supposed to be based on accurate and 

complete data, not at the demand of Donald Trump. 

              It's the foundation for fair and free 

democracy for any voter from any party when it's done 

early because we have the full picture of our 

population growth and the demographic shifts.  It risks

silencing the very communities that have been 

systematically ignored and underrepresented 

historically.  When our democracy is manipulated for 

the sake of power hungry, every Texan loses today and 

in the future, but we do matter.  We're not just the 

future of Texas.  We're the present.  Honor our 

democracy and the values of freedom and fairness.  Our

future is on the line.  Stand against this rigged 

process today to ensure Texans have a democracy 

tomorrow.  Thank you for your time.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Appreciate your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  Senator 

Alvarado.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman.  I just wanted to say I appreciate all the 

work that Mi Familia does in our community.  Keep 
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staying engaged and involved.  Thank you. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Members, with no 

further questions, we'll move to Susana Carranza. 

Please unmute and begin your testimony.  

              SUSANA CARRANZA:  Hi, my name is Dr. 

Susana Carranza.  I'm representing myself and I live in

Congressional District 37, Texas Senate District 14, 

and I oppose the current attempt to redistrict Texas 

mid-census.  

              I said this during my testimony at the 

House, but it bears repeating.  Of the 18 items in the

Special session agenda, you chose to prioritize the 

topic that does not help Texas at all.  What Texans 

need right now is legislation focused on disaster 

relief and prevention.  It really adds insult to injury

that the call came as an imposition from the White 

House and the DOG -- DOJ as an attempt to further 

disenfranchised communities of color.  It's a blatant 

attack on Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act. 

              If you're so determined to talk about 

redistricting, I urge you to leave our current maps 

alone, but focus on improving the process ahead of the

2030 census.  For instance, you could advance SJR 3, 

the Senate Joint Resolution that proposes an amendment

to establish an independent redistricting, the 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 137 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

137
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

redistricting commission.   

              You know what kind of map that might be 

useful for Texans right now?  We could really use an 

updated flood map and strong rules to stop developing 

in flood zones or a map of areas that need warning 

systems for disasters like sirens.  But I digress.  

What matters most is that virtually nobody in Texas, 

nobody, wants redistricting right now, and you are 

proceeding with that anyway when you could easily have

chosen not to.  Why?  It is not acceptable that we have

not even seen your proposed maps.  It's unacceptable 

that the districts called by DOJ are minority 

districts, that you break up racial gerrymandering and

is not acceptable that Senate -- that House District 18

is a target while it's not even being represented.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you -- 

              SUSANA CARRANZA:  I urge to stop this.   

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  -- for your 

testimony, Dr. Carranza. 

              Members, any questions?  With no 

questions, we'll proceed with Ms. Erica Lee Carter. 

              Congresswoman, are you ready?  

              REPRESENTATIVE LEE CARTER:  Yes, I'm 

ready.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Yes, we can hear you.
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Welcome.  Thank you.  

              REPRESENTATIVE LEE CARTER:  Thank you.  

Thank you. Good afternoon to this Committee, Chair and

in his absence Vice Chair, especially to Senator -- my

Senator Borris Miles, SD 13 and Senator Alvarado, SD 6

from Harris County.  I'm here on behalf of myself and 

on behalf of the Lee family and on behalf of my former

constituents of the 18th Congressional District. 

              There is something missing from this 

fight and unfortunately it is my mother, the Honorable

Sheila Jackson Lee, who served almost 29 years.  And 

every time there was redistricting, she stood up, spoke

out to ensure that the voices of the 18th Congressional

District and her constituents, their voices were heard,

that they could retain the right to elect a member of 

their choice, that the lines would comply with the 

Voting Rights Act as it stood at the time.  She raised

money, she participated in many lawsuits that would go

on for years out of her funds that she could secure and

convene to speak up for those who couldn't secure funds

and attorneys to ensure that these lines reflected the

rich diversity of her district, the values of her 

district, and those across this great state.  And she 

did it year after year.  

              So I speak on behalf of my father, Dr. 
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Owen Lee, who fought side by side with her for those 

same values for justice, freedom, opportunity, and 

equality, which is what the people of Texas want.  I 

took Texas history and what we learned the most is 

Texas is about freedom.  It is about our own rights 

without interference from outsiders, which included the

former six flags that flew that we so proudly say we 

got rid of most of them except our own state flag and 

includes being here without interference from 

Washington.  I would hear that time and time again from

our state leaders and some of you in this body.  

              And now what I see is a clear example of

yielding to outsiders who want to tell you all what to

do during this Special session.  I think it's untenable

and unacceptable.   

              And so as I close, I close with three 

numbers.  The first is 22, 22 years ago in 2003, some 

valiant senators fled and broke quorum.  My mother's 

district was again up for discussion, seemingly one of

the favorite districts to try to redrew -- draw and 

regroup on the lines, and they were standing up for 

people who cannot stand up for themselves.  And I thank

them and I hope we -- that we don't get to this point.

I hope that this is disregarded and thrown out because

I've seen no map.  I would love to comment on a map, 
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but I've seen no clear map for this hearing today.  

              Then four years ago was the launch of my

mother's last redistricting fight when you threw her in

with Congressman Al Green unnecessarily, clearly at a 

point to target black members of Congress, pitting them

within the same district, intentionally cutting out my

mother's home where I grew up from her own district.  

It is cruel to do this to the voters, to confuse and to

cause chaos, to disrupt and to deter.  There are 

parents mourning the loss of their children by the 

Guadalupe River.  There are families and lost parents 

and grandparents, and yet we have to sit here and 

discuss simple lines on a map that we have not seen 

because of some voice from Washington.  

              And lastly, I end with the number that 

means the most to my family is 18.  The 18th District 

that started with Barbara Jordan.  He came out of your

body.  Mickey Leland, who also came out of your body.  

Craig Washington, who also came out of your body.  And

I would think in honor of them and what they have given

to our state, we should and could do better as Texans.

And so that's all I ask, that we, and including you, 

these great senators today, do better for Texas.  Thank

you.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Thank you for your 
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testimony.  Senator Miles with a question.  

              SENATOR MILES:  Congressman Lee Carter, 

Congressman Lee Carter, let me thank you for your 

testimony today.  And I simply have one question, one 

simple question.  I don't think anybody would know 

better the answer to this question.  If your mom were 

alive today, what would she think of the process in 

this whole redistricting process ordered by the 

President of the United States? 

              REPRESENTATIVE LEE CARTER:  She would 

think as a member of the Judiciary Committee a shameful

day for democracy, for our constitution, for our rule 

of law. It is already said every ten years, you have 

already done it.  Those lines have already been voted.

There are members that have been elected and this mid-

census redrawing is unnecessary and out of order.  And

she used to always get called out of order for speaking

past, but she was always speaking for her constituents

and her voters and her people.  So thank you.  

              SENATOR MILES:  I thank you and you would

make your mom very proud.  Thank you.  Keep the faith.

Keep the faith.  

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Senator Alvarado.  

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. 
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              Congresswoman, I'm glad that you are here

representing folks in the 18th Congressional District 

because they have had no voice and no vote in 

Washington, and that's something else that infuriates 

many of us.  So your testimony today in this process 

certainly lifting the voices of the historical 18th 

Congressional District.  Thank you.  

              REPRESENTATIVE LEE CARTER:  Thank you, 

Senator. But I'm so proud of them for showing up on 

this virtual and in person.  They'll be heard one way 

or the other. 

              SENATOR CREIGHTON:  Members, any other 

questions?  

              Thank you very much for your testimony 

today.  

              The Chair will call Rosa Hopkins.  

              SENATOR KING:  Ms. Hopkins, if you would

please unmute.  Could you try speaking?  You're still 

muted.  Ms. Hopkins, we'll come back to you in just a 

minute.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Oh, I got it.  I got it.  

              SENATOR KING:  Oh, okay.  Great.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Okay.  My name's Rosa 

Hopkins and I'm in Congress -- US Congressional 

District 25.  
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              Donald Trump, who has been found liable 

for sexual abuse and is a convicted felon, remember 

that, has directed Texas Governor Abbott to complete a

mid-decade redistricting, been ordered to avoid five 

more -- in order to add five more seats to the -- in 

the [audio distortion] calling that he knows the House

would at least slip due to the failing -- get executive

order -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Ms. Hopkins, if I -- Ms. 

Hopkins, if I may, I know you're in your car.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Hello? 

              SENATOR KING:  And I know you're in your

car and we're delighted you're here.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Yes.  

              SENATOR KING:  But since you're on a 

phone, if you'll turn off the video.  I think it may --

your voice is cutting out a little bit.  We want to 

make sure we hear everything, and I think that'll open

up some bandwidth for you if you turn off the video. 

There you go.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Hold on a second.  

              SENATOR KING:  Although I wanted to make

sure, are you actually driving or are you riding?  Just

checking. 

              ROSA HOPKINS:  I'm riding.  I wouldn't be
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driving. 

              SENATOR KING:  Just checking.  Just 

checking.  Go ahead.  Let's let you start over.  

              ROSA HOPKINS:  Okay.  Some likely reasons

Trump is calling for redistricting are that he knows 

the house would otherwise flip due to the failing poll

numbers, litigated executive orders, Republican passage

of the transfer of wealth from the poor to the rich 

billionaires acr, and cruel and failing policies.  

Cruel policies include the opening of detention centers

that I call concentration camps that are treating 

immigrants that have been hunted by ICE and treated as

subhuman, often without constitutional due process 

protections.  

              Trump is also currently in trouble with 

voters due to promising them that he would release the

Epstein files and then claiming there are no Epstein 

files to release, and then contradicting himself by 

stating that the Democrats added fake information to 

the Epstein files that he says don't exist.  

Additionally, Trump has downplayed his relationship 

with Jeffrey Epstein claiming he has not -- he was not

a fan and that they had a falling out years ago. 

Despite this evidence suggests Trump was close friends

with Epstein for many years before Jeffrey Epstein was
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convicted of child prostitution. 

              These failures have resulted in Trump 

along with Republicans being afraid to lose the House.

The current Republican Congress has ceded much of its 

power to convicted felon and has failed to -- to 

convicted felon Trump and has failed to check executive

powers.  Trump is afraid that a Democratic Congress 

will fulfill its constitutional duty of checking 

executive prowess through its oversight authority. 

              Currently, there are redistricting cases

pending in court in which Republicans claim race was 

not a factor in creating the districts after the 2020 

census.  In contradiction, Trump's Department of 

Justice is claiming that districts are racially 

gerrymandered as an excuse to further his demand for 

redistricting.  Republicans are expediting 30 days.  In

30 days only, Trump's convict -- uncalled for 

redistricting directive in an emergency legislative 

session when they should be focused on measures for 

preventing limiting the loss of life due to disasters 

such as the recent floods for many children perished 

unnecessarily. 

              The Texas House and Senate redistricting

commissions are holding hearings without having maps 

visible for the public.  
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              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, I'll have to stop 

you there.  Your time's up, but thank you for being 

here. 

              Members, any questions?   

              Chair calls Hayden Cohen. 

              HAYDEN COHEN:  All righty.  Good evening,

Members.  

              SENATOR KING:  Good evening.  

              HAYDEN COHEN:  My name is Hayden.  Can 

you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, ma'am.  Sure can. 

Please proceed.  

              HAYDEN COHEN:  My name is Hayden.  I'm 

speaking on behalf of Students Engaged in Advancing 

Texas.  I'm a 21-year-old student in Congressional 

District 7, and I urge you to not redistrict  

mid-century.  There's no new census data to guide how 

we should be drawing boundary lines so literally no 

reason why we should be having this conversation. 

              Despite the declaration, you as a 

Committee have the power to stop this.  You can just 

not move forward on any map that's proposed, that is 

your ability in the body so please stand up for us.  An

overwhelming majority of people who have testified in 

both the House and Senate have been against this 
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redistricting.  People in your Senate districts do not

want this.  We shouldn't have Democratic and Republican

congressional districts.  That's not democracy.  If 

you're a Republican candidate who needs the lines 

redrawn to win your seat, do better as a candidate. 

Redrawing the lines to get rid of Democratic 

congressional seats is cheating the system because the

Trump administration and the Governor don't have faith

that a Republican can win over constituents in that 

district.  

              To be clear, these Democrats that you 

want to redrawn in the Republican districts will make 

it harder for Republican Congress elected officials to

keep their seat.  These Democrats aren't going 

anywhere.  You can't just erase them.  Voters should 

get to choose, not be chosen.  It's as simple as that.

Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here.  I'm going to 

call the next panel now.  Rachel Hinojosa, Chelsea 

Lindquist, Marvalette Hunter, Michelle Ebrahimi, Arthur

Fleming.  Let me try that again.  Rachel Hinojosa, 

Chelsea Lindquist, Marvalette Hunter, Michelle 

Ebrahimi, and Arthur Fleming. 
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              MICHELLE EBRAHIMI:  All right.  Good 

afternoon, everybody.  My name is Michelle Ebrahimi.  I

am a nurse in District 9 testifying for myself on -- in

opposition to the legislature's ridiculous attempt to 

redistrict our congressional districts mid-census.   

              I want to emphasize clearly that no one 

from Texas asked for this.  So much for State's rights.

This brazen move by the Governor, the DOJ, and the 

President to increase Republican representation in the

US House by taking it away from communities of color is

shameful. It is a blatant racial discrimination and a 

misplaced priority at a time when we should be focusing

on flood relief efforts.  It's giving desperation.  

              We are barely two months into hurricane 

season, but you choose to prioritize saving your seats

and stealing even more seats to silence voters on the 

orders of a low IQ convicted felon and failed 

businessman from New York City of all places.  This is

proof that the ruling party does not care about 

protecting little girls, not from flood waters, not 

from pedophiles.  The only map we should be talking 

about right now is the treasure map that leads to the 

Epstein files.  And the only way we will get to that is

by voting out the pedophiles in government and those 

who continue to protect them.  
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              Manipulating maps to artificially distort

political power undermines the principle of a 

representative government.  The government should 

represent a fair cross section of society, and partisan

manipulation makes that impossible unless y'all want to

be known as like the pedo party from now on.  

              So go ahead and redraw your little maps 

based on old data.  Why not draw five districts in the

shape of the president's name since he apparently owns

Texas now and loves to put his name on everything.  But

beware the domino effect from other states because 

while you're trying to steal five seats in Texas, 

you'll be lucky if your party can keep five seats total

once California has their say.  Thank you for taking 

the time to listen to me today.  

              SENATOR KING:  Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here.  

              Chair calls Chelsea Lindquist. 

              CHELSEA LINDQUIST:  Hi, can you hear me?

              SENATOR KING:  We can.  Please proceed.  

              CHELSEA LINDQUIST:  Hi, thanks so much 

for this opportunity to testify before you today.  I'm

a resident of State District 13 represented by Senator

Miles at Texas House District -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, if you wouldn't 
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mind, ma'am, I'm sorry to interrupt you, but just for 

our record, would you mind stating your name and if 

you're representing any organization, please just let 

us know.  

              CHELSEA LINDQUIST:  Of course.  Thank 

you.  My name is Chelsea Lindquist.  I am representing

myself and my husband today.  

              So I am a resident of Texas State 

District 13 represented by Senator Miles and a Texas 

House District 131, represented by Representative 

Allen, Alma Allen.  I'm a wife, a mother of two young 

boys and a preschool teacher.  

          I'm a fourth generation Texan and an native 

Houstonian of nearly 41 years.  My husband is a fifth 

generation Houstonian, and we very strongly oppose any

redistricting in and around our city, as well as 

anywhere in the great state of Texas in a way that may

favor the Republican party.  Every Texan, regardless of

where they live deserves to have their voice heard.  It

is the one job of our representatives to serve us.  It

is our right as citizens of this republic to elect 

officials who reflect our ideals, share our morals, and

represent our ideologies.  If the current 

representatives cannot align themselves with the needs

and desires of the public for which they serve, they --
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then those elected officials need to remove themselves

from the occupation of public service and not redraw 

district lines making it so that the public cannot 

exercise their right to vote them out. 

          We, the people give them the power, not the 

other way around.  If the Republicans choose to move 

forward with their plans to gerrymander districts who 

have likely already been gerrymandered, then they 

should prepare themselves for a fight.  Residents of 

this state will not stand for this.  It is unethical 

and it is un-American.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  Senator Miles?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Yes.  Ms. Lindquist, I 

want to thank you for testifying today and taking time

out of your schedule to let your thoughts be heard.  

And like I've told everyone else, we're going to keep 

our faith and we're going to keep the fight.  Thank you

for showing up here. 

              CHELSEA LINDQUIST:  Thank you so much. 

It's my pleasure.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Chair calls Marvalette Hunter. 

              MARVALETTE HUNTER:  Yes.  Thank you.  

Good afternoon.  My name is Marvalette Hunter.  I'm a 
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wife, a mother, and an entrepreneur, and a proud Texan

running for the United States Congress in Texas's 38th

District.  

              I have spent my life in public service 

working for the city and the people who call this great

state home.  I had the honor of serving as the chief of

staff to the late Congressman Sylvester Turner, and 

during his two terms as mayor for the City of Houston.

I've sat in some rooms where the stakes were really 

high, where the pressure was real and where decisions 

carried weight.  And I've seen what it means to lead 

with integrity, to put people first and to govern with

a steady hand, and I've also seen what happens when 

that kind of leadership is replaced with gamesmanship 

and deflection.  And so let's be honest about what this

is.   

              This redistricting effort is not about 

fairness.  It's not about transparency.  It's not about

serving Texans.  It's a political power grab rushed 

into motion while our communities are still trying to 

recover from tragedy.  Texans are grieving right now. 

The floods in the hill country took lives and washed 

away homes and exposed how under-prepared we are for a

changing climate.  And yet, in the face of that 

devastation, this administration didn't lead with 
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compassion.  It led with calculation.  Instead of 

focusing on recovery, the Governor buried flood relief

under a redistricting scheme designed to shrink 

representation for communities of color and entrench 

power for those already holding it. 

              That's not just disappointing, it's 

deliberate.  And this is not a correction to a flawed 

map.  This is an attempt to remove as many as five 

Congressional seats currently held by Democrats.  Seats

that reflect the voices of black, Latino, and Asian 

Texans.  Texas is a majority minority state, yet 

somehow 66 percent of our Congressional seats are 

controlled by one party, not because that party earned

those votes, but because they manipulated district 

lines to make sure they never had to. 

              When disaster strikes again, and sadly it

will, the same Texans whose votes were diluted will be

the ones hit hardest and heard last.  This isn't 

leadership, it's exploitation, and Texans deserve 

better.  We are not powerless.  We still have our 

voices and we have our votes.  The courts are watching,

the country is watching, and so are the communities who

know that their future is being debated behind closed 

doors.  This is about more than politics, it's about 

people and principles, and there's only one question 
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left.  Will you stand up for the people of Texas or 

will you take a knee to Donald Trump?  Thank you so 

much for the time.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none, 

Chair calls Arthur Fleming.  Mr. Fleming, if you would

unmute.  Mr. Fleming, we'll go ahead and call you back

up later.  I'm going to go ahead and call the next 

panel.  Chair calls May Nguyen, Kristie King, Kristiann

Rushton, Janice Poscovsky, and Muneeb Aslam.  Try that

again.  May Nguyen, Kristie King, Kristiann Rushin, 

Janice Poscovsky, and Muneeb Aslam. 

               May Nguyen, are you ready to go ahead 

and testify?  

               MAY NGUYEN:  Hello.  Yes.  Thank you 

very much for this opportunity.  My name is May Nguyen.

I am testifying on behalf of myself.  I live in US 

House District 29.  Thank you for the virtual 

opportunity to voice my concern as a Texan.  

              I implore the State to not redraw nearly

a handful of districts which are all held by black or 

Latino legislators.  It's a blatantly racist political

maneuver to attempt to maintain Republican control of 

the US House of Representatives ahead of the 2026 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 155 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

155
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

midterm elections.  If anything, the population growth

in Texas is due to communities of color.  These 

communities should have more representation in elected

officials, not less.  The Special session should be 

used to address the hill country flooding disaster and

help the local community rebuild.  Instead, the party 

that's been in control of this state for over 30 years

is caving to pressure from the President of the United

States who is fearful his party will lose control of 

the House in the next midterm elections. 

              The President's afraid that Americans 

will hold House members responsible for passing tax 

cuts for billionaires while cutting SNAP benefits, 

Medicaid and Medicare.  Redistricting already took 

place after the last census.  Several Democratic seats

in Houston were explicitly drawn to allow communities 

of color to elect a candidate of their preference by 

ensuring they constitute a majority in a congressional

district in accordance with the Voting Rights Act.  The

current maps were voted on by Republicans in 2021.  

What has changed in the last four years that have made

these maps illegal now?  

              You all are accountable to Texans.  State

leadership has historically needed federal review of 

voting practices, stop gerrymandering.  Districts 
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elected employees should not be able to pick their 

voters.  Voters should be able to elect their 

representatives.  Thank you for your time and 

consideration.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none, 

before I call the next witness, I want to say we have 

ten people left in the Zoom waiting room.  If you're 

watching the livestream and are registered to testify,

please go ahead and log into the Zoom.  So if you are 

watching the livestream and are registered to testify,

please go ahead and log into the Zoom.  

              With that, Chair calls Kristie King. 

              KRISTIE KING:  Good afternoon.  Thank you

so much for the opportunity to be able to speak.  Thank

you all also for sitting on the day as to receive us in

our comments.  

              SENATOR KING:  And, ma'am, before you 

start, so glad you're here, but would you -- just for 

our records, please state your name and if you're 

representing any organization, please let us know that

as well. 

              KRISTIE KING:  Yes, sir.  My name is 

Kristie King.  I am representing myself in my own 

individual capacity.  I am not representing an 
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organization. 

              SENATOR KING:  Go ahead and proceed with

your testimony.  

              KRISTIE KING:  Yes, sir.   

              So, again, thank you for allowing us to 

speak today on record against the reconsideration of 

maps that we have not seen especially with proposals 

that would delay fair districting until 2037.  

              I stand here because we need integrity, 

we need accountability, and I strongly oppose this 

redistricting effort during this legislative session.  

The lack of transparency surrounding the process is 

disingenuous and dangerous to our democracy.  In 

Houston, there are few opportunities for voters to 

speak and even fewer chances for our communities to 

truly be heard.  And that's not how democracy is 

supposed to work.  And for generations, black, Latino 

and marginalized communities in Texas have seen their 

voices muted and taken for granted through currently 

these redistricting schemes that have divided our 

neighborhoods and stripped away power.  Just from 

living and knowing about reconstruction to Jim Crow, my

grandparents, and my parents, today's gerrymandering 

tactics, they deny us our constitutional right.  So 

with Texas being the most diverse state in the nation,
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yet the maps we see and the ones still being drawn in 

secret, it does not honor that diversity.  They're 

designed to keep power in the hands of a few while 

truly erasing the strength of the very people who built

this state. 

              So it is my hope that we do not stand 

quietly while our future, our schools, and our 

children's understanding of democracy are shaped by 

backroom deals.  This is truly a call to action for 

each of you to be able to demand that transparency, 

that fairness and maps that truly see and serve every 

community.  Anything less than that is not democracy, 

it's disenfranchisement.  And I hope that we will 

continue to fight it with everything we have.  Please,

no voice erase, no maps in secret.  Texas belongs to 

all of us.  Thank you for your time.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for being here 

as well.  Thank you for your testimony.  

              Members, any questions? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman.  

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Ms. King, I want to thank

you for testifying today and keeping it plain and 

telling like it is.  You made it very clear and you 

spoke very well and I want to thank you for testifying.
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Thank you.  

              KRISTIE KING:  Thank you, Senator Miles.

God bless.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Chair calls Kristiann Rushton.  

              KRISTIANN RUSHTON:  Hello.  Can you guys

hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, ma'am.  We can.  If 

you would just state your name and let us know if 

you're representing any organization and then please 

begin your testimony.  

              KRISTIANN RUSHTON:  Thank you.  My name 

is Kristiann Rushton and I represent myself.  I'm a 

native Texan and resident of Houston for the last 18 

years as an engineer. 

              I strongly oppose redistricting efforts 

and ask the Texas Senate to focus on flood relief and 

infrastructure first, as that should be the most 

priority of your activities.  Prioritizing 

redistricting is an insult to the friends, family, and

fellow community affected by this recent storm which 

spread an impact over this entire state.  

              Redistricting mid-census cycle is wrong 

and unconstitutional as it is discrimination against 

all my fellow citizens that our minority populations. 
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I live in Texas, Senate District 15 and US 

Congressional District 7 since 2021 and lived in Texas

146, 13, and US 18 for 14 years prior.  I am here in an

attempt to represent those like-minded, but my 

testimony does nothing to equate to what is being said

in the neighborhoods surrounding my home.  The primary

driver for these efforts is the request of President 

Trump to support his desire to change additional 

districts to Republican control and suppress the impact

of the vote of many of my fellow Houstonians. 

              Just a reminder, this request comes from

an administration which failed to send FEMA search and

rescue resources for approximately 72 hours after the 

flood.  They are not -- Texans are not the priority for

them then, nor are they the priority now.  Texans are 

your constituents.  Selfish discrimination is their 

sole purpose, but that doesn't hurt only minority 

Texans.  It hurts all Texans.  The greatest technology

innovations come from diversity of thought in the 

boardroom or lab.  And I believe the greatest progress

in society comes from similar differential perspectives

being in a room together in the legislature.  Texas has

a strong history of not bow -- not bowing to federal 

mandates.   

              I ask you to stand up to the Justice 
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Department and to stand up for all Texans by not 

discriminating against the minorities of this great 

state.  These efforts hurt each and every Texan.  Do 

not allow it to happen.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here tonight.  

              Chair calls Janice Poscovsky. 

              JANICE POSCOVSKY:  Thank you.  My name is

Janice Poscovsky representing myself.  I'm a citizen of

the United States and have lived in Texas for over 60 

years.  I speak today as a concerned Texan advocating 

for fair representation.  

              Much of what I have to say has already 

been said, but I want my protest to be on record.  The

proposed mid-decade redistricting plan currently under

consideration is not about updating maps in response to

population changes, which would've been addressed after

the 2020 census had this body not then gerrymandered 

the maps to gain more seats at that time. 

              This is rather a blatant attempt to 

gerrymander districts so that the number of Republican

held seats exceeds the actual number of Republican 

voters in Texas.  Let's call it what it is, a political

power grab disguised as a procedural necessity, and the
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process has been just as troubling as the plan itself.

The decision to throw in redistricting legislation 

during this Special session when flood disaster relief

should be your main focus is manipulative.  Texans 

deserve better than being used as pawns in a scheme to

force Democrats to remain in session and lend 

legitimacy to this redistricting process. 

              Flood preparedness, prevention, response

and relief are matters of public safety.  They should 

never be used as leverage to coerce participation in a

plan designed to suppress voters and skew 

representation.  Don't use the families who are 

mourning the deaths of their loved ones to push through

gerrymandered maps that silence millions of Texans, 

especially in communities of color. 

              Let's be clear.  Non-white Texans have 

driven nearly all the state's population growth over 

the last decade, and yet this plan minimizes their 

political influence through packing and cracking 

tactics undermining their right to fair and equal 

representation.  Redistricting should serve the people,

not entrench power.  When our democracy is manipulated

behind closed doors and veiled in legislative bait and

switch, trust is broken.   

              It's also telling that not one of the 
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multitude of speakers before me have been in favor of 

this redistricting scheme.  Let that sink in.  This 

plan isn't just unfair, it's unjust.  And I urge this 

Committee to reject it in favor of transparent and 

constitutionally sound district maps drawn after the 

next census, maps that reflect the true diversity and 

will of the people of Texas.  And if you are not 

willing to do that, and if you are not willing to wait,

then do what's right and do what's fair.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here tonight.  

              Chair calls Muneeb Aslam.  

              MUNEEB ASLAM:  Good afternoon, Chair and

Members of the Committee.  My name is Muneeb Aslam, and

I'm representing myself.  I'm a proud Texan who grew up

in McKinney, Texas and I'm here to strongly oppose this

mid-decade redistricting.  

              Let's be clear, this is a power grab to 

dilute the power of minority communities.  Communities

of color have driven Texas's growth and success, yet 

our political power is always under attack.  Districts

like Texas 9 and Texas 33 weren't drawn by accident. 

They reflect a diversity of our state and now they're 

being targeted not to uphold the Constitution, but to 

protect a partisan majority all the way in DC.   
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              The hypocrisy is what upsets me.  The 

party of small government is now taking its cues 

directly from the executive branch.  Just recently 

President Trump said Texas will be the biggest one, 

just a simple redrawing, we pick up five seats, and 

that's a direct quote.  And that is not democracy.  

That is plain corruption.  

              The State has claimed that these maps 

were drawn racially blind, colorblind, and now insists

that race is the very reason to redraw them.  You 

cannot have it both ways.  As someone who has worked to

engage young Texans in bipartisan civic life, it is 

really disheartening to see our leaders prioritizing 

political gain over public needs.  We do not need 

gerrymander districts.  We need investment in our 

communities.  Texas ranks 43rd in childhood wellbeing.

We are the state with the second highest GDP and nearly

one in five of our children live in poverty.  Over 1.6

million Texas kids are food insecure.  And this is a 

Special session priority for what reason?  

              I hope that you listen to our voices, 

that you take our communities into consideration, and I

hope each of you finds the courage to stand up for what

is right and what you know is right.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 
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              Members, any questions?  Hearing none, 

Chair calls Arthur Fleming.  Oh, I'm sorry.  This will

be a new panel.  My apologies.  I'm going to call up 

this panel Arthur Fleming, Aida Pita, Konstantinos 

Vogiatzis, Kellye McGarry, Arnetta Murray.  Try that 

again.  Arthur Fleming, Aida Pita, Konstantinos 

Vogiatzis, Kellye McGarry, and Arnetta Murray.  

              Ms. Pita, if you would, if you could 

silence your streaming, and then if you wish to unmute

and go ahead and testify.  Please tell us your name and

if you represent any organization.  Okay.  While we're

waiting on Ms. Pita, let's go to Arnetta Murray.   

              AIDA PITA:  Can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, ma'am.  Would you --

and you are?  I think we've got two people at once 

here.   

              Ms. Pita, if I could ask you to stand by

for just a minute, and we're going to go ahead and go 

with Arnetta. 

              AIDA PITA:  I'm here.  Sorry.  Can you 

hear me?  

              ARNETTA MURRAY:  I can be quiet.  That's

okay.  

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  All right.  If 

everyone would turn on their mute except for Ms. 
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Murray, and Ms. Murray, if you would, go ahead.  Ms. 

Murray, I think you're muted if you would unmute.  

              ARNETTA MURRAY:  Okay.  I'm unmuted.  Can

you hear me now?  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, ma'am.  Go ahead.  

              ARNETTA MURRAY:  Good.  First of all, my

name is Councilman Annetta Murray for Iowa Colony.  I 

just wanted to say, first of all thank you to Senator 

Miles.  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you, Senator 

Alvarado for staying for 24 hours.  And then I want to

thank Bryan Hughes for that prayer that he gave me when

Senator -- I'm sorry, Congressman Sylvester Turner 

died.  Thank you.  

              Everybody said everything.  I'm not going

to repeat it because time is of the essence, and I know

that as an educator, as a councilwoman, I'm here on 

behalf of myself and then I have elderly parents that 

live in South Park along with their friends.  

              And I just want to say, do what's right.

I'm not going to say things over and over again.  You 

know this is right, wrong.  You know that what Trump is

asking our governor to do is not right.  At the end of

the day, this is particularly for Governor Abbott.  If

he wants to be the governor of Trump, he needs to 

resign and not be the governor of Texas because he's 
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not representing us.  And now because of what he's 

doing, I now do believe that he does not like black and

brown people and it really hurts and it's unbelievable.

I yield my time, and thank you for this moment. 

              SENATOR KING:  Well, thank you for your 

testimony.  

              Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here tonight.  

              ARNETTA MURRAY:  Thank you.  Bye-bye.  

Oh, I'm sorry.  

              SENATOR KING:  That's all right.  Thank 

you very much.  

              Let's go to Ms. Pita, Aida Pita.  Just 

give her a second.  Ms. Pita, if you're still with us,

please unmute.  All right.  We'll come back to you. 

Well, there you are.  You -- we can see you on the 

video.  Try -- Ms. Pita, would you begin to speak?  I 

think your -- let's see if your audio's working.  Okay.

Ms. Pita, if you would turn off your livestream and 

just listen to the Zoom audio.  Just give her a second.

She's trying to do it.  All right.  Ms. Pita, if you'll

just stand by, we'll come right back to you.  

              Go to Konstantinos Vogiatzis. 

              KONSTANTINOS VOGIATZIS:  Close enough. 

Pretty good actually.  
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              SENATOR KING:  Well, thank you.  I  

worked at it.  

              KONSTANTINOS VOGIATZIS:  Good evening.  

My name is Konstantino Vogiatzis.  I'm a CPA, a first 

generation homeowner and a proud resident of Brazoria 

County falling within Texas's 22nd Congressional 

District.  I'm not here on behalf of any organization.

Thank you for letting me speak.  

              So as others have said in their 

testimonies, Texans see this mid-decade redistricting 

exactly for what it is, a partisan power grab happening

in broad daylight.  Your party knows its policies are 

deeply unpopular.  You're not delivering for Texans, so

instead you're rigging the game.  I want the focus of 

my testimony on how what you're doing shows Texans just

how out of touch the priorities of the legislature are

with the crises the working-class Texans are facing.  

              I'm sick and tired of having to beg our 

elected officials to give a damn and see that we are 

living through one of the worst affordability crises 

and generations.  Housing costs and insurance costs are

crushing us and insurers are leaving the state 

entirely, leaving us with even less competition.   

              I am a first time homeowner struggling to

stay afloat.  Just look at what's happening around us 
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also.  We're in the middle of hurricane season and 

climate disasters keep coming.  Just the last five 

years, Texas was hit by 68 separate multi-billion 

dollar natural disasters, hurricanes, floods, winter 

storms, you name it.  Our communities in Brazoria 

County worry each time we watch the news in case the 

next major storm is announced.  This legislature should

be focusing on strengthening our grid, shoring up our 

flood infrastructure, and preparing for the next 

hurricane especially when the leader of your party is 

talking about phasing out FEMA after this year's 

hurricane season. 

              But I don't see Special sessions being 

called to bolster disaster preparedness or to help 

build after floods.  I don't see the legislature 

tackling the skyrocketing home insurance premiums that

force Texans into state run insurance pools as the last

resort.  Instead, I see that this body is moving heaven

and earth to scheme up new election maps to entrench 

one party's power.  It's the wrong focus at the wrong 

time.  Regular Texans are wondering why are homeowners

fighting -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Sir, I'm going to need to

stop you there.  

              KONSTANTINOS VOGIATZIS:  -- hard for us 
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as they're fighting to serve their friends' jobs in 

Washington.   

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

               Members, any questions?  Thank you for 

being with us here tonight. 

              Chair calls Arthur Fleming.  Mr. Fleming,

if you'll unmute and try to speak, I think we'll be 

able to hear you.  While we wait on Mr. Fleming, let's

go back to Ms. Pita.  Try again.  

              AIDA PITA:  Can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We certainly can.  Thank 

you so much.   

              AIDA PITA:  Good afternoon.  Thank you 

for having me.  My name is Aida Pita.  I live in Katy,

Texas, and I don't know where -- how are we doing this?

We are districting.  It's not even four years since 

2021 on SD 4 that we redistrict.  And in October 15th,

2021, the bill was passed signed by the governor in 

October 2020 -- in October 25th, 2021.  

              So here we go again.  There's no maps, 

there's no census.  Supposedly the redistricting is for

the -- after the census when people grow, when the 

states are -- when the states has more people.  And 

now, here we go again.  Can somebody tell me what's 

happening?  We don't have maps.  We don't have a 
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census.  And I don't know what's going to happen.  We 

have had floods, we're in crisis.  That's all I can 

say.  So please both know because this is just 

outrageous.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  

              Thank you for being here tonight.  

              Let's try Kellye McGarry.  

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  Can you hear me now?  

              SENATOR KING:  Oh, Mr. Fleming, is that 

you on the telephone?  

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  Yeah.  Hi.  Yeah.  Can 

you hear me now?  

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  Welcome and

please begin your testimony.  

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  Okay.  Good afternoon. 

Arthur Fleming, NAACP Dallas. 

              Jesus is back and he is black.  I serve a

compassionate black Jesus, not the white heartless 

Jesus guiding you all at this moment.  What would Jesus

do with Snap, healthcare?  Would he sacrifice it for a

tax cut for the rich? 

              Question, why are you doing this illegal

and unethical act?  By doing this, you are in bed with

the president and the pedophiles.  The gerrymandering 
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is about supporting a president who don't want to be 

impeached.  By doing this act, State of Texas, 

Republicans in particular, are getting in bed with 

pedophiles.  Instead of stealing my vote in District 

30, why don't you address the pedophile white 

supremacists in the state of Texas. 

              Going forward, you'll be known as the 

Grand Old Pedophile Party.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Just to clarify.  You said

NAACP.  Are you representing them formally tonight or 

are you just stating that you're a member?  

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  No.  I represent myself.

I'm past President Emeritus.  

              SENATOR KING:  Past President Emeritus. 

Okay.  Thank you. 

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  Yeah.  

              SENATOR KING:  Members, any questions --

              ARTHUR FLEMING:  And myself. 

              SENATOR KING:  Members, any questions for

the witness?  Hearing none, thank you for being here. 

Chair calls Kellye McGarry. 

              KELLYE MCGARRY:  I am here on audio.  

              SENATOR KING:  Yes, we can hear you. 

Please proceed with your testimony.  

              KELLYE MCGARRY:  Thank you, sir.  
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              Because we're in Texas, I'll use the 

analogy of football.  Kind of seems like we're moving 

the goal post here at halftime, and just because you 

can do it doesn't mean you should.  If the refs made 

bad calls, they'd lose their jobs.  Meanwhile, it's the

fans and the players who can't win. 

              On behalf of the countless families and 

fellow Texans who are caught in the crossfire of so 

much uncertainty and unrest that needlessly impacts 

their safety, security, and wellbeing now and forever,

I am here to say I am so fortunate to be joining you 

from the comfort and convenience of my residents in 

Dallas, Texas.  I would like to use my remaining time 

to sit in silence and reflect on the many individuals 

of this state, this country, and abroad who are unable

to represent themselves, but who will be so directly 

and indirectly impacted more so than I as a result of 

these egregious last minute calculated legislative 

decisions that have killed the dreams and hopes of so,

so many. 

              I will await your response as to when my

time is up so that we can reflect on the many people 

that your decisions will impact.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  
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              Members, are there any questions?  

Hearing none, thank you for being here tonight.   

              Call the next panel.  Chair calls Salena

Braye, Shannon Williams, Luz Sanchez, Kyra Dang, 

Makayla Ponce. 

              Salena Braye, would you like to go ahead

and testify?  

              SALENA BRAYE:  Yes.  Can y'all hear and 

see me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We can hear you.  Let's 

try that again.  

              SALENA BRAYE:  Okay.  Let me see.  

              SENATOR KING:  Yeah, there we go.  Well,

you're there.  There's your name.  

              SALENA BRAYE:  Am I back? 

              SENATOR KING:  We can hear you.  Go ahead

and just state your name please and if you're 

representing an organization, please tell us that 

organization and then please try to keep your testimony

to two minutes. 

              SALENA BRAYE:  My name is Salena Braye 

[audio distortion]. 

              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, I think if you'll 

turn off -- 

              SALENA BRAYE:  Thank you for your time.  
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I -- 

              SENATOR KING:  You're cutting out a lot 

and so let me suggest if you'll turn off your video and

just go with your audio.  That should open up a lot of

bandwidth for you.   

              SALENA BRAYE:  I think so.  I think I 

might have fixed the issue.  

              SENATOR KING:  Yep.  

              SALENA BRAYE:  But I will turn my video 

off.  Okay.  Unless I reappeared.  I'll just leave it 

on.  Okay.  

              Senators, thank y'all for your time.  I'm

representing the Pure Justice Action Fund, a member 

based 501(c)(4) organization based in Harris County 

working for criminal, racial, and economic justice 

transformation to ultimately end mass incarceration. 

Prioritized justice involved community members and 

society margins and many of our members reside in 

Congressional Districts 9, 18 and 29.  I come as our 

policy organizer to reflect the concerns of multi-

generational, multicultural and multiracial members.  

              People, especially constituents of the 

18th Congressional District from Aker Homes to 

Sunnyside are extremely concerned about this 

redistricting process, how it is targeting historically
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black and increasingly Latino areas, how opaque it 

seems to be, how unnecessary it feels, how this could 

possibly be a priority while Texans faced actual urgent

challenges.  Community members are anxious about 

dealing with new, unfair and complicated maps, and 

potentially having representation erased completely.  

              This blatant, top-down power 

consolidation attempt is unconscionable in an area of 

Texas that greatly relies on federal funding to keep 

Texans alive when other government actors will not step

up.  Several of our members and I were at the Texas 

House Redistricting Committee hearing at the University

of Houston on Saturday, and [audio distortion] so many

people not to testify.  From capacity issues inside and

outside of the hearing room, to running out of 

testimony forms to the complete lack of overflow space,

there was a lot going on. 

              Yes, this process is happening very fast,

but such chaotic organization for a testimony 

opportunity as critical as this was a severe misstep. 

Not to mention, as others have stated, that individuals

from the 18th Congressional District have been nearing

almost a year without representation as several have 

bills and other policies have been passed without their

congressional input. 
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              Finally, as a young black woman from 

Alabama, young enough to both learn about the voting 

rights struggles of the 60s in history class, and 

experience the Democratic implications of the Shelby 

Beholder decision in real time, as I myself have grown

up as a voter, I must remind you that even if you do 

not care or listen to our demands, we will always 

remember these racist attempts to silence our voices 

and break our souls.  We will not stand for them.  We 

will never forget them, and they will never work.  You

should not redraw our districts.  And no matter what, 

you will not rewrite this narrative.  Thank, y'all.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  And I'm sorry

you had didn't have a good experience at the Houston 

hearing, but we're glad you're here with us tonight. 

              Members, any questions for the witness? 

Senator Miles?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Yeah, Salena, I want to 

thank you for your testimony today and your leadership

in Harris -- Houston, Harris County that you've 

exhibited over the years.  Thank you.  

              SALENA BRAYE:  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Chair calls Shannon 

Williams. 

              Ms. Williams, if you would please just --
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              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  Can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  Oh, we've got you there. 

Thank you.  

              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  Yay.  Thank you.  Hi.

              SENATOR KING:  If you would --  

              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  This is an interesting

thing.  I know why I would not be a representative, so

power to those of you who like doing this.  

              Thank you for this hearing today.  I have

issues with the districts redrawing simply -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Before you go any further,

would you -- 

              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  Oh, yeah, yeah.  Yes.

Shannon Williams.  I'm Shannon Williams and I am for 

myself.  

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  Thank you. 

Please proceed.  

              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  All right.  I have 

issues with the districts because they're political 

power play, and I address this mainly to the 

Republicans King and Creighton, and I'm not sure who 

all is there.  But then I also have a message for Miles

on that.  

              Both China and Russia have the structures

for representative government, but they use ploys to 
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limit what voices can be represented.  In this way, 

much less than half of their population have a voice. 

Don't let that happen here, please.  Republicans, don't

try to take over.   

              If we are to redistrict, it should be to

ensure that every district has a lively political 

discussion during these times.  We should debate the 

merits of surrounding our children with arts and 

education and entitlements versus ensuring that adults

work hard and are fiscally responsible and protected 

from unwanted elements.  These need to be balanced 

discussions.  The Chinese and Russian models do not 

provide balance, and we should not emulate them.  

              So I urge you to consider that the 

communistic and oligarchic regimes of China and Russia

are founded on representative government structures and

procedures just like ours, and they do exactly the same

thing that you're doing.  The only difference is in the

representatives within their representative government,

so their people are not as free or as represented we 

are, and that's based on the decisions made by their 

representatives.  These countries can never foster 

democracy as their political foundation.  They cannot 

foster free market capitalism as their economic 

foundation. 
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              Both democracy and capitalism require 

self-organizing, confident, entitled populations --  

              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, if I may -- 

              SHANNON WILLIAMS:  -- that remember -- 

              SENATOR KING:  I have to -- need to stop

you at that time, but thank you so much for your 

testimony.  

              Members, are there any questions?  

Hearing none.  Thank you for being here tonight.  

              Chair calls Luz Sanchez.  Ms. Sanchez? 

              LUZ SANCHEZ:  Hi, can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  Thank you.  

              LUZ SANCHEZ:  Hi, my name is Luz Sanchez.

I'm representing myself, my family, and my friends.  My

background is in agriculture, biology, and psychology.

I work in healthcare specifically in quality and 

patient safety.  So let me say that if healthcare was 

characterized by the lack of innovation, the scarcity 

of diversity, and an absence of open-mindedness the way

that the MAGA administration is highly lacking in, then

our medical providers would be stuck still prescribing

mercury and arsenic as medication.  We have gone 

through great lengths of innovation because of our 

diversity, because of the innovation, and so I really 

plead right now for you to reject this redistricting 
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because yes, I agree with Senator Miles.  We absolutely

need to offer field hearings across Texas with the 

proposed maps.  

              Now, even if this has not been done in 

the past, because let us be honest, this redistricting

is being forced mid-decade only because Trump has asked

Republicans to jump, and Republicans have largely 

responded with how high your majesty.  And honestly 

it's outrageous.  

              Now, are you familiar with the 

traditional story, A Christmas Carol by Charles 

Dickens?  In this story, Ebenezer Scrooge, he's a penny

pincher, miserable, cold hearted old man.  He goes 

through an out-of-body experience where he sees scenes

from his earlier life reminding him of his greed, his 

hatred for generosity, and he sees the future.  He 

actually sees himself how his hatred, his inaction, has

even allowed the expedited death of those around him.  

I want to invite every single one of you people 

listening in this room and outside of this room that is

in favor of going through and pushing this unpopular 

gerrymandering to take a hard look at yourself and 

self-reflect honestly and truly, sincerely self-reflect

in the same way that you forced through the unpopular 

bills such as defunding our schools, refusing to add 
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right to abortion for rape, incest, or fatal fetal 

abnormalities, or even in the passing of the 

immigration enforcement bill that mandates cooperation

of sheriffs.   

              If you voted for this, I invite you to 

look hard.  Why are you driven by money?  Why are you 

driven by power and greed?  Why are you aligning 

yourself with Trump?  Out of all of the people to align

yourself with, why are you choosing this path of 

destruction?  Look at the trajectory of the future and

truly sincerely ask yourself -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you, Ms. Sanchez.  

I'm going to have to stop you at that point, but we 

thank you for your testimony. 

              Members, any questions?  Seeing none, 

Chair calls Kyra Dang. 

              KYRA DANG:  Hello, can you hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  Please tell

us your name and if you're representing any 

organization and begin your testimony.  

               KYRA DANG:  Hello, my name is Kyra Dang,

and I'm representing myself as a constituent from 

Congressional District 7.  I am a 16-year-old 

Vietnamese American high school student from Fort Bend

County.  And I worry that one day I or constituents of
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other diverse counties like mine could be represented 

by someone who doesn't reflect or care about the places

they call home.  

              This is my first time testifying and I 

may not be able to vote yet, but I'm here because I 

care deeply about my community and the future you're 

shaping for me and my generation.  We've established 

that Fort Bend is one of the most diverse counties in 

the country.  My school is full of students from all 

kinds of racial and cultural backgrounds, black, 

Latino, Asian, white.  We share classrooms, 

neighborhoods, and values.  Any redistricting process 

should protect this kind of unity, not risk weakening 

it in future maps.  

              Even if my area isn't directly being 

targeted, I'm worried that the new maps will split 

diverse communities apart just to protect political 

power. 

              I know sometimes people avoid the word 

gerrymandering, but what else do you call it when 

communities like mine are split or ignored for 

political gain?  Because that's what it feels like and

it's why I'm here today.  I appreciate that the 

Committee addressed the timing of the proposed maps, 

but I still want to emphasize how hard it is for young
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people and community members to give meaningful 

feedback without seeing what's being proposed. 

              I'm asking you to protect Fort Bend's 

diverse neighborhoods and reject any maps that silence

voters of color.  Please don't divide us across 

districts that don't represent who we are.  Keep our 

communities whole and thank you for listening to a 

young person like me because we're watching, we care. 

And even if we're old -- not old enough to vote, we'll

remember who stood for us. 

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  May I ask, how did you learn about the 

hearing tonight?  

              KYRA DANG:  I learned about this hearing

through this organization called Students Engaged in 

Advancing Texas.  Hayden Cohen, who testified earlier,

is the state policy coordinator and she sent a message

to the entire organization. 

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  Great.  Well, you 

did a good job testifying.  I was just curious.  

              Members, any questions?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman. 

              SENATOR KING:  Senator Miles?  

              SENATOR MILES:  Yeah, ma'am, you've -- 

young lady, you've done a great job of testifying and I
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want to let you know if you stay like you are, you're 

going to have a bright future ahead of you.  Thank you

for testifying this evening. 

              KYRA DANG:  Thank you, Senator.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Chair calls Makayla Ponce. 

              MAKAYLA PONCE:  Hi, y'all.  Can y'all 

hear me?  

              SENATOR KING:  We sure can.  

              MAKAYLA PONCE:  Great.  Thank you so 

much.  

              Hello, Special Committee members.  My 

name is Makayla Ponce, a constituent of Senate District

14 in Austin, Texas, representing only myself.  Thank 

you for holding these Special sessions to hear the 

public's testimonies on this important issue and it's 

truly appreciated. 

              I'm here today to appeal to the Committee

members and lawmakers sense of fairness, equality, and

care for their fellow Texans.  Like many of us here, I

suspect I believe in a benevolent and fair God who sees

our continued efforts to be better and kinder than we 

were yesterday and to be fair and just to our fellow 

community members.  With these redistricting efforts 

called for in this Special session, I see a wonderful 
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opportunity for this kind of consideration. 

              Unfortunately, previous redistricting 

efforts, as you'll know, such as those from 2011 and 

even as recently as 2021, have created greater 

unfairness and silencing of many historically 

disenfranchised communities in Texas, especially black,

Hispanic, and Asian communities among many others.  My

hope is that this session's efforts are not in 

furthering that discrimination and coldness towards our

fellow Texans, but instead for righting some of our 

past wrongs and creating a more fair and open process 

for public input with the goal of creating a more just

map that supports every Texan's voice. 

              And I say all of this too in light of the

recent tragic floods that struck Kerr County and 

surrounding county's residents.  I appreciate that many

of this session's efforts have pivoted towards funding

for infrastructure and management to mitigate another 

tragedy of this scale.  With that being said, I truly 

hope that our lawmakers wouldn't take precious time and

energy away from such issues to further their own 

prominence and so greater division within the state.       

              It may be naive, but I'd like to believe

that at the end of the line, every one of us wants to 

be able to look back on our decisions and sincerely 
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feel that we acted with love and consideration of our 

neighbors.  Thank you all so much for your time today.

It's really appreciated.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony and for your graciousness in the way you said

it. 

              Members, any questions for the witness? 

Hearing none, let me call up our last panel.  Chair 

calls Bridget -- and by the way, we have 109 

registrants to testify tomorrow with about two hours 

left until the deadline to register.  Last panel is 

Bridget Thomas, Ruei Tuo, Chris Pino, and Abigail Kehr.

Nobody's showing -- coming up.  Try that again.  

Bridget Thomas, Ruei Tuo, Chris Pino, and Abigail Kehr.

And I believe Mr. Chris Pino is up if you'd like to go

ahead and unmute and testify.  

              CHRIS PINO:  Sure thing.  Thank you so 

much to the members of the Special Committee for giving

me the opportunity to speak today.  My name is Chris 

Pino.  I am a proud resident of Fort Bend County, 

living in CD 22.  I'm 25 years old and despite my age I

have been very intimately involved throughout the 

community over the last 10 years.  

              My experience -- my experiences range 

from working in county government to running political
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campaigns to working in the nonprofit sector, and I 

like to think that I have my ear pretty close to the 

ground because of that, because that my work is so 

grounded in service.  And something that I have heard,

I currently -- I should add I currently work for Baker

Wrigley, the largest community development nonprofit 

here in the state of Texas, running a program that 

helps everyday people get involved in the political 

process, completely non-partisan.  The last year alone,

we've registered thousands of students to vote and 

helped tens of thousands, if not more people show up 

and get to the polls.   

              So I like to think that I have my ear 

pretty close to the ground in a nonpartisan fashion, 

and something that I have heard across all ideologies 

is a, number one, is a dedicated interest in what is 

happening right now in regards to redistricting.  And 

number two, a pretty clear opposition to this mid-

decade redistricting attempt.  I am a little bit 

baffled that I find myself speaking in support of a 

status quo, because the current maps water down 

representation in a lot of ways that I think are 

detrimental to our democratic republic.  But I have a 

hard time being more specific in my opposition because

we've never -- we haven't seen a map.  Right.   
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              And I think that that's one of the 

biggest parts of the problem here.  We don't know what

we're getting into.  All we know is that y'all want to

do this and that maybe there are some folks out of the

state who are interested in doing that.  But I think 

that this -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Sir, I need to stop you at

this time, but just to confirm you are not testifying 

on behalf of any organization tonight; is that correct?

              CHRIS PINO:  No, I am here in my personal

capacity.  

              SENATOR KING:  All right.  Thank you.  

              And, Members, any questions?  Hearing 

none. Thank you for being with us tonight.  Chair calls

Bridget Thomas.  Ms. Thomas, are -- 

              BRIDGET THOMAS:  Yes.  

              SENATOR KING:  Great.  If you'll please 

tell us your name and if you're representing any 

organization.  We'd like to have that for the record 

and then proceed with your testimony.  

              BRIDGET THOMAS:  Sure.  My name is 

Bridget Thomas and I am a proud Houstonian and I am 

representing myself.  I am unequivocable in opposition

to this Special session that has been called by 

Governor Greg Abbott, an action that disproportionately

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-2     Filed 09/23/25     Page 190 of 201



Senate Committee - 7/28/2025

190
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Integrity Legal Support Solutions

www.integritylegal.support

impacts black and brown communities across our state. 

              Let's call this what it is.  It's a theft

of power, a theft of representation, a theft of the 

right to be seen, heard, and valued as equal citizens 

in this democracy.  What's happening today is not new.

It's just dressed up differently.  Throughout this 

nation's history, those in power have found creative 

ways to steal and suppress then wrap that theft in the

language of law, order, and patriotism. 

              We stole this land from indigenous people

and called it discovery.  We stole African-American men

and women, broke apart families, raped their women and

enslaved them for generations.  And now in 2025, Texas

school books have the audacity to claim they were 

simply seeking job opportunities.  When black Americans

demanded civil rights, they were met with fire hoses, 

dogs and bullets.  And when the physical chains were 

finally broken, a new system of Jim Crow and mass 

incarceration was built to continue the oppression. 

Different packaging, same goal.  

              And now here we are again today, watching

those in power try to redraw maps in a different way to

different franchise voters of color -- 

              SENATOR KING:  Ma'am, if I may -- 

              BRIDGET THOMAS:  -- ensuring that voices
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remain unheard.  I am opposed to it, please make that 

known.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you. 

              Members, any questions?  Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Usual que -- usual 

statement.  Thank you, Bridget, for testifying today 

and making it plain.  Thank you, ma'am.  

              BRIDGET THOMAS:  You're welcome.  

              SENATOR KING:  Chair calls Ruei Tuo.  

              RUEI TUO:  I'm here.  Can you hear me? 

              SENATOR KING:  I sure can.  Please tell 

us your name and if you're representing an 

organization, we'd like that for the record.  And then

please try to hold your testimony to two minutes.  

              RUEI TUO:  Of course.  My name's Ruei Tuo

and I'm here representing myself.   

              I feel it is my responsibility as a 

citizen of this great democracy to speak up against 

injustice and to speak up for the people this midterm,

mid-decade redistricting.  I don't even know where to 

start.  Like first of all, where are the maps for me to

comment on?  I mean, I would love to give you the 

specifics and work with you and to make sure the maps 

are free and fair, but there's not even a map for me to

look at.  And what's the rush?  Why are you rushing it?
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Why don't you wait until you have all the maps and 

proper documents and go through the proper process and

procedures?  And that's follow the rule of law instead

of rushing it in an attempt to power grab.  And it's --

it just not right.  

              I mean, you know, the -- that's how you 

start the divisiveness when people feel the system has

been unjust, the system has been unfair, and then 

people won't take it that much longer.  You -- it's 

just wrong.  And I wish that we can -- I mean, it's a 

democracy.  We all have different opinions.  

Absolutely.  That's the beauty of being a democracy. 

But to act like you own it, that kind of audacity.  I 

hope when, you know, whoever is enabling this kind of 

power grab can start thinking how they're going to 

answer to their creators when it's their time to meet 

him or her.   

              Please, my position is against this mid-

decade because it's wrong, it's unconstitutional, it's

unjust, and it's just not the American way.  Thank you

very much, and you have a good day.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  

              Members, any questions?  Hearing none. 

The chair calls Abigail Kehr.  

              ABIGAIL KEHR:  Good evening.  Can you 
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hear me, please? 

              SENATOR KING:  We certainly can.  If 

you'd please state your name and let us know if you're

representing any organization and then proceed with 

your testimony.  

              ABIGAIL KEHR:  Thank you.  My name is 

Abigail Kehr, K-E-H-R.  I am representing myself and my

family.  I am a resident of Texas House District 148, 

Texas Senate 115 and US House District 118, which means

that I am one of the thousands of people that have been

left without representation due to the governor's 

failure to call an election for our district despite 

there being plenty of time. 

              I am not at all interested in my right to

have representation being further infringed upon by a 

ridiculous grab at extra power by redistricting.  

Redistricting by the way to the purpose of targeting 

minority groups is for breakup is -- by the way, that's

extremely racist.  And this is actually illegal 

according to the Texas constitution, which I hope you 

have read because of the position that you are in.  

This is not something that should be happening right 

now anyways.  

              I was a census taker for the last census,

and I can tell you that there have been changes in 
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these areas since the last census has been done.  It is

ridiculous and immoral to try to do this with outdated

maps.  If you are trying to do this now, it is very, 

very clear that it is for a racist power grab and this

needs to not be done.  And this also should not be done

without actually having a map to do anything with.  

              When I tried to testify the other day at

the House hearing, I was not able to because it was so

extremely disorganized and began late.  I had to leave

to go be with my child.  And also at that one, it was 

made clear that we could only register a position of 

neutral, which to my understanding was due to the fact

that there were not maps.   

              Please focus on taking care of Texans, 

not on new ways to disenfranchise them.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you for your 

testimony.  And may I ask, which hearing were you 

unable to testify at?  

              ABIGAIL KEHR:  The Houston one on 

Saturday.  

              SENATOR KING:  Okay.  Thank you.  

              ABIGAIL KEHR:  That was the -- that was 

the House hearing.  

              SENATOR KING:  Right.  Well, thank you. 

We're glad you're able to be with us today. 
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              Members, are there any questions?  

Hearing none, thank you very much.  

              Members, we have no other witnesses who 

have registered that are in the waiting room.  And so 

with that, public testimony is now closed.  Is there 

any other business to come before the Committee 

tonight?  Senator Miles? 

              SENATOR MILES:  Mr. Chairman, how many 

testimonies did we have today? 

              SENATOR KING:  Do you know the count?  

Looks like 54. 

              SENATOR MILES:  Fifty-four, and if my 

recollection is correct and my math is correct, there 

was one in support of this and 53 against it; is that 

correct?  

              SENATOR KING:  I didn't keep a count, but

I take your word.  

              SENATOR MILES:  That's what I counted. 

And one other thing, Mr. Chairman, do you -- I'm sure 

by now you've heard that in North Texas there were 400

capacity in the building and another 400 outside of the

building to testify. 

              SENATOR KING:  I had not heard the 

numbers.  

               SENATOR MILES:  Yes, sir.  There were 
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400 inside capacity and there was another 400 outside 

waiting to testify today.  Just wanted to let you know,

sir.  

              SENATOR KING:  I am advised.  

              Senator Alvarado? 

              SENATOR ALVARADO:  Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman.  

              Before we end today, I wanted to read 

some quotes that I think are important for the public 

to hear from my former colleague in the House and desk

mate, a former Republican representative, Burt 

Solomons, who chaired the Redistricting Committee in 

2011.  I was on that Committee and we were desk mates,

so it made for some very lively conversation between 

the two of us.  The essay was published in the New York

Times last week and is entitled, When I led Texas's 

Redistricting, there were lines we wouldn't cross. 

Trump just sailed past them.  I think some of you have

a copy of that in its entirety. 

              Representative Solomons warns of the 

erosion of public trust that will be de-legitimizing 

our institutions and undermine the public's confidence

in government.  And here's one of the quotes: 

              What Mr. Trump wants my former colleagues

to do -- that would be us -- redistricting now, years 
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ahead of the usual one per decade timeframe would erode

the public's already flagging trust in government.  The

legislature shouldn't stand up -- should stand up 

against it.  The president should stay out of it.  

              He warns us of authoritarian overreach by

the federal government.  He says: 

              As a former Texas lawmaker and a current

constituent, I urge them to reject this clear partisan

manipulation, one that smacks of authoritarian 

overreach. 

              He emphasizes the danger.  This is from a

conservative and constitutionalist perspective: 

              If this happens, it would be a blatant 

power grab, threatening our system of representative 

government.  It would inject more partisanship into our

already polarized politics, disregard the will of many

Texas voters, and override the autonomy of a sovereign

state contrary to the wisdom of the Constitution's 

framers, and redrawing districts mid-decade is rare, 

and for good reason.  It shouldn't ever happen at a 

President's whim. 

              He warns of the impact that this will 

have on minorities across our state.  And I quote Mr. 

Solomons: 

              He's pushing Texas Republicans to use a 
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special legislative session to redraw districts in a 

way that could effectively disenfranchise thousands of

people who don't always vote for Republicans, 

particularly those in historically majority minority 

communities, an apparent bid to rig the 2026 midterm 

elections long before the votes are cast. 

              Lastly, he ends with an important quote 

that I would like us to all contemplate as we conclude

our hearing: 

              Texas's elected officials can place party

loyalty above Texas voters or do the right thing.  It 

is their choice.  They don't have to be complicit.  We

should not be complicit.  

              Members, we all have our differences and

have passion debates over policy, whether it's in 

Committee or on the floor.  But this is not that.  as 

my former desk mate said, even when we were playing 

hardball, there were rules and laws that were 

respected, norms that were upheld and lines that 

weren't crossed.  Thank you.   

              And special thank you to my former desk 

mate, Representative Bert Solomons.  Thank you.  

              SENATOR KING:  Thank you.  If I -- and 

thank you.  I'd already read that article.  I recall in

2003 when we did a non-census year congressional 
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redistricting in Special session, I'll need to go back

and check, but I believe then Representative that wrote

the article I believe that he voted for that even 

though it was done in a non-census year.  I'll have to

go back and check on.  That's why I was so surprised to

see the article when I read it.  Members, is there any

other business before the Committee? 

              There being no further business, this 

Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting

will stand in recess, subject to the call of the Chair.

Thank you, everyone. 

              (End of proceedings.) 
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                    C E R T I F I C A T E 

     I, Lauren Fox, certify that the foregoing is a correct

transcription from the audio recording provided to me in

connection with the above-entitled matter. 

     I further certify that I am neither attorney or

counsel for, nor related to or employed by any of the 

parties to the action in which this transcription is taken,

and further that I am not a relative or employee of any

attorney or counsel employed by the parties hereto, or

financially interested in the action. 

      Certified to by me this 16th day of September 2025. 

                           _________________________________
                           Lauren Fox, Transcriptionist
                           Integrity Legal Support Solutions
                           Firm Registration No. 528
                           9901 Brodie Ln.,#160-400
                           Austin, Texas 78748
                           (512)-320-8690
                           www.integritylegal.support
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SENATE JOURNAL
EIGHTY-NINTH LEGISLATURE — SECOND CALLED SESSION

AUSTIN, TEXAS

PROCEEDINGS

FIFTH DAY
(Friday, August 22, 2025)

The Senate met at 6:27 p.m. pursuant to adjournment and was called to order by
the President.

The roll was called and the following Senators were present: Alvarado,
Bettencourt, Birdwell, Blanco, Campbell, Cook, Creighton, Eckhardt, Flores,
Gutierrez, Hagenbuch, Hall, A. Hinojosa, J. Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, Johnson,
King, Kolkhorst, Menéndez, Middleton, Miles, Nichols, Parker, Perry, Schwertner,
Sparks, West, Zaffirini.

Absent-excused: Paxton.
The President announced that a quorum of the Senate was present.
Senator Birdwell offered the invocation as follows:

Father, we come before Your throne asking for wisdom and grace,
strength. We ask Your hand upon those in the Hill Country that have lost
loved ones. Give them Your peace that only You can provide. We ask Your
hand upon those that are still searching for the missing and that they are
recovered. We ask Your hand of safety upon the people of Texas, our fellow
members in the House, the executive branch, the judicial branch, and our
national leadership. In Christ ’s name I pray. Amen.
Senator Zaffirini moved that the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the

previous day be dispensed with and the Journal be approved as printed.
The motion prevailed without objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
On motion of Senator Zaffirini, Senator Paxton was granted leave of absence for

today on account of family business.
INTRODUCTION OF

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS POSTPONED
The President announced that the introduction of bills and resolutions on first

reading would be postponed until the end of today ’s calendar.
There was no objection.
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING CALL
The President at 6:29 p.m. announced the conclusion of morning call.

HOUSE BILL 4 ON THIRD READING
Senator King moved to suspend the regular order of business to take up for

consideration HB 4 at this time on its third reading and final passage:
HB 4, Relating to the composition of the districts for the election of members of

the United States House of Representatives from the State of Texas.
The motion prevailed by the following vote: Yeas 18, Nays 11.
Yeas: Bettencourt, Birdwell, Campbell, Creighton, Flores, Hagenbuch, Hall, A.

Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, King, Kolkhorst, Middleton, Nichols, Parker, Perry,
Schwertner, Sparks.

Nays: Alvarado, Blanco, Cook, Eckhardt, Gutierrez, J. Hinojosa, Johnson,
Menéndez, Miles, West, Zaffirini.

Absent-excused: Paxton.
(Senator Birdwell in Chair)

(President in Chair)
The bill was read third time.
Question: Shall HB 4 be finally passed?

RECESS
Senator Parker moved to recess until 11:30 p.m. today.
The motion prevailed by the following vote: Yeas 18, Nays 11.
Yeas: Bettencourt, Birdwell, Campbell, Creighton, Flores, Hagenbuch, Hall, A.

Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, King, Kolkhorst, Middleton, Nichols, Parker, Perry,
Schwertner, Sparks.

Nays: Alvarado, Blanco, Cook, Eckhardt, Gutierrez, J. Hinojosa, Johnson,
Menéndez, Miles, West, Zaffirini.

Absent-excused: Paxton.
Pursuant to a previously adopted motion, the Senate at 8:36 p.m. recessed until

11:30 p.m. today.
AFTER RECESS

The Senate met at 12:30 a.m. Saturday, August 23, 2025, and was called to order
by the President.

Question: Shall HB 4 be finally passed?
Senator Perry moved to call the previous question on final passage of HB 4.
Senators Creighton, Flores, Hagenbuch, A. Hinojosa, Hughes, Middleton, and

Sparks seconded the motion.
Question: Shall the main question be now put?
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The motion to call for the previous question prevailed by the following
vote: Yeas 18, Nays 8.

Yeas: Bettencourt, Birdwell, Campbell, Creighton, Flores, Hagenbuch, Hall, A.
Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, King, Kolkhorst, Middleton, Nichols, Parker, Perry,
Schwertner, Sparks.

Nays: Alvarado, Blanco, Cook, Eckhardt, Gutierrez, J. Hinojosa, Miles,
Zaffirini.

Absent: Johnson, Menéndez, West.
Absent-excused: Paxton.
Question: Shall HB 4 be finally passed?
Senator King moved that HB 4 be placed on final passage.
HB 4 was passed by the following vote: Yeas 18, Nays 11.
Yeas: Bettencourt, Birdwell, Campbell, Creighton, Flores, Hagenbuch, Hall, A.

Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, King, Kolkhorst, Middleton, Nichols, Parker, Perry,
Schwertner, Sparks.

Nays: Alvarado, Blanco, Cook, Eckhardt, Gutierrez, J. Hinojosa, Johnson,
Menéndez, Miles, West, Zaffirini.

Absent-excused: Paxton.
REASON FOR VOTE

Senators Parker, Bettencourt, Birdwell, Campbell, Creighton, Flores,
Hagenbuch, Hall, A. Hinojosa, Huffman, Hughes, King, Kolkhorst, Middleton,
Nichols, Perry, Schwertner, and Sparks submitted the following reason for vote on the
motion to call the previous question:
August 23, 2025
Late last night, the Texas Senate settled in for a traditional filibuster. After recessing,
it was discovered that Sen. Carol Alvarado issued a campaign email to promote her
filibuster as a campaign fundraising opportunity.
It is unprecedented to filibuster in the Texas Senate for the purpose of campaign
fundraising. This is highly offensive to the body and violative of the long-standing
traditions, ethics, and decorum of the Texas Senate. To hold state employees at work
under the guise of official responsibilities for the purpose of campaign fundraising
appears to be unlawfully and unethically using state resources for a campaign
purpose:

Every Senate employee ’s state salary is being used to support Sen. Alvarado ’s
campaign.
The Texas Capitol building and the Senate itself are being used to support Sen.
Alvarado ’s campaign.
The facilities such as lighting, security, electricity, information systems and
technology and all resources used to support the Senate in its official work are
being used to support Sen. Alvarado ’s campaign.
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Using the Senators, the employees, and support resources to bolster Sen. Alvarado ’s
fundraising activities effectively holds hostage the entire Senate and forces employees
to assist and participate in her campaign. Every other Senate member and each
employee is a "prop" to support Sen. Alvarado ’s campaign.
Given this unprecedented situation, we moved to call the previous question and end
this political charade.
Respectfully,

PARKER HAGENBUCH KOLKHORST
BETTENCOURT HALL MIDDLETON
BIRDWELL A. HINOJOSA NICHOLS
CAMPBELL HUFFMAN PERRY
CREIGHTON HUGHES SCHWERTNER
FLORES KING SPARKS

REASON FOR VOTE
Senator Bettencourt submitted the following reason for vote on the motion to call

the previous question:
The Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate had a filed request from Senator Alvarado
notifying Lt. Governor Patrick of her intent to filibuster HB 4, the redistricting bill, on
August 22, 2025. During that evening, Members of the Texas Senate became aware of
a fundraising email Senator Alvarado released earlier that day. The email was sent by
her campaign, asking recipients to watch the filibuster and rush donations to her
campaign account in advance of the filibuster.
This is problematic legally at the Capitol for the state employees that serve as Senate
staffers, and Senate officers to be present in the Senate Chambers, and it is a direct
conflict with the tradition of the Senate regarding the purpose of a filibuster, as
notified to the Presiding Officer. To my knowledge, the Senate membership, staff,
visitors, and officers had never been approached to consent to being a part of an active
campaign fundraising filibuster.
I had planned to ask a simple, factual question during the extended debate about
minority party congressional seat representation in Massachusetts, New York, Illinois,
and California as compared to Texas. In fact, Massachusetts has no minority party
congressional seat representation. Illinois and California have 17%. New York has
26% minority party congressional seat representation, and Texas is estimated to have
the same percentage after the passage of HB 4.
How would this question have been received in the middle of an active fundraising
filibuster? Could the staff of the Texas Senate even participate in any event in the
Senate Chambers that was effectively a live fundraiser?
As a result, I voted for the motion to call the previous question by Senator Perry prior
to Senator Alvarado ’s filibuster, after an explanation to the entire Senate by the
Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate, Lt. Governor Patrick. Due to the importance of
this vote regarding Senate tradition regarding filibusters, and my vote for HB 4, I am
recording these comments in the Senate Journal.

BETTENCOURT
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REASON FOR VOTE
Senator West submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:

As the Texas Senate cast its votes on Senate Bill 4 which will delete Black and Brown
representation throughout this state, across the Rotunda of the Capitol, in the House
Chamber, one of our legislative colleagues—Representative Nicole Collier—sat in the
opposite Chamber alone, having been confined there more than 24 hours after she
refused a Department of Public Safety escort following return from the House
Democrats ’quorum break.
It is under circumstances such as these that this bill was passed, and this fact pattern
must be illuminated for the historical record.
Throughout the Spring and the Regular Session of the 89th Texas Legislature, the
words, ’Congressional Redistricting ’did not rear its head. In fact, when the Senate
organized in January, we did not even have a Select Committee on Redistricting.
Redistricting was nowhere among the priority bills of the Lieutenant Governor or the
Speaker. And the Governor, in his biennial message to the Legislature, mentioned
nothing about Congressional Redistricting.
The first that legislators heard about Congressional Redistricting was within the first
ten days of June when news outlets, including the New York Times and Texas Tribune
reported the redistricting impetus was "being driven by President Donald Trump ’s
political advisers." (Texas Tribune, June 9, 2025) Following this revelation, that very
day, in fact, Governor Abbott put out the Call for the First Called Session of the 89th
Legislature, and placed Congressional Redistricting on that call. (Governor Abbott
Announces Special Session Agenda, July 9, 2025, Press Release, Governor ’s Website)
The record on this redistricting debacle is replete with examples that show how
rushed and politicized this process was. The Select Committee on Redistricting in the
Senate was established without even time for the Chair to secure counsel before the
first meeting of the committee convened. "Regional hearings," were conducted via
teleconference, with no move by the Committee to go out into the state and have
hearings, in a way the House did.
What legal basis did the Governor have to call the Legislature to special session on
Redistricting? A letter literally not worth the paper on which it was printed. The state
received a letter from Harmeet K. Dhillon, Assistant U.S. Attorney General for Civil
Rights, that a law school professor would laugh out of his classroom. This letter
claimed, based on what many believe is a flawed interpretation of a Fifth Circuit
opinion in Petteway v. Galveston County, Tex., that four Texas Congressional
Districts were unconstitutional racial gerrymanders because they constituted coalition
districts, and coalition districts were struck down by Petteway. The four congressional
districts targeted are all held by Black or Hispanic members of the Texas
Congressional Delegation. Why do I say a law professor would laugh this letter out of
his classroom? Because Petteway is not clear precedent, having not yet been decided
by the U.S. Supreme Court.
Based on half-baked, pseudo precedents, the President of the United States, the
Governor of Texas, the Lieutenant Governor of Texas, the Attorney General of Texas,
and the Speaker of the Texas House, have all decided the State of Texas must bend the
knee and eliminate Black and Hispanic opportunity districts. This is in spite of the
fact that the State of Texas, in its own courtroom defense of the maps now claimed to
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be unconstitutional, claims that the 2021 maps were drawn blind to race. If indeed
these maps were originally drawn blind to race, why are we here and not fighting the
U.S. Department of Justice in court? Our Attorney General proudly claims to have
sued the federal government over 100 times, why would this suddenly be the one time
the state actually bends its knee to the federal government?
Where in all of this, you may ask, is the voice of the people of Texas? The voice of
the people of Texas was heard loud and clear in House and Senate committee hearings
on these proposed maps. The overwhelming majority of persons showing up to
comment in person and online at these hearings testified against these redistricting
proposals.
While the voice of the people of Texas was ignored by statewide leadership, our
colleagues in the House clearly heard their constituents, and broke quorum in the
House during the First Called Session to deny leadership the ability to pass these
maps. Democrats in the Senate also heard our constituents, and all but two Senate
Democrats left the state in support of our colleagues, though it was not enough to
deny a quorum in the Senate.
Let ’s call this redistricting what it is: a naked, partisan, political power grab that has
the impact of lessening the representation of Black and Hispanic people in the United
States Congress, done at the behest of a felon President who is so fearful that he ’s
done a poor enough job to lose control of Congress that he must rig the game to his
party ’s advantage. That ’s what this is, period.
I also encourage you to look at the composition of the Senate Select Committee on
Redistricting, and look at how members on that committee voted on key legislation
that disadvantaged ethnic minorities or was otherwise discriminatory, including but
not limited to Senate Bill 1 (87th Legislature, 2nd Called Session); Senate Bill 3 (87th
Legislature, Second Called Session); House Bill 3979 (87th Legislature, Regular
Session); Senate Bill 17 (88th Legislature, Regular Session); House Bill 1243 (88th
Legislature, Regular Session); Senate Bill 379 (89th Legislature, Regular Session).
Look also at how members on the committee voted on legislation which would have
provided an advantage for ethnic minorities including House Bill 1193 (88th
Legislature, Regular Session); Senate Bill 2351 (89th Legislature, Regular Session);
Senate Bill 578 (89th Legislature, Regular Session); House Bill 107 (89th Legislature,
Regular Session); and Senate Bill 732, (89th Legislature, Regular Session). Draw
your own conclusions based upon the votes.
I served through the 2003 Senate Quorum Break, and proudly decamped with my
colleagues to Albuquerque, New Mexico, to stop a mid-decade redistricting scam
pushed by former U.S. House Majority Leader Tom DeLay and Texans for a
Republican Majority. As history will tell you, we stopped it for 43 days before we lost
the strength to continue breaking the quorum. That redistricting passed, but portions
of that map were ultimately thrown out by the courts.
Portions of that map, however, were thrown out by the courts before Section 5 of the
Voting Rights Act was gutted by an ultraconservative U.S. Supreme Court. The
people of Texas no longer have the protections under law that they did 22 years ago
when we fought what I then said would become, "perpetual redistricting."
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I cannot predict what will happen with these maps, but I can say with a moral
certainty that the State of Texas has done a disservice to ethnic minorities in drawing
and passing these maps. Ethnic minorities will no longer be able to elect candidates of
their choice in several Dallas and Houston-area districts. Look no further than the
so-called "scorecards," issued by groups ranging from Planned Parenthood on the left
to Americans for Prosperity on the right and you will see that ethnic minorities who
have been cracked and packed are no longer represented by people who scored 100s
and A ’s from groups like Moms Demand Action are now to be represented by people
who score top scores from groups like the Texas State Rifle Association, an affiliate
of the National Rifle Association. It is an about face for districts such as the 18th
Congressional District which has been represented by African Americans since the
late Barbara Jordan first won the seat.

WEST
REASON FOR VOTE

Senator J. Hinojosa submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:
Members, I rise in strong opposition to HB 4 and the map before us.
I understand and recognize that redistricting is one of the most partisan and politicized
issue we undertake. Redistricting is naked political power used by the party in control.
I also acknowledge the motivation by the Trump administration to redistrict in the
middle of the traditional 10-year census cycle is to further entrench his power and
control Congress at the expense of minority congressional districts.
The difference is that this mid-decade redistricting special session pierces the heart of
our democracy and equal protection of all citizens to have a voice.
This redistricting special session is in line with the demands made by the July 7 DOJ
letter and make clear the intent of the Trump administration, to silence the voice of
our U.S. citizens based on the color of their skin—Black, Brown, or Asian. That is not
race blind. The congressional districts identified in the DOJ letter are all districts
represented by Black and Hispanics.
The July 7 DOJ letter misrepresented and distorted the 5th Circuit opinion in
Petteway v. Galveston County in that the 5th Circuit never declared minority coalition
districts unconstitutional.
In a split decision, the Fifth Circuit opinion was narrow in scope focusing on Section
2 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965.
The opinion stated only that coalitions of different racial or ethnic groups within one
district—referred to as a "coalition minority district" by the courts—could not claim
voter dilution in a redistricting challenge under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act.
The DOJ letter misinterprets the 5th Circuit ruling and the DOJ makes it clear it wants
to wipe out four congressional districts ’ representatives elected by their
minority-majority voters. This is targeted racial discrimination.
The DOJ researched the racial makeup of districts in Texas and identified three
districts in which Black and Hispanic voters together constitute a majority, and one
district in which Hispanic voters constitute a majority. That is unconstitutional. The
Trump administration did not target any of the Republican congressional districts.
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HB 4 emerges not from necessity but from political motivation to target minority
coalition congressional districts. Unlike the regular post-census process, this
mid-decade redistricting is extraordinarily timed and clearly engineered to create five
additional Republican districts before the 2026 midterm elections.
This map ’s push ignores, even undermines, ongoing legal scrutiny. The 2021
congressional map was subject to numerous lawsuits under Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act and the Fourteenth Amendment.
State officials previously asserted that the 2021 maps were race-blind, but now point
to DOJ concerns over four districts drawn "along strict racial lines" as justification for
revamping them. This dramatic shift betrays a political calculation rather than a
principled response—highlighting that racial discrimination motivates this effort,
targeting only minority districts.
This plan ignores demographic reality. Over 95% of the population growth in Texas
came from non-Anglo residents as of the 2020 Census. Hispanics are the largest
demographic group at 40% and have been the primary driver for the state ’s population
growth over the last decade.
HB 4 redraws district lines to weaken their overall ability to elect their preferred
candidates of choice. The overall number of districts where minority voters can
effectively elect their preferred candidates is projected to shrink under HB 4. It
reduces the number of congressional districts where a coalition of minorities hold a
majority from nine to four.
Let us be clear. This map also splinters communities of interest that have stood
together for generations. It packs and cracks minority neighborhoods to shore up
Republican control, breaking apart districts where minority voters have long elected
candidates of their choice and moving them to majority-white districts.
In Corpus Christi, for example, HB 4 cracks minority communities such as the
historically Black Hillcrest community and moves it to a district that now includes
parts of South Austin. Meanwhile, the rest of Corpus Christi is packed into a district
that also includes Brownsville. A unified coastal community is broken apart, no
longer connected to economic drivers such as the Port of Corpus Christi and the
Corpus Christi Army Depot. Even the Nueces County refineries are split into two
different congressional districts. HB 4 splits Del Mar College. The Port of Corpus
Christi is split from the Naval Air Station Corpus Christi.
In the Rio Grande Valley, cities like McAllen, Edinburg, and Pharr—places bound by
shared culture, economic networks, and family ties—are being fractured across
multiple districts, diluting their voice in Congress. The PSJA school district in Pharr
is split in half. The cities of McAllen and Edinburg with a long history of working
together under a single congressional district are no longer together. That is not fair
representation. That is deliberate division.
The Voting Rights Act of 1965 and the U.S. Constitution require maps that protect
communities of interest and give every Texan an equal voice. Yet this plan does the
opposite. At its core, this plan violates the basic principles of fair representation in a
true democracy and deepens mistrust in our democratic institutions.
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Voters should choose their representatives; representatives should not manipulate
maps to choose their voters. HB 4 entrenches power by weakening accountability,
disenfranchising communities of color, and defying the principles of fair and equal
representation.
If we allow hyper-partisan gerrymandering to continue, we undermine the very
foundation of our democracy—what President Abraham Lincoln so rightly called "a
government of the people, by the people, for the people." Texas deserves maps that
reflect its people. Not maps that silence them.

J. HINOJOSA
REASON FOR VOTE

Senator Blanco submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:
When our Founding Fathers met in Philadelphia in 1787, they sought to design a
government that would endure. But we haven ’t just endured. Our government, our
country, is that Shining City on a Hill, a testament to the rest of the world that
America is a beacon of freedom, prosperity, and democratic ideals.
And our Founders understood that those constitutional principles and the very
legitimacy of our government depended upon fair representation of the people. James
Madison wrote in Federalist No. 52 that the "definition of the right of suffrage is very
justly regarded as a fundamental article of republican government." Representation
was not a detail, but the cornerstone of our Republic. To preserve that cornerstone, the
Framers created a system grounded in regularity and fairness. They required a census
every ten years, so that districts would be adjusted to reflect actual population growth
and shifts.
As Madison further explained in Federalist No. 54, apportionment must be based on
"the aggregate number of inhabitants" so that representation remained faithful to the
people themselves. That is why our Founders, enshrined this idea of tying redistricting
to the decennial census. Article I, Section 2 of the U.S. Constitution mandates that an
apportionment of representatives among the states must be carried out every 10 years.
Apportionment is the original legal purpose of the decennial census, as intended by
our nation ’s Founders. It ensures that the process is not arbitrary or political, but
anchored to objective data, measured at regular intervals. It reflects growth, not
advantage. It reflects representation, not power. And that is why this map and this
redistricting bill gives me such concern.
Mid-decade redistricting, absent a court order, departs from that constitutional design.
It untethers the process from population and instead ties it to political expedience. It
risks turning a solemn duty into an instrument of political advantage. Some may argue
that there is no law prohibiting this mid-decade redistricting. But just because
something may be permitted does not make it right. And while there may not be a law
prohibiting mid-decade redistricting, it upends that clear directive from our Founding
Fathers.
The Framers of our Constitution did not envision maps being redrawn whenever it
suited those in power. They intended for apportionment to follow the census, so that
representation would follow the people—not politics.
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That was the directive they enshrined in our Constitution. Why are we ignoring that?
Why is this Legislature not heeding the warning of our Founding Fathers? Why is
Texas bending the knee?
Our Founders, including Thomas Jefferson, understood the dangers of unchecked
power. Jefferson reminded us that "an elective despotism was not the government we
fought for," and he distrusted any concentration of authority that ignored the voice of
the people. If redistricting can be rewritten at will, then we invite the possibility of
maps being redrawn every election cycle—that very despotism Jefferson warned
against.
If the rules of representation can be rewritten whenever politically convenient, then
stability is lost, fairness is abandoned, and the people ’s faith in democracy itself is
shaken. We must ask ourselves: will Texans continue to believe in the equality of their
ballot when the foundation of equal representation is so easily bent? Will they still
trust the principle of one person, one vote if that principle is subjected to manipulation
at every turn?
As a veteran, I swore an oath to defend the Constitution of the United States. Many of
us in this Chamber have taken that same oath, both in uniform and in elected office.
We defended a Constitution that guarantees equal protection, equal voice, and equal
representation to every citizen. Carving maps for partisan advantage undermines that
guarantee.
The Constitution is not a suggestion. It is the foundation of our democracy, and it is
our solemn duty to uphold it.
History will not only record the votes we cast today; it will also record whether we
honored the vision of those who entrusted us with this responsibility more than two
centuries ago. For these reasons and to honor our Constitution, our democracy, and
our Founding Fathers, I will be voting no on House Bill 4.

BLANCO
REASON FOR VOTE

Senator Cook submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:
Throughout this unnecessary, racially discriminatory, mid-decade redistricting
process, the author of this map, when questioned, repeatedly said that he doesn ’t know
who drew it, doesn ’t know where it came from, and doesn ’t know why we are doing
it. Yet here we are, forced to pass maps that put political preference above fairness,
above keeping communities together, and above guaranteeing racial equality.
Texans who have lived their whole lives in Congressional District 9, raising children,
attending school, and building community, are now being ripped apart. In Houston ’s
Southside, Missouri City, and the East End, generations who built neighborhoods are
suddenly scattered.
In Congressional District 18, the absence of current congressional representation is
like salt in an open wound. Governor Abbott delayed calling the special election to
replace the late Congressman Sylvester Turner, allowing the Big Bad Bill to pass by
just one vote. Residents of CD 18 are paying their taxes, watching their communities
be redistricted unfairly, and losing access to lifelines due to funding cuts, all without
any representation.
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Because these maps passed today, we are poised to lose an important check on the
executive branch and, most fundamentally, we lose the right for people to choose their
politicians. We also risk a national redistricting arms race that could destabilize our
already fragile and polarized democratic system. With these maps approved in Texas,
Democratic governors in other states are compelled to act. They cannot ignore how
communities are losing access to healthcare, schools, food assistance, and other
collective resources. I call on the Governor to veto this map, include an Independent
Redistricting Commission in the Special Session Call, and put an end to the practice
of politicians selecting their voters.
This process moved quickly, behind closed doors, and it relies on racism to elect more
Republicans. This is a sad moment for this body and for our state, but we won ’t lose a
moment in fighting back. This battle shifts to the courts and into the streets, where
Texans are organizing to reclaim their rightful voice in our democracy.

COOK
REASON FOR VOTE

Senator Alvarado submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:
Alexander Hamilton once said: "Those who stand for nothing, fall for anything."
Since the beginning of the first special session, I have asked the same question: Why
are we here?
Why are we undertaking the most extraordinary redistricting process in modern Texas
history—redistricting five years early—without a court order, without new census
data, and without a law requiring us to do so?
Every ten years, the U.S. Constitution requires us to redraw lines after the census.
That process ensures representation reflects population growth and demographic
change. It is meant to guarantee that every person has a voice. We have done this
since 1790—for 235 years. That is what democracy looks like. What we are doing
today is not that.
Let me be clear: this is mid-decade redistricting designed to rig the system in advance
of midterm elections to protect an unpopular president from the natural consequences
of his own policies.
This is not normal. It is cheating. It is rigging. It is the abuse of legislative power to
subvert the will of the people.
We have been told that gerrymandering is inherently partisan—everyone does it. But
here is the truth: no Democratic president has ever instructed blue states to redraw
maps mid-decade to bail out their party from the fallout of unpopular policies. Not
one. This is unprecedented, extraordinary, and dangerous. Once mid-decade
redistricting is normalized—once the will of the people is treated as a variable to be
manipulated rather than a principle to be honored—there is no limiting principle.
Let ’s take a close look at HB 4. Simple math shows how these maps were drawn to
dilute the voice of Black and Latino Texans across the state. Despite claims of
"race-blind" mapping, HB 4 ’s practical effect is unmistakable: minority communities
are being cracked and packed to dilute their voices. Under HB 4, Anglo Texans—40%
of the population—control nearly 80% of districts, while Latino Texans—also
40%—control only 10-13%. This is racial vote dilution.
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And what is the justification for this radical action? A letter from the U.S. Department
of Justice that is riddled with errors—about the law, the 2021 map, and the racial
composition of districts that have existed for decades. The bill sponsor insists he has
not spoken with DOJ or the White House, yet the districts dismantled by HB 4 align
precisely with those targeted in that DOJ letter.
Throughout the committee process, he claimed he simply "took the House map" and
"thinks" Adam Kincaid of the National Republican Redistricting Trust drew it—but
wasn ’t sure. When do legislators pass laws without knowing who wrote them, why
they were written, or what data they relied on?
I tried to subpoena Adam Kincaid to ask him directly. The committee voted it down.
We also tried to subpoena Harmeet Dhillon, whose DOJ letter sparked this process.
The committee voted it down as well and instead issued a polite invitation—which
she ignored. The committee chose willful ignorance over transparency. That is not
Texan.
To make matters worse, the public never had a single opportunity to testify on this
map—not in the House, not in the Senate. It was said that the "Senate had six public
hearings." None of those hearings were on this map.
We ’ve heard that there were 205 witnesses at the Senate hearings. That number pales
in comparison to a typical redistricting process where numerous regional in-person
hearings are held in the interim—something that the Senate never did in 2020 because
of COVID.
We also heard that there were 3,852 clicks on the livestream. That sounds like a big
number but let ’s keep in mind that ’s views, not individual viewers. This means folks
who may have turned on the livestream several times during a hearing (like my own
staff). And as we all know from social media, views or clicks certainly don ’t translate
to likes.
Despite virtual hearings working for a handful of individuals, our virtual Senate
hearings had far fewer people who registered to testify than the in-person hearings
that the House held in Austin, Houston and Arlington had. The latter two had nearly
one thousand people who registered for each hearing. But, by design, since the House
limited public testimony to five hours, the vast majority of those people never got the
opportunity to actually testify.
In total, during the first and second special sessions, the Senate had four virtual public
hearings on the general topic of mid-decade redistricting, and then we had two
in-person public hearings on a substantially different map. But we did not have a
single hearing where the public was allowed to give input on this map in front of us
today—not in the Senate or the House.
The consequences of this map are devastating across our state. In Dallas and Tarrant
Counties—home to nearly five million people and less than 35% Anglo—minority
voters currently have a voice in three congressional districts. HB 4 cuts that to two.
District 32, currently a multiracial coalition district, is dismantled and stretched 200
miles into rural Anglo territory. District 33 is pulled entirely out of Tarrant County,
robbing Hispanic and Black residents of influence. District 30 is packed with minority
neighborhoods, diluting representation in Fort Worth. The result is clear: minority
voters in Tarrant County and Fort Worth are left without an effective voice in any
district.
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In Austin and San Antonio, District 35, a Latino opportunity district, is dismantled. Its
Austin base is folded into District 37, while the remaining voters are stranded in
District 27, a rural Anglo-controlled seat stretching to Corpus Christi. Though labeled
"Hispanic majority," the reconfigured District 35 is a façade: high-turnout rural Anglo
voters overwhelm Latino voices.
In the Rio Grande Valley and South Texas, HB 4 shores up Republican districts by
pulling in Anglo voters while undercutting Democratic Latino districts with
low-turnout Hispanic areas. Maverick County—an influential Hispanic
community—is split to weaken its impact. The illusion of Hispanic opportunity is
created while real power shifts to Anglos.
In Houston, Harris County has 4.7 million residents and is less than 27% Anglo.
Today, four districts allow minority citizens to elect their candidates of choice. HB 4
reduces that to three. By cracking Latino communities of interest like those in the
current CD 29, and dismantling performing majority-minority districts like the current
CD 9 and CD 18, this map dilutes Latino and Black voters ’ ability to elect the
candidate of their choice—even within new districts labeled "Latino opportunity
districts" like CD 9.
The injustice runs deeper: by loading districts with low-turnout Latino voters and
non-citizens who cannot cast a ballot, HB 4 artificially amplifies the political power
of the Anglo voters who are left. The result is that each eligible voter in those districts
holds a disproportionate sway while the voices of Latinos—who work, pay taxes and
raise families there—are effectively erased.
To claim race was not a factor is disingenuous, especially when so-called Latino
opportunity districts like CD 9 barely exceed 50%. This is racial vote dilution, pure
and simple.
The Supreme Court has addressed this issue before. In LULAC v. Perry, Justice
Anthony Kennedy wrote about Texas moving high-propensity Latino voters out of a
district to protect incumbents and weaken growing minority strength.
The Court held that these changes "undermined the progress of a racial group that has
been subject to significant voting-related discrimination and that was becoming
increasingly politically active and cohesive." He wrote that the goal was "increasing
Republican seats and protecting the incumbent Republican against an increasingly
powerful Latino population that threatened to oust him." HB 4 does exactly this.
Proponents defend this plan by saying: "Well, there are nine blue states with zero
Republican representatives." I heard this in committee. Let ’s put that in perspective.
There are 12 red states—three more than nine—where Democrats make up a third or
more of the electorate yet hold zero seats in Congress: Oklahoma 38%, Arkansas
36%, Iowa 45%, Utah 34%, Nebraska 38%, Idaho 34%, Montana 45%, West Virginia
30%, Alaska 43%, North Dakota 35%, South Dakota 35% and Wyoming 32%. That ’s
12 states where millions of Democrats are entirely shut out of representation.
If the goal is proportionality, let ’s start in our own backyard. Over the past decade,
Democrats have received 43-47% of the vote in statewide races. Based on the 2024
election results in Texas, we should have 22 Republican seats and 16 Democratic
seats in Congress. Under HB 4, Republicans will have 30 seats and Democrats will
have eight. That is 23 percentage points more than their vote share and half of what
Democrats should have based on last year ’s election.
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This injustice is deeply personal. After the 1990 Census, I was part of the effort to
create CD 29—the first Latino opportunity district in Houston. It gave the Northside
and East End the ability to elect their candidate of choice. Under HB 4, CD 29 drops
from 63% Hispanic CVAP to 43%—below 50%. That district is destroyed as a Latino
opportunity district. Meanwhile, the East End—my home—is shoved into CD 9 with
a bare 50.3% Hispanic CVAP and tied to Liberty County where voters share no
community of interest with us. The people I represent never had a chance to be heard.
Had I been afforded the opportunity to filibuster HB 4, I would have read the nearly
one thousand comments submitted by Texans who never had the chance to testify into
the record. Those Texans deserved to be heard—they deserved to have their voices
echo across this Senate floor. But their voices along with mine were silenced.
I return to the words of President Lyndon Baines Johnson at the signing of the Voting
Rights Act: "The vote is the most powerful instrument ever devised by man for
breaking down injustice and destroying the terrible walls which imprison men
because they are different from other men." HB 4 takes that instrument and shatters
it.
This map does not reflect Texas. It does not reflect Harris County. It does not reflect
the promise of democracy or the Voting Rights Act signed 60 years ago. It reflects
fear. It reflects desperation. It reflects an attempt to cling to power at all costs. I will
not stand for it. My community will not stand for it. And history will not stand for it.

ALVARADO
REASON FOR VOTE

Senator Zaffirini submitted the following reason for vote on HB 4:
In 2023 the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in Allen versus Milligan that Alabama ’s

Congressional map violated Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act because it denied
Black voters the opportunity to elect a second candidate of their choice when
warranted by population growth and demographic patterns. This decision reaffirmed
Section 2 as a powerful legal tool to evaluate the effects, not merely the intent, of
redistricting plans. Despite clear evidence of minority population growth and shifting
demographics, House Bill (HB) 4 reflects the same failure by denying minority
populations a fair opportunity to elect candidates of our choice.

In this whirlwind of criticism and controversy, I believe we agree about the facts:
First, that the current Congressional map based on then-current Census data was
approved in 2021 unanimously by 18 Republican senators, with 13 Democratic
senators unanimously voting against it.

Second, that during these special sessions, 12 Republican senators who voted for
it unanimously at that time have changed your position and today unanimously seek
to replace it with a map based on now-five-year-old Census data, while 10
Democratic senators who unanimously opposed it then, remain consistent in our
position and unanimously oppose it even more vehemently now.

Third, that while Congressional re-redistricting has taken center-stage during two
special sessions called by Gov. Greg Abbott and has been prioritized over the
immensely critical issue of the day, flooding and disaster preparedness, it never was
considered during our regular session that ended in June. That begs the question: Why
now? It prompts the answer: because the billionaire party bosses commanded it.
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Fourth, that the governor will call as many special sessions as needed until a
Congressional re-redistricting plan is adopted and will use what he calls "every bullet
in his belt" to prevail—including moving the election date, fining and arresting
legislators, declaring vacancies in the Legislature, and calling upon the federal
government and the judiciary to harken to his side.

Fifth, that the legal battle regarding the 2021 Congressional redistricting lawsuit
rages unresolved in an El Paso federal court and that this 2025 re-redistricting effort is
headed for the courtroom—so, I agree with Democratic lawyers who believe that if
HB 4 is going to pass anyway, the sooner we can get to court, the better—and the
greater the likelihood we can get relief before the election. You have to wonder: How
can Republicans adopt a redistricting plan in 2021 and defend it vigorously in court
since then, only to denigrate it in 2025 and try to replace it? Frankly, surely there are
incumbent Republican members of Congress who wonder too.

Finally, we agree that none of us wants to be here, doing this, at this time.
Redistricting is such a partisan issue that it is best addressed every decade after the
Census data are released.

In states across the country minority parties will accuse majority parties of
gerrymandering for political advantages. In Texas, the minority accusations were
proven right: The NAACP, MALDEF, and the Democratic Party have prevailed in 5
Congressional lawsuits filed in federal court through 2024. I am convinced that if
justice prevails in the U.S. Supreme Court, Democrats and minorities will prevail in
contesting the 2021 and the 2025 plans. Democratic senators oppose HB 4 not only
because it disregards the growth and diversity of our state, but also because it further
erodes the strength of minority districts, diminishing our ability to elect candidates of
our choice and silencing voices that deserve to be heard.

More specifically, coalition districts that allow minority voters to elect our
candidates of choice are protected under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, even if
courts do not require their creation in the first place. Congressional District 28,
anchored in Laredo, for example, remains majority-Hispanic, but loses Bexar County,
with whom we have a strong community of interest, and adds Hidalgo County, despite
the City of Laredo and the City of McAllen being competitive neighbors.

The proposed map reflects marginal shifts that might seem insignificant on
paper, but in districts such as this with narrow turnout margins and cohesive minority
voting blocs, it is exactly how opportunity is eroded. When minority voters comprise
the majority but cannot elect our candidate of choice due to strategic redistricting, that
is precisely the definition of vote dilution under Section 2.

Of particular concern in HB 4 is the splitting of school districts, which occurs
throughout Senate District 21 and across Texas. In my district, Del Valle ISD—a
primarily Hispanic and economically disadvantaged community with distinct needs, is
being divided in half. This division will destabilize the district by forcing residents to
engage with multiple Congressional representatives who may hold very different
political priorities. Such fragmentation risks disenfranchising the community and
could lead to disparate outcomes based on which portion of Del Valle ISD has a more
responsive representative. We also heard testimony illustrating this challenge:
Residents often reach out to their assigned Congressperson, only to be redirected to a
neighboring representative of a different political party to have their needs addressed.
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Congressional District 35, which stretches from Austin to San Antonio, was
drawn by a Republican federal court after the Legislature ’s 2011 map was declared to
dilute Hispanic voting strength. It was crafted specifically to provide Hispanic voters
in Central Texas a realistic opportunity to elect their candidate of choice. HB 4
effectively dismantles that district. It divides its core of East Austin ’s Hispanic and
Black neighborhoods and redistributes them into adjacent districts in which voters of
color no longer will have sufficient numbers to elect their candidates of choice.

I would hope we agree an elected body should reflect the population its members
represent. If so, HB 4 is a far cry from that standard: Representative Vincent Perez
recently offered an analysis indicating what the proposed map would ensure: One
Congressional representative for every 445,000 Anglos—meaning 26 of 38 seats for
their population of 12.5 million; One Congressional representative for every 1.5
million Hispanics—meaning 8 seats for our population of 12 million; One
Congressional representative for every 2 million African Americans—meaning 2
seats for their population of 4 million; and Asian Americans would have zero
representation in the delegation, despite their population of 1.6 million. That means:
Anglos who comprise 40 percent of the population would hold 68 percent of the
delegation; Hispanics who comprise 40 percent of the population would hold 21
percent of the delegation; African Americans, who are 13 percent, would hold 5
percent of the seats; and Asian Americans, who comprise 5 percent, would hold none.
Under this proposal, a Hispanic Texan has one third the political value of an Anglo
Texan. From my perspective as a Texan of Mexican, Spanish, Sephardic Jew, and
Greek descent (with an Italian last name!), it is glaring that Hispanics comprise 40
percent of the population and should hold 15 of 38 seats, but under HB 4 could elect
only 21 percent of the delegation—only 8 of 38 seats. Three of those districts CD 28;
CD 15; and CD 34 are drawn in a way that makes them less effective at producing
electoral outcomes consistent with the preferences of Hispanic voters.

This is not proportionality, which, admittedly, the law does not require, but it is
evidence of systematic underrepresentation, especially when combined with data
indicating cohesive voting patterns, racially and ethnically polarized elections, and
strategic redistricting choices that undermine voter influence. Clearly, HB 4
negatively would impact minorities ’ ability to elect candidates of our choice,
including in South and Central Texas, which I represent. Its consequences are as
deeply profound as they are exceedingly concerning, particularly within a legal
framework that prohibits voting changes that result in minority voters having fewer
opportunities than others to elect representatives of our choice.

The proposed map: dismantles effective minority opportunity districts, reduces
the influence of cohesive voting blocs, and retreats from the progress made under
decades of court oversight and community advocacy. It also fails the test of fairness. It
fails the test of Section 2, and it fails the people of Texas. The Texas Senate used to be
known as "the most deliberative body in the world." Those days are over. Today the
majority will prevail, but the rights of the minority were ignored. Outnumbered,
outvoted, and outgunned, Democrats will go down fighting, having used every
available legislative tool.
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My prayer is that the pendulum will swing sooner, rather than later, and that
when it does, Democrats will respect all minorities, including political. For these
reasons and more, it was with a very heavy heart that I voted "no" regarding HB 4.

ZAFFIRINI
CO-AUTHOR OF SENATE BILL 17

On motion of Senator Hughes, Senator Birdwell will be shown as Co-author of
SB 17.

CO-SPONSORS OF HOUSE BILL 4
On motion of Senator King, Senators Birdwell, A. Hinojosa, Paxton, and

Schwertner will be shown as Co-sponsors of HB 4.
MOTION TO ADJOURN

On motion of Senator Zaffirini and by unanimous consent, the Senate at 12:38
a.m. Saturday, August 23, 2025, agreed to adjourn, pending the receipt of committee
reports, messages from the House, and the completion of administrative duties, until
3:00 p.m. Tuesday, August 26, 2025.

(President in Chair)
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

HOUSE CHAMBER
Austin, Texas

Tuesday, August 26, 2025 - 1
The Honorable President of the Senate
Senate Chamber
Austin, Texas
Mr. President:
I am directed by the house to inform the senate that the house has taken the following
action:
THE HOUSE HAS PASSED THE FOLLOWING MEASURES:
HB 16 Leach
Relating to the operation and administration of and practices and procedures related to
proceedings in the judicial branch of state government, including court security, court
documents and arrest warrants, document delivery, juvenile boards, constitutional
amendment election challenges, record retention, youth diversion, court-ordered
mental health services, the powers of the Texas Supreme Court, jurors, and the special
prosecution unit; increasing a criminal penalty; authorizing fees.
HB 17 Meyer
Relating to the requirements regarding notice of certain property tax-related
information to be provided by taxing units and appraisal districts.
HB 23 Harless
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Relating to the exemption from ad valorem taxation of property owned by certain
nonprofit corporations, located in a populous county, and used to promote agriculture,
support youth, and provide educational support in the community.
HB 27 Harris
Relating to a groundwater study of certain aquifers underlying the territory of the
Neches and Trinity Valleys Groundwater Conservation District by the Texas Water
Development Board before the issuance of permits or permit amendments by the
district.
SB 10 Bettencourt Sponsor: Meyer
Relating to the calculation of the voter-approval tax rate for certain taxing units.
(Amended)
SB 18 Zaffirini Sponsor: Gerdes
Relating to an exemption from the requirement to obtain a permit from the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quality for certain dams or reservoirs operated and
maintained for the purposes of erosion, floodwater, and sediment control.

THE HOUSE HAS GRANTED THE REQUEST OF THE SENATE FOR THE
APPOINTMENT OF A CONFERENCE COMMITTEE ON THE FOLLOWING
MEASURES:

SB 5 (non-record vote)
House Conferees: Bonnen - Chair/Fairly/González, Mary/Kitzman/Raymond

Respectfully,

/s/Stephen Brown,
Chief Clerk
House of Representatives

HOUSE BILLS ON FIRST READING

The following bills received from the House were read first time and referred to
the committees indicated:

HB 16 to Committee on State Affairs.
HB 17 to Committee on Local Government.
HB 23 to Committee on Local Government.
HB 27 to Committee on Disaster Preparedness and Flooding.

SENATE BILLS ON FIRST READING

The following bills were introduced, read first time, and referred to the
committees indicated:

SB 19 by Bettencourt
Relating to a prohibition on the making and acceptance of political contributions
during a special legislative session.
To Committee on State Affairs.
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SB 53 by Hughes
Relating to election procedures regarding accepting a voter with a residence address
that is not current and the immediate effect of a voter ’s registration after the registrar ’s
receipt of certain change of address notices.
To Committee on State Affairs.
SB 54 by Hughes
Relating to election procedures regarding accepting a voter with a residence address
that is not current and the immediate effect of a voter ’s registration after the registrar ’s
receipt of certain change of address notices.
To Committee on State Affairs.

BILL SIGNED
The President announced the signing of the following enrolled bill in the

presence of the Senate after the caption had been read: HB 4.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

HOUSE CHAMBER
Austin, Texas

Tuesday, August 26, 2025 - 2
The Honorable President of the Senate
Senate Chamber
Austin, Texas
Mr. President:
I am directed by the house to inform the senate that the house has taken the following
action:
THE HOUSE HAS PASSED THE FOLLOWING MEASURES:
SB 3 Bettencourt Sponsor: Wilson
Relating to outdoor warning sirens in flash flood-prone areas.
(Amended)
SB 11 Parker Sponsor: Cook
Relating to an affirmative defense to prosecution for certain victims of trafficking of
persons or compelling prostitution.
SB 12 Hughes Sponsor: Shaheen
Relating to the duty of the attorney general to prosecute criminal offenses prescribed
by the election laws of this state.
SB 14 Perry Sponsor: Bell, Cecil
Relating to the provision by a political subdivision of credits against impact fees to
builders and developers for certain water conservation and reuse projects.
SB 16 West Sponsor: Dyson
Relating to real property theft and real property fraud; establishing recording
requirements for certain documents concerning real property; creating the criminal
offenses of real property theft and real property fraud and establishing a statute of
limitations, restitution, and certain procedures with respect to those offenses.
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(Amended)
Respectfully,
/s/Stephen Brown,
Chief Clerk
House of Representatives

ADJOURNMENT
Pursuant to a previously adopted motion, the Senate at 2:58 p.m. Tuesday,

August 26, 2025, adjourned until 3:00 p.m. today.
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State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit C 

House Representatives by State 
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State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit D
Illinois Presidential Election Results 2024

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 1 of 6



  

  

    

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

        

 

      

       

 

 

        
  

   

 

 

 

   

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 2 of 6



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 3 of 6



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 4 of 6



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 5 of 6



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB     Document 1196-5     Filed 09/23/25     Page 6 of 6



State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit E 

House Leader Hakeem Jeffries Statement
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State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit F 

White House Pushes Texas to Redistrict, Hoping to Blunt Democratic Gains 
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/06/09/us/politics/trump-texas-

redistricting.html 
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State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit G
Member Data Party Breakdown
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State Defendants’ Response to Gonzales Plaintiffs’ 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

Exhibit H 

Key Facts About the Plan to Redraw Texas’ U.S. House Maps
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