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Defendants, the State of Texas and Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as Governor of the
State of Texas, respectfully move the Court for leave to file their Response to Brooks, LULAC, and
MALC Plaintiffs’ Joint Motion for Preliminary Injunction in excess of twenty pages. Defendants
request an additional twenty pages, exclusive of caption, signature blocks, certificates, and
attachments to adequately present the necessary factual background, legal arguments, and supporting
authority. This enlargement is warranted to address the Plaintiffs’ forty-four page Joint Motion, to
address a complex factual background, and to ensure a full and fair presentation of Defendants’

arguments. LULAC, MALC, and Brooks Plaintiffs do not oppose this motion.
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“If we don’t say this is racial . . . we can’t win.”
Congressman Alexander Green

INTRODUCTION

To say that Texas started this political arms race requires that the Court assume that
history began yesterday. For decades, Democrat-run states have engaged in extreme partisan
gerrymandering—some under the thinly veiled facades of “non-partisan” redistricting
commissions—to maximize their political advantage. Their Republican-led corollaries are fed up
with these games and now plan to fight fire with fire. As the largest Republican-led state, Texas is
spearheading this effort by redrawing its Congressional maps to help maintain a Republican
majority in the United States Congress. Plaintiffs, LULAC, MALC, and the Brooks Plaintiffs
(Consolidated Plaintiffs), who consist largely of Democrat legislators and operators, do not like
that Texas is meeting the partisan redistricting efforts of states like California and Massachusetts
with a reinvigorated and proportional response, and now seek to use race as a foil to kneecap
Texas’s efforts to even the playing field.

In preceding decennial redistricting cycles, states such as Illinois, California,
Massachusetts, and New York have employed partisan gerrymanders to systematically deny
Republican seats in the U.S. Congress, despite each state having a statistically significant
proportion of Republican voters. For example, notwithstanding the fact that one-third of its overall
population votes Republican in the last seven presidential elections, Massachusetts has not sent a
Republican to Congress in thirty years. Out of its 17 Congressional seats, Illinois sends only
3 Republican representatives to Washington, D.C., even though its population votes Republican
40 percent of the time. In New York, Democrats control 19 of 26 seats in Congress, despite more
than 40 percent of the electorate backing Trump in the 2024 presidential race. Even though
roughly one-third of California’s voters supported Donald Trump in the last two presidential
elections, Republicans hold only 9 of the state’s 52 Congressional seats.

Amid this ongoing partisan political battle, President Donald Trump called on Governor

Greg Abbott to level the playing field by redrawing Texas’ Congressional districts to help
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Republicans win five additional seats in Congress. To that end, Governor Abbott arranged a special
session to give Texas a chance to do precisely what Democratic states have been doing for the last
thirty years and send more Republican representatives to Congress on Texas’s behalf.

Consolidated Plaintiffs and their Democrat allies are desperate to prevent Republicans
from fighting on equal footing. To wit, more than 50 Democrat Texas legislators fled the state to
deprive the Texas House of Representatives of a quorum. Ironically, they absconded to Illinois,
New York, Massachusetts, and California—some of the most politically gerrymandered states in
the nation.

After meeting and conferring with the Democratic leaders in these states, the Texas
Democrats changed their arguments: rather than objecting to the new map for nonjusticiable,
partisan reasons, they now argue that a partisan gerrymander favoring Republicans is
discriminatory. Theirs is nothing but a lackluster repackaging of arguments that Plaintiffs and their
compatriots made about the 2021 maps.

After years of litigation over the 2021 Congressional map, wherein Consolidated Plaintiffs
alleged, snter alia, that Plan C2193 constituted an unconstitutional racial gerrymander,
Consolidated Plaintiffs now request that the court welcome that map back with open arms as a
preservation of “the status quo.” ECF No. 1150 at 46. Were Consolidated Plaintiffs to get their
way, they would rather have the old “discriminatory” map, and not the new “discriminatory”
one, and such a request therefore demonstrates the intrinsic partisan nature of this dispute.
Importantly, this underscores Consolidated Plaintiffs’—and to a greater extent, Democrats’—
strategy: whenever they do not get what they want, they cry racism. But their claims are not
genuinely about not about race; instead, they are about partisan politics and demanding that Texas
fight with one hand tied behind its back while California Democrats desecrate their own
constitution to get additional representation. Texas Democrats and Consolidated Plaintiffs allege
that every action taken by Republicans is racist and that every identical action taken by Democrats
is necessary to “save our democracy.”

The Court should not entertain these thinly-veiled accusations of racial discriminations and
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should instead look beyond the claims to see them for what they truly are—an attempt to regain
power in one of the most impactful Congressional elections in recent memory. California,
Massachusetts, and other Democrat-majority states have been maximizing the Democratic seats
in their congressional delegations for decades. Texas is entitled to exercise the same freedom to
choose the partisan makeup of its congressional representation. With its new congressional map,
Texas has done just that.

BACKGROUND

I.  Democrats have waged a nationwide “redistricting war” against Republicans over
the past several decades.

In 1980, the United States House of Representatives elections in California yielded an
almost even split: 22 Democrats and 21 Republicans.! A year later, Democrat Congressman Phillip
Burton worked with the California Legislature to introduce a new Congressional map to upset this
balance and swing the seats heavily in favor of the Democrats.? Despite Republican vote share
falling by only 3 percentage points in 1982, the Democrats under the Burton Plan secured an
eleven-seat lead to shift to a 28-17 majority.® Even in 1984, despite 57.51% of choosing to vote for
Ronald Reagan, California Democrats captured a nine-seat advantage, 27-18.*

Seeing the political benefit of partisan gerrymandering, Democrats began to implement
California’s model in other states. As a result, roughly 25 years ago, significant Democrat partisan
gerrymanders resulted in substantial Congressional swings. In 2002, Maryland Democrats were

direct with their intention to unseat Republicans;’ turning an evenly split delegation into a 3-1

YEx. A, Thomas E. Ladd, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election of November 4, 1980, at 6-9
(Apr. 15, 1981), https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/1980election.pdf.

2Ex. B, Wallace Turner, California G.O.P. Secks to Void Redistricting, NYTIMES (Sep. 22, 1981),
https://www.nytimes.com/1981/09/22/us/california-gop-seeks-to-void-redistricting.html.

3 Compare Ex. C, Thomas E. Ladd, Statistics of the Congressional Election of November 2, 1982, at 6-9 (May 5,
1983), https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/1982election.pdf with Ex. D, Thomas E. Ladd,
Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election of November 6, 1984, at 3-6 (May 1, 1985),
https://clerk.house.gov/member_info/electionInfo/1984election.pdf.

*Ex. D at 5-8.

>Ex. E, Daniel LeDuc & Jo Becker, Md. Democrats Redraw Morella’s Districty WAPO (Jan. 24, 2002),
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/local/2002/01/25/md-democrats-redraw-morellas-
district/276e7cee-6962-4€96-9140-4b83084fea20/.
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Democrat advantage, proportionally speaking, despite Republicans increasing their share of the
vote from the previous election in 2000.° Democrat control of the 146th Georgia General Assembly
resulted in a map designed to swing seats in Congress in favor of the Democratic party; 7 these
effects were realized in the 2004 Congressional elections when Democrats received an additional
House seat to split the House delegation 7-6 despite votes for Republicans nearly doubling those
of votes for Democrats.®

This partisan gerrymandering fight is not simply a relic of the past; it is happening in real
time. In other words, “a nationwide gerrymandering war, is now in effect.”® In Massachusetts,
voters cast one-third of their ballots for Republicans in the last seven presidential elections, ° yet
“Massachusetts has not elected a Republican to the U.S. House since 1994.”* In 2018, New Jersey
voters cast 38 percent of their ballots for Republicans only to yield a single House Seat resulting in
an 11-1 Democrat majority.'? Despite the fact that Republicans are within just four percentage
points of capturing a majority of the statewide popular vote, Democrats currently control three

times as many seats in New Jersey." In 2024, New York Republicans won about 42.5% of the vote

¢ Ex. F, Jeff Trandahl, Statistics of the Congressional Election of November 5, 2002, at 19 (May 1, 2003),
https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/2002election.pdf; Ex. G, Jeff Trandahl, Statistics of
the Presidential and Congressional Election of November 7, 2000, at 26-27 (Jun. 21, 2001),
https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/2000election.pdf.

"Ex. H, Thomas B. Edsall, Georgia Democrats May Gain Up to 4 Seats in House, WAPO (Sep. 28, 2001),
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/2001/09/29/georgia-democrats-may-gain-up-to-4-
seats-in-house/e489f9c3-4fe6-406b-804e-c985a671362c¢/.

8 See Ex. 1, Jeft Trandahl, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election of November 2, 2004, at 16 (Jun.
27, 2004) (Republican candidates received 1,819,817 votes in congressional elections compared to
Democratic candidates receiving 1,140,869),
https://clerk.house.gov/member_info/electionInfo/2004election.pdf.

? See Ex. ], Texas Senate Chambers Aug. 22, 2025 (Part III) Tr. at 41:9-10.

10 Ex. K, Massachusetts, 270TOWIN, (2025) (compiling the popular vote percentages for the seven most
recent Presidential elections), https://www.270towin.com/states/massachusetts.

" Ex. L, Chris Lisinski, The Trump administrated suggested Mass. Is gerrymandered. Is that true?, WBUR| (Sep.
2, 2025), https://www.wbur.org/news/2025/09/02/massachusetts-trump-gerrymander-texas-california-
democrats.

12 Ex. M, Cheryl L. Johnson, Statistics of the Congressional Election, November 6, 2018, at 29-31 (Feb. 28, 2019),
https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/2018/statistics2018.pdf.

B Ex. N, Kevin F. McCumber, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election, November 5, 2024, at 43—
44 (Mar. 10, 2025) (Democrats lead Republicans 52.97%-45.79% in the popular vote, but hold 75% of New
Jersey’s U.S. House seats), https://clerk.house.gov/member_info/electionInfo/2024/statistics2024.pdf.
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but secured only 7 of 26 seats (~26.9%), while Democrats won about 57.2% of the vote and captured
19 seats (~73.1%).!* In California, nearly 40% of voters cast their ballots for Republican candidates
in 2024, but Democrats still seized 43 of the state’s 52 seats, taking 82.69% of its Congressional
representation. '

In the 2020 election cycle, Illinois’s Congressional map has been regarded as the “Worst
Democratic Gerrymander in the Country.”!¢ In 2024, despite almost 47% of votes going to
Republicans, Democrats took 82% of the seats, resulting in a staggering 14-3 split."” In short, the
modern battlefield of partisan gerrymandering did not start three months ago, it is built upon a
decades-long record of aggressive Democratic partisan gerrymanders to which Republican state
legislatures are only now finally responding.'®

II. Texas drew its 2021 Congressional Map blind to race.
On April 26, 2021, the U.S. Census Bureau announced that, based on the 2020 decennial

census, Texas would gain two additional seats in the United States House of Representatives.’ On
August 12, the Census Bureau then released the detailed population and demographic data needed

to draw new Congressional districts.?’ On September 7, 2021, Governor Abbott announced a third

" Id. at 46-51.

15 Id. at 6-10.

16 Ex. O, Nathaniel Rakich and Tony Chow, lllinois May Be The Worst Democratic Gerrymander In The Country,
FIVETHIRTYEIGHT (May 6, 2022), https://fivethirtyeight.com/videos/illinois-may-be-the-worst-
democratic-gerrymander-in-the-country/.

7Ex. P, Compare Cheryl L. Johnson, Statistics of the Congressional Election, November 8, 2022, at 15-16 (Feb.
28, 2023), https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/2022/statistics2022.pdf with Kevin F.
McCumber, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election, November 5, 2024, at 21-23 (Mar. 10,
2025), https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/2024/statistics2024.pdf.

¥ Ex. Q, Benjamin Siegel, Redistricting arms race: These are the states in addition to Texas and California where
parties could redraw maps, ABCNEWS.COM, (Aug. 21, 2025 5:28 P.M.) (listing California, Ohio, Indiana,
Missouri, Florida, Illinois, New York, and Maryland as the likely next states to engage in partisan
redistricting before the 2026 election), https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/redistricting-arms-race-states-
addition-texas-california-parties/story?id=124855541

Y Ex. R, U.S. CENSUS BUREAU, 2020 Census: Apportionment of the U.S. House of Representatives, (Apr. 26,
2021) (announcing that Texas will gain two seats in the U.S. House of Representatives per the 2020
Census), https://www.census.gov/library/visualizations/2021/dec/2020-apportionment-map.html

Ex.S, U.S. Census Bureau, Decennial Census P.L. 94-171 Redistricting Data (Aug. 12, 2021),
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/about/rdo/summary-files.html.
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special session of the Texas Legislature, commencing on September 20, 2021, for the purpose of
redrawing legislative and Congressional districts in accordance with the results of the 2020
census.?! This plan was drawn to maximize partisan advantage for Republicans, and it was drafted
without looking at any racial data by the map drawers, but it was reviewed for VRA compliance by
outside counsel. Tr. 6/7/2025 PM 02:51:16-02:51:44. Governor Abbott signed Senate Bill 6 on
October 25, 2021.22

Before Governor Abbott even signed Senate Bill 6 into law, Plaintiff groups sued to
preliminarily enjoin SB 6, alleging that it violated Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act and the United
States Constitution. ECF No. 1 (LULAC et al.’s Compl. (Oct. 18, 2021)). Texas’ position has been
the same throughout this litigation: these maps were drawn for partisan effect and were drawn
without consideration of racial data. ECF No. 1116-1 at 2 (“’The evidence at that trial was clear and
unequivocal: the Texas legislature did not pass race-based electoral districts for any of those three
maps.”).

ITI.  President Trump demanded that states, including Texas, redraw their maps to help
maintain a Republican advantage in the Congress.

On June 9th, 2025, Trump’s redistricting pressure campaign began when the New York
Times reported that the Trump administration was pressuring state legislatures into redistricting
to “pick up as many as four or five House seats in 2026 . . ..” % 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.?* The rationale behind the President’s request is

2 Ex. T, Governor Abbott Announces Third Special Session Date and Agenda, (Sep. 7, 2021),
https://gov.texas.gov/news/post/governor-abbott-announces-third-special-session-date-and-agenda.

22Ex. U, S.J. of Tex. 87th Lege., 3d C.S. 359 (Oct. 18, 2021).

3 Ex. V, J. David Goodman & Shane Goldmacher, White House Pushes Texas to Redistrict, Hoping to Blunt
Democratic Gains, NYTIMES, (June 9, 2025), https://www.nytimes.com/2025/06/09/us/politics/trump-
texas-redistricting.html.

24 Ex. W, Owen Dahlkamp & Natalia Contreras, Trump Aides Want Texas to Redraw Its Congressional Maps
to  Boost the GOP. What Would that Mean?, TEX. TRIB. (Jun. 11, 2025)
https://www.texastribune.org/2025/06/11/texas-congress-midcycle-redistricting-trump-republicans/.
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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.?

President Trump is a singularly important figure in the Republican Party. His endorsement
and approval swings primaries instantaneously. It is no surprise, then, that his publicly-stated
desire for Texas to draw a new Congressional map put tremendous political pressure on Texas
Republicans. Just two weeks after Trump’s redistricting pressure campaign went public, Governor
Abbott announced that he planned to call a special session the following month.?°

The Department of Justice issued a letter threatening to sue Texas if it failed to revise its
districts. ECF No. 1141-2 (the DOJ Letter). The DO]J Letter came to the erroneous conclusion that
because the Fifth Circuit held in Petteway v. Galveston Cnty., 111 F.4th 596 (5th Cir. 2024), that a
legislative body was not required to create coalition districts under Section 2 of the Voting Rights
Act (Section 2), that the existence of any district so composed was illegal. ECF No. 1141-2 at 2. Its
ham-fisted legal conclusions notwithstanding, the DOJ Letter apparently sought to provide
political cover for Texas to engage in partisan redistricting. This is best illustrated by the fact that
the DOJ voluntarily dismissed all its claims in this litigation only four months prior—and even
those claims had been limited to Section 2 allegations. ECF No. 872 (Order Dismissing the United
States’ Claims).

Governor Abbott, represented by Attorney General Paxton, rejected the legal reasoning of
the DOJ Letter and affirmed: “[T]he Texas legislature did not pass race-based electoral districts
for any of those three political maps.” ECF No. 1116-1 at 2. Indeed, some Plaintiffs agree that the
letter was “factually unsupported.” See ECF No. 1131-1 at 28.

On July 9th, 2025, exactly one month after Trump’s redistricting pressure plan went

BEx. X, Member Data, Party Breakdown, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES PRESS GALLERY,
https://pressgallery.house.gov/member-data/party-breakdown.

% Ex. Y, Press Release, Governor Greg Abott, “Governor Abbott Announces Special Session Date, Initial
Agenda” (Jun. 23, 2025), https://gov.texas.gov/news/post/governor-abbott-announces-special-session-
date-initial-agenda.
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public, Texas Governor Greg Abbott called a special session of the 89th Texas Legislature to revise
Texas’ Congressional districts.?” Just six days later, President Trump stated that he wanted Texas
to flip “five [seats]” to the Republican Party.?® Texas Republicans now had an identified goal
established by the most powerful political leader in a quarter-century: get five seats.

IV. Legislative Action and Hearings Prior to the Introduction of the Maps

On Monday, July 21st, 2025, the Texas House and Texas Senate were called to order in
accordance with Governor Abbott’s proclamation.?’ Later that day, Senator King moved for
suspension of Senate Rule 8.02 to permit immediate consideration of SR5, establishing rules of
procedure to be observed by the Senate for the consideration of redistricting during the 89th
legislature.*® This Senate Resolution put in place “the very same process that we used, without
objection, in 2021, 31-0 vote. No objections during the process. The same process that we used in
2023, 31-0 vote. And again, as the process went forward, no complaints about that, no efforts to
amend the rules.”3! Despite the uncontroversial nature of the rules resolution, the Senate Floor
debated the resolution for three hours before a vote. This time, however, the Senate Democrats
opposed this resolution, which passed on partisan lines.>

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, the first hearing was

held in Austin.*® Cody Vasut, chair of the Congressional Redistricting Committee, sought input

7 Ex. Z, Governor Abbott Announces Special Session Agenda, (July 9th, 2025), https://gov.texas.gov/new
s/post/governor-abbott-announces-special-session-agenda-.

B Ex. AA, Press Gaggle: Donald Trump Speaks to Reporters Before Marine One Departure - July 15, 2025,
ROLLCALL.COM, (Jul. 15, 2025) (providing a transcript of President Trump’s conversation with reporter
Ed O’Keefe detailing  his desire to flip five Texas House Seats),
https://rollcall.com/factbase/trump/transcript/donald-trump-press-gaggle-before-marine-one-
departure-july-15-2025/.

¥ Ex. AB, H.J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. First Day at 1 (Jul. 21, 2025); [Ex. AC] S. J. of Tex., 89th Lege.,
1st C.S. First Day at 1 (Jul. 21, 2025).

% Ex. AC, S.]. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. at 4 (Jul. 21, 2025).

31 Ex. AD, Texas Senate Chambers (Part II) July 21, 2025, Tr. at 158:21-159:1.

2Ex. ACat7.

33 Ex. AE, House Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (July 24, 2025); Ex. AF, House Special
Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 24, 2025, Tr. at 5:19-6:5.
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from the public.3* At this hearing, the committee heard five hours of public testimony to take into
consideration. Chair Vasut stated, “All information that flows through the committee is available
to committee members to guide them in making any decision . . . . And so the first stage is to hear
from the public.”3® Chair Vasut then articulated that these hearings are the standard procedure for
the legislature: “[I]t is customary for the legislature, when the Governor places an item on the
call ... to take up that item....I then set up these pre-hearings...based on prior precedent,
which has always been followed by the Redistricting Committee. ” 3¢ Chair Vasut further confirmed
that the hearings were set based upon following “the practice of every redistricting I’m aware of”
and that he “did not set these hearings based off of that July 7th letter.”3’

At this hearing, Democrat members of the committee and politicians offering testimony
identified the partisan nature of the redistricting effort: Vice Chair Rosenthal referred to the effort
as a “power grab” during his remarks.*® Congresswoman Sylvia Garcia similarly testified that the
DQJ 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.”* Congressman Castro agreed with
that sentiment.*? Democratic House Representative Senfronia Thompson—Mrs. T, Dean of the
House—stated that the DOJ Letter was an absurdity because the Texas House would never pass a
race-based map.* Chair Vasut further stated that every map he has ever voted on has been
compliant with the Voting Rights Act.*? In contrast, Gary Bledsoe repudiated race-blind map-
drawing.®

On July 25th, the Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting held the first of a series

* Ex. AF, House Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 24, 2025, Tr.at 5:19-7:12.
¥ Id. at 32:17-22.

36 Id. at 90:17-25.

7 Id. at 93:7-17.

38 Id. at 14:19.

¥ Id. at 67:9-11.

0 [d. at 69:1-70:7.

“Id. at 27:9-22.

2 Id. at 94:4-6.

* Id. at 135:3-23.
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of public hearings.** At this hearing, the committee heard three hours of public testimony.*
Senator King made clear at the hearing that the purpose the hearing was not to litigate the DOJ
Letter.*

On July 26th, the House Select Committee on Congressional Redistricting held its second
hearing, this time in Houston.*” At this hearing, the committee heard five hours of public
testimony.*® Chair Vasut guaranteed that the House would hold additional public hearings once
the maps were published, and that it would provide more than the minimum required 24 hours’
notice.* Despite the Committee and Chair Vasut’s efforts to maintain the normal House
procedures, a Democrat member of the Committee objected nonetheless.>® Again, at this hearing,
Democrat members of the Committee and politicians offering testimony identified the partisan
nature of the redistricting effort. For example, Democrat Congresswoman Lizzie Fletcher implied
that any partisan gerrymander in favor of Republicans will be a racial gerrymander.>!

That same day, the Senate held another public hearing.>? The Chair affirmed that anyone
who wanted to testify was welcome to do so and that the next session would continue as long as
necessary so that every voice could be heard.™

During the third House Committee field hearing on July 28, 2025, the House Redistricting
Committee heard five more hours of public testimony.** Chair Vasut confirmed that all public
testimony was being taken into account, that maps were not being hidden, but rather the chair was

reviewing the comments and guaranteed that hearings on proposed maps would occur as soon as

# Ex. AG, Senate Redistricting Committee Minutes (Jul. 25, 2025).

®Id. at 1-2.

* Ex. AH, Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 25, 2025, Tr.at 33:20-34:2.
47 Ex. AL, House Redistricting Committee Minutes (Jul. 26, 2025).

8 Id. at 1-3.

# Ex. AJ, House Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 26, 2025, Tr. at 48:14-49:12.
50 Jd. at 214:2-8.

SLEx. AJ at 70:19-71:6.

32 Ex. AK, Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Jul. 26, 2025).

3 [d. at 4.

> Ex. AL, House Redistricting Committee Minutes (Jul. 28, 2025).

10
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they were filed.>

Similarly, on July 28th, the Senate Redistricting Committee held another public hearing, at
which it considered over three hours of testimony.*® Importantly, during this hearing,
Congressman Al Green made a statement regarding litigation surrounding redistricting:

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’re not going
to get to Section 2 and we can’t win. And people are very smart. They understand
that if they say that 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.>’

In a July 29th, 2025, Committee hearing, the Senate heard testimony from Nina Perales,
among others.’® Ms. Perales explicitly requested that the Legislature view racial data in its
consideration and drawing of the map.>® She continued by expressing concerns about the DOJ
Letter and questioning the DOJ’s motives.®® In the same hearing, Senator Miles levied racial
accusations toward Senator King, questioning his impartiality based upon Senator King’s race.®

The Senate held its final public hearing prior to the introduction of legislation on July 30,
2025. Senator King reiterated that the DOJ Letter was irrelevant to the considerations of
Legislature and the Senate Redistricting Committee.®? Democrats agreed with this statement.
Senator Carol Alvarado stated that the first step in redistricting process was not the letter, but
rather partisan efforts.®® Senator King further articulated that the intentions of the map drawer are

immaterial to the intent or the Redistricting Committee when he said:

I would never see any benefit to bringing in whoever was the actual map drawer and

%5 Ex. AM, House Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting July 28, 2025, Tr.at 266:9-267:17.
% Ex. AN, Senate Redistricting Committee Minutes at 1-2 (Jul. 28, 2025).

*7 Id. at 36:19-37:5 (emphasis added).

8 Ex. AP, Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 29, 2025, Tr. at 26:7-27:21.
* Id. at 27:18-21.

60 Jd. at 34:4-12.

61 [d. at 216:4-20.

2 Ex. AQ, Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, July 30, 2025, Tr.at 5:1-7:6.

8 Id. at 11:22-12:3.

11
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saying, “ Why did you do this and how did you do that?” I would want to look at the

map, determine if it -- have someone take a -- give it a good legal scrub and

determine if it is legal in all respects, and then we would want to look at it as policy

makers and determine if it’s the best policy for the state of Texas. It doesn’t matter

to me who drew it.%*

Throughout the legislative hearings, Chair King and Chair Vasut implemented measures
beyond what was called for by regular procedure to ensure greater accessibility to the public to
allow hours upon hours of testimony to inform the decision of how to draw and for what reasons
to draw the map.

V.  The Texas Legislature redrew the Congressional maps to improve Republican
partisan performance.

As President Trump directed, the Legislature redrew the Congressional map to maximize
partisan performance and to reach the stated goal to get five seats. The author of HB 4,
Representative Todd Hunter, stated explicitly that “the primary changes, though, are focused on
five districts for partisan purposes . . .. Each of these newly drawn districts now trend Republican
in political performance.”% Representative Hunter went on to say that the DOJ Letter had no

effect on his decision to introduce the bill:

[A]Il T know is that we are here by proclamation of the Governor, as to what the
letter has to do with it, I got no personal knowledge, I have no knowledge. And I will
tell you, I don’t know what that has to do with this. That wasn’t part of me. All I
know is that we had a special session call and this was a topic, and I agreed by the
request of the chairman to file this bill.®

President Trump said that he wanted to get five seats, so the Texas House and Senate
Republicans introduced a Congressional district maps to get five seats.

A. Plan C2308

On July 30, 2025, Representative Hunter, the Chair of the 2021 House redistricting committee,
introduced Plan C2308 as HB 4. H.B. 4, 89th Leg., 1st Spec. Sess. (Tex. 2025). The bill was first

presented in the House Redistricting Committee meeting on August 1, 2025.5 Members of the

4 Id. at 27:21-28:4.

5 Ex. AR, (Texas House Redistricting Committee Hr’g at 51:10-52:00 (Aug. 1, 2025),
https://house.texas.gov/videos/22418.

6 Jd. at 58:38-59:10.

7 Ex. AS, House Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes at 2 (Aug. 1, 2025).

12
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public were also permitted to submit testimony in writing at the hearing to the clerk to be shared
with all members of the Committee.®® During the August 1, 2025, meeting, over 110 members of
the public, interested persons, and representatives registered with intent to testify before the
Committee.%® During this meeting, Democrat members took issue that the map was “rigged”
based upon on the partisan effects of the map.” Representative Joe Rosenthal objected to partisan
redistricting as “a power grab by the Trump Administration.””!

Representative David Spiller asked, “is it fair to say that the map in HB 4 is based on political
performance or partisan performance?”’? Representative Todd Hunter replied, “The answer is
yes, and I want everybody to know that, being transparent, that is correct: it is based on Rucho, the
United States Supreme Court case.””® Hunter continued, “we have five new districts, these five
new districts based on political performance.”

In an exchange between Representative Christian Manuel and Representative Todd
Hunter, Representative Manuel stated: “I know some people say there are no coincidences,” and
subsequently asked whether changes to “Congressional districts 9, 18, 30, and 35 that resulted in
“each [having] between 50 and 52 percent for Hispanic and black voting age [population]” was “a
coincidence?””® Representative Hunter explained that these changes were the correlative effect of

the map’s considerations:

Nothing is a coincidence . . . . part of the reason it was increased was to follow the
compactness-contiguous [goal] and some of the districts were historic and so there
has been a growth and you bring them back to the configuration: they are going to
[] increase. Most of the ones that you have referenced were . . . on compact[ness]
and the configuration.’®

Representative Manuel followed this exchange by affirming that he did not think any

8 1d.

% Ex. AT, House Committee on Congressional Redistricting Witness List (Aug. 1, 2025).
"0 Ex. AR, at 8:10-8:20, 9:05-9:12.

' Id. at 10:05.

72 [d. at 1:07:50.

3 Id. at 1:08:00.

" Id. at 1:11:40.

> Id. at 1:45:30-1:46:55.

76 Id. at 1:47:00-1:47:28.
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member of the House had racial intent when enacting the map.”” He then, in opposition to the bill,
stated that the entire situation seemed political. He likened the map to pure political retaliation
and surmised that “Congressman Al Green and, we know, President Trump have not been on any
terms near where they are best friends...is this political retribution against Congressional
members, particularly those who have been outspoken, whether intentional or not, who Aappen to
be African American . . . because they won’t follow along with what the current administration is
currently doing.””®

In response to a question by Representative Gervin-Hawkins regarding the amount of seats
that the Republicans sought to flip, Representative Hunter said: “It sure did help get to five; you
are going to keep talking about it, if we keep talking about it maybe we will go to six.””
Representative Gervin Hawkins then replied: “Maybe we will go to seven or eight, or go to nine or
ten.” 8% Representative Hickland emphasized during this hearing that reliance on racial data would
have been useless in crafting a partisan performance map,®! and Representative Hunter agreed.®?

On August 2nd, the House Committee on Congressional redistricting met to discuss the
recommendation of the committee regarding HB 4. Democratic Representative Christian Manuel
stated that he understood why HB4 was promulgated, “I understand, again, that politics wins the
day; and I understand that everybody wants to do what they can for their political survival.”# HB
4 was reported favorably out of committee, 12-6 with all Republicans in attendance voting in favor
and all Democrats in attendance voting against.®*

VI. Texas Democrats Break Quorum to Prevent Passage of the Partisan Maps

Desperate to prevent Republicans from giving Trump the five Congressional seats that he

desired, more than 50 Democratic Texas legislators, fled the state to deprive the Texas House of

7 Id. at 1:49:40.

78 Id. at 2:03:50 (emphasis added).

™ Id. at 1:59:27.

80 Id. at 1:59:35.

81 Id. at 13:41:30.

82 Id. at 13:41:51.

8 Ex. AU, House Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting, Aug. 2, 2025, Tr. at 9:3-5.
8 Ex. AV, House Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes at 2 (Aug. 2, 2025).

14



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB  Document 1197-1  Filed 09/23/25 Page 21 of 47

Representatives of the quorum needed to take legislative action.®® Rather than merely expressing
their views and votes, these members decided to obstruct Texas’ political process and disable the
Texas House of Representatives. In response, the House issued of civil warrants to arrest the
members who had deliberately and without excuse broken quorum.® The civil arrest warrant was
duly and lawfully issued pursuant to the Quorum Resolution.

During their Quorum Break, the Texas Democrats met with Federal Democrat Leadership
to coordinate their response to the bill. While the Democrats met with friendly states, out-of-state
Democrats, such as Nancy Pelosi and Barrack Obama, attacked HB4 not as a racial gerrymander,
but as a partisan gerrymander.®’

A. Legislative Proceedings while House is Disabled due to Democrat Quorum
Break

While the House was unable to reach quorum due to Democrat efforts, the Senate
introduced Plan C2308 as Senate Bill 4 on August 4th.® On August 4th, SB4 was referred to the
Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting.?” The Senate Committee on Congressional
Redistricting held two hearings after the bill was filed, in addition to the five hearings the
committee held prior to the filing of the bill.*

The first of these hearings was on August 6th, 2025.”' At this hearing, Senator King

“requested, the Democrat caucus to submit the names of any -- anyone that they wanted to bring

8 Ex. AW, 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/

8 Ex. AX, H. J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. at 23-50 (Aug. 4, 2025).

8 Ex. AY, Governor Newsom and California leaders host Texas officials amid their fight to protect democracy (Aug
8, 2025), https://www.gov.ca.gov/2025/08/08/governor-newsom-and-california-leaders-host-texas-
officials-amid-their- fight-to-protect-democracy/; Ex. AZ, Arlette Saenz, Obama praises Texas Democrats
and calls state redistricting effort ‘a systematic assault on democracy, CNN (Aug. 14, 2025, 12:56 AM),
https://www.cnn.com/2025/08/15/politics/obama-texas-democrats- redistricting-systematic-assault.

88 Ex. BA, S.]J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. at 35 (Aug. 4, 2025).

9 1d.

% Ex. BB, Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Aug. 6, 2025); Ex. BC, Senate
Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Aug. 7, 2025).

' Ex. BB.
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in as invited testimony” and invited all of those submitted.’> Senator King emphasized that the
purpose of having an additional hearing for those invited members to discuss the filed maps.*?
Senator King explained that bifurcating the invited testimony and public testimony was done as a
courtesy to the public as the House had intermixed both and it had meant the hearing went on for
a far longer time than expected.®*

The Senate Redistricting Committee received no response back from either the NAACP
and La Unién Del Pueblo Entero.”> They were told by Asian Americans Advancing Justice, Every
Texan, LULAC, Texas NAACP, Brennan Center for Justice, University of Michigan Law School,
and MALDEF that they were “unable or did not wish to attend” to provide testimony.?® Each of
these groups had been invited witnesses, had testified before the quorum break, but now decided
that they would withhold their testimony now that there was a map on which to provide testimony.
All twelve Democratic Congressional members were also invited to personally testify, only Veasey
filed written testimony in response, all other members decided to withhold their testimony now
that the bill was filed.””

On August 7th, the Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting met for the final time
of the first called session to discuss SB 4.°® Senator King laid out SB 4 and affirmed that Plan C2308
was not drawn using any racial data.?” Senator Adam Hinojosa stated that he believed racial data
was not considered.'®® Importantly, Senator Miles made it clear that the Democrats understood
that the DOJ letter was mere political cover to gain five seats.!%! SB4 was reported favorably out of

committee without amendments on a 6-1 vote.'%?

2 Ex. BD, Texas Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting Aug. 6, 2025, Tr. at 5:8-10.
% Id. at 5:1-6:9.

% Id. at 6:10-7:14

% Id. at 7:15-19.

% Id. at 7:20-8:3.

7 Id. at 8:15-9:23.

% Ex. BC; Ex. BE, Senate Redistricting Committee, Notice of Public Hearing (Aug. 7, 2025).

% Ex. BF, Texas Senate Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting Aug. 7, 2025, Tr. at 17:17-23.
100 74, at 43:1-5.

101 I, at 25:11-26:4.

102 Ex. BC.
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On the Senate Floor on August 12, Senator King moved to suspend the regular order of
business to take up consideration of SB 4 at this time on its second reading.'®® He recounted that
the redistricting committee heard the testimony of 205 witnesses, testimony included sitting
members of Congress.'** For the members that the redistricting committee invited at the behest of
the Democratic caucus, with the exception of Gary Bledsoe who testified the following day, none
of the invitees attended the August 6th hearing.'% Over the course of the Senate Committee’s
hearings, the committee heard testimony from 242 witnesses directly.'%

The Senate voted to pass SB4 on August 12, on a straight party line 19-2 vote with 9 of the
Senate’s 11 Democrats walking out in protest.?’

The first special session was adjourned sine die on August 15, 2025, with no new map
enacted.'®® Later that day Governor Abbott called, and the legislature gaveled in, a second special
session and requested the legislature to consider “Legislation that provides a Congressional
redistricting plan.” !9 At this time, the Democrats still had not returned, as such, the House still
lacked a quorum and was immediately adjourned.™?

VII. Democrats Return to Texas and Now Allege a Racial Gerrymander
A. Plan C2331

During the second special session, Plan C2308 was re-introduced in the Senate redistricting
committee hearing on August 17th, 2025, as Senate Bill 4.!"! Representative Hunter then
introduced a slightly modified version of that Plan—Plan C2331—as House Bill 4.2 Plan C2331

was identical to Plan C2308, except that slight changes were made to the border between CD 23

183 Ex. BG, S.]J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. at 52 (Aug. 12, 2025).

104 Ex. BH, Texas Senate Chambers Aug. 12, 2025, Tr. at 5:16-25.

19 [d. at 5:16-6:16.

106 I4. at 6:23.

07 Ex. BG at 53.

108 Ex. BI, H. J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 1st C.S. at 75 (Aug. 15, 2025).

109 Ex. BJ, H. J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 2nd C.S. at 1-2 (Aug. 15, 2025).

10 74 1-2, 4.

1 Ex. BK, Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Aug. 17th, 2025).
12 Ex. BL, H.J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 2nd C.S. at 39 (Aug. 18, 2025).
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and CD 16 to unite Fort Bliss with the rest of El Paso in CD 16.* Representative Hunter explained
that all changes to the Congressional districts are “To make it more Republican. . . . partisanship,
political performance. That’s what I said at the very top. Absolutely they’ve been enhanced, and
it makes it stronger, and it allows a Republican performance, partisan under the U.S. Supreme
Court.” 14

B. Plan C2333

The House reestablished quorum on August 18, 2025, at which point HB 4 was referred to
the House Select Committee on Redistricting.!'> At a committee meeting later that day, Plan C2331
was substituted with a new plan, Plan C2333.11¢ Plan C2333 was reported favorably out of
committee as the new House Bill 4.1

Plan C2333—now identified as HB 4—is identical to Plan C2331 except in Harris County.
Minor changes were made to CD 6, CD 9, CD 17, and CD 18 to shore up Republican gains in the
region.'® On August 20, after eight hours of debate, the House voted along party lines to pass Plan
C2333as HB 4.79

C. Floor Debate

The Senate Redistricting Committee took up HB 4 the following morning, August 21, and
voted to send it to the Senate Floor.?° On August 22nd, the full Senate debated HB 4 for hours
into the night.'?! Senator King stated repeatedly that no racial data was used in the creation of the
map and that the map was created purely for partisan advantage.'??

The Democrats adopted a new strategy of attacking the maps on racial grounds rather than

partisan grounds: Democratic Senators alleged that the map was illegal as a racial gerrymander

13 Compare Ex. BM, PlanC2331 Map with Ex. BN, PlanC2308 Map.

14 Ex. BO, Texas House Special Committee on Congressional Redistricting Aug. 18, 2025, Tr. at 14:5-13.
us Ex. BL 34, 39.

116 Ex. BP, House Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Aug. 18th, 2025).

117 Id.

18 Compare Ex. BQ, PlanC2333 Map with Ex.BM. See also Ex. BO at 3:22-6:17.

19 Ex. BR, H. J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 2nd C.S. at 65 (Aug. 20, 2025).

120 Ex. BS, Senate Committee on Congressional Redistricting Minutes (Aug. 21, 2025).

21Ex. BT, S.]J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 2nd C.S. at 59-60 (Aug. 22, 2025).

122 Ex. BU, Texas Senate Chambers (Part I) Aug. 22, 2025, Tr.at 7:24-8:6.
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based upon two conflicting theories. Senator Alvarado contended the map was discriminatory
because she believed that the map drawers did look at racial data.'® Senator Johnson contended
that the map may be discriminatory because the map drawers did not look at racial data.'?* The full
Senate passed HB 4 after midnight on August 23.1%° Governor Abbott signed the bill into law and
Democrats across the nation responded.!?6

After the passage of the map, the response of Democrats has been not to swear off mid-
decade partisan redistricting, but to condemn Texas for it while resolving to engage in further
partisan gerrymandering in their own states. Politicians and commentators from inside and outside
of Texas identified the issue as “Republican gerrymandering” and indicated their intent to redraw
their own maps for retaliatory political gains. Ryan Chandler, Correspondent for NBC News stated
clearly, “This is not about ‘constitutional concerns’ like Gov. Abbott cited in the special session
call. This is, nakedly and unapologetically, about power.”'?” Texas House Representative John
Bucy III said the passage of HB 4 was all about “power.”'?® Eric Holder, the Chairman of the
National Democratic Redistricting Committee, said that Democrats need to “protect our
democracy” by engaging in partisan gerrymandering themselves.'*

Legal Standard

Preliminary injunctions issue to “preserve the relative positions of the parties until a trial
on the merits|.]” Benisek v. Lamone, 585 U.S. 155,161 (2018) (quoting Univ. of Texas v. Camenisch,
451 U.S. 390, 395 (1981)). Before the Court may issue a preliminary injunction, the plaintiff must

establish four factors: “(1) a substantial likelihood of success on the merits, (2) a substantial threat

123 Id. at 12:3-13:13.

124 Id. at 66:5-68:11.

125 Ex. BT at 59-61.

126 Ex. BV, H. J. of Tex. 89th Lege., 2nd C.S. at 316 (Sep. 2, 2025).

27Ex. BW, Ryan Chandler, @RyanChandlerTV, X (Aug. 2, 2025, 10:01 AM), https://x.com/RyanChandle
r'T'V/status/1951659747368718621.

128 Ex. BX, John Bucy III, @BucyForTexas, X, (Aug 21, 2025, 9:58 AM), https://x.com/BucyForTexas/stat
us/1958544198669578367/.

129 Ex. BY, Western Lensman, @WesternLensman, X, (Aug. 10, 2025, 8:53 AM) https://x.com/WesternLe
nsman/status/1954541716087656907.
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of irreparable harm if the injunction is not issued, (3) that the threatened injury if the injunction is
denied outweighs any harm that will result if the injunction is granted, and (4) that the grant of an
injunction will not disserve the public interest.” Planned Parenthood of Greater Tex. Family Planning
& Preventative Health Services, Inc. v. Kauffman, 981 F.3d 347, 353 (5th Cir. 2020) (en banc). Courts
“should pay particular regard for the public consequences in employing the extraordinary remedy
of injunction.” Winter v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc., 555 U.S. 7, 24 (2008) (quoting Weinberger v.
Romero-Barcelo, 456 U.S. 305, 312 (1982)). “[W]here an injunction is asked which will adversely
affect a public interest for whose impairment, even temporarily, an injunction bond cannot
compensate, the court may in the public interest withhold relief until a final determination of the
rights of the parties, though the postponement may be burdensome to the plaintiff. ” Weinberger ».
Romero-Barcelo, 456 U.S. 305, 312-13 (1982) (quoting Yakus v. United States, 321 U.S. 414, 440
(1944)).

The Fifth Circuit has “cautioned repeatedly that a preliminary injunction is an
extraordinary remedy which should not be granted unless the party seeking it has ‘clearly carried
the burden of persuasion’ on all four requirements.” Defense Distributed v. U.S.Dep’t of State, 838
F.3d 451, 457 (5th Cir. 2016) (quoting PCI Transp., Inc. v. Fort Worth & W. R. Co., 418 F.3d 535,
545 (5th Cir. 2005)) see also Winter, 555 U.S. at 24 (“A preliminary injunction is an extraordinary
remedy never awarded as of right.”). As a result, “[t]he decision to grant a preliminary injunction
is to be treated as the exception rather than the rule.” House the Homeless, Inc. v. Widnall, 94 F.3d
176, 180 (5th Cir. 1996) (quoting Miss. Power & Light Co. v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., 760 F.2d 618,
621 (5th Cir. 1985)).

ARGUMENT

Consolidated Plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary injunction centers on claims of intentional
vote dilution and racial gerrymandering. ECF No. 1150 at 24-44. These claims are not viable. The
Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments protect individuals from “racial classifications,” Shaw .
Reno, 509 U.S. 630, 651 (1993) (Skaw 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

20



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB  Document 1197-1  Filed 09/23/25 Page 27 of 47

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.

Because there is no racial classification on the face of the statute,
“‘assessing . . . motivation” behind HB 4 becomes a significantly more complex issue. Cromartie
1,526 U.S. at 547. The Court’s analysis should begin with “with a presumption that the legislature
acted in good faith”, Alexander v. S.C. State Conference of the NAACP, 602 U.S. 1, 6 (2024), and
the Court “must be sensitive to the complex interplay of forces that enter a legislature’s
redistricting calculus.” Abbott . Perez, 585 U.S. 579, 603 (2018) (citation omitted). To prove their
vote dilution claims, Consolidated Plaintiffs must show racial intent behind the map, 7.e., that race
was “a ‘but for’ motivation for the enactment.” Hunter v. Underwood, 471 U.S. 222, 232 (1985);
see Shaw 1,509 U.S. at 641. In contrast, Consolidated Plaintiffs must demonstrate that race was the
“predominant motive for the design of the district as a whole” to prevail on their racial
gerrymandering claim. Bethune-Hill v. Va. State Bd. of Elections, 580 U.S. 178, 188 (2017).

I.  Consolidated Plaintiffs are unlikely to succeed on the merits of their racial vote dilution
claims.

Consolidated Plaintiffs’ vote dilution claim requires proof that H.B. 4, a “facially neutral
law,” was motivated by a racial purpose or object,” Cromartie I, 526 U.S. at 546, and achieved a
discriminatory “effect,” Shaw I, 509 U.S. at 638. It is not enough for Consolidated Plaintiffs to
assert “a racially disproportionate impact.” Vill. of Arlington Heights v. Metro. Hous. Dey. Corp.,
429 U.S. 252, 265 (1977); City of Mobile, Ala. v. Bolden, 446 U.S. 55, 65 (1980).

Consolidated Plaintiffs are wrong to suggest that a supposed a disparate racial or ethnic
impact does most of their work. See ECF 1150 at 23. This assertion ignores “the complex interplay
of forces that enter a legislature’s redistricting calculus.” Abbott, 585 U.S. at 603 (citation
omitted); see also Miller v. Johnson, 515 U.S. 900, 915 (1995); Cromartie I, 526 U.S. at 547. The
Supreme Court recently explained that, “[w]hen partisanship and race correlate, it naturally

follows that a map that has been gerrymandered to achieve a partisan end can look very similar to
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a racially gerrymandered map.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 9. 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.” 3 Id. (citation omitted).
By insisting that disparate partisan impact creates a presumption of racial discrimination, ECF
No. 1150 at 23, Consolidated Plaintiffs create exactly the scenario of which the Supreme Court
recently warned: 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.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 11, 21 (citation omitted). Consolidated
Plaintiffs cite cases pre-dating Alexander, many of which do not concern the sensitive factors at
play in redistricting. ECF No. 1150 at 23. They begin their analysis well off the mark, Abborz, 585
U.S. at 603; Alexander, 602 U.S. at 11, 21, and only stray further in carrying it along.

A. The direct evidence shows partisan motivations for the enacted map.

Consolidated Plaintiffs hyperbolically claim to find direct evidence of intent “to dilute
[minority]| voting strength on account of race.” ECF No. 1150 at 30. Nothing could be further from
the truth. Nowhere did anyone—state actor or otherwise—announce an intent “to dismantle
districts on account of their racial composition.” 4. at 27.

i.  There is no evidence of race-based line drawing.

To begin, Consolidated Plaintiffs, like Gonzales Plaintiffs, fail to identify the type of direct
evidence that precedent has recognized as such: admissions by map-makers that they sought to hit
a racial target. Cooper v. Harris, 581 U.S. 285. 299-300 (2017); Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 184; Ala.
Legislative Black Caucus, 575 U.S. 254, 259-63(2015). Consolidated Plaintiffs resist any need to
present evidence of this kind as too high a bar, theorizing that legislatures will not announce intent

to use race. ECF No. 1150 at 23. They again miss the factors unique to redistricting cases. Abbott,

30 Insofar as Consolidated Plaintiffs believe they can gerrymander around this rule by styling their claim a
racial “vote dilution” claim rather than a racial “gerrymandering” claim, they cannot be correct. All factors
Alexander identified in fashioning standards apply to the claim Plaintiffs styled a vote dilution claim.
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585 U.S. at 603; Miller, 515 U.S. at 915; Cromartie I, 526 U.S. at 547. “States often admit to
considering race for the purpose of satisfying ... precedent interpreting the Voting Rights Act.”
Alexander, 602 U.S. at 8. No such admission was made here.

Nor do Consolidated Plaintiffs tie their deficient direct-evidence narrative to district
boundaries. They admit the “DOJ letter” referenced just four “specified” districts and that the
Legislature reconfigured far “more” —37, to be precise. ECF No. 1150 at 29. Consolidated
Plaintiffs do not explain how a supposed announced intent about four districts can translate into a
statewide claim. See Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 191 (claims must proceed district by district); Gzl ».
Whitford, 585 U.S. 48, 66 (2018) (same). Nor can the supposed direct evidence of intent be
probative when, plainly, the Legislature was drawing lines well beyond what the DOJ letter
contemplated. In fact, Consolidated Plaintiffs’ own assertion cuts against them: they allege intent
to dismantle minority coalition districts but admit the 2025 plan contains “four” coalition districts.
ECF No. 1150 at 29. If the goal was to dismantle coalition districts, the Legislature must have failed
in carrying it out. If the goal was—as is obvious—to create five more Republican-leaning districts,
the Legislature appears to have succeeded.

From there, Consolidated Plaintiffs provide color commentary about what “the map
purposefully” does. ECF No. 1150 at 30. Because “the map” cannot testify about its purpose at
the upcoming hearing, Consolidated Plaintiffs cannot plausibly call their guesswork direct
evidence. Nor is it evidence at all. United States v. Willis, 639 F.2d 1335, 1338 (5th Cir. 1981) (“[a]ll
we will say about the lawyer's argument is that it was not evidence”). Nor do Consolidated
Plaintiffs even attempt to show that the supposed outcome was the product of a racial goal rather
than a partisan one. See Alexander, 602 U.S. at 9.

ii. The DOJ Letter

Like Gonzales Plaintiffs, Consolidated Plaintiffs focus on proving the “DOJ letter” was
“nonsense.” ECF No. 1150 at 25 (emphasis in original). But their task was to show invidious
“purpose and eftect,” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38-39, not to prove that the DOJ Voting Rights

Section lacks an understanding of voting rights law. The Assistant Attorney General for Civil
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Rights is not a “relevant state actor[],” d.. at 8, and Texas (unlike a federal court) enjoys the
prerogative to redistrict whether or not it does so “to remedy a violation of federal law.” Voinovich
v. Qualter, 507 U.S. 146, 156 (1993). Assuming Texas had no federal violation to remedy —despite
Consolidated Plaintiffs’ continued insistence that the prior map 4id violate federal law—and
assuming the contrary assertion of the DOJ Voting Rights Section was incorrect, that would supply
no basis for federal intervention. 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.”).
Consolidated Plaintiffs’ discussion of Petteway v. Galveston County, 111 F.4th 596, 603 (5th Cir.
2024) (en banc), is therefore entirely academic.

Yet Consolidated Plaintiffs run wild, piling inference on inference with no basis in evidence.
They say DOJ was mistaken in believing “a State can purposefully seek out and destroy multiracial
majority districts that just kappen to exist—and do so expressly on account of their racial makeup.”
ECF No. 1150 p. 25-26. Nothing in the record says this occurred, and DOJ did not request it. The
letter erroneously accused Texas of racial gerrymandering in four districts in the prior map and
demanded that those districts “be rectified.” ECF No. 1141-2.That’s it. Everything Consolidated
Plaintiffs say about “the intentional dismantling of districts on account of their multiracial
majority” is invention. ECF No. 1150 at 26. The only logical reading of the letter is as a demand
for new districts drawn without regard to race. Why would the United States government accuse a
state of racial discrimination and sub silentio insist on more race-based action? See 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.”). If
Consolidated Plaintiffs mean to say that remedying a (supposed) race-based district necessarily
requires more race-based redistricting, they are wrong. Bethune-Hill v. Va. State Bd. of Elections,
368 F. Supp. 3d 872, 879-80 (E.D. Va. 2019) (three-judge court) (finding remedy to racially
gerrymandering district to be race-neutral). They also err in reading the record insofar as the DOJ

was simply a political cover the Trump Administration to persuade Texas—along with other
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states—to redistrict for a distinct partisan advantage. Consolidated Plaintiffs’ objection to that is
non-justiciable. Rucho v. Common Cause, 588 U.S. 684 (2019).

iii.  Governor Abbott’s Proclamation and Subsequent Statements

Nor do the Governor’s statements about redistricting serve as direct evidence of race-based
line drawing. Consolidated Plaintiffs cite the Governor’s Proclamation that called for “[1]egislation
that provides a revised congressional redistricting plan in light of constitutional concerns raised by
the U.S. Department of Justice” as direct evidence of racial motive on behalf of the Legislature.
ECF No. 1150 at 29. But the Governor did not call for, as Consolidated Plaintiffs suggest, the
dismantling of districts due to their racial composition. /d. Instead, the Governor asked the
Legislature to review the congressional map and draw a new one. His public statements reinforce
this sentiment. For example, in his August 7, 2025 interview with Joe Pags, Governor Abbott
reinforced his partisan motive by stating that his goal is to “take the people who were in [] coalition
districts, and make sure they’re gonna be in districts that really represent the voting preference of
those people who live here in Texas.” 3!

Inattentive to what the record truly shows, Consolidated Plaintiffs double down on the
Governor’s statements and proclaim “[t]he Court can stop its analysis there,” given his supposed
centrality in the redistricting process. ECF No. 1150 at 27. Of course, if the Court were to stop
there, Consolidated Plaintiffs would lose, since the Governor provided no direct evidence of racial
intent. Moreover, precedent does not treat the intent of one actor as dispositive on the question of
legislative intent. See Brnovich v. Democratic Nat'l Comm., 594 U.S. 647, 689-90 (2021) (The cat’s
paw’ theory has no application to legislative bodies.”). And Consolidated Plaintiffs’ own
arguments cut against them. The Texas Senate is also “of singular importance to the enactment of
legislation,” ECF No. 1150 at 27, since no plan could pass without its affirmative vote. But
Consolidated Plaintiffs do not even allege that the Senate acted with a racial motive. See ECF

No. 1150 at 21. Because an independent organ of State government plainly—and undisputedly—

B Ex. CA, Governor Abbott Talks Democrat Desperation On The Joe Pags Show, YouTube (Aug. 7, 2025),
https://www.youtube.com/watch?app=desktop&v=kubKVtdGgBA.

25



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB Document 1197-1  Filed 09/23/25 Page 32 of 47

acted without racial motive, there can be no claim of racial discriminatory state action. See Hartman
. Moore, 547 U.S. 250, 260 (2006).
iv.  Statements by Legislators

Consolidated Plaintiffs cite several statements made by members of the Texas Legislature
that they contend serve as direct evidence of racial motive. Not so. Consolidated Plaintiffs have
divorced portions of statements from their relevant context. For example, Consolidated Plaintiffs
contend that:

Democratic Rep. Christian Manuel noted to Chair Hunter that CDs 9 and 35 were

changed to be just above 50% Hispanic CVAP and CDs 18 and 30 were changed to

be just above 50% Black CVAP and asked Chair Hunter: “Is that a coincidence?”
Id. at 1:45:32. Chair Hunter responded: “Nothing’s a coincidence.”

ECF No. 1150 at 18 (citations omitted). This is misleading, and egregiously so considering
Consolidated Plaintiffs’ own vehement objections concerning the rule of optional completeness.

Chair Hunter’s full response was:
Nothing is a coincidence . . . . part of the reason it was increased was to follow the
compactness-contiguous [goal] and some of the districts were historic and so there
has been a growth and you bring them back to the configuration: they are going to

[] increase. Most of the ones that you have referenced were . . . on compact[ness]
and the configuration.'3

Representative Hunter’s full quote shows that the changes about which Representative Manuel
inquired were not “coincidence,” but rather the byproduct of neutral goals like improved
compactness and population equality. That does not reflect racial intent but a goal of configuring
districts according to neutral criteria. To his credit, Representative Manuel took Representative
Hunter at his word and disavowed any accusation that members acted with a racial motive, saying:
“I do not want anyone to think that I am trying to say that anyone has any racial bias[.]”!** Taken
in proper context, this evidence refutes Consolidated Plaintiffs’ allegations of racial motive.**

Consolidated Plaintiffs also criticize what amount to simple factual statements about the

racial makeup of certain districts. ECF No. 1150 at 16-20, 30-31. It is gross mischaracterization to

132 Ex. AR at 1:47:00-1:47:28.

133 Id. at 1:49:40.

B34 Trial Tr. 6/7/2025 4:29:09-4:32:20, 4:32:33-4:32:56, 4:48:05-4:49:49, 4:49:49-4:50:22, 4:50:22-4:50:31,
4:50:55-4:51:36.
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cite references to racial outcomes affer the map was drawn as direct evidence of racial motive. For
Legislators to know what the racial makeup of a given district is, especially if they did not draw the
map, is not direct evidence of discriminatory intent. See ECF No. 258 at 18 (citing Pers. Adm’r of
Mass. v. Feeney, 442 U.S. 256, 279 (1979) (“And in that context, discriminatory purpose means
more than awareness of a discriminatory effect”). Legislatures will “almost always be aware of
racial demographics,” and that does not amount to racial intent. Msller, 515 U.S. at 916. In
Alexander, the Supreme Court found that the “District Court placed 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. And a map drawer is perfectly within his rights to review racial
data after the drawing of the map for a lawful purpose, “namely, to check that the maps he
produced complied with our Voting Rights Act precedent.” /4. And the Legislators to whom
Consolidated Plaintiffs would impute a discriminatory motive have done the same here.
Consolidated Plaintiffs therefore lack any coherent or persuasive direct evidence of racial intent by
the Legislature.

B. Assertion of Circumstantial Evidence.

Failing to provide direct evidence that any district in the 2025 plan was drawn with racial
intent, Consolidated Plaintiffs turn to “the Arlington Heights factors” to shoulder their burden.
ECF No. 1150 at 32. They ignore, however, that the Supreme Court has fashioned standards for
addressing circumstantial evidence in redistricting cases that place no meaningful reliance on the
factors mentioned in Arlington Heights. Abbott, 585 U.S. at 609-10; Alexander, 602 U.S. at 7-39.

The Supreme Court has explained that 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. “ 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. As noted
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already, 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.” /4. 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.” 4. at 10. Like Gonzales Plaintiffs, Consolidated Plaintiffs do
not attempt to shoulder this burden and have no likelihood of success.

All that aside, Consolidated Plaintiffs fail to make out a persuasive case under the Arlington
Heights factors. 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. 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”). the Arlington Heights factors are probative only insofar as
they can fairly point to “a discriminatory goal.” Rollerson, 6 F.4th at 640; ¢f. 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”). They must
not be applied “mechanically.” ECF No. 258 at 43. Consolidated Plaintiffs’ analysis under this
rubric is, at most, mechanical.

i.  Discriminatory Effect

As State Defendants explained in the opposition to the Gonzales Plaintiffs’ motion, a
showing of discriminatory effect is a necessary element of an intentional discrimination claim and
may double as partial—but incomplete—evidence of invidious intent. Arlington Heights, 429 U.S.
266-68; Alexander, 602 U.S. at 39. Consolidated Plaintiffs’ showing serves neither purpose because

it is insubstantial. In a single sentence they declare that “three performing majority minority
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districts are eliminated.” ECF No. 1150 at 34. One initial problem with this assertion is that, as
Consolidated Plaintiffs elsewhere acknowledge, their case concerns “coalition seats,” ECF
1150 p. 4, not majority-minority districts, see Petteway, 111 F.4th at 603. The enacted plan sncreased
the number of majority-minority districts as the law defines that term. Bartlett v. Strickland, 556
U.S. 1, 14 (2009) (plurality opinion). Consolidated Plaintiffs do not explain how a minority group
can suffer vote dilution through districts in which its members can “elect [their preferred]
candidate based on their own votes and without assistance from others.” 3 /4.

Regardless, Consolidated Plaintiffs make “no effort to disentangle race from politics.”
Alexander, 602 U.S. at 24. 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). Consolidated Plaintiffs’ contention that minority coalition districts “are replaced by
districts in which Anglo-preferred candidates prevail,” ECF No. 1150 at 32, is code for the
contention that districts in which Democratic candidates once prevailed are now districts in which
Republican candidates are projected (but not certain) to prevail. This is a transparent attempt “to
sidestep [the Supreme Court’s] holding in Rucho that partisan-gerrymandering claims are not
justiciable in federal court.” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 21. Consolidated Plaintiffs equate minority
success with Democratic success—even though substantial numbers of Hispanic voters do noz
prefer Democratic candidates—and call their burden met.

Consolidated Plaintiffs do not measure minority opportunity apart from politics (such as

an analysis of primary data) or otherwise show racial as opposed to partisan dilution. Consolidated

135 It bears noting that minority groups believing race to have been used in the drawing of their districts, but
who may elect their candidates of choice nonetheless, have generally brought racial gerrymandering claims,
which do not entail an element of dilution, rather than vote dilution claims. See, e.g., Cooper, 581 U.S. at
303-04; Bethune-Hill, 580 U.S. at 184; Alabama, 575 U.S. at 259-60. It is a mystery why Plaintiffs here have
emphasized their vote dilution claims. They may have been mislead by dicta in a decision of this Court
suggesting vote-dilution claims are easier than racial gerrymandering to prove. League of United Latin Am.
Citizens v. Abbott, 604 F. Supp. 3d 463, 509 (W.D. Tex. 2022). With respect, this is manifestly mistaken.
Alexander, 602 U.S. at 38-39 (indicating respects in which the vote-dilution burden is more demanding).
Plaintiffs would not have, for decades, brough racial gerrymandering claims rather than vote dilution claims
if the latter were easier to prove.
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Plaintiffs’ expert, Dr. Barreto, again omitted primary data from his racial bloc voting analysis. ECF
No. 1150-17 (“Barreto Rep.”) at qq 25, 27 & App’x B. When this Court previously evaluated
Dr. Barreto in 2022, the Court found that he “showed signs of partiality to his side’s position” and
largely discredited his racially polarized voting analysis because Dr. Barreto refused to consider
primary elections. LULAC v. Abbott, 601 F. Supp. 3d 147, 165 (W.D. Tex. 2022). Despite that
finding, in his new August 24, 2025, report, Dr. Barreto persists in relying solely on general
elections. This is a troubling omission given that Dr. Barreto was discredited as an expert in Plerce
for having “profound discrepancies” between his two reports in that case, and that his belated
explanation for those discrepancies “undercuts all of [his] conclusions by demonstrating that fuller
data sets could change his estimated outcomes.” Pierce . N.C. State Bd. of Elections, 713 F. Supp.
3d 195, 229 (E.D.N.C.), aff’d but criticized, 97 F.4th 194 (4th Cir. 2024). Likewise,
Dr. Collingwood provides an RPV analysis of Anglo and Hispanic voters in CD 9 and CD 35 in the
2025 enacted plan. Collingwood Sept. 5, 2025, Rep. at 1. But he conducted this analysis not only
just using general elections, despite this Court’s prior finding that general elections are not
sufficient, see LULAC, 601 F. Supp. 3d at 165, but also only using “six statewide contests featuring
Spanish surname or Hispanic candidates over the last three general election cycles (2024, 2022,
and 2020).” Collingwood Rep. at 1. But this cherrypicked selection of districts is not sufficient to
carry the day; while “interracial elections” between Anglo and Hispanic candidates are
undoubtedly relevant, see Missouri State Conf. of NAACP v. Ferguson-Florissant School Dist., 201 F.
Supp. 3d 1006, 1040 (E.D. Mo. 2016), they are not the only probative elections, especially given
that all the elections Dr. Collingwood studied are exogenous elections (meaning, not for the offices

challenged) and none were endogenous. See 7d.13

136 Notably, Dr. Collingwood’s report also finds there is significant turnout variation between Anglo and
Hispanic voters, with Anglo voters turning out at higher rates than Hispanic voters. Collingwood Rep. at
18-20. While turnout can matter in a district-specific functional analysis in a Section 2 claim, this
preliminary-injunction motion is proceeding on intent-based claims. If Hispanic voters make up a majority
of the CVAP in a district, they should be able to influence if not control the outcome of the election—
provided they turn out and vote cohesively.
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ii. Historical Context

Consolidated Plaintiffs’ argument that historical context supports an inference of
discriminatory intent cherry-picks one historical event while entirely glossing Texas’s recent
efforts to expand access to the political system to all Texans’ regardless of their race. The Supreme
Court has held that “unless historical evidence is reasonably contemporaneous with the
challenged decision, it has little probative value[.]” McCleskey v. Kemp, 481 U.S. 279, 298 n.20
(1987). Courts should not unduly rely on “noncontemporary evidence of discrimination in the
voting rights context.” Veasey v. Abbott, 830 F.3d 216, 232 (5th Cir. 2016).

Consolidated Plaintiffs chiefly identify as evidence of historical discrimination the 2012
three-judge panel’s finding in Perez v. Abbott, 253 F. Supp. 3d 864 (W.D. Tex. 2017), where the
three-judge panel found that the Legislature had discriminated against minority citizens in enacting
Senate District 10. And while this Court has agreed that such a finding is relevant to the historical
context factor, ECF No. 258 at 34, Consolidated Plaintiffs’ assertions take a myopic view of
Texas’s approach towards access to the political process.

Contrary to Consolidated Plaintiffs’ assertions, Texas has made significant strides in
expanding access to the franchise to all Texans. The State Defendants’ trial testimony is replete
with this evidence. To begin, Texas was a pioneer in no-excuse early voting. All registered voters
have the ability to vote prior to election day, expanding access to the ballot box to those who, among
other things, may have an immovable conflict on election day. [Ex. 48] Tr. 6/6/25 PM 136:16-
137:10. To that end, “[e]arly voting helps all Texas voters.” [Ex. 48] Tr. 6/6/25 PM 138:24. The
available evidence supports the contention that early voting helps all voters—most Texas voters
utilize early voting as opposed to voting on election day. [Ex. 48] Tr. 6/6/25 PM 138:6-8.

Moreover, because Texas is a heavily bilingual state, Tr. 6/6/25 PM 144:20-23, it has made
taken a number of steps to ensure that its Spanish-speaking citizens, among others, can participate
in the political process. To that end, Texas law requires that all ballots be printed in both English

and Spanish. /4. Voters can also use translators of their choice' to help them vote if they do not

57 Translators cannot be the induvial voter’s employer or labor union representative.
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readily speak a language in which the ballot is printed, or even if they prefer to sue a translator.
Tr. 6/6/25 PM 144:24-145:7.

These are but two examples of the efforts Texas has made to improve the political process
for all citizens, including minorities. To ignore these and focus on one negative instance of state
action over a decade ago, as Consolidated Plaintiffs have done, continues their insistent blindness
to the very progress for which the purport to advocate.

iii. = The Remaining Arlington Heights Factors

The final three Arlington Heights factors—the sequence of events leading up to the
challenged decision, departure from normal procedure, and legislative history, can be “difficult to
disentangle.” ECF No. 258 at 35. And while the sequence of events leading up to the passage of
the current Congressional map could theoretically include both departures from normal procedure
and legislative history, this Court chose to focus on the more informal sequence of events leading
up to the map. ECF No. 258 at 35. State Defendants do the same here. The events leading up to
the new Congressional map are not complex. President Trump wanted five more Republican
representatives out of Texas.!*® Texas responded in the form of Governor Abbott’s proclamation,
and the Legislature followed through.’® Further, House Democrats’ behavior during this period
signals their belief about the Legislature’s true intent. Prior to their widely publicized quorum
break, where they fled Texas to speak at press conferences in Democratic-led states that have been
politically gerrymandering their districts for decades, House Democrats accused House

Republicans of a partisan political power grab.!® This is, of course, undeniably accurate. But after

B8 Ex. AA.

B9 Ex. Z; See also Ex. AB at 1; Ex. AC at 1.

140 Ex. AF at 56:21-57:23 (Congressional Representative Garcia: “[W]e are here today playing political
games. . . . ] urge you to reject this partisan gerrymandering of Texas”); 7d. at 76:16-19 (“[T]he short-tern
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. AD at 21:22-25 (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.”); id. at 155:3-16 (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
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meeting with Democrat lawmakers and operatives, Texas House Democrats changed their tune.
They began framing the redistricting effort as an attempt to discriminate against minority voters.#
The Court should not ignore this, as it supports the idea that everybody, Democrats included, knew
the partisan goal of the redistricting legislation and that Democrats only changed their minds when
it became politically expedient to do so.

These events notwithstanding, Consolidated Plaintiffs nonetheless conflate the third and
fourth Arlington Heights factors, presumably in an attempt to tip the scales in their favor. State
Defendants will now address Consolidated Plaintiffs’ arguments related to those factors.

Consolidated Plaintiffs first complain (at 35) that Texas engaged in perfectly permissible
mid-decade redistricting and urge the Court to take an inference of racial intent from this action.
This is nonsense. While not common, redistricting in between the decennial census is entirely
permissible. “With respect to a mid-decade redistricting to change districts drawn earlier in
conformance with a decennial census, the Constitution and Congress state no explicit
prohibition.” LULAC v. Perry, 548 U.S. 399, 415 (2006) (plurality opinion). And the Supreme
Court has previously “assumed that state legislatures are free to replace court-mandated remedial
plans by enacting redistricting plays of their own.” Id. at 416. There is in fact no difference between
Texas replacing a court-mandated map with its own maps. That the Consolidated Plaintiffs infer
some racial motive from this is beyond the pale, especially considering the partisan motivations,
discussed supra, behind the Legislature’s decision to redistrict.

Consolidated Plaintiffs also ask the Court to infer racial intent from the somewhat

truncated process that the Legislature undertook to pass the new map. This too is curious. At the

election, to flip congressional districts.”). Ex.CB, Texas Senate Committee on Congressional
Redistricting, Saturday, July 26, 2025 at 17:12-23 (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.”).

M Ex. BU at 12:22-24 (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. J at 50:18-23 (“ 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.”).
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outset, Plaintiffs’ accusation that the reason the Legislature “rushed the process was to squeeze it
in after this Court held the trial” is baseless conjecture. In fact, there was little deviation from the
normal process at all. Contra Consolidated Plaintiffs assertion that it was a departure from the
normal legislative process to not “release a map until the public hearings were over”, ECF
No. 1150 at 36, Chair Vasut specifically noted on the floor that “it has always been the practice of
the redistricting committee, to my knowledge, to first have hearings before even considering a
map[.]”'*> And based on the testimony already given in this matter, the Legislature allotted more
time for consideration of the maps than did the 87th Legislature when it enacted the 2021 maps
during special session. Moreover, after HB 4 was announced, the Legislature hosted over ten hours
of public testimony on August 1—a point Consolidated Plaintiffs conveniently ignore.'*

Last, the legislative history, which is intertwined with the other remaining Arlington Heights
factors, is inundated with statements from lawmakers regarding the partisan intent behind the
maps. And the story remains clear and consistent. The Legislature drew the maps to maximize
144

Republican advantages in Texas.

II. Consolidated Plaintiffs are unlikely to succeed on their claims of racial gerrymandering.

Consolidated Plaintiffs have also failed to show they are likely to prove a claim of racial

gerrymandering. While that cause of action carries no required proof of vote dilution (or intent to

142 Ex. AJ at 214:10-13.

143 While that testimony pertained to Plan C2308, as opposed to the enacted plan (C2333), which Plaintiffs
admit (at 20) made only minor changes to twelve different districts. And Plaintiffs only gripe with the
changes made in Plan C2333 relate to a small change in CD 9 that was explicitly meant to improve
Republican performance in the district.

144 Ex. AR at 47:30-49:10 (Representative Hunter: “[T]hese districts were drawn primarily using political
performance that criteria from the U.S. Supreme Court, that’s why I’m explaining this to be open to
everybody. Also the law in the Fifth Circuit, on coalition districts. . . . Under the Fifth Circuit, and this is a
recent decision, they changed the law. . .. Coalition districts, were held by the Court, that Section 2 no
longer requires the drawing of Coalition districts.”); 7d. 49:25-49:55 (Representative Hunter: “Now, and I
want to be open to everybody, given that political performance is an acceptable reason for drawing districts,
and clarification from the Fifth Circuit on coalition districts, we have redrawn the Congressional map with
those points.”); see also Ex. BO at 14:1-13 (Representative Manuel: “May I ask what was the reason for the
changes in the congressional districts from what we had previous?” Representative Hunter responded: “To
make it more Republican . ... That’s right, partisanship, political performance. That’s what I said at the
very top. Absolutely they’ve been enhanced, and it makes it stronger, and it allows a Republican
performance, partisan under the U.S. Supreme Court.”).
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dilute votes), it does require proof that race was “the ‘predominant factor motivating the
legislature's decision to place a significant number of voters within or without a particular
district.”” Alexander, 602 U.S. at 7 (quoting Msller 515 U.S. at 916). The standard is “demanding.”
Id.at 17 (citation omitted). “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. 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 .
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.

Consolidated Plaintiffs appear to challenge CD9, CD18, CD30, CD33, CD35, and CD27.
See ECF No. 1150 at 38-41. They contend that CD9, CD18, CD35, and CD35 “were the product
of racial targets.” ECF No. 1150 at 40; see also id. at 38-39. But they have no evidence of that. For
CD9, CD33, and CD35, they rely on zpse dixit. ECF No. 1150 at 39-40. A district’s racial does not
speak for itself, let alone to invidious motive. 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”).
For CD18, Consolidated Plaintiffs cite the statement of Governor Abbot of intent to protect an
incumbent’s seat. ECF No. 1150 at 38. But “incumbent protection” is a race-neutral goal, even if
the incumbent is a minority, Alexander, 602 U.S. at 13; Miller, 515 U.S. at 907, and Consolidated
Plaintiffs err in conflating that with a racial target (which the Governor’s statement does not

reference in any way). For CD18 and CD30, Consolidated Plaintiffs merely reference floor
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statements describing them as new majority-Black districts. ECF No. 1150 at 39. That after-the-
fact description of outcomes does not prove predominant intent to draw lines on the basis of race.
Alexander, 602 U.S. at 22 (“Roberts testified without contradiction that he considered the relevant
racial data only affer he had drawn the Enacted Map”); Miller, 515 U.S. at 916. Simply put, there
is no evidence of a racial target and no direct evidence of racial motive at all. See supra § A.ii-iv.
(explaining Consolidated Plaintiffs’ errors concerning the DOJ letter and gubernatorial and
legislative statements).

That failing lands Consolidated Plaintiffs with “an adverse inference.” Alexander, 602 U.S.
at 34. They have not provided direct evidence that any line was drawn on the basis of race, or that
a racial target was used, or presented an alternative plan showing that Texas could have created
five new Republican-leaning districts with a different racial outcome. /4. at 34-35. This failing
“should be interpreted ... as an implicit concession that the plaintiff cannot draw a map that
undermines the legislature’s defense that the districting lines were ‘based on a permissible, rather
than a prohibited, ground.’” /4. at 35 (citation omitted).

Consolidated Plaintiffs cannot overcome the adverse inference compelled by precedent
with circumstantial evidence. To begin, the possibility of prevailing on circumstantial evidence
alone exists only “in theory,” Id. at 8, which is no basis for the extraordinary remedy of a
preliminary injunction. And the circumstantial evidence here is basically non-existent.
Consolidated Plaintiffs point to the work of Dr. Barreto, who provided two simulation analyses.
See Barreto Supp. Rep. at Figs. S1-S3. But the Supreme Court has expressed heavy skepticism
about this type of analysis, Alexander, 602 U.S. at 24-34 (finding clear error in trial court’s reliance
on such an analysis); Allen, 599 U.S. at 36-37 (stating that even a “trillion trillions” of simulations
would not fairly show what redistricting plans could provide a “reliable way to determine who
wins” the “contest of computers”). Any type of simulation analysis must, at minimum, “replicate
the ‘myriad considerations’ that a legislature must balance as part of its redistricting efforts,” and
a report that fails to do so “cannot sustain a finding that race played a predominant role in the

drawing of” district lines. Alexander, 602 U.S. at 24 (quoting Allen, 599 U.S. at 35). Here,
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Dr. Barreto admits his model could not match the partisan performance of the districts he
analyzed. For one thing, he only looked at one election—the 2024 presidential election—to model
partisan performance. But the record does not reflect that the Legislature considered just the 2024
election. For another, he does not claim that he modeled all the non-racial redistricting criteria
used by the Texas Legislature—like incumbency protection—which dooms simulations analysis.
See Allen, 599 U.S. at 34 (holding reliance on simulated maps to be “misplaced” where the maps
“ignored certain traditional redistricting criteria, such as keeping together communities of interest,
political subdivisions, or municipalities” and/or the state’s “own districting guidelines”).
Moreover, Dr. Barreto’s Supplemental Report reveals significant methodological
problems that doom even his modeling based on the 2024 presidential elections alone. In Harris
County, he admitted that the 2025 Plan created seven districts in the Houston area that were “59%
or higher for Trump,” and his simulations robot could only draw szx such districts because the
robot was attempting to draw districts more compact than some of the districts in the enacted plan.
Id. at 9 n. 2. Accordingly, he had to reprogram his robot to try to draw districts that were 56% or
higher for Trump, to overcome the compactness limitation. /4. at § 9. The fact that Dr. Barreto’s
robot could not draw the enacted plan once was an obvious sign that his model was flawed. But
Dr. Barreto chose to ignore that glaring red flag and simply lowered the Trump vote-share to a low
enough number to get his robot to work. Likewise, Dr. Barreto purports to analyze the 2025 Plan’s
“districts 21, 23, 35” by modeling three districts “won by Trump with at least 55% of the vote” in
the same territory as those districts. /4. at q 12. But President Trump carried CD 21 with 60.2% of
the vote, CD 23 with 56.8% of the vote, and CD 35 with 54.6% of the vote; he did #oz carry all three
districts by merely “55%” of the vote. See Election Analysis - Congressional Districts - Plan C2333
2024 General Election, Texas Legislative Council, at
https://data.capitol.texas.gov/dataset/planc2333. This failure to match the enacted plan’s
political performance—even accepting Dr. Barreto’s assumption that the Legislature considered

only the 2024 presidential election—again renders his simulated maps an apples-to-oranges
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comparison that does not carry Consolidated Plaintiffs’ burden to show race, rather than politics,
explains the lines.

In a qualitative analysis, Dr. Barreto also presents 15 choropleth maps shaded with
percentage of BCVAP and HCVAP for different regions of Texas. He asserts that “these
visualizations help illustrate what the intent behind the map drawers might have been as they
moved lines from the 2021 to 2025 maps.” Barreto Rep. q 41. In particular he claims that “Maps
1-15” provide “evidence that mapdrawers relied on the racial composition of neighborhoods, and
not primarily partisan performance data in crafting the new maps” because “map drawers decided
to split VT Ds more than 440 times and instead draw boundaries on census blocks, for which only
racial data exists.” Id. at q 43. But Dr. Barreto’s report and appendix maps do not show which split
VTDs they allege were divided along racial lines, and because Dr. Barreto’s appendix maps were
color-coded at the “block or block-group level from U.S. Census data,” 7d. at q 41, and not at the
VTD level, the maps do not appear to show which VTDs were split.

In his September 5, 2025, supplemental report (ECF No. 1193-2), Dr. Barreto for the first
time presents choropleth maps shaded by partisanship of select districts in the 2025 Plan (using
only the 2024 presidential election results, rather than an index), and then presents choropleth
maps shaded by HCVAP (and BCVAP for CD 9) in the same geography. /4. at App’x B, Figures
S22 to S30. He declares that “the partisan shading maps herein make clear that across the greater
Houston region, the greater Dallas region, and the Austin-San Antonio to South Texas region,
partisanship does not explain map boundaries.” Id. at q 20. But nowhere does Dr. Barreto explain
how or why that is so, and a visual inspection of the choropleth maps he produces does not in any
way disentangle race from politics. The border of CD 9 and CD 18 in Houston, for example,
appears to follow partisan boundaries, with some light-blue shaded area (understood to mean areas

the Democratic presidential candidate narrowly carried)*® included in CD 9 but all dark blue

145 Dr. Barreto’s August 24, 2025, Report and September 5, 2025, Supplemental Report do not provide a key
that identifies what the different color shades mean in his maps (e.g., what Republican vote-share
corresponds to dark red).
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territory kept on the CD 18 side of the line. See Barreto Supp. Rep. App’x B at Fig. S22. The same
is true for the districts depicted in the “Dallas/Tarrant County region” and “Austin/San
Antonio” regions.'* /4. at Figs. S26 and S27.

ITI.  Consolidated Plaintiffs will not endure irreparable harm as a result of the 2025
Congressional map.

Even if Consolidated Plaintiffs could show a likelihood of success, “a preliminary injunction
does not follow as a matter of course.” Benisek v. Lamone,138 S. Ct. 1942,1943 (2018) (per curiam).
Consolidated 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 /zkely to suffer irreparable
harm.” Winter, 555 U.S. at 20. Because Consolidated Plaintiffs 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.

IV.  The balance of the equities weighs against a preliminary injunction.

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). This merges the balance of equities and public interest. See Nken v. Holder, 556
U.S. 418, 435 (2009). Indeed, courts should be loathe issue injunctions that disrupt the public
interest. See 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, 838 F.3d at 459.

146 Consolidated Plaintiffs tender an expert report from David Ely dated September 5, 2025 (the “Ely
Report”). In that report, like Dr. Barreto, Mr. Ely presents choropleth maps shaded for BCVAP, HCVAP,
and partisan performance (measured using the same six elections Dr. Collingwood considered), and
contends—without meaningful analysis—that these maps somehow demonstrate that racial rather than
partisan explanations drive mapmaking. This exercise suffers from the same flaws as Dr. Barreto’s work.
Worse, it contains overt ipse dixit conclusory opinions—such as that “Congressional Districts 9 and 35”
were created to “reach a target of 50% [HCVAP]” —that are bereft of any meaningful analysis explaining
the basis of such broad opinions. See Gen. Elec. Co. v. Joiner, 522 U.S. 136, 146 (1997) (court not required
“to admit opinion evidence that is connected to existing data only by the ipse dixit of the expert”).
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Here the Court must weigh the disruption that a preliminary injunction will inflict on the
2026 elections, as well as the harm to Texas’s sovereign interest in its laws, against any injury it
will likely inflict on Consolidated Plaintiffs’ voting rights. The Purcell doctrine weighs against
preliminary relief once preparations for the 2026 elections have begun. If the Court does not issue
its judgment by that date, then the equities favor denial of Consolidated Plaintiffs’ motions.
Further, Consolidated Plaintiffs’ long record of inaction in prosecuting their challenges to Texas’s
2021 maps strongly implies that they do not need preliminary relief. These topics are discussed at
length in State Defendants’ Response to the Gonzalez Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary
Injunction, and State Defendants hereby incorporate by reference each of the arguments and
authorities discussed therein.

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

Plan C2333 should be DENIED.
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State Defendants’ Response to Brooks, LULAC, and
MALC Plaintiffs’ Joint Motion for Preliminary Injunction

Exhibit A

Thomas E. Ladd, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election of
November 4, 1980, (Apr. 15, 1981),
https://clerk.house.gov/member info/electionInfo/1980election.pdf.
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STATISTICS
PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL
ELECTION

OF

NOVEMBER 4, 1980

SHOWING THE HIGHEST VOTE FOR PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS,
AND THE VOTE CAST FOR EACH NOMINEE FOR UNITED STATES
SENATOR, REPRESENTATIVE, RESIDENT COMMISSIONER AND
DELEGATES TO THE NINETY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, TOGETHER
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STATISTICS OF THE PRESIDENTIAL AND
CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION OF NOVEMBER 4, 1980

(Number which precedes name of candidate designates congressional district)

ALABAMA
For PreSIDENTIAL ELECTORS

D OIMIOCTALIC  «. oot eeivirer e et etiseaeestresaaes e eneesiases e essesaseasesmseerssanseebeabesneesenreeineren 636,730
RePUDBIICAT ... 654,192
Independent......ccoiiiii e 16,481
Conservative (American Independent).........c.coooinniiininiiiccciceenn 15,010
LDETTATIATIL oivicvi ittt e et i v e v ve s s v bt veb e sasasbeseennsbaene 13,318
BEALESINATIL ...t iiiieeite et etee et e e et e saeeee st eesebt e st e b ae et e e st s et en bt ennnes 1,743
COMIMIUITISE t1eevee ettt et ettt ettt eb e e e et e et e et e e e asasas b s s s ass e s s sbaebeasnes 1,629
Socialist WOPKETS .ot e 1,303
SOCIATISE oottt e e e s be e e e vt e r et aeeerebennrenane 1,006
CHEIZENS .11ttt 517
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Jim Folsom, Jr., DemoCrat....c..ocoocvioivieie et 610,175
Jeremiah Denton, Republican .......ccociiriiiiiiiricininnnneccncenecncnnens 650,362
Michael R.A. Erdey, Conservative .......cocoovcrnniicinnreceinicienne 15,989
William A. Crew, Libertarian .......cocvieivvninv e scve o ssaeeeeas 13,098
Sallie M. Hadnott, National Democratic Party of Alabama.................... 2,973
JIm Partain, StALeSIMAN c..cc.ooiiiiieeeirieee et eae et esee e evess s aeaes s earae e eranas 2,649
Mohammed Oliver, Socialist WOrkers ..o ovvivorieeeervereset e seeeenennes 1,511
For UnNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Jack Edwards, Republican 111,089
Steve Smith, Libertarian 6,130
WWEIEBIN oottt et s e ettt e st e et e ae et eeeeras 2
2. Cecil Wyatt, DemoCrat ..ot es e eaeenene 63,447
Bill Dickinson, Republican ..........cccvivviiiicriie e eresan e 104,796
Adam Hand, LIbertarian ..ot reeneveane oo 4,103
Jerome Couch, StateSman ...ttt 616
3. Bill Nichols, DemoCrat .......c.ooiiie et eeeeeneear e op et e aseeseone 107,654
Write-in .o 1,561
4. Tom Bevill, Democrat 129,365
AJ. Killingsworth, Statesman .........cccccooveveveeveii it 2,721
5. Ronnie FHppo, Democrat ..o 117,626
Betty T. Benson, Libertarian. 7,341
TVTIEE I ottt ettt ev st nas sttt sas e 389
6. W.B. (Pete) CLfford, DemoCrat .....cccovvviiiiiiiiiieeeeeee et ereenaee 87,536
Albert Lee Smith, Jr., Republican ...........cccocoocvviiivnciiieeeieeie 95,019
Richard H. Jacobson, Libertarian. ... sreee e 3,218
Philip Lenud, National Democratic Party of Alabama............ccoevvevennn. 1,743
Charles C. Robey, StateSman .........ccc.ooeveeiiiiiee e ciecessene s sseeevoneae 466
7. Richard C. Shelby, Democrat .......cccooiveiiieciicieicecee e 122,505
James E. “Jim”" Bacon, Republican. ) 43,320
Joe Walker, Libertarian ............. 2,132
Mrs. Mary Owensby, Statesmian ....o.oovooiiiie i svenn e 847

(1
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Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Alabama

T I I T T

: ! ! ! I ) | ] ‘T | Nation- ]' !

al }

De Republi- | Inde- |Co Liber- | § C S social | citi- | cnatie | W
. . mo- publi- nde- nser- iber- | States- | Commun- ist ial- iti- cratic Trite-
Title of candidate crat can pendent | vative | tarian | man ist Work- ist zens Party in Total
ers of
Ala-
bama
Representatives:

1st district ........... 111,089 4 6,130 21 117,221
2d district 63,447 | 104,796 4,103 616 |..... 172,962
3d district 107,654 » 1,561 109,215
4th district 129,365 2,721 |.. 132,086
5th district 117,626 7,341 . 3891 125356
6th district 87,536 95,018 3,218 120 (ROUSURRNSSUITN IR PRI [SORROION 1,743 | 187,982
7th district 122,505 43,320 2,132 847 168,804
Total by districts 628,133 | 354,224 22924 | 4,650 1,743 | 1,952 11,013,626
Senator | 610,175 650,362 15989 | 13,008 | 2,649 ) :7 5 0 IR IO 2,973 o] 1,296,757
Presidential electors .| 636,730 654,192 16,481 | 15010 13,318 | 1,943 1,620 [ 1,303 1,006 L53 L SOOI FRS 1,341,929
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ALASKA
For PrRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.... 41,842
Republican.... 86,112
Libertarian ... 18,479
Independent.. . 11,155
R oS 1 ) USROS PO P OO SRR PSP PPPIOPPR 857
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Clark S. Gruening, Democrat ... 72,007
Frank H. Murkowski, Republican .. . 84,159
WEEETTL oot sbereae 596
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
AT LARGE
Kevin “Pat” Parnell, DEMOCTAL ....cooveoviiiieececiesie e eveeaseseeeaesasssscansensansss 39,922
Donald E. Young, Republican 114,089
TR IM1 1eveiriiciie ettt eae s e e e e ea e eaase e teaeeasdesbe e esces s esaana Seseenaes e r bt e et et arn 607
Recapl!ulalmn of Votes Cast in Alaska
Title of candidate Dcerx:? g‘:‘nb“ i t[;;?lea];x pel:ggnt W:'ri‘te- Total
Representatives
AL TATEE oo eeoesseesses e 399221 L4089 |l 607 | 154,618

Total by districts ..o 30,922 | 114,089 | b, 607 154,618

84,159 |.... 596 156,762

Senator. ..o
Presidential electors 86,112 | 18479 11,155 857 158,445
ARIZONA
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DemocratiC.......ocveveeerrcrirereeciiresiaeeans derressesaressestassosresssstsspsereressisaanpessesssinsonars 246,843
RepUDIICAN et 529,688
INAEPENAENT.......oiiioeieieiteeeeest ettt e e e e e e 76,952
Libertarian ..... 18,784
Socialist Workers .. 1,100
CHEIZEIIS .ottt ae ettt bt e s s e b s e eae e aseeb s eseenees s sasemeaneats s beneeneassineerenanasen 551
Communist ...... 25
WOTKETS WOl .ot et 2
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Bill Schulz, DemoOCrat........coocviieieicecinrieeeeiiieieeesieeseaeeees e s s ssresaeon 422,972
Barry Goldwater, Republican 432,371
Fred R. Esser, Libertarian............ 12,008
Josefina Otero, Socialist Workers.......... 3,266
Lorenzo Torrez, People Before Profits .. 3,608
WWTIEE-IN ottt sttt s s eas e s s ebesaseensn b ene s sesesnencnssnenten 13
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Steve Jancek, DEmMOCTAL. ... ccieiieciieirreioissssersesseseeseesseseasestsseesesssesssesseasssen 40,045
John J. Rhodes, Republican ... 136,961
Irene Leitch, Libertarian... , 784
Rob Roper, SOCIALISE WOLKETS 1rovvvrrooeeoerooomsemmessoesoeseeseseeeeereeeeesosossessesore oo 2,043

2. Morris K. Udall, Democrat ....... 127,736
Richard H. Huff, Republican ... 88,6563
William “Bill” Stefanov Libertarian . 3,297

3. Bob Stump, Democrat ..o, . 141,448
Bob Croft, Republican ..... 65,845

Sharon Hayse, Libertarian ... 12,629
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4
ARIZONA—Continued
For Unitep StaTes REPRESENTATIVE—Continued
4. Les Miller, DemoCrat ... iiceceeiineree s evesnsessessessesessaatsereerensansessnvee 85,046

Eldon Rudd, Republican ...........ocviiiiiiiiiiceieiec e 142,565
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Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Arizona

| o i i
De Republi | Inde- | Liber- | et | Citi-  Commu. | Work l Betore | W
. . mo- publi- | Inde- iber- | ist | Citi-  Commu- | . Before | Write- |, o
Title of candidate crat can  pendent | tarian Work- zens  nist | oo Prof i | Total
i | ers | i l | its
. ‘
Representatives: ; |
1st district SRissasasassas 40,045 136,961 7,784 | 2,043 186,833
2d district : 88,653 3,297 | 219,686
3d district . 65,345 12,529 219,822
4th district - 85,046 142,565 4 227,611
Total by distriets ... . [T 394,275 434,024 (..o 23,610 | 2043 L .. 853,952
Senator. ettt b h e bt e e L 422972 482,371 12,008 | 3,268 .. 74,238
Presidential elect b 246,843 | 529688 | 76,952 | 18784 | 1100 351 2 2 s 13045
. | |
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ARKANSAS
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DD OITIOCTALIC. ..ot senseee s eassasesss b et s eaeseembessessessassea e st oas s s ssen s s dens b nenaameanda e bebastae 398,041
Republican..... 49:.3,164
Independent... 22,468
Libertarian .... 8,979
Citizens....... 2,;340
Statesman .. 1,350
CCOTTIITIUITISE +rvevveteeeeseseseseseseesesessatesceneseeatsesaeeseaeaesanssseasasereesesasae e sbeassnrnrsnssenaseas 1,244
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Dale Bumpers, Democrat ..o - 477,905
Bill Clark, Republican................. " 330,576
Walter T. Mac McCarty, Write-In ... 331
For UnNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Bill Alexander, DemOCTat .. ..ccciieiciirieseireeesisesssieeeseseseeeseessessssssesnsesensrena (Y
2. James G. (Jim) Reid, Democrat .....c.o.ccoovvririiciininiciiics s 42,278
Ed Bethune, Republican 159,148
W0 e e et bbb an ettt 229
3. John Paul Hammerschmidt, Republican.........cccocoocoininnincr i (R3]
4, Bery! Anthony, Jr., Democrat ..o (&3]
tAccording to Arkansas law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unoppesed candidates.
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Arkansas
e | Py [t | e e | G S [Comgur [ Wit |
Representat ives:
Ist district..... (L3 1} D e (&1}
20 QISLPIC oo 2,278 1 159,48 [ 229 | 201,655
3d district TS 8 OO SRS IOPSSROANN SOOI SR SO )
Ath districtcnd “:' P 15 APURPRRURUTOU FOVUURURPOPRN! FOSUPURSURRN JOTRUPTPTPINE DOV NOPODRS ™
Total by districts....... 42278 } L8 [ | 201,65-’3
OF e 471905 | 330576 |... . 331 | 808812
Presidentia! electors ... 395,041 | 403,164 BOTO | 2345 | 1,350 1,244 || 8a758e
N —— - e - i -
U According to Arkansas law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unopposed candidates
CALIFORNIA
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIeIMOCTALIC. 1ottt ettt st ae st es s eb b a et sttt b nan 3,082,943
Republican.... 4,522,994
Independent.. 739,618
Libertarian .................... 148,390
Independent (Citizens). 61,046
Peace and Freedom...... . 18,106
American INAePendent..........ooieeiiiiiocerce et e st ereans 9,841
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Alan Cranston, DemOcrat ..ot sse s e seessaseasienns 4,704,098
Paul Gann, Republican...... 3,091,671
David Bergland, Libertarian....... 202,410
David Wald, Peace and Freedom .........ccccovevennene. . 196,260
James C. (Jim) Griffin, American Independent ................cccoevirviiininnnn. 129,573
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Harold T. Johnson, DemOCTaLt........ccucviveveiveieiesrsssisieseessssnersessessssssessesans 107,682
Eugene A, Chappie, Republican. . 145,098
Jim McClarin, LIDertarian ...ttt sssevesna i 17,419
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10.

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

. Phillip Burton, Democrat ..

. George Miller, Democrat ...

7

CALIFORNIA—Continued
For Unrred States RepresENTATIVE—Continued

. Norma K. Bork, DemoCrat .........ccovieiiiiverieriieccires et scvteeniascenaesneenesnanns

Don H. Clausen, Republican.
Daniel Mosier, Libertarian..............
Linda D. Wren, Peace and Freedom..

. Robert T. Matsui, Democrat...............

Joseph Murphy, Republican ... .
Bruce A. Daniel, Libertarian ........cccooveiivinnieiis it

. Vic FAzio, DEIMOCTAL c..oooiiiiiieecee ettt etae e s sb e teera s s e ssaascrsessessnenans

Albert Dehr, Republican........... .
Robert J. Burnside, Libertarian ...........ccoviiiieveeicriirscniniececrenrcncrnnnrenneesinna

. John L. Burton, DemoCrat.......ooiieiiieniner s rencscossresnssencsnesnenens

Dennis McQuaid, Republican...
Dan P. Dougherty, Libertarian

Tom Spinosa, Republican ..
Roy Childs, Libertarian......

Giles St. Clair, Republican
Steve Snow, Libertarian ..o
Thomas J. (Tommy) Thompson, American Independent...

. Ronald V. Dellums, Democrat .........c.cooeeveevvvrvvcninineennn.

Charles V. Hughes, Republican...
Tod Mikuriya, Libertarian ... e

. Fortney H. (Pete) Stark, Democrat.......c.covrvoniorinvneecnennesneecrennens

William J. (Bill) Kennedy, Republican .
Steven W. Clanin, LIBertarian ... ereseeseone

Don Edwards, Democrat ........cccocovvvvviiieieiinncsseereesesisss e eris e essseeseses
John M. Lutton, Republican .
Joseph Fuhrig, Libertarian ......c.cccccovenenne
Edmon V. Kaiser, American Independent ..

Tom Lantos, Democrat....
Bill Royer, Republican ..............cceoo.....
Wilson Branch, Peace and Freedom..
William S. Wade, Jr., Libertarian .......................
Nicholas W. Kudrovzeff, American Independent..

Kirsten Olsen, Democrat ..........c.coovvvvvrennivncecrnnnn
Paul N. “Pete” McCloskey, Jr., Republican
Bill Evers, Libertarian .........cccccoeoen..
Adele Fumino, Peace and Freedom

Norman Y. Mineta, Democrat .........
W.E. (Ted) Gagne, Republican ..
Ray Strong, Libertarian............cccoooevveniinnn. .
Robert Goldsborough, Peace and Freedom .........coooeiieeevveiecccieeenn,

Ann Cerney, Democrat.........covvrecnnnnie e e
Norman D. Shumway, Republican .
Douglas G. Housley, Libertarian............c.comrevinnnncnnnnonnnnensnnn,

Tony Coelho, Democrat............cooveevieeiiiceeeeeee et
Ron Schwartz, Republican.........
Michael L. Pullen, Libertarian.

Leon E. Panetta, Democrat.......
W.A. Jack Roth, Republican...
Kenton H. Bowers, Libertarian...

Jeff Mauro, American Independent ......
Willard H. “Bill” Johnson, Democrat .......... .
Charles “Chip” Pashayan, Jr., Republican .......ccoeooveeeeiieveverericiees
Mary “Pat” Timmermans, Democrat........c.ooooimeoierecnienennveeneenan e
William M. Thomas, Republican.............ccooovvviiiereincciiieeceeceseen,

78-218 0 - 81 - 2

109,789
141,698
6,833
3,354

170,670
64,215
6,980

133,853
60,935
10,267

101,105
89,624
7,092

93,400
34,500
6,750

142,044
70,479
6,923
5,023
108,380
76,580
10,465

90,504
67,265
5,823

102,231
45,987
11,904

4,421

85,823
80,100
13,723
3,816
1,550

37,009
143,817
15,073
3,184

132,246
79,766
8,806
3,791

79,883
133,979
6,717

108,072
37,895
4,524

158,360
54,675
6,802
3,198

53,780
129,159

51,415
126,046

Page 9 of 80



Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB Document 1197-2  Filed 09/23/25

8

CALIFORNIA—Continued
For UNiTep StaTEs REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

19. Carmen Lodise, Democrat ..o e s 36,990
Robert J. Lagomarsino, Republican. .. 162,849
Jim Trotter, Libertarian.......c..cc.o... 9,764

20. Matt Miller, DemOCIAt ......c.covcvvirreeieicnte s irceresiinne s sesre e snsssse e nennenes 43,024
Barry Goldwater, Jr., Republican ..o, 199,674
Christopher R. Darwin, Libertarian ... 10,605

21. James C. Corman, DemocCrat.....c..ocovvvniviivciiiniinineinniccerin e ssesenns 73,898
Bobbi Fiedler, Republican .......... 74,674
George J. Lehmann, Libertarian. ... vsseesiosnies 2,790
Jan B. Tucker, Peace and Freedom.........occooeevvvccrrrceicinicecrnrnncencrmenes 2,038

22, Pierce O’Donnell, Democrat. ... viiiiiiiine e ceeeeenineeese e eeseessaesnessenes 57,477
Carlos J. Moorhead, Republican.......c.cooriceicnniniiicnirenencinenns 115,241
William V. Susel, Libertarian ..o ceninrccseene oo snsseeessnene 7,705

23. Anthony C. Beilenson, Democrat .....co.ocooiivnriniininnini e 126,020
Robert (Bob) Winckler, Republican ......c.c.cccooivvevrnrecnremnnrnsrescrsenensscsenens 62,742
deffrey P. Lieb, Libertarian ... micciceennesconisconne 10,623

24. Henry A. Waxman, Democrat ........ccoovvnciincnnneciiinencsncnnnens 93,569
Roland Cayard, RepubliCan..........ccoviimemvevriininiisicsnecssenaserssisnes 39,744
Maggie Feigin, Peace and Freedom........cccccreniiiiiinncncccninnneennns 5,905
Robert E. Lehman, LibertariBn ....c.ccveviinneieiennveeiriessresnessessessessessenes 5,172
Jack Smilowitz, American Independent.........ccoooriviiivniniinieiiinneenens 2,341

25. Edward R. Roybal, Democrat.........cccoviviieinneiieneeceeneesncinns 49,080
Richard E. Ferraro, Jr., Republican ..........ccccinvmiiininccinncicnenenns 21,116
William D. Mitchell, Libertarian ... ccinnennceercneeneenes 4,169

26. Joseph Louis Lisoni, Democrat.....cccovvvirvenreorirorninnccninenesrencessissonsonses 40,099
John H. Rousselot, Republican ........ccvvvveererenmceiiniccsccncrcnneninienns 116,715
William J. (B.J.) Wagener, Libertarian . 7,700

27. Carey Peck, Democrat. ... 100,081
Robert K. Dornan, Republican .........cocvreonnieevencecrennineicesnisneeneenne 109,807
Jerome L. “Jerry” Sievers, Libertarian........ccocooveiinenivnivsercnnesnerenene ,448

28. Julian C. Dixon, Democrat .......ccoeeevorieriinrceoresseesrisansennaeseeseuncscassssscssessses 108,725
Robert Reid, RepublCan ......c.ccocoevviveveevveresceeecne vt ssse s anenees 23,179
Ernst F. Ghermann, Libertarian...........ccccovvvviieiiieecceenninesseesissneeneeesinnns 5,400

29. Augustus F. (Gus) Hawkins, Democrat........cccveeeereineininieineicineneererenescrene 80,095
Michael Arthur Hirt, Republican .........coooiiviinininniiniciccccnneee 10,282
Earl Smith, LIBertarian ..ot eve s 2,622

30. George E. Danielson, Democrat........cevvvvenceninennininnsesscsenesereos 74,119
J. Arthur “Art” Platten, Republican ......c.occcovvveiinicninrieceeccceeercniienne 24,136
Bruce M. Hobbs, Libertarian .....ccviiievrcceeeeeresessoissssescssssssssesens 4,480

31. Mervyn M. Dymally, Democrat 69,146
Don Grimshaw, Republican ... . 38,203

32. Glenn M. Anderson, DemoCrat......cccvviciircecrirneninrrerenenneensessessessessasessanes 84,057
John R. Adler, Republican ...t ser v eanens 39,260
Thomas A. Cosgrove, Libertarian ... oo 4,209

33. Fred L. Anderson, DemoCrat........cccvcveiiiiriiineereireniesinsieseecresresssisessessersessenes 50,365
Wayne Grisham, RepubliCan ..ot een 122,439

34. SIimOne, DEIMOCTAL .c.c...c..oeveiveecieeiieee et eresee e s er et evessrabenssssaaressesearren 46,351
Dan Lungren, Republican ..o 138,024
John S. Donchue, Peace and Freedom......c.occoeeiiiviiceviineieccr e sresonreineas 7,794

35. Jim Lloyd, DemoCrat ........coccvuvirienririnnreieceseeesecensseseensss s reseseesesasnsvenens 88,279
Dave Dreier, RepubliCan.......ccocooieivvieiiniciee e veeenne 100,743
James Michael “Mike” Noonan, Peace and Freedom........ocoecvevvrverennnnene 5,492

36. George E. Brown, Jr., Democrat ..o 88,628
John Paul Stark, Republican ..ot eeeeens 78,247
Harry J. Histen, Libertarian ... eoneesinenes 6,815

37. Donald M. “Don” Rusk, DemoCTat...........c.ceveevrvrrrreeeinrireeerenvereesesnssseanes 58,091
Jerry Lewis, Republican ..... . 165,371
Larry Morris, Libertarian .. 7,615
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CALIFORNIA—Continued
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

38. Jerry M. Patterson, DemoCrat......ocoeviiiiiciiiniencce s 91,880
Art Jacobson, Republican . 66,256

Charles E. “Chuck” Heiser, Libertarian... 7,301
39, Leonard L. Lahtinen, DeIMOCTAL .....ccc..veiiverervceeniereecinessnsinsssins s snasasens 54,504
William E. (Bill) Dannemeyer, Republican ..., 175,228
40. Michael F. Dow, Democrat 66,512
Robert E. Badham, Republican .... 213,999

Dan Mahaffey, LIDEFTALIAN .......oooserseereseeroseeossseesorierrseeems oo 24,486

41. Bob Wilson, Democrat 101,101
Bill Lowery, Republican .. 123,187
Joseph D. Alldredge, Libertarian........cooocovncis v e 9,630

42. Lionel Van Deerlin, Democrat 69,936

Duncan L. Hunter, Republican .... 79,713
43. Tom Metzger, DemOCTat ..o st asn e 46,361
Clair W. Burgener, Republican ..., 298,815

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in California
Renubl . Libe lnge- Peage Ameri-
Demo- ubli- nde- Liber- | pendent | an can y

crat (ﬁxn pendent | tarian | (Citi- Free- Inde- Total
zens} don | pendent

Title of candidate

Representatives:

1st district ... .. 107,682 145098 | 17419 [d b 270,199
2d district 109,789 141,698 6,833 261,674
3d district 170,670 64,215 |.... 241,865
4th distric 133,853 60,935 L. 205,055
5th district 101,105 it 197,821
6th district 93,400 134,650
Tth distric 142,044 5,023 | 224,469
8th district 108,380 L. | 195,425
Oth district.... 40,504 67,265 5,823 163,592
10th district. 102,231 45,987 [ 11,904 . 4421 164,543
1th district. 85,823 80,100 3816 | 13,723 1,550 185,012
12th district. 37,009 143,817 3,184 199,083
13th district. 132,246 79,766 224,609
14th district 79,883 133,979 220,579
15th district. 108,072 37,895 150,491
16th district. 158,360 54,675 223,035
17th district. 182,939
18th district. 177,461
19th district. 209,603
20th district. 253,303
21st district . 153,400
22d district ... 180,423
23d district .. atirnsseassfisssnce o 199,385
24th district. 5,805 2,341 146,731
25th district. - 74,365
26th district. 164,514
27th district 215,316
28th district. 137,304
29th district. 92,999
30th district. 102,735

31st district . 107,349
32d district. ... 127,526
33d district . 172,804
34th district. 192,169
35th district. 194,514
36th district. 168,690
3Tth district. 231,077
A8th district. 165,437
39th district... 229,732
40th district.... 304,997
41st district ... 233,918
42d district . 149,649
43d district . 345,176
Total by districts............... 272,128 45,281

8,175,618

Senator. .o 4,704,008 202,410 | .| 196,260

............. 3082943 | 4.522,994 | 739,618 | 148,300 m.msj 19,006 | 9RAT

i

Presidential clectors....

[—
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COLORADO
For PresipenTiAL ELECTORS
Esgilti)clt;?;ﬁ: ggg:ggg
National Unity Campaign (Independent) ...........we.ceerrmermssescresssmreees 130,633
FADEIEATIAI cvvenvevieeveeeeeseeeeesisertesesestessas s esneserssaeanaesneratsosessassrasansasssssesastannansnnsnes 25,744

CHIZEIIS . vcveeeceiaie et eeeteteresessstssseese et ssscssosesesesne e st rabt e s b aassbs s sanra st sbe b b et 3 abnanen 5,614
SEALESITIAN ...ovveevirieerreerarieeesiraesressesaecsensesmsesseserssnestssssssssessrssesscssastsstessonssesessnsens 1,180
S0cialiSt WOTKETS oot ettt res s esesaonesnsenns 519
COMUITIUIIISE «.vevvenvenecercsientcerersereereesesseressesesaesaecssassnsrsssassessasasarestosessristsassansanssese 487
For UniTED STATES SENATOR
Gary Hart, Democrat ... 590,501
Mary Estill Buchanan, Republican ..., 571,295
Earl Higgerson, StatesSman ... 7,265
Henry John Olshaw, Unaffiliated-American ... 4,081
For UNrteEp STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Pat Schroeder, DemoCrat. ...t cee st et sesesas s eeenees 107,364
Naomi Bradford, Republican . 67,804
John Mason, Libertarian.........cc.cc...... 3,888
Harold Sudmeyer, Socialist Workers ... 566
2. Timothy E. Wirth, Democrat .......cccoeverrrvioeniioceonoiecoecnciaene 153,550
John McElderry, Republican. . 111,868
Paul K. Grant, Libertarian ........... . 4,633
Robert Bruce McFarland, Citizens.........oovcevovvvve v se e 2,219
3. Ray Kogovsek, Democratl ......c.coooiirrninninnienenenienornenoeeesessnsesseseseenes 105,820
Harold L. “Mack” McCormick, Republican . 84,292
James S. Glennie, Libertarian.........ccc..... 2,670
4. Polly Baca Barragan, Democrat... 76,849
Hank Brown, Republican .......... 178,221
Cynthia Molson-Smith, Libertaria . 5,421
5. Ed Schreiber, Democrat................. . 62,003
Ken Kramer, Republican........... . 177,319
John A. Lanning, Libertarian .........occiiimeoineeonoeseeceesssnneesescones 5,578
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Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Colorado

I i | Nation- | ! | i i
| Pe =.Re . "al Unity Lber | G Js !Social-'c ‘I Um‘:‘:f(f;:li
" . i mo- publi- | Cam- iber- + Citi- | States- ; ist . Commun- a :
Title of candidate i erat l can | piig,vn | tarian | zens | man | Work- st Amerie Total
{ | {Inde- | i | ers | | can |
| + pendent) [ { I
] a— | —
1 |
Representatives: ] { i
1st district | 107,864 | 67.804 |.
2d district . 158350 | 111,868
3d district | 105820 | 84,292
4th district | 76,849 [ 178,221 ..
5th district | 62,003 ) 171,819 L. .
Total by districts | 505586 | 619,504 [l 22,190 | 2210 566 |.. | 1,150,065
p— f- — = =
Senator 590,501 | 571,295 | 4,081 | 1,173,142
Presidential electors 368,009 | 652,264 | 130,633 | 25744 | 5614 1,180 519 48T Lo 1,184,450
| L L A

11
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CONNECTICUT
For PresIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIEMIOCTALIC . cveveeei ettt evecrr s s sesa s cnav s e essnennebsansenssassreceeeaenaese s sen e e {341,732
REPUDIICAT ...t ea e e a s st st saes 677,210
Anderson Coalition (Independent) .........cccoveciivninieiiiiiine e 171,807
T3S 5 720 o U= o AN OO OO U PSSO O PR SO SPROOPP 8,570
CHBAZBINS v e eeeereee e teeereees st ee st saseseastasrnesessaenesansteasseaen s e sasnevssneassnsenbanann sentasraaressuns 6,130
L T S s RSO SO SO SO TURU SRR UUPRORRN 2836
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Christopher J. Dodd, Democrat ... 763,969
James L. Buckley, Republican ..o, 581,884
Gerard G. Brennan, Libertarian ..o 5,336
Louis Zemel, CltiZens. ..o oo et se s ve e e e e ras e enes 4,772
WV ETEAIL oottt nae e re et a e trcase s ese et sees e s esaabeateeseertenserseseastastensrnsass 114
For UNiTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. William R. Cotter, Democrat ........ccoocooiriinviicieercieieetnnenseraeneae e 137,849
Marjorie D. Anderson, Republican ..o, 80,816
WVEIERAI vttt ce e s e besae e ue e esesaneasstasstantenseanessassesesnbenses 29
2. Samuel Gejdenson, Democrat 119,176
Tony Guglielmo, Republican...........ccooeevrnrineninrieecncneie e nee e 104,107
WWEIEE-IN oot a et s r et st er et anene e st e st etserar et eraeranns 28
3. Joseph L. Lieberman, Democrat .......cocooveviirivineiiiiecccreees e e, 103,903
Lawrence J. DeNardis, Republican ..........ccoovvvnrerrcrrcrennnccneninnerenes 117,024
Joelle R. Fishman, Citizens........ccccoooiieienincinicinnesrnre s 2,711
IV TIERAINL 1ottt ebe et e e aseen e s e bt r e et et renes 10
4. John A. Phillips, Democrat ... ncecrnnseenrecseceesenionse 74,326
Stewart B. McKinney, RepubliCan..........ccoeouvivirinvieceicriennesceneenecarensens 124,285
VLTI oottt s s e s e s s ebsestaaseanssnssrsseeassastonevasasaans 14
5. William R. Ratchford, Democrat........covvieiiviviceirecveeetececceeeseescrvannne. 117,316
Edward M. Donahue, Republican ........cccecoviviiveicnninnecceverec e 115,614
TVTIEEII ettt et s s r et s rase s ess s e s anseanes 13
6. Anthony Toby Moffett, Democrat........cccccocvveirenvnvereivericereen e 142,685
Nicholas Schaus, Republican .....cocovoiveieiic e, 98,331
Louis J. Marietta, Independent ..........ccoococciriviiirnnincrecneecrneeneecienmeeas 995
WWEIEB-IT1 covii et ea et bass e ssae st st saee b anenesnne e sanbenren 13
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Connecticut
- o Ander- 7
. son | - :
Titoof candidate | Do | Repult | Goml | Lber | G| tnde | Wete | e
(Inde-
I S o
Representatives: [
1st district 187,849 | 80,816 29 {218,694
2d district .. 119,176 | 104,107 |. 28 | 223311
3d district.. 103,903 | 117,024 l 101 223648
4th district 74326 | 124,285 ! 14] 198,625
5th district 117,316 | 115,614 B 18| 232943
Bth district ez | ona | 95 18| wizoed
Total by districts............. 695,255 | 640,177 Lo 2,711 ’ 1t
SENALOT .. oovoeore oo 763,969 | 581,884 | ..o 5336 | 4,772 ‘
1 = e —
Presidential electors 7,210 171,807 ! 8,570 G,X?)OI ............... J 836 ‘ 1,406,285
S e I S U TR O

Page 14 of 80
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DELAWARE
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DEINOCTALIC. .o v et eeees e ietesees s saesessnseneses st enssesesesaassssesssenasssisasssssnscresssnenness 100,754

Republican ... 11 1,g52
Anderson (Independent) 16,288
Libertarian .......cccoecevee 1,974
PN Y=Y s 32 IO O ST OE PRSPPSO PP PFO PPN 400

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

AT LARGE

Robert L. Maxwell, Democrat.........ccccoveicvimmemiiieiicesieiissceasiss s §.1,227
Thomas B. Evans, Jr., Republican.... 133,842_
Lawrence D. Sullivan, Libertarian 1,506

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Delaware

- ' [ , ..{,;}i;'rf"*i , R
Titeof candidue Dem- | Repubiic | son | Liber, | Ameri-| g

pendent}

Representatives:
O BL22T | 133,542 216,575
Total by diStCES. .o $LZ2T | 133,842 | 1,506 216,675
Presidential €lectors.......ommsmomommsmnen o] 105050 | 111,252 | 16288 1974 | 400 | 20,668
FLORIDA
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.. 1,419,475
Republican.. 2,046,951
Independent... 189,692
Libertarian..... 30,524
R T 1 TS U SO 285
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Bill Gunter, Democrat.......... e 1,705,409
Paula Hawkins, Republi 1,822,460
Andrea Baron, Write-In ... 159
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Ear] HUtto, DeMOCTAL........cccviveiriiercecie et se s ss s eis s sr s ssean 119,829
Warren Briggs, Republican ...t 75,939
2. Don Fuqi.l‘:, DIEMIOCTAL .ottt 138,252
John R. LaCapra, Republican.... 57,588
3. Charles E. Bennett, Democrat ... 104,672
Harry Radcliffe, Republican ... 31,208
4. Bill Chagpell, Democrat.......coueeneres e 147775
Barney E. Dillard, Jr., RepubliCan ..........cococieieinneresseensere s ssreenns 76,924
5. David Best, DEIMOCIAL. ....coiiiireerrerieriinierin i eeaesesesessssresasnseesesransessasssesines 140,903
Bill McCollum, Republican ..... e 177,603
6. C. W. Bill Young, Republican .... )
7. Sam M. Gibbons, Democrat................... ... 132,529
Charles P. “Chuck” Jones, Republican .......c..cccoocovveneerrriricerieinieeccserienens 52,138
8. Andy Ireland, Democrat .........coocvverivriiiiciieccirii et 151,613
Scott Nicholson, Republican ... 61,820
Rod Rebholz, Independent....... 5,480
9. Bill Nelson, Democrat ... 139,468
Stan Dowiat, Republican . 58,734
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FLORIDA—Continued
For UNiTEp STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued
10. Richard D. (Sparky) Sparkman, Democrat...... s 72,646
L. A. "‘Skip” Bafalis, Republican................ . 272,393
11. Dan Mica, Democrat........c.cecvcen 201713
Al Coogler, Republican ...... e 137,520
12. Alan S. Becker, Democrat . 107,164
Clay Shaw, Republican ...... trereenennenenee e 128,561
13. William Lehman, DemoCrat. ..o ovieieiieee oot ecaese s evaesi e ia s 127,828
Alvin E. “Al" Entin, Republican ... 42,830
14. Claude Pepper, DemoCrat ..ot et seese st st emsesassse s seseseens 95,820
Evelio S. Estrella, Republican ..o ettt 32,027
15. Dante B. Fascell, DEmMOCTat. .....cocooiirereiieiise sttt e 132,952
Herbert J. Hoodwin, Republican 70,433

! According Lo Florida law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unopposed candidates.

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Florida
e _be.._ _ﬂ.;{; I,y_ .

e et mo- publi- |
Title of candidate crat oan nde
— e TS IR S diet
Representatives:

.

ASE AISLEICE (oot 119,829 75,930 1. 105,768
2d district . . y 195,840
3d district ... 135,880
4th district 224,699

Sth district.
Bth district.
Tth district
Bth district.
DB dIStrICl i
10th district
11th district
12th district
13th district
14th district
15th district

Total by GISEriCts .. coviviiveivrieeierecrc s e

Senator 1,822,460

1 1,419,475 | 2,046,951 | 189,692 | 30,524
............... i SN S R ——

! According to Florida law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unopposed candidates.

Presidential electors

GEORGIA

For PrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIEIMOCTALIC .t iveiieieeers et et eesas et s se et e sea et es et sas st ess st enssnsnssnes 890,955
Republican.... . 654,168
Independent.. . 36,055
LADETLATIAN coovviveieiiie ittt et assaaesessa et s enassssaeaansaesan 15,627

For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Herman E. Talmadge, Democrat ...........oovorreviivieieeieseeieiininseniessiseensenenns 776,143
Mack Mattingly, Republican..........cccooreiiiniereiieiecencse e isiere s 803,686

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. BO GINm, DEMOCTAL ..ocvveiirecieiier it cie e eetsesaeesarsaesaesreseasassaessess srnasesesesense 82,145
VI AAN oottt s st bbb aea s se bt esa e ee et e sessaebbensantensenerns 1
2. Charles Hatcher, DemOCTAL.....c..cocviiecieeieicris s iesaeemscrtesesensatraaseesssnessensansens 92,264
Jack E. Harrell, Jr., Republican . 33,107
TV EEEEEML 1ottt ee et et s aet s ebe s b bbb ettt e bt e b bt st e e aetabeneeae e nean 1

3. Jack Brinkley, Democrat..........ococii it 89,040
34 5 L s OO OO USSP 30
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GEORGIA—Continued
For Unitep States REPRESENTATIVE—Continued
4. Elliott H. Levitas, Democrat ... 117,991
Barry Billington, Republican ; 51,546
WA oo . 13
5. Wyche Fowler, dr., Democrab ..o 191,646
F. William Dowda, Republican 35,64Q
Write-in oo 16
6. Dock H. Davis, Democrat ... 66,606
Newt Gingrich, Republican 96,071
Write-in 8
7. Larry P. McDonald, Democrat. ... 115,892
Richard Castellucis, Republican.. 54,242
B o T S U OO OO SRR 8
8. Billy Lee Evans, Democrat ... 91,103
Darwin Carter, Republican ... 31,033
R S o T OO TR SO O TS ST PO OTRUPPTS 2
9. Ed Jenkins, Democrat ... 115,576
David Ashworth, Republican 54,341
L 7 ) U U SURPPO U PORUU ORI 1
10. Doug Barnard, dr., Democrat... ..o 102,177
Bruce J. Neubauer, Republican... 25,194
TVEIER-INL 1ottt ettt es s evs s e nas e s s s eo st snesne e ea e saenas 7
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Georgia
. Ny Demo- | Republi- Inde- Liber- | Write-
Title of candidate crat can pendent | tarian in Total

Representatives:
1st districl ... . 82,145 1 82,146
20 QISLTICE oo coereereeeere oo 92.264 | 33,107 |.. 1] 125372
3d district 89,040 30 89,070
4th district 117,091 | 51,546 | . 13| 168,650
5th district - 101,646 | 35640 | . 161 137,302
6th district 96,071 8 162,685
7th district.. 54242 [ T 8| 170,142
8th district.. 31,033 21 122,138
4th district. 54,341 [ 1| 169918
10th district 25,194 7 127378
Total by diStricts ....ooo.ooocooccoovems s 973,540 | 381,174 |...... 87 | 1,354,801
ST 0 et ettt es e 776,143 ROB,686 Lo i 1,579,829
Presidential e0ectors........ooooooooooieeeosens e erereessses 890,955 | 654,168 | 36,055 | 15627 | 1,596,805

HAWAIL
For PresipEnTIAL ELECTORS

DemOCTALIC .oovciterive sttt ee bbb n et
Republican.....
Independent...
Libertarian ....
Citizens........
COMIMUIISE ©.voveveieieriescrreeerie ettt tstescaeeae s s st e esses e s s eeasesesases e ssesenaretssness

For UNiTED STATES SENATOR

Daniel K. Inouye, Democrat ......ccocococeviivieioriiseciie e eseneinis
Cooper Brown, Republican ....
Bud Shasteen, Libertarian ....

For UnNiTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Cec Heftel, DemOCrat .o vv oo et
Aloma Keen Noble, Republican .. .
Rockne H. Johnson, Libertarian .............coooooiviviiovorioseeeeee e eeeeen e

78~218 0 - 81 - 3

135,879
130,112
32,021
3,269
1,548
458

224,485
53,068
10,453

Page 17 of 80
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HAWAII—Continued
For UNrtep StaTes RepRESENTATIVE—Continued

2. Daniel K. Akaka, Democrat
Don G. Smith, Libertarian ........ccooooiiiiiiciiii s e eree e enssrsensasnens 15,903

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Hawail

T ) T -
- . Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber- | Citi- | Commun-
Title of candidate crat can | pendent | tarian l ns ist Total
|

P —— i - i
Representatives: 1 {
18t dISEEICY cooosienen e 98,256 1 19819 [,
2d district SO SO

Total by diStricts.. ..o 2933 | 19819

fre
£
Senator ........ 224,485 53,068 |....

E— = =
Presidential electors 135,879 130,112 | 32,021 3,269 J 1,548 458 | 303,287

IDAHO
FoR PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIEINOCTALIC. cvvv ettt et es b sas e et ar et nea 110,192
Republican... . 290,699
INAEPendenit........ccouiiiriisie ettt st e 27,058
Libertarian ..., R 8,425
American Independent. ...t 1,057
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Frank Church, DemoCrat........cocooiiirenmrrereene i esreesesiantsnsesssssesasssssessens 214,439
Steve Symms, Republican..... . 218701
Larry Fullmer, Libertarian...... 6,507
For UnNitEp STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Glenn W. Nichols, DemoCrat ...........covveeveeeerieeeeeseeereeeee e e 100,697
Larry Craig, Republican....... .. 116,845
2. Diane Bilyeu, Democrat..... . 81,364
George Hansen, RepubliCan ..........cococueerereioercieecec e 116,196
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Idaho
- T Tamen |
e o cansas | P | o, (e S
b g jeendent
Representatives:

18 AHSEEICE oo, R 100,697 | 116,845 |.... 217,542
B L 1 OO 81,364 | 116,196 |....... 197,560
Total by districts 182,061 | 233,041 | 415,102
S 214,439 | 218,701 439,647
Presidential electors | 092 290609 | 27,058 | 8425 | 1057 | 437431
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11.

12.

13.

. Richard S. Jalovec, Democrat.......

. John G. Fary, Democrat ................

. Mario Raymond Reda, Democrat.

. Sidney R. Yates, Democrat........

17
ILLINOIS
For PRrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

DOIMIOCTALIC e ivee ettt er et e st ettt b s
Republican.....
Independent...

Libertarian ....

Citizens....

For UNITED STATES SENATOR

Alan J. Dixon, Democrat ..........cccccceee.
David C. O’Neal, Republican .
Bruce Green, Libertarian .......
Sidney Lens, Citizens...............
Charles F. Wilson, Communist.....
Michael Soriano, Workers World....
Burton Lee Artz, Socialist Workers
T2 L= £ s VOO OO OO OO U O PO U ORI RPP RS

For UniTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

. Harold Washington, Democrat ... eneeisnnsssens

George Williams, Republican....
WEIEE-IN .

. Gus Savage, DemOCTaL ..o ssiae s

Marsha A. Harris, Republican .
WVEIEE-T0 et et e e

. Martin A. Russo, DemocCrat. ...t s s

Lawrence C. Sarsoun, Republican ..
Write-In ..o,

Edward J. Derwinski, Republican...
Write-In...ooone

Robert V. Kotowski, Republican ..
Write-In...ooooovecicee

Henry J. Hyde, Republican...........
WEIEE-I1 e

. Cardiss Colling, DemOCrat ......cco.oooveevivieericreceee e

Ruth R. Hooper, Republican .......ccovviveminiiinicc v e scrsncnes

. Dan Rostenkowski, Democrat.......cccooi i

Walter F. Zilke, Republican...
Write-In.....ccooooiviie

John D. Andrica, Republican.
Write-In..ooooeoivinience

Robert A. Weinberger, Democrat.
John Edward Porter, Republican.
Write-In. .o

Frank Annunzio, Democrat ......
Michael R. Zanillo, Republican
WEIEE-II ettt ettt ettt nens

David McCartney, Democrat.........cocoviocoiiieeeieieeeeeeeeveveeeee s
Philip M. Crane, Republican..
Write-In

Michael Reese, DemoOCrat .......ooovooviiveeeeoee oo e
Robert McClory, Republican..
WWEIEE-TN bt

1,981,413
2,358,049
346,754
38,939
10,692
9,711
2,257
1,302

604

2,565,302
1,946,296
29,328
19,213
11,453
5,626
2,715

96

119,562
5,660
1

129,771
17,428
103

137,283
61,955
2

71,814
152,877
1

106,142
27,136
1

60,951
123,593
6

80,056
14,041

98,524
17,845
4

106,543
39,244
1

89,008
187,707
18
121,166
52,417
4

64,729
185,080
9

52,000
131,448
10
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18.

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.

24.

. Douglas R. Aurand, Democrat.

. Michael A. Murer, Democrat...

18

ILLINOIS—Continued
For UnNiTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

. LeRoy E. Kennel, Democrat. ... ieieeseeenens

John N. Erlenborn, Republican..
WETEETT oottt ettt st er e

. John P. Quillin, Democrat........ccooveinniiiiiscricie s

Tom Corcoran, Republican.......

Lynn Martin, Republican .....
Write-In...oooooiivnics

George M. O'Brien, Republican ..o

John L. Knuppel, Democrat ...
Robert H. Michel, Republican .
B L7 N O OO USROS RO URTUSRUSRRSPUSTRY

Thomas J. Hand, Democrat ..o iecensst e eee s
Tom Railsback, Republican......

David Robinson, Democrat...
Paul Findley, Republican ..o e

Penny L, Severns, Democrat.........ccovievneinrrcinneneeeceneie e
Edward R. Madigan, Republican

Peter M. Voelz, Democrat ....
Daniel B. Crane, Republican

Melvin Price, Democrat...............
Ronald L. Davinroy, Republican ...,

Paul Simon, DEemOCTAt ..ottt
John T. Anderson, Republican ..ot
James H. Barrett, Constitution Party of Illinois .
TVTLEE-ID ettt ettt s e neanenan

Filed 09/23/25 Page 20 of 80

61,224
202,583
21

45,721
150,898

64,224
182,905
18

65,305
125,806

76,471
125,561
11
51,753
142,616
96,950
123,427
63,476
132,186
66,065
146,014

107,786
59,644

112,134
110,176
5,985

1
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|
' Demo- !Republi-! Inde-

| Work. | Secial
Vork. |

i Constitut-

1
. S ¢ Liber- ' Citi- ' Commun- ! ist : T Write- ! .
Title of candidate crat can pendent | tarian | zens ist W :5._1 d ’ Work- [ gi"nllll;i?'l::i)s [ in i Totat
| oers | |
[
Representatives: |
2d district 103 147.302
istri 2 199240
1] 224192
11 13327
6th district.... 61 184,550
Tth dIBEFICt.....cvirrinscursnmmsersssarssmsemmsscsssss s messesssssssssessssssnennns| 80,006 | 14,041 Lo e e 94,097
8th district.... 116,373
9th district.... 145,788
10th district....... 226,733
11th district.. 173,587
12th district.. 249,818
13th district .. 183,458
14th district.. 263,828
15th district 196,619
16th district 197,147
17th district 191111
18th district..........ovvenc 202043
19th district 194,369
20th district 220,377
21st district 195,662
22d district 212,079
230 QISELICE ..ot T T80 | DIEEE L 167,430
24th district 228,296
k]
Total by districts.... 2,048,658 | 2,417,747 211 | 4,472,601
B BIMALOT .- oem et ebi bbb kb e a4k s 2,565,302 | 1,946,296 29,328 | 19,213 11,453 | 5626 | 2,715 ; 96 1 4,580,024
Presidential elector 1,981,413 | 2,358,049 | 346,754 ! 38,939 97111 22571 1,302 ]
|

10,692 |
i

1

604 i 4749721

61
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INDIANA
For Presidential Electors
DEIMOCTALIC oo evoviteeecs it ettt ss s b e en e es st sa et 844,197
Republican.... 1,2:)5,()‘9()
Independent.. 11 1,(‘339
Libertarian ... 19,627
Citizens...... 4,852
American 4,750
Communist .......... 702
S0CIATISE WOTKEIS 1.oviiceceeie ettt s s beaae 610
For United States Senator
Birch Bayh, Democrat ... 1,015,962
Dan Quayle, RepubliCan ...t 1,182,414
For United States Representative
1. Adam Benjamin, Jr., Democrat..... i 112,016
Joseph Douglas Harkin, Republican . 43,537
2. Floyd J. Fithian, Democrat ... 122,326
Ernest Niemeyer, Republican.. 103,957
3. John Brademas, Democrat ........... 85,136
John Patrick Hiler, Republican ... 103,972
4. John D. Walda, DemOCTAL .......c.ceevivieieire i s beve s era s 77,542
Dan R. Coats, Republican......... 120,055
Stephen G. Hope, Independent 745
5. Nels J. Ackerson, DermoOCral....ccvvoviiiiiorieiireeieieeieseeie e eesisassseseesessesnes 80,378
Elwood H. Hillis, Republican ..o 129,474
6. Dave Evans, DemOCTAL ........c.cc.ciuieieierceceereree e ieresae s seesae e sneneene 99,089
David G. Crane, Republican.. 98,302
7. Patrick D. Carroll, Democrat... 69,051
John T. Myers, Republican ............. 137,604
Peter P. Tescione, Jr., Independent... 1,609
8. Kenneth C. Snider, Democrat......... 97,059
Joel Deckard, Republican ..o 119,415
9. Lee H. Hamilton, Democrat ..........coccvvuiiiirineecineieses e enenenn 136,574
George Meyer, Jr., RepubliCan .........cccoviiinicceierees et eenns 75,601
10. Philip R. Sharp, Demoerat ... 103,083
William G. Frazier, Republican... 90,051
11. Andrew Jacobs, Jr., Democrat..... 105,468
Sheila Suess, RepUbIICAN ......c...ccoiviiieeiiec e s neae 78,743
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Indiana
_ e B
| \ ) \ . . | R So.ciul-l
Title of candidate D:r':{)' t Re;)::h- p::ggnl ,'l;m';l ! 2::5 A:::,n' !(A)n_“-;\un- WI::.'k. l ‘Total
S (NSRRI ORI, S S B T L
t T
Representatives: \ t | l
1st district 43,50 | o) 155,653
2d district 9,97 SRS S | 2628
ad district ] | k
4th distric 20,04 1
Sth distric 29! 3
Gth distric |
Tth district ,0F 37, 1,609 . .
Sth disteict ... ... 91059 | LI ALB | oo
Yth distriet... 136,574 75601 ...
10th district.. 103,083 900511 .
Lith district . 105,468 | TRT4R ..
Total by districts ..........., L(lﬂ7& 1,100,711 23 o
Senator | 1015962 1,182,414 ]
Presidential electors . ¥44,197 11,255.656 111,639 19.;5"27 '

Page 22 of 80
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IOWA
For PRrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIOINOCTALIC. .eveeeieecereeee et ettt sttt e s s e smn et b sasesnrentens
RePUDBICAN .oovne st
Nominated by Petition (Independent) ...
LADEITATIATL c.oveees oottt ettt st s e bbb s en e

@172 s T VTS TP T USSP PNV TUUPPFPIOP
SOCTALISE + oot er e ete st e teare e es e rae b eresaenne e b et
COMIMIUIISE . ovivrscvireveer et eerete et e eraereeteercstesreres e eresbaersean e resaesbearsaba et s ameseenre st e enie
Socialist WOTKErS ...cc.ooiiiiiiiinticie e
ATNIETICATL ooovieie e iiteereees et et sa e e teesa e e s er e e beeheesee et esrasan s sresmbesasssmnests e resanean
SEALESTIIBIL c..cvvovveeceieeee st er et et s et as et ss e s s st ree et enasnansasse e s essbsnercns
R 1735 L s RO OSSOSO UP TR UR ORI PPTRRTORPI

For UNITED STATES SENATOR

John Culver, Democrat .....c.ccoiiiieieicece et s sres
Charles E. Grassley, Republican ....
Robert V. Hengerer, Libertarian
Garry De Young, By petition............ .
John Ingram Henderson, By petition.........ccncin.

For UNITED STaTES REPRESENTATIVE

. dim Larew, Democrat. ...

Jim Leach, Republican..............
Michael R. Grant, Libertarian. .
Gloria Will1ams, SOCIALISE ..ovviviieicreircec ettt ss e eee e sneans

. Steve Sovern, Democrat. .ot

Tom Tauke, Republican .....
Dean Miller, Libertarian .
James D. Roberson, By Petition ......cccooiiivnecciiiieiennie e

. Lynne G. Cutler, Democrat ........cccovivvvnicniiiecrnevenssnn e evsvsens

Cooper Evans, Republican.....
James E. Suppus, American

. Neal Smith, Democrat. ... ettt eere v st eeere e eeeeseseeasensserens

Donald C. Young, Republican..
Kalonji Saadiq, Socialist ..o

. Tom Harkin, DemocCrat.......ccocoooiveviiveieeceneice et seeetecr s e

Cal Hultman, Republican..

. Berkley Bedell, Democrat.............

Clarence S. Carney, Republican ........ccocoeiii i

508,672
676,026
115,633
13,123
2,273
534
298
244

189

150

519

581,545
683,014
4,233
5,858
2,336

72,602
133,349
1,374
786

93,175
111,687
985

887

101,735
107,869
341

117,896
100,335
389

127,895
84,472

129,460
71,866
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T

| ‘ \'» | | i

| | Nomi- | | |
De lﬂe wi- | "o | Libe ]L ! Socia- | Co !Socm"éA States- | Write. |
" . mo- | Republi- | ¥ i Liber- | Citi- ! ia- mmu- | ist mert- | States. . Write-
Title of candidate crat | can | Petition ( tarian | zens | list nist | Work- | can | man | in i ToW@l
! (Inde- | ‘ | ers | | !
{ | pendent) | | | | : |
T T T
Representatives: ) ¢ N | ! i
Ist district 72602 | 133,349 | 1,374 L 1 208111
2d district... 93,175 | 111,587 | 887 | 985 206,634
3d district.. 101,735 | 107,869 fuoooerice, I, A 209,945
4th distri 117,896 | 100,335 | . 218,620
5th district 121,895 | 84,472 [ 212.367
Bth district of 129460 | 71866 | 201,32
o | " P : i -
Total by diStricts. ... ..o - 2108 64T| %87 I 2359 ... 1175 ST | 1257008
Senat { 581545 | 683,014 BA94 | 4238 | o 1,276,986
Presidential electors ..........cccovv.o. [ 508672 | 676,026 | 1115633 | 13,123 | 2,273 534 298 ‘ 241 189 150 519! 1,317,661
Saian SRt Intese s B S DR . i

1 Independent party.

44
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KANSAS
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DDEINOCTALIC. vt eve ettt et ettt er e e et e as s 326,150
Republican..... 566,812
Independent........c.cccoenvivnnn 68,231
Independent (Libertarian) 14,470
AMerican ..o 1,5§5
Independent (Communist) 9?7
StateSMAN ..oveeeicieee e " 821
Conservative (American Independent) ..o 789
For UNITED STATES SENATOR

John Simpson, DEmOCTAL ..ot sins 340,271
Bob Dole, RepUDIICAN .......ooivciiiiiicnirces sttt s 598,686

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Phil Martin, DemOCrat.........ccormerereoriininneisccsiesiasienimsonmesiosessssssasssssssnins 73,586
Pat Roberts, RepUbLICAN ..ot s anssesssions 121,545
2. Sam Keys, DEMOCTAL ........c.cooeeiireiiiet ittt as s ee e seseas 78,859
Jim Jeffries, Republican .. . 92,107
B T s TP U PO 11
3. Dan Watkins, Democrat .....cc..ooiveeieeeieiiircienreienee st 82,414
Larry Winn, Jr., Republican ...t 109,294
John O. Stewart, ConServative .........ccveiveeuerieeie et seeeesesesssessseaes 5,338
4. Dan Glickman, DemOCIat ........ccococvvivrieiicrie st ssssnsnsees 124,014
Clay Hunter, Republican. 55,899
5. David L. Miller, DemoCrat........occuve oo e erase s esess s snssasssensasens 45,676
Bob Whittaker, RePUDBLICAN ......coieveviiiierireere et 141,029
Jack C. Blackwell, Statesman..........ccccoeioiiiiiiccinicsieniesine e 3,342

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Kansas
A >Oom4er-
o . vative i
Title of candidate Demo- | Republi- | Inde o | Ameri- | States- | (Ameri- | Wrte | Total
i . Inde-

S I R |pondeni| _

Representatives: | I
Ist district ... 73,586 | 121,545 | 195,131
2d district TR85% 92107 | 170,977
ad district .. 82414 | 109,294 [ 197,046
4th district, . 4124014 | 55899 [ 179,913
5th district . ..... 145676 | 141029 [ 3,342 creen| 190,047
Total by districts...........| 404,549 | 519874 | 334z | 533 11| @314
SeNAOT . .o 340,271 . 938,957
Presidential electors ................. 326,150 83,668 | | or795

tIncludes 14,470 votes for Libertarian party candidate, Clark; and 967 votes for

Hall
KENTUCKY
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DeIMIOCTALIC. co.cviv ettt ettt ettt
Republican......cccooveeieiieveeirennienns
Anderson Coalition (Independent) ...
Libertarian ......cocviiceiciinns
Resp. for Life
Citizens......oeeee..

78-218 ¢ - 81 - 4

didat

617,417
635,274
31,127
5,631
4,233
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24

KENTUCKY —Continued
For UNITED STATES SENATOR

Wendell H. Ford, Democrat .....cc.occoovirieeiiire e cvreeeen
Mary Louise Foust, Republican

For UnNiTED StaTES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Carroll Hubbard, Jr., Democrat ......cccocooiviiiiieece e

. Phil M. McGary, Democrat..

. Ted R. Marcum, Democrat.............

. William H. Natcher, Democrat ..ot

Mark T. Watson, Republican ...

. Romano L. Mazzoli, Democrat ... e

Richard Cesler, Republican.....
John Cumbiler, Citizens............
Robert D. Vessels, American ...........
Henry Glover Logsdon, Independent

Gene Snyder, Republican .

Harold “Hal” Rogers, Republican.........c.ccocooeiveiiiiiiiciriccecveiee e,

. Tom Easterly, DemoCrat.....occcoooiiioeie ettt eesrc i eeees ettt ssae e

Larry J. Hopkins, Republican.....
Don Bertram Pratt, Independent...

. Carl D. Perking, Democrat ...c.ccc.oviveeiiiineicec et reseises et sasenn

720,891
386,029

118,665

99,670
52,110

85,873
46,681
1,272
468
430

62,138
126,049
54,027
112,093
72,473
105,376
1,202

117,665
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e - - T T T I
| i . Ander- | i | | | .
i ' Y son ! ! Resp Social- | i I
y : Demo- | Republi- | Coali- : Liber- ¢ cFoo Citi- 7 ist | Commun- | Ameri- | Inde-
Title of candidate crat l can | tion | tarian | I{Qé I zens | Work- | st can | pendent | Total
(Inde- ' P | ers | ! |
! pendent) | ! | i i .
! 1 s P
Representatives: | |
Ist district .. 118,565 i.. 118,565
2d district ... 99,670 | 8 151,780
3d district ... 85,873 46,681
4th district . 62,138 1 126,049
5th district .. 54,027 1 112,093
6th district " 72,473 105,376
Tth district ..o 117,665 [ociiiins
TOLAL BY ISEHCES co1vvvro oo cevvrevens oo eecssrescss s iosssssessssesssssssesesmsssens st cossssees 610,411 | 442,308 |
Senator ... 720,91 ¢ 386,029 |

t
1
T

; ‘ + = :
PLESIAENEIAL €1ECLOTS ..o erss e eeets e esesseseeet et seeesseeese e es s | 617417 6352741 31127 5531 4293 Po1304 | 393 1,295,627
| i N 1 SRS S N S S
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LOUISIANA
For PreSIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DBIMIOCTALIC. o+ cuvevieteeer e e eeeeie e eae e seent e sn s e eesees s aen s eneennntrannas et 708,453
Republican ... e 792,852}
INA@PENAENIE.....c.ovrieeeceriicsies it s 26,345
American Independent... 10,333
LADEIEATIAI «eveseveeeeeeeeeteeiaeete e see e s e eaessas et et as et st aeebs s aaesb e sas et sann e e sarn g nn s 8,240
Citizens.......cccco.e. 1,584
Socialist WOrkers .....oivoovvioeeevrecinieeieeicncosiessiecsnnenecs s [RORPION T83
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Russell B. Long, Democrat ....oococviviirriieciiicsee s csn et 484,770
Louis Woody Jenkins, Democrat . 325,922
Jerry C. Bardwell, Republican.... 13,739
Robert Max Ross, Republican..... . 10,208
Naomi Bracey, NO Party ...t 6,374
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Michael J. Musmeci Sr, Democrat........... 8,277
Robert L. “Bob” Livingston, Republican . 81,777
Tristan P. Junius, No Party.......ccccooiiiiecicviieesece s 2,501
2. Lindy (Mrs. Hale) Boggs, Democrat ... 45,091
Clyde F. Bel Jr, Democrat . 3,571
Rob Couhig, Republican ..ot 25,521
3. W, J. “Billy” Tauzin, Demoerat ...t 80,455
Bob Namer, DemOCTIaL. .....cccoveiimiiieiireiesesssreaiaese et s ce e eaen s enanes 14,074
4. Buddy Roemer, DemOCTAL..........cccovrrirrireeriisierins ettt tassesesssssasesserrassessnanes 108,625
Claude “Buddy"” Leach, Democrat ........ccccoiiiviiiiiiniiiccie e 58,705
5. Jerry Huckaby, DemoCrat .. ..o 93,519
LD, KNOX, DEIMOCTAL ......cviriiiieiiiieeieeesacsvssis s csssasesssses esasmnesaes o nessreanesranses 11,748
6. Alice Brooks, DEmMOCTAL .....cco.cveerveeiiieseesiacerereisissesssssesessrsseesnassesessasssssnssnnes 12,149
W. Henson Moore, Republican ... 118,540
T. John Breaux, DEmMOCTAL ........ocveeiieiceeiceeccee e ses et s (1)
8. Gillis Long, Democrat .....oco..ceiconeeeiieiieesicceicite sttt eea e 75,433
Clyde C. Holloway, Republican .. . 27,816
Robert H. Mitchell, Republican..............sg T 6,243
T According to Louisiana law, it is not required to tabula vo &R for unopposed candidates
Recapitulation of Votes t in Louistana
R EDe Republi vld | Ameri- Liber- | © S‘l’-E N i
N . { . . . iber- iti- ialist | 2 |
Title of candidate ‘ crr:t‘.) t?:n ' pe:dzm lf::llt‘s- !alrial;\ zt.:::s a%:«- Par':.y | Total
pendent ers
S I B S - . 4
Representatives: ( i |
st distric 8277 | 81,7 s ! 2501 | 92555
2d district 48,662 25,521 e 74,183

3d district
4th district ..
Hth district ..

G529 [ b 94,524
162,330
105,267

.| 162,330
4 105,267

6th district .. 12,149 | LIRS0 | IS A 1 130680
Tth district .. [ 1) IS . (R}
sith district ... 43| 31,059 | O - | 109,492

Total by districts.. 269,897 | ... 769,045

Senator.. o .....___am,ﬁz_‘ 23,947 | 6374 841,013
Presidential electors ... TO8,453 | TO2858 | 26,345 | 10333 | 8,240 1,5841: TR e 1,548,501
— e— ¢ c— - e — p———————— c—— et — L. . NIPUSEEEN Sy D S S

! According to Louistana law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unopposed candidates.
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MAINE

For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

DEMOCEALIC. ...ovc v ceveaceviaeremsressis sresisrsis s essinisssssisnns nsnnnssisscns 220,974
Republican... .. 238,522

Independent.... 51:_),327
Libertarian .. )1 19
Citizens ......... 4,..394
Communist .. 591
Write-in oo Sesesseerastesseereentsserentotrarennsastesentasisssesse erian s eatsnNeS 84
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Harold C. Pachios, Democrat .......................................................................... 86.5%1_9
David F. Fmery, Republican ... 188,667
R T s T & WO OSSR OSSO 5
2. Harold L. Silverman, DemOCTAL ....c..ccoovvrieoiiiineieiens e aesiesiaseenssenssssesssanaes 51,026
Olympia J. Snowe, Republican... .. 186,406
AL L S WO TSRS P STRRUOUURPORRSE 16
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Maine
Title of candidate _fo':;___ e _i'?:.:g:“‘__“?l_"_‘;“ rens w”"‘m w_ti Total
Representatives
18t diStRICt. oo RES10 | IRRGET L I 51 215491
24 district. e 51026 | 186,406 | B I 16 | 237 448
Total by distriets ....... 375,073 . 211 512,939
Presidential electors,, ... 2‘38 53,327 5,119 4,394 5 ' 84 523,011
MARYLAND
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic...... .. 726,161
Republican.. 680,606
Independent. 119,537
Libertarian ... 14,192
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Edward T. Conroy, Democrat... . .. 435118
Charles McC. Mathias, Jr., Republlca 850,970
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Roy Dyson, Democrat.................... 97,743
Robert E. Bauman, Republican .. .. 91,143
2. Clarence D. Long, Democrat ........... 121,017
Helen Delich Bentley, Republican.......c.c.ccovmiiciircnncicsieninns 89,961
3. Barbara A. Mikulski, Democrat ...........coeeeiieeiiiiceieiieeeciesienseesctseveecasssneaens 102,293
Russell T. Schaffer, Republican...... e 32,074
4. James J. Riley, Democrat..... ettt s et eaenean 47,375
Marjorie S. Holt, Republican .......... .. 120,985
5. Gladys Noon Spellman, Democrat. .. 106,035
Kevin R. Igoe, Republican .......ccooovvioieiiennii s sesscesncnene 25,693

. Parren J. Mitchell, Democrat

. Michael D. Barnes, Democrat.

. Beverly B. Byron, Democrat ..., 146,101

Raymond E. Beck, Republican..........c.cc.covmerimiviicriiioiincicsncserescnssne s 62,913

97,104
Victor Clark, Jr., Republican...... 12,650

o 148,301
Newton Steers, Republican ... 101,659
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MARYLAND—Continued
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Maryland

[ s Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber-

Title of candidate | crat can pendent | tarian Total

. . N e —
|

Representatives: | .
P Lst district . {91,143 IK&‘B}'}Q
2d district 2}0.:){:
3d distric 134.:‘)(34
4th distric l?ﬂ.d(:i)
Sth distriet, 131,728
Hth district.. 200,014
Tth distriet... X 109,754
Sth distriet........ 101,659 249,960

Totut by diStricts o . __F)‘W()’EX

Senator ..o e

Presidential vlecto 680,606 |

GRS S —

MASSACHUSETTS
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.. . b e eaheteatteeette i e et e te e e eare s eantaeen it g esanins 1,053,802
Republican.......cccoiiveieirec e .. 1,057,631
Anderson Coalition (Independent) e 382,539
Libertarian ......cccoooviereeciciiein 22,038
Socialist Workers 3,735
Citizens.....coreene 2,056
Other (WrIlB-1N) ..ot v iieiecis et e eece ettt estecteasserae st e esaasras aaseraaessrannerieas 2,289
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Helen Poppy Doyle, Bemocrat......cocoviiiiiiiciiiieaee e 52,457
Silvio O. Conte, Republican e 156,514
OEher (WIIEE-IN) . cviveeieiie it rae et er e asaets e e s eraes s sastast e anens 20
2. Edward P. Boland, Democrat. ... sesesesse s 120,711
Thomas P. Swank, Republican ...... 38,672
John B. Aubuchon, Independent... 20,247
Other (Write-in).....cocorvvvvreerieriens 35
3. Joseph D. Early, Democrat...... 141,560
David G. Skehan, Republican. 54,213
Other (Write-in).............. 10
4. Barney Frank, Democrat......... 103,466
Richard A. Jones, Republican. 95,898
OPher (WEILE-T0) oottt sb st et er e sas s e e e eas st e e aasnnne 12
5. James M. Shannon, DemoCTatl.........ccooiieicienoririsee i esiiessiseieseesenesannas 136,758
William C. Sawyer, Republican. 70,547
Other (WEILE-IN) oottt s e es v et ne 16
6. Nicholas Mavroules, Democrat. ... ioiiecnene et iaes e ensenes 111,393
Thomas H. Trimarco, Republican, 103,192
Donald P. Batchelder, Citizens............. 3,290
Nelson F. Gonzalez, Socialist Workers 1,304
Other (Write-in .ot 78
7. Edward J. Markey, Democrat.........ccccoovivcninronnennes e 155,759
Other (Write-in)...........ooocoeieen 24
8. Thomas P. O'Neill, Jr., Democrat ..., 128,689
William A. Barnstead, Republican .. 35,477
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9. John Joseph Moakley, Democrat 104,010
Other (WTILE-II1) oo es e e merens e tce e arseestssas e sre s cas st 36
10. Robert E. McCarthy, Democrat ..o ‘85,629
Margaret M. Heckler, Republican. 131,794
Other (Write-in) 10
11. Brian J. Donnelly, Democrat ..o 137,066
Other (Wi oottt st sensnacesbssrncsanesns s 50
12. Gerry E. Studds, Democrat ..o 195,791
Paul V. Doane, Republican 71,620
Other (Write-1n) ..uvi ettt et s csnees 10
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Massachusetts
An-
& | (éerson | Social- ‘ Other
g Demo- epubli- | Coalit- | Liber- ist Citi- | Inde- :
Title of candidate crat can | ion tarian | Work- | zens | pendent | (V‘{;})te Total
{Inde- ers i ’
2 pendent
Representatives:
1st district ... 52,457 156,514 |...... 20 208,991
2d district . 120,711 38,672 35 179, (nb’
3d district . 141,560 54,213 10
4th district 103,466 95,898 12
5th district 136,758 70,5 16
6th district 111,393 103,192 | 78
Tth district 155,759 |...... 24 15‘7 78{
8th district 128,689 35,477 | 17 164,183
9th district 104,010 | 36 104,046
10th district.. 85,629 131,794 10 217,433
11th district.. 137,066 |....ocoevnnn 56 137,122
12th district.. e 195 791 TLE20 L)oo 10 267,421
Total by districts ... 57 927 |...
e —
Presidential electors........ 1,053,802 1 0‘37 6%1 3,785 1 2,056
i

MICHIGAN

For PresiDENTIAL ELECTORS

Democratic..
Republican...
Anderson Coahtlon (Independent) .
Libertarian
Citizens......
Communist
Write-in

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. John Conyers, Jr., DemoCrat. ..c.c.ccooiiiieiriieccee et se e

William M. Bell, Republican.....
Thomas W. Jones, Libertarian .
Write-in ..o

2. Kathleen F. O’Reilly, Democrat ..
Carl D. Pursell, Republican
James L. Hudler Libertarian
John L. Wagner, American Independent

WVEIEEIT1 1ottt ettt et s et s et ne st s asasasssn b st s esmansaneeneanseneen
3. Howard Wolpe, Democrat.......cocoviiiiiiiceeiiece e en e

James S. Gilmore, Republican..
Charles Todd, Libertarian .................
Susan K. Wells, American Independent.

WV TIER-ITL L et st s et s s steba et b tsete st eteeres

1,661,532
1,915,225

275,223
41,597
11,930

3,262
956

123,286
6,244
699

1

83,550
115,562
1,464
1,214
11
113,080
102,591
891

843
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6.

10.

11

12.

13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

. Dale R. Sprik, Democrat....

. Bob Traxler, Democrat..................

. William D. Ford, Democrat......

30

MICHIGAN-—Continued
For UnNiTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

. Lyndon G. Furst, Democrat ......c.co.ooveiviecviie e e v nnsnessesaeerane

Dave Stockman, Republican ....
Bruce A. Smith, Libertarian..........c.cc.cco..o...
Robert Drenkhahn, American Independent .
TVEIEE I ottt et b st bbbt ebe s eabbessebare e manenan

Harold S. Sawyer, Republican ..
Tom H. Smith, Libertarian .......
Write-In .o

Bob Carr, Democrat ...
Jim Dunn, Republican ...
TVTTEEAIL ottt ettt eas e st eb et e s e et es e et e e s b e st e asen v e s e nteanbeen e ete e an

. Dale E. Kildee, Democrat ........coooocvvviniieniiniiiiceiie et

Dennis L. Berry, Libertarian ...
R L 2 O PO U OO PSP USSP RO PTURTSUUPUIOUUPRIN

Norman R. Hughes, Republican..
Sheila M. Hart, Libertarian..
Write-in .cooovvrvveeeireieeeicne

. Guy Vander Jagt, Republican ...

Marshall A. Tufts, American Independent ...,
WVEIEE-IN ettt

Don Albosta, DEmMOCIAL ....c.cociiveeriiieeeie et ete st e e sneseresraeeeserasen s
Richard J. Allen, Republican ...,
Frederick J. Dechow, Libertarian ... s
David Isaac, American Independent ...
WVEIERII ot ettt et

Dan Dorrity, Democrat
Bob Davis, Republican ... .
John C. Stariha, American Independent..........cccoocovvvveiiivencecieniciessieenean
WWVEIERITL 1ottt a s ettt e s b b see e roba b bcasensseerastsrseseesnnasenes

David E. Bonior, Democrat......cocciviiccninenniieeecseeecreere s ceeeresnesneane
Kirk Walsh, Republican ...

WWETEB I ¢ eovcetentee ettt et s et e et et e et e et e eteeseeeete et e eneranaeeeeaen

George W. Crockett, Jr., Democrat......oooocevovivieiieeeecsiseeier s eecernen
M. Michael Hurd, Republican .........cccviiecrrriinineiiineieneniessneseevenie
Robert W. Roddis, Libertarian......ccoveiiiiiic e e

Dennis M. Hertel, Democrat.
Vic Caputo, Republican .....
John D. Litle, Libertaria

Gerald R. Carlson, Republican ...................
Aldi C. Fuhrman, American Independent... .
W ITL i er e e eve et e s b e b ssrsneets e s ersebssreeteersebestessnone

John D. Dingell, Democrat ......c..cocoevvvriiivnceceeccv et
Pamella A. Seay, Republican...
R. Scott Davidson, Libertarian ...................
Ronald Lee Slote, American Independent...
WIriLe-in oo

William M. Brodhead, Democrat
L. Patterson, Republican ..........
William B. Krebaum, Libe

Betty J. Suida, Republican....
Bette Erwin, Libertarian ........cccoocveevenenn
Howard L. Neal, American Independent .
L 7= ¥ O OO OO U SO USUUUUT USRI

47,777
148,950
1,644
915

6

101,737
118,061
2,321
39

108,548
111,272
6

147,280
11,507
16

124,155
77,009
3,230

7

168,713
5,985
78

126,962
111,496
2,530
1,254
10

75,515
146,205
1,363
56

112,698
90,931
18

79,719
6,473
886

12

90,362
78,395
904

5

113,492
53,046
1,175
82

105,844
42,135
1,810
1,069

7

127,525
44,313
2,667
23
135,705
68,575
2,323
1,37?
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MICHIGAN—Continued
For UNiTED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

19. Wayne E. Daniels, Democrat... 60,100
William S. Broomfield, Repubhcan 168,?39
Brian Wright, Libertarian.. 3,263
Write-in 1

0 .TT‘;"' ]

Demo- | Republi-| Coli | Liber. | Citi | éan " |c Write-
. . - 1 1 . - can Ammun- r o
Title of candidate t:rr::t(y cp:n ' ::gn tsrial;l zens | Inde- ist in Total
{Inde- pendent
ipendent)

Representatives:

1st district .. 123,286 6,284 ] 699 o 1| 130,230
2d district ... 83,550] 115,562 1,214 11| 201,801
dd distriet .. 113,080] 102,591 ... 843 9| 217414
4th district. 47,177] 148,950, 915 6| 199,292
5th district.. 101,737 118,061, o] 39 222,158
6th district.. 108,548, 111,272 .. 6| 219,826
Tth district.. . 147,280 0] D107 4o 16| 158,803
8th district. . 124,155 77,009 7| 204,401
9th district.. .. 168,713)|. 5985 78| 174,776
10th district . 126.962] 111.496|, 1,254].. 10| 242,252
11th district 75,515) 146,205 1,363 56/ 223,139
12th district 112,698] 90,931, 18] 203,647
Ljth district 79,719 6,473 12| 87,090
14th district 90,362] 78,395 5 169,666
15th district 113,492| 53,046 1,175 82| 167,795
16th district 105,844| 42,735 1,810 1,069 7| 151,465
17th district 127,525| 44,313 2,667 . 23| 174,528
18th district 135,705, 68,575 2,323 13730 1| 207,977
19th district.... 60,100{ 168,530|.............. A B263 e 1| 281,894
Total by districts ........... 1,877,335 1.659&1 15,191} 388[3,688,154
Presidential electors....................|1,66 1,915,225 11,980(.......|  3,262{ 956/3,900,725
MINNESOTA
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.... 954,173
fepublican.... 873,268
Anderson Coalition (Independent 174,997
Libertarian ... 31,593
Citizens....... 8,406
American ... 6,136
Communist ... 1,117
Socialist Workers 711
Workers World .. 698
Socialist.......... 536
Write-in 281
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Russell V. Smith, Democrat.. 67,279
Arlen Erdahl, Republican 171,099
Write-in 2
2. Harold J. Bergquist, Democrat.... 102,586
Tom Hagedorn, Republican... 158,082
3. Joel A. Saliterman, Democrat 57,868
Bill Frenzel, Republican 179,393
4. Bruce F. Vento, Democrat.. 119,182
John Berg, Republican........... 82,537
James Kendrick, Socialist Workers.............. 1,993

78~218 0 - 81 - 5
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MINNESOTA—Continued
For UniTEp StaTeEs REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

5. Martin Olav Sabo, Democrat . .. 126,451
John Doherty, Republican.......... 48,200
Jeffrey M. Miller, New Union ............. . 2,552
Scott Wallace, Industrial Government . 1,616
Steve Thomas, Socialist Workers......... . 1,611

6. Archie Baumann, Democrat .......... . 126,173
Vin Weber, Republican............ . 140,402
N2 5 L 7= OO PO PO IO U SRR PO UPT PP PO SP 9

7. Gene Wenstrom, DEemMOCTat .....c.cccooiiviiieoiiicieeie et err s etae e 124,026
Arlan Stangeland, Republican... . 135,084
Write-n ..o . 3

8. James L. Oberstar, Democrat 182,228

Edward Fiore, Republican....... . 72350
Ilona Gersh, Socialist Work 4,134
Write-in ..o . 53
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Ander- [
De Coali- | Liber- | Citi- | Ameri. | Co Socel | Work | ociat. | o lw
8 : mo- | Republi- 1i- iber- iti- eri- mmu- ist ial- ew tria rite-
Title of candidate crat can tion tarian | zens can nist | Work- “f g:ld ist Union | Govern- in Total
(Inde- ers ment
pendent)
Representatives:
st district 67,219 | 171,099 2 238,380
2 district 102,586 | 158,082 Lo eeneedbiec e e b v 260,668
3d district 57,868 | 179,393 ... . 237,261
4th district 119,182 82,537 1,993 203,712
5th district 126,451 48,200 LBLL Lo 2,552 1,616 | 180,430
6th district 126,173 140,402 9 266,584
Tth district 124,026 135,084 3 259,113
8th district 182,228 72,350 4,134 53 258,765
Total by districts 905,793 987,147 7,738 2,552 1,616 67 | 1,904,913
Presidential electors 954,173 | 873,268 | 174,997 | 81,583 | 8,406 6,136 1,117 711 698 i 536 1........... 281 | 2,051,916
P

£8
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For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

Filed 09/23/25

DEINOCTALIC. coevvvctieeeeeeitaeere et e ete e st iaeeeeieasaasestas e e sasessess e ssasabsassern e innnesibrnab b e

Republican...
In ependent ...........................
Independent (Libertarian) ...
Independent (Workers World) ......

Independent (Socialist WOIKEIS) ...cccccuoiviivueienieriniereess e essesecessresteesessins
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Jamie L. Whitten, DemOCIat ....cccoevevicesrcriieieeeseesemsesesesesesassrsssesesessasaese
T.K. Moffett, REPUDIICAN .......cccvviiieecre s aass s eassnnes

2. David R. Bowen, Democrat ........ccccorimeiiiiicniineccnenaeeranssiesaenieesesassnes

Frank Drake, Republican...................
3. G.V. (Sonny) Montgomery, Democrat ....

4. Britt R. Singletary, Democrat..............
Jon (. Henson, Republican .................
Leslie Burl McLemore, Independent..

John Wayne Mclnerney, Independent .............ccooeiievriinnicninioenaiene

5. Jimmy McVeay, Democrat..... ..
Trent, Lott, Republican.........ccccocevviiveiiciecieeccsccieee e s

Recap:tulatwn nf Votes Cast in Mississippi

429,281
441,089

12,036
4,702
2,402
2,240

104,269
61,292
96,750
42,300

128,035

52,303
69,321
52,959

3,313

46,416
131,559

- | Demo | Republi- | Inde '
Title of candidate crat can | pendent Total
Representatives:
1st district 104,269 [ 61,292 |,
2d district . 96,750 42,300 L... M
4d district . 03 X
4th district 301 69,821 | 56,272 | 177,896
5th district. » _‘{ 1,559 || 177,975
Total by districts ..... 427,773 AT2 | 56,272 788517
Presidential electors... 429,281 441,089 | 121380 | 891,750

o

‘[ncluda, 4,702 votes for Libertarian party, 2,402 votes for Workers World party and 2,240 votes for Socialist

Workers party.

MISSOURI
FORrR PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.... 931,182
Republican. 1,074,181
Independent.. 77,920
Libertarian 14,422
Socialist Workers 1,515
WWTTEE I vttt ettt et e e e aaes e es e e s e nse et easersses et s ernaentansnssenssssesnsessinn 604
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Thomas F, Eagleton, Democrat .............ccocovevivceireeereiie i 1,074,859
Gene McNary, Republican ............ e 985,399
Martha Pettis, Socialist Workers 6,707
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. William (BilD) Clay, DemOCTaL ......cccoueveviveeereieereieieine s esesene 91,272
Bill White, RepubliCan ..ot ene et 38,667

2. Robert A. Young, Democrat..................} d et ses s stesbesaes b see st ssnensareesesane 148,227
John O. Shields, Republican..... .. 81,762

3. Richard A. Gephardt, Democrat .. .. 143,132
Robert A. Cedarburg, RepubliCan ........ccourrveureemnennceieniinienuisrennecsnssienes 41,277

o 4. Tke SKelton, DemOCrat. ...t seee e s eae s eee s 151,459
Bill Baker, RepUbDlICAN .......c.ocveeiiereeete et 71,869
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MISSOURI—Continued
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued
5. Richard Bolling, Democrat ... 110,957
Vincent E. Baker, Republican ...... 47,309
6. Vernon King, Democrat............. 62,048
Tom Coleman, Republican.. 149,281
7. Ken Young, Democrat ...... 76,844
Gene Taylor, Republican. 161,668
8. Steve Gardner, Democrat ... 95,751
Wendell Bailey, RepubliCan ... 127,675
9. Harold L. Volkmer, DeMOCTAL .......cc.cvvvreiiesimensesirnsissesietsisssssssassssassnsssansaes 135,905
John W. Turner, RepubliCan ... 104,835
10. Bill D. Burlison, DemOCTaAL ......ccciiiereeenriiiirisinirescniesiseiesessasiesssstsssassanasssnnns 94,465
Bill Emerson, RepUbliCAN ... crssisnaess s e ss i sneses 116,167
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Missourt
S . s g _
‘ 1 ) Social )
Tide of candidate Demo- | Repub- | tnde | Liber, ||| Wit | g
ers

Representatives: ‘
Lst district 9,272 [ 88,667 Lo - 129,939
2d district ... 148,227 | 81762 Luveveeccorsron] v 220,989
3d district ... 143182 | 41,277 184,409
4th district 151,459 | 71,869 223,328
5th distri 110,957 | 47,309 Loovverricro o 158,266
6th district.. 62,048 | 149,281 | 211,329
7th district.. 76,844 | 161,668 248,512
8th district.. 9551 | 1267 hovvrrooorosboreecire o 223,426
9th district...... 135,905 | 104,835 240,740
10th district 94,465 | 116,167 {... . o] 210,632
Total by districts o] 1110,060 | 940,610 {ovs o . 2,050,570
S —— X ¥ . B30T [ | 2,066,965
Presidential electors........oocovevcoicncccnnd - 931,182 | 1,074,181 ‘ T1.920 F 144227 1,515 604 | 2,099,824

MONTANA
For PrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DI@IMOCTALIC. ....cevviveeicreeerri et es st eat s s ea s ss e s s bbb s s s s srnen b b anesereas 118,032
Republican..... . 206,814
Independent... 29,281
Libertarian .... 9,825
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Pat Williams, Democrat............ccocun..e 112,866
John K. (Jack) McDonald, Republican.. 70,874
2. Tom (Thomas) Monahan, Democrat ... 63,370
Ron Marlenee, Republican ...........ccccviviieceieecieceiiiecees e enesenns 91,431

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Montana

: " Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber- i
L T‘t_l_e oif'andldn.l-t-z B B crat can ] pendent i tarian f Total
Representatives: I
Ist djulrict cosesasnonss 112,866 70,874 L. 143,740
2d district ... 63,370 _91,431 . o] 154,801
Total by districts 176,236 | 162,305 |. 338,541
Presidential el 118032 | 206814 | 29281 9,825 363952
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NEBRASKA
For PresiDENTIAL ELECTORS
DOINIOCTALIC vttt ettt ettt enr s s te st essae st ersesessasse e assanerseaneasensans 166,424
Republican... 419,214
Independent. 44,854
LADEITATIAI .eveeececeeieieee e tsi et as vt sscer e s ras e s s crsa s eanensnonenaessennans 9,041
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Rex S. Story, DemOoCrat ..ot 43,605
Doug Bereuter, Republican 160,705
IV EEEE 11 ettt sttt et see e e sae et e s e stb e as e e eebe e e e e e e st v et e s e e ennnesaesereaes 31
2. Richard M. Fellman, DemoCrat.....c.occoviiiieiiieieenreeveeece et erecsraeceennes 88,8?33
Hal Daub, Republican............... 107,736
Susan K. Putney, Libertarian... 6,247
TWTELEIIL oo vveieiectiecre et anr e e e erae et e st tbesne e b e s aenassas e eneass s e teasseaasanbesanensneareen 224
3. Stan Ditus, DemOCTAL ....c.ooovviiiiciiee it eeereeere e s e erteesbsee e nteeenes 34,967
Virginia Smith, Republican 182,887
WV TIEEIL ettt en et e st a e i e e ee st er e e e a e s vssessannoscnsassssennaseasnsnsn 16
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Nebraska
Title of candidat Dcer':é)‘ Reg;{? li- p(::g:;xt g‘;g?; LW;i\te— Total
Representatives:
T L 43,605 | 160,705 204,341
2 dSEIICL vovv e 84,843 107,736 |.... 203,050
3d district ..o.ocooevennee 34,367 182,887 217,87‘()
Total by districts oo 167,415 451,328 7_"625.261
Presidential electors 166424 | 419214 | 44858 | 9,041 ] 630,533
. L
NEVADA
For PrEsSIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DEMIOCTALAC ettt et e er et ee et e e e e e e e e eeneaaae 66,666
Republican .... 155,017
Independent........ 17,651
LABErtarian ..ot ettt 4,358
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Mary Gojack, DemOCTat c.co.cvcvivveveieeniee et see e eneenenaen 92,129
Paul Laxalt, Republican .. 144,224
Allen Hacker, LibertariBn. ..o oot seve s vasesevsenaessseseenessean 6,920
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
AT LARGE
Jim Santind, DemOCrat ..c...cevivivevicccecee e 165,107
Vince Saunders, Republican 63,163
Harry Joe Mangrum, Libertarian 7,159
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Nevada
5 i ] Demo- | Republi- de - Libe: T o
) B Title of candidate 7 crr:t g;‘ln b 4 pe: dZnt talri arn Total
Representatives: |
L S . 165,107 | & 236,029
Total....... 165107 | 63,163 236,029
Senator.... .. 92,129 | 144,224 | 6,920 | 243,213
Presidential €lOCtOrS. ... .eroorrosmsreosomseresesrecrtnsesesersen 66,666 | 155017 | 17,651 4,55%;1 243,692
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

For PresipenTiAL ELECTORS

Filed 09/23/25

DIINOCTALIC. e ieveevie ettt e aveereste et eas et e s re s e e s bs et erecneere s e rrn s s senenreaas 108,864
Republican.... 221,705
Independent.. 49,693
Libertarian ... 2,064
Citizens... 1,320
Communi 129
Workers World ...... 76
Socialist Workers .. . 71
WVTIECIIL 1ottt et et se e sb et st e b et st e e e tea e saaesansase e v e s e e e sesreneastsbsenenss 68
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
John A. Durkin, Democrat ... ... iririinninncreerereseee e ereoseeoniseacsnnene 179,455
Warren Rudman, Republican .. .. 195,559
WV TIEE AT cove oottt reeee e ereete e e steacaesseas et sansrssnasansemsansansssannennesennsansensonsessersas 46
For UNITED StaTES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Norman E. I’Amours, Democrat ... 114,061
Marshall W. Cobleigh, Republican ... 73,565
Write-in ..o e ceeree e 20
2. Maurice L. Arel, Democrat .. 63,350
Judd Gregg, Republican..... . 113,304
TV EEEE-ATE oottt e st e st e e b e s et e b aastessbenaesrasetesan e n e e baaneesanesnesn 25
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in New Hampshire
. . " Work- SO.Cia]' .
Tte of candidate | D |Republi Inde b | O Commu it Wt | g
ers
Representatives
Ist district.... {114,061 73,565 b, 20| 187,646
2d district 63,350| 113304) T 25| 176,679
Total by districts ............ 177411} 186,869 45| 364,325
L S 179,455 195,559 - 46| 575,060
Presidential electors............... 108,864| 221,705| 49,693 2,064| 1,320 120]  76f 71 68| 383990
NEW JERSEY
For PrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
Democratic.............. 1,147,364
Republican ..o 1,546,557
Anderson Alternative (Independent)..........ccoovoiioioeveoeoeeeeeeeeeeer e eeeerene e 234,632
LABEIEATIAI ..oeovecvcieieciireecs e cesire ettt e tos et s tsstasesarossssssstossnnsennin 20,652
CHEIZEIIS 1ot ce et vt v et e vt ra e eeebesteseesre s s e et satereae st s b e teeneensanessssbenne 8,203
Right-to-Life .................. 3,927
Middle Class Candidate.. 3,694
COMIMUINIBE L.voveoirirresie ettt ettt cr et es e e e s snsbs et eere st e saseratoresstassenseseas 2,555
S0CIATISt WOTKETS ..ottt et 2,198
Socialist........c.ccoeurnen, 1,973
Down With Lawyers 1,718
Workers World .................... . 1,288
Independent (Wendelken) ..o, 923
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. James J. Florio, Democrat.......ccciiieie e icsre et vessre s 147,352
Scott 1. Sibert, Republican................ 42,154
Thomas S. Watson, Jr., Independent 1,327
Ronald K. Wishart, Libertarian ........ . 1,029
Julius Levin, Socialist Labor ..., 219
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NEW JERSEY—Continued

Filed 09/23/25

For UniTEDp STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

2. William J. Hughes, Democrat .......ccocccovvnveeenicninnnee

Beech N. Fox, Republican ............
Robert C. Rothhouse, Libertarian....
Adele Frisch, Socialist Labor ....

3. James J. Howard, Democrat.................
Marie Sheehan Muhler, Republican ..
Tom Palven, Libertarian ...........c..cocee.e.
Lawrence D. Erickson, Socialist...
L. James Wilson, J.E.B. Party Inc

4. Frank Thompson, Jr., Democrat ......
Christopher H. Smith, Republican ..
Jack Moyers, Libertarian................
Paul B. Rizzo, No Slogan ...............

5. Kieran E. Pillion, Jr., Democrat ..
Millicent Fenwick, Republican.....
Carl R. Samson, Libertarian ............

Jasper C. Gould, Contempt of Court......ccocoevcvninncns
6. Lewis M. Weinstein, Democrat........cc.occocevrvvvicreenennns

Edwin B. Forsythe, Republican ...
Virginia A. Flynn, Libertarian.....
John Kinnevy, II, Citizens .......
Donald L. Smith, Constitution.................

Bernardo S. Doganiero, Socialist Labor......cc.o..co.c....
7. Andrew Maguire, Democrat.........cocovevinvineevccrvninnenne.

Marge Roukema, Republican...............
Patrick Randazzo, Pro-Life Independen
Robert Shapiro, Libertarian....................

Martin E. Wendelken, Independent ...............c............
8. Robert A. Roe, Democrat........cccocovevvvenicnvinncriiennn.

William R. Cleveland, Republican..
Donna Rabel, Socialist Labor........

Michael Horowitz, Libertarian........cceccoeveevivvcennnen.
9. Gabriel M. Ambrosio, Democrat ......ccooooeoereieenins

Harold C. Hollenbeck, Republican..
Henry Koch, Libertarian.....ccoccvvrrvnennne
Herbert H. Shaw, Politicians Are Crooks
Edward G. Davis, Citizens .............ccevevennnen.

10. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Democrat ...
Everett J. Jennings, Republican ............. .
Christine Keno, Human Rights Ratificati

Frankie Lee Scott, Youth Against Draft ...... .

Ronald Penque, Libertarian.........ccccvceae.
Christine Hildebrand, Socialist Workers..

11. Joseph G. Minish, Democrat.......................
Robert A. Davis, Republican..
Jon Britton, Socialist Workers .
Robert G. Trugman, The Indepe

Richard S. Roth, LiDeItarian .........ooooooooororororsoreeeors

12. Rose Zeidwerg Monyek, Democrat..

Matthew J. Rinaldo, Republican...........ccceuu.e,
David-Leif Jensen, Independent For Congress
William Vandersteel, Libertarian.....................

13. Dave Stickle, Democrat..................
Jim Courter, Republican.....

John S. Schafer, Libertarian........c.c.ccovvevvnnccvvnnns
14. Frank J. Guarini, Democrat ......c.ccoovveverievenvnincnrvinennns

Dennis Teti, Republican.............
Jonathan Steele, Libertarian........

Kenneth Famularo, Action Talks..cocoeeeveevoenvnriecnns

.................................. 135,437

..... 97,072
..... 2,262
..... 939

..... 106,269
..... 104,184
..... 1,450
..... 643
..... 284

..... 68,480
..... 95,447
..... 2,801
..... 1,776

..... 41,269
..... 156,016
..... 2,465

.................................. 1,549
.................................. 92,227

..... 125,792
..... 2,165
..... 1,848
..... 666

.................................. 556
.................................. 99,737

..... 108,760
..... 3,594
..... 1,640

.................................. 612
.................................. 95,493

..... 44,625
..... 1,209

.............................. 874
.............................. 75,321

..... 116,128
..... 2,290
..... 1,688
..... L

76,154
11,778
“ 542
..... 281
..... 271
..... 219

..... 106,156
. 57,172
1,650
1,630
1,317

36,577
134,973
2,358
1,118

..... 56,251
..... 152,862

.................................. 4,260
................................. 86,921

..... 45,606
..... 1,765

.................................. 1,138
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NEW JERSEY—Continued
For UNITED StaTES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

15. Bernard J. Dwyer, Democrat ............ .
William J. O'Sullivan, Jr., Republican .. 75,812

Ira W. Mintz, People’s Independent Coalition................ 2,937
Charles Hart, Libertarian 1,865
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in New Jersey
An- .
Demo- | Republi-| S | Liber- | Citie | st | Social-
. . mo- i- ter- iber-| Citi- isf o N
Title of candidate crat Eun native |[tarian| zens | Work- L 'sll - Other { L
(Inde- ers
pendent}
Representatives:
Ist district. ... H47352 | 42158 o] 1029 219 11,327 192,081
2d district. 135437 97,072 S 939 | 235,710
3d district. 106,269 | 104,184 2927, 212830
4th district 68,480 | 95,447 31,776 168,504
sth district . 41,269 | 156,016 41,549 201,299
6th district 92,227 | 125,792 1848 [ 596 2666 223,254
Tth district 99,747 | 108,760

54,206 | 214,343

8th district. 95,493 44,625 142,201
9th district. 753211 116,128 ... 196,504
L0th district . 76,154 11,778 89,245
11th district . 106,155 57,772 168,524
12th district . 36,577 134,973 1023581 175,026
13th district . 56,251 152,862 213373

14th district . 86,921 45,606 11,138 135430

15th district 92457 5,812 1. 122,987 173,071
Total by districts............. 1,316,100 | 1,368,981 [................ 21512] 3,025 1,869 2,923 20,925)2,741,395

Presidential electors............. 1,147,364 | 1,546,557 | 234,632 | 20,652| 8203 2,198 ... ... 116,078 | 2,975,684

! Independent party.

*Includes 643 votes for Sccialist party and 284 votes for J.E.B. party, Inc.

3No Slogan party.

“Contempt of Court party.

5Constitution party.

SIncludes 3.594 votes for Pro-life Independent party and 612 votes for Independent party.

7 Politicians Are Crooks party.

sIncludes 542 votes for Human Rights Ratification party and 281 votes for Youth Against Draft party.

?The Independent Alternative party.

teIndependent for Congress party.

11 Action Talks party.

2 People’s Independent Coalition party.

'3Includes 3927 votes for Right-to-Life party, 3,694 votes for Middle Class Candidate party, 2,555 votes for
Communist party, 1,973 votes for Socialist party, 1,718 votes for Down With Lawyers party, 1,288 votes for
Workers World party, and 923 votes for Independent (Wendelken} party.

NEW MEXICO

For PreSIDENTIAL ELECTORS

Democratic.. JRRO— 167,826
Republican.. 250,779
Independent... 29,459
Libertarian . 4,365
Citizens........ 2,202
Statesman............cocceneee. 1,281
Socialist Workers 325

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Bill Richardson, Democrat ........cc.ooiiiiiiieeeee ettt 120,903
Manuel Lujan, Jr., Republican.................. [T e —————— .. 125,910
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NEW MEXICO—Continued

Filed 09/23/25

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

Joseph R. Skeen, Republican ..

Title of candidate

Representatives:
Ist district., o 120,903

2d district..

Total by districts ...........| 175,088

2. David W. King, DemOCTat......cccoeeieiiriirieieieerieseeseeies et ses s ee s ssessiesennes 55,085
C 61,564
Dorothy Runnels, Unaffiliated ..o 45,343
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in New Mexico
-l Social-
Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber- | Citi- |States- | ist Unafﬁlivl Total
crat can pendent | tarian | zen man | Work ated o
ers |

S R S— 4
20,903 ! coel 246,818
08| 6L | RN
e 45,343 408505
Presidential electors...........| 167,826 250779 29459 ( 4365} 2202 1281 456,247

NEW YORK

For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS

DEIMIOCTALIC . v cvcierre et et ee et et et eteaes s ess et s s eaennesaesesaessesenesessensra s e anas 2,728,372
RePUDIICAN ... vt e st ,637,700
Liberal ........ 467,801
CONSEIVALIVE ..ottt ettt ss et se e aens 256,131
Free LID@Itariam .o e et ra et sn s e e raesessreeaessaesernenes 52,648
Right-to-Life ..... 24,159
Citizens........... 23,186
Communist ....... 7,414
Socialist Workers ... 2,068
WOrkers WOTId ......couiviceiiceceeeeeee et s aeenas 1,416
RN R 1 OSSR SOROSP OO 1,064
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Elizabeth Holtzman, DemoCrat ........ccucveiiieeere e s s svnessonesassnes 2,618,661
Alfonse M. D' Amato, Republican. . 2,272,082
CONSEIVALIVE ..ot sae st e e bbbt s as e sb s st asaasans 275,100
RiGHEH0-LiAFe 1.vviiiiicii et 152,470
Jacob K. Javits, LIDeral ..o casiese s ssnnnns 664,544
Richard Savadel, Free Libertarian ... 21,465
William R. Scott, COMMUINISE ..c.ovieverireereereree s iereesns e siesssr s 4,161
Thomas Soto, Workers World ........... 3,643
Victor A. Nieto, Socialist Workers ........cocceviiiiciinininininen e 2,715
4G 170 1 s TS O RPO SO O PRSPPSO 73
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Thomas A. Twomey, Democrat.........coccuiiiiiniiimiiccec s 85,629
William Carney, RepubliCan ......cocoiviiiininininnisssice s 91,647
CONSBEIVALIVE .....veveeeieeireeeeseieeceere e e e iaete et tb s e eee et e e bs s sne e et e e areenen 15,174
RIZNEA0-LALE 1.ovovovoooooososveosoovenssoemsessessemiesreseeereesereseseseesesesesseersssssrees s oo 8,392
Richard M. Cummings, Liberal ... 3,644
2. Thomas J. Downey, Democrat .. 84,035
Louis J. Modica, Republican...... 51,256
CONSEIVALIVE 1veeveerrereriseesieseesesseseesassarsessessseessasessessessessasbansaste s et esesasestensesean 9,143
RIGRE-10-LATE ..ooieiiiiee et 4,707
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12,

13.

. Jerome A. Ambro, Jr., Democrat
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NEW YORK—Continued
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

Right-to-Life .....cccooovvvvevnncvrnnne,
Gregory W. Carman, Republican
Conservative.......coovvvvincrinann.
John T. Meehan, Liberal ...t st

. Charles F. Brennan, Democrat.........ccccovevininiininiine it

Liberal ..o
Norman F. Lent, Republican,
Conservative . .....cooceeveceereenes

RIZREA0-LATE c..vvvrcrrvercreenescrecicnsre et cscnins

. Karen S. Burstein, Democrat........c.coicnn e

LABEEAL ..o eeeeertet e e e e ees et es etk e sttt n et Re e b

Raymond J. McGrath, Republican.........coinnnn,
CONSEIVALIVE .o eeeeveeeeeecieereseseretesessereretesesbesesasseceteseenernennessteseotensassnnsiorienennen
Right-£0-Life ..ccoeovveeecrcenrnicrnieetieee s

John LeBoutillier, Republican..
Conservative.......ocoeveverviieenns .
Right-10-Li£ .ot cnir sttt sttt es o

. Joseph P. Addabbo, Democrat ...t

Republican
Liberal ..o .
Francis A. Lees, ConsServatiVe ....c....coovvviieiiirnciiniinneeteesieeeanessensessssossninenones
RiZht-t0-LAfe ..oovoiviiirrcrer et cecn e eancanree et reeseassunaesc st sanstnesssenasenseasans

. Benjamin S. Rosenthal, Democrat ..o

LADEIAL ..ottt ettt a bt aaes
Albert Lemishow, Republican........c.ccccovvvireiinicrvvenninineeneceernniececrveevnnenanes
CONSEIVALIVE ..evii it eteeeeste e e asaecar e reseseassasseeansessassssassuessnenes
Right-t0-Life .ooooiiieiireccerr e rste s s

. Geraldine Ferraro, Democrat ......cccoovvevieiiieeieericvierrenseecsiansinessssesesssesssens

Vito P. Battista, Republican ......ccocoovvcrieciiieeir et
CONSEIVALIVE ..ottt e v et es s st aterseversassaserenesransnas
RIZHEA0-LIFE ettt e n s tes s n e s nnneas

Gertrude Geniale, Liberal ..ot

Mario Biaggi, Democrat ...
REPUDBLICAI ..ottt sttt r st saeain
LADOTAL ..ottt e rnes

Joseph P. Cavanna, Conservative .........cccvveeirinrioreeereeeeeneeeeecsstoseeesaeeens

Michael F. Mari, Right-to-Life.........ccccovviieiiieeecee e eenean

James H. Scheuer, DemoOcCTat........ooveiiiicriieieeceireisereeeesteeeieeereeasereeesneesenes
Liberal .....ccoocoviivniniernnenn, .
Andrew E. Carlan, Republican ...t crcseeeneaae
CONBBIVALLVE ..veveveecvtiriiricete vttt eae e st s s st v ns s s sennesasssssesnens
RIGHUE-E0-LAE ..ooiieeii et et

Shirley Chisholm, Democrat ............cocceeeueiriiieeeeeieeieceeevere e e
LABETAL ..ottt rssnr st s sb e b st n et

Ralph J. Carrano, Conservative .........crvvriecivinrieeoeisieeseensssssessnssesenns
Joseph Caesar, Right-to-Life ..o

Stephen J. Solarz, DEmMOCTAL ......c..vvvevivinreriecceerereriiene e
LiADETAL ..ot er e
Harry DeMell, Republican ......cccooiiiiiviiiininr e nesene s senseeens
CONSETVALIVE ..c.ooviieiii ettt sttt e s bae st sae s s e e tennerens
Brendan J. Connolly, Right-to-Life ........cccoooviieveniniennniiiccnec e

Filed 09/23/25

75,389
8,000
74,868
13,084
4,316

54,607
3,663
97,064
12,631
7760

73,032
4,196
88,945
9,629
6,566

74,319
5,890
71,838
11,299
6,625

73,185
19,280
3,072
3,303
1,400

79,150
5,123
20,970
3,937
2,249

63,796
34,453
7,040
2,980
1,091

57,804
35,089
2,429
3,942
1,654

69,922
2,876
19,128
3,868
2,428

34,611
835
3,372
1,344
527

77,704
4,250
16,813
2,723
1,666
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. Leo C. Zeferetti, Democrat ..........
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NEW YORK—Continued

For Unitep States ReEpreseNTATIVE—Continued

Frederick W. Richmond, Democrat ..........c.c.c.coovvivivviiiiiceineeeeveenennn
Liberal ..o,
Christopher Lovell, Republican..
Conservative.........ccocoeverennn.
Moses S. Harris, New Alliance.......
Keith E. Jones, Socialist Workers..
Roy G. McKenzie, Right-to-Life......

Paul M. Atanasio, Republican
Conservative.............ccoeevenene.
Right-to-Life ............c.....

Peter A. McNeill, Liberal ............

Charles E. Schumer, Democrat ..
Liberal ...ccovevrvircerececnrrnorernens
Theodore Silverman, Republican ...
Conservative..........ccccveremvmnncnnnns
Mary B. Spalding, Right-to-Life .

John M. Murphy, Democrat.
Right-to-Life ......ccccoceeeenenn.

Guy V. Molinari, Republican..
Conservative.............ccocovne.

Mary T. Codd, Liberal ..o

Mark J. Green, Democrat.........ccoovrecnrncrnrncncorioneeriens
Liberal .c.c..cooocviciiiices
Bill Green, Republican......
Independent Neighbors ..........c........
Arthur L. Washburn, Jr., Right-to-Life ..........coooevivmrvei e

Charles B. Rangel, DemoOCrat........cccooiveeieeeceiiieree e cenirvese e
Republican ...,
Liberal ..o

Marjorie Garvey, Conservative...
Right-to-Life ..o

Reba Williams Dixon, Socialist Workers.........ccocoovveviicirevveccvcrinenienncnnncens

Theodore S. Weiss, IDIEMOCTAL ...ocov oot eeeeeeeeeeeveriesseseersessosisesessoes

Liberal ....c.cccoovvvvnvvieerninnnnns
James E. Greene, Republican.....
David I. Caplan, Conservative ....
Robert E. Massi, Socialist Labor ..ottt srenrene

Robert Garcia, Democrat......o..c.ooiovoiieieeee e eeeee e seeeseneeanenns
Republican......cccooeeens
Liberal ....c.oovveiiiieeicicrne,

Loidis R. Cordero, Right-to-Life..

Gina A. Aceto, Conservative ... e saenes

Jonathan B. Bingham, Democrat.........cccooevnneinnnciccnnencecnnenncenns
Liberal .....cooovvevecrice

Robert Black, Republican........

James J. Whalen, Conservative. ..o srae e

Peter A. Peyser, DemOCrat ... ...ooovirvieirieveiive vt eaneceae s secrescesiaenasevnerenes
Andrew A. Albanese, Republican .
Conservative..........ccoevecrereeceecnnn

Richard L. Ottinger, Democrat......
Joseph W. Christiana, Republican
Conservative............cococeevncnane.
Right-to-Life ..o
Richard O. Reyes, Liberal....

Gunars M. Ozols, Democrat ....
Hamilton Fish, Jr., Republican ..
COMSBETVALIVE ..o eteeet ettt ettt ta et es s e seese s tesassemanteben e be e srensens

42,929
2,100
7,154
1,103
4,151
1,086

639

49,684
37,109
5,501
3,257
2,825

64,536
2,807
13,860
3,190
2,633

46,178

4,176
57,810
11,763
25,118

62,5698
6,188
87,286
4,055
1,073

72,995
7,335
3,732
1,940

682
692

79,356
7,098
15,350
2,240
885

29,731
1,883
5569
313
272

63,178
3,123
9,043
2,171

85,749
54,866
11,905

100,182
52,921
8,157
5,011
1,682
37,369
136,619
22,317
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36.
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NEW YORK—Continued
For UniTEp States REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

. Eugene R. Victor, Democrat ...
Liberal oo
Benjamin A. Gilman, Republican ..
Edmond W. Farrell, Right-to-Life ..

Tom Goonan, Free Libertarian.. ...

Matthew F. McHugh, Democrat.........cccocooviiicnn
Neil T. Wallace, Republican

Conservative ..o, .
Louis F. Muenkel, Right40-Life ..o

Samuel S. Stratton, Democrat .....cccocreveciiiiiiiiei
Frank Wicks, RepubliCan ... e
Mary A. Bradt, Conservative ...

RIGHEE0-LiLE oo
Patricia Mayberry, Soctalist Worker.........cccooiiii,

Rodger L. Hurley, Democrat........ccoviimeimii et
Liberal .oo.ocovvevieiicecciececncrenicens ..
Gerald B. H. Solomon, Republican
Conservative........ccocconnncncnnnnns
Right-to-Life ..o

Mary Anne Krupsak, Democrat.
Liberal .o
David O’B. Martin, Republican ..
Conservative........ccovevceeicrconceencns
Jdohn R. Zagame, Right-to-Life.

Irving A. Schwartz, Democrat .
Liberal ....cccocoovivciniiicne
Donald J. Mitchell, Republican.. .
Right-to-Life ..o

Jeffrey S. Brooks, Democrat ... st neenenes
Liberal ..o
George C. Wortley, Republican ..

Conservative ......cccovveveecnnennn
Peter J. DelGiorno, Right-to-Life ... .
James Northrup, Free Libertarian..........cccovniiiiecnninicninvnnenneonne

Dolores M. Reed, Democrat.......ccocoovcvvveeiiiciieeesecie et ecre st esaa v
Liberal ..o,

Gary A. Lee, Republican
Conservative........cocovennnne .

William L. Jones, Right-t0-Life ..cccoooiveriiieieeeeciee et neen e

James T0o0le, DEIMOCTAL........ocoivioee ettt eese s nenesnens
Frank Horton, Republican ...
Clyde O. Benoy, Conservative..
William Bastuk, Right-to-Life.........
David D. Hoesly, Free Libertarian ...

John M. Owens, Democrat ..............

Conservative.........ccevevvvveeveereennns
Barber B. Conable, Jr., Republican ..
Bernard M. O’Connor, Right-to-Life.
Lydia Bayoneta, Workers World....

John J. LaFalce, Democrat .........
Liberal ..o
H. William Feder, Republican
Conservative...
Right-to-Life ...

Henry J. Nowak, Democrat.. .
TADOIAL o1ttt et raneas
Roger Heymanowski, Republican . .
Conservative.........ceceverernennn,
Thomas A. O’Conner, Right-

Filed 09/23/25

34,906
2,669
137,159
8,766
1,292

103,863
75,892
7,204
1,719

164,088
37,604
4,970
2,897
1,196
65,562
5,135
124,156
12,180
5,295

50,635
4,261
101,496
9,512
7,985

37,266
2,323
128,397
7,519

52,407
4,128
98,498
9,630
11,978
2,316

36,941
2,601
119,489
13,342
2,898

37,883
133,278
5,829
3,178
2,627

39,214
5,640
127,623
3,112
625

115,334
7.595
41,756
41150
2,522
90,119
4771
14701
1.859
2,887

Page 45 of 80



i
Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB  Document 1197-2  Filed 09/23/25 Page 46 of 80

44

NEW YORK—Continued
For UniteEp States RepresentaTivE—Continued

38. Gale A. Denn, DeImOCTA.....ccoicoieiieee ettt esev e s v esrnesessaes 35,681
LBEIAL oot r et ettt ar e et e er e et et ananan 2,194

Jack F. Kemp, Republican ... 141,763
COMBEIVALIVE ...cvvireiieeencent st cscer et a e eb e ba e ebeeba s st e s s sreetaeseenes 16,108
Right-to-Life ..ccoovvieicerrerrrcce et vn e 9,563

39. Stanley N. Lundine, Demoerat.........cccccovriiiinninncicncnneciceeccrcenennn 93,839
James Abdella, Republican ..., 69,194
CONSETVALIVE ..ot crccerea vt s st ta e saestae st snaes e sneanaaase s reauesanenns 5,845
Genevieve F. Ronan, Right-to-Life ..., 2,554
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Recapitulation of Votes Cast in New York
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| f [ Social- | ! Inde- | e
; | Free !p. ai §0CEE L Work. | | Social: | New oo
. ¢ Demo- | Republi- | Liber- Con- . ht- | Citi- | Commun- | ist . pendent . i v Write-
Title of candidate . iber- : | N pend | L. | ”
s crat can al | servative t’;s&’; to-Life | zens ist W;orrsk- World N:;g\- { Lalitol‘ : :,!lc't, in Total
Representatives: 1
1st district 85,629 91,647 | 3,644 8,392 |.
2d district 84,035 51,256 4,707
3d district 75,389 74,868 | 4316 2,000
4th district 54,607 084 | 3663 7760 ¢
5th district 73,032 88945 | 4,196 6,566 |
6th district 74,319 71,838 | 5890 6,625 |.
Tth district 73,785 19280 | 3,072 1,400
&th district ... 79,150 20,970 | 5123 | 2,249 |
9th district. 63,796 34,453 | 1,091 2,980
10th district ..o 57,804 35,089 | 2429 1,654
11th district 69,922 19,128 | 2876 2,428 |..
12th district 34,611 3,372 335 527
13th district | 71172 16,813 | 4250 1,666
ldth district | 42929 7,154 | 2100 639
5th district | 49684 | 87709 | 2825 3,257 |.
16th district | ,536 3,860 | 2,807 2,533 |
17th district 46,178 57,810 | 25,118 4,776
18th district 62,598 87,286 | 6,188 1,073
16th district 2,995 7335 3732 682 692
20th district 7098
1st district 313
district
23d distric!
24th distr; 5,011
25th distri
26th distri 8,766 |.
27th distri ) 1719
28th district.. . . 897 1. 1,196
26th district.. 124,156 | 5,135 5,295
30th district .. 635 101,496 | 4,261 985
31st distri 266 1 128,397 | 2,323 7.579
32d district..... 52,407 98,498 | 4,128 11,978
3id district 36,941 | 119,489 ) 2,601 2,898
34th district 37,883 | 133,278 3,178 7
35th district . 39,214 623 3,772 625 176,774
36th district 115,334 41,756 | 7,595 2,522 171,357
Fith district .. ,119 14,701 4,771 2,887 |.. 114,337
38th district .. 141,763 | 2,194 9,563 205,309
3%th district ,194 pf <~ | R EDS—— —— A——— [OTU— N— S— 171,432
Taotal by districts 2,596,006 | 2,458,365 (132,194 1“2&5,04.) 6,235 |146,831 2,974 625 4,085 885 4151 |.. 5,617 366
S 2,618,661 | 2,272,082 {664,544 275,100 | 21,465 {152,470 4,161 2,715 | 3,643 73| 6,014,914
Presidential electors 2,728,372 | 2,637,700 15461' 801} 256,131 § 52,648 | 24,150 | 23,186 7414 | 2,068 | LA16 Lo enveccemnrid i e 1,064 | 6,201,959




Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB Document 1197-2

46

NORTH CAROLINA
For PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

Filed 09/23/25

DOMIOCTALIC .. vttt te et se e s et tse s en e et esbenene s srareteneas et entanenn 875,635
Republican.... 915,018
INAePendent...........c...ooeiiiiceeecee ettt 52,800
Libertarian ... 9,677
CHBIZEIIS ... viirieiie st se e e e e e s e e reas s s s e s st ssaes st e e senace s sneeesaseasearan 2,287
SOCTIASE WOTKET'S ....cvoveeeiiiiiivsete e ceeiee e cees et eas s et et sr e enese e sss st s eanenean 416
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Robert Morgan, DemocCrat ..ot 887,653
John P. East, RepubliCan...........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiieieieiceecriice e e 898,064
F. W. (Rick) Pasotto, Libertarian..... 7,602
Rebecca Finch, Socialist WOIKETS .....ocvviiieiieveeeeiccsecies e siseeesiaecsaassrnieesens 4,346
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Walter B. Jones, DEMOCTAL ......ccoovrieriiereeries e esese st esss e sssetessestastassesean 108,738
2. L.H. Fountain, DemoCrat...........ccoovreeiirieeiciieieiesisie e cesesssnsesseses e seenens 99,297
Barry L. Gardner, Republican .........cccocooeiiienmieiie e 35,946
3. Charles O. Whitley, DemMOCIAL.......coveieuimieicieiniereieeicie e arenens 84,862
Larry J. Parker, Republican .......cccocnriiiiniincniirinnicnnens 39,393
4. Tke Andrews, Democrat ...........ccoeviiiniicicnricc 97,167
Thurman Hogan, Republican .......ocuerciccriniiiiiinieiciceinieies e 84,631
John Cunningham, Libertarian. ... .o 2,833
5. Stephen L. Neal, Democrat . ..ot sesssssssse s ssrinnns 99,117
Anne Bagnal, Republican................. 94,894
Jeffery K. Miller, Socialist Workers.............ccooiiiiiiiiiceeecce 327
6. Richardson Preyer, Democrat........cc.cocoieuiieercieierrriceceeie e s e 76,957
Eugene Johnston, Republican........ccooeoicivrrriininecsciceee s 80,275
7. Charles G. R0ose, DEMOCIAL...........ccoerurrrenir e eraese e s ereae s aresansers 88,664
Vivian S. Wright, Republican........ccoovuimiiieieniiieinrsecesseeeesecsie e seesenenas 40,270
8. W.G. (Bill) Hefner, IDeMOCTAL.......ccoivioiiiiieiieeeie e ceieecieacere e ssesesaesenvaessensnas 95,013
L.E. Harris, Republican ............. 67,317
9. Randall R. Kincaid, Democrat.. 71,504
James G. Martin, Republican... 101,156
10. James O. Icenhour, Democrat .. . 52,485
James T. Broyhill, Republican .....c.cccooviienicmniinenrsccicies e seecsinenes 120,777
11. Lamar Gudger, DemoCrat...........cccocoveiiiiiieiriiiinrensesissseeesssssaess s csresae e 90,759
William M. (Bill) Hendon, Republican..........ccocuvivmiiinniicnceinenns 104,485
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in North Carolina
S U -
De Republi ; Ind Liber- | Citi ' swisital
. . pabli- . . St £ 9
Title of candidate crat | e | pendent | tarian | sens | Work. | Total
ers

Representatives:
Ist district TOB,T38 | oo 108,738
2d district ... 99,297 135,243
3d district 84,862 124,255
4th district 97,167 184,631
Sth district 99,117 194,338
6th district 76,957 157,232
Tth district... 88,564 128,834
Sth district 95,013 162,330
9th district... TL504 | 101156 | 172,660
10th district. 52485 | 120777 | 174,262
11th district . 90789 | 104485 l L) 95ma
Total by districts ............ 327 | 1,736,797
SeNALOT....—.o. ot T 4346 | 1797665
Presidential ¢loctors. ... oo| 875,685 | 915,018 [ si,xm)i 0877 | 2287 416 | L&55833
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NORTH DAKOTA
For PRrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

J S (ST et x= 15 LR OSSP OUUUOUSURUTUPUTRPOINt 79,189
Republican.... . 193,695
Independent... 23,640
Libertarian .....cccocooovveeeennn. 3,743
Natural People’s League.. . 2:96
AMErican .....ccoeevvrnverenen 235
Communist ....... 93
Socialist Worker .. 89
Socialist............. 82
SEALESITIAN ...ovvieiiiei ettt er ettt esess e e et easas e et e s e s ets s arese s enebetans 54
For UNiTED STATES SENATOR
Kent Johanneson, Democrat.........cocooicviiicnnvniniecnrerecec s eeeena 86,658
Mark Andrews, Republican...........ccccoeeeiinnnn, 210,347
Harley J. McLain, Chemical Farming Banned 1,625
Don J. KlingenSmith, Statesman ... 642
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
AT LARGE
Bryon L. Dorgan, DemoCrat ......ccooooeiiovieiiiivieecieiecrsseeceereesseeeee e ieseesnan 166,437
Jim Smykowski, Republican ..o 124,707
Jdohn Lengenfelder, Academic Christian Freedom, Prolife-Family . 1,004

Torfin A. Teigen, Independent 928
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j ] N ‘ | | T i

| - | 1 | | |

! ! i '.u:ll : I ! Social C::ear;i— I ‘?’(r‘s .

. : Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber- = Peo- | Ameri- | Commun- | st ! Social- ' States- B
Title of candidate crat can pendent | tarian | ple's | can ist | Work- ist man F?;;\' F].::"e';_ i Total
! Lea- i Banned | ily
| | gee |

Representativesy : .
At large .. .. 166,437 | 124707 1 928 e 1004 | 203,076
Total by districts 166,437 | 124707 928 L. : 1004 | 293,07
Senator-........ 86,658 | 210,347 | | 642 | 1625 ... 299272
Presidential electors ... 79,189 | 193595 | 23,640 | 3,743 296 | 235 93 89 82| 54 N 1 801,116

8V
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OHIO
For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS
DEINIOCTALIC  c e et eeeeeee e e e eee e ettt e e e e arees b ba e e eusee e e s earanescabanteraninens s s ranseninan s 1,752:,4113
Republican.... . 2,296,540
Independent.. . 254,472
LDEILATIAIL coveveeeeeeees ettt ve e rss s bt cassa s soraeresean e bbb s sbaes 49,033
Citizens.......... . 8,;)5)4
Communist ............. . 4,7139
SoCiAlISt WOTKEES vt ettt st 4,029
Workers World ... . 3,790
SEALESITIAI .. oveeviiiieveie ettt ettt r e st e et et e st ts e e b ettt nenis 27

For UNITED STATES SENATOR
John Glenn, DemoOcCrat ..ot 2,770,786

James E. Betts, Republican... 1,137,695
John E. Powers, Independent .. . 76,412
Rick Nagin, Write-in ..ot e 42,410

For UNITED StaTES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Donald J. Zwick, Democrat .......... 38,529
Willis D. Gradison, Jr., Republican ... . 124,080
Scott A. Breen, Write-in ......c..ooueeeee. . 3,671

2. Thomas A. Luken, Democrat....... . 103,423
Tom (Thearon) Atkins, Republican..........ccovoveieieriennrirecenseeeecees 72,693

3. Tony P. Hall, Democrat ......cccoveoiiririeincrccrec e renis e 95,558
Albert H. Sealy, Republican ........ . 66,698
Richard L. Righter, Independent . 2,903
Robert E. Tharpe, Independent ..o, 1,710

4. Gerry Tebben, Democrat .........ccoovviiieiiinieincnicnscees s 51,150
Tennyson Guyer, Republican... . 133,795

5. James R. Sherck, Democrat ..... . 57,704
Delbert L. Latta, Republican .. 137,003

6. Ted Strickland, Democrat...... . 84,235
Bob McEwen, Republican ..ot 101,288

7. Donald Hollister, Democrat .....c.ococeeiiiieiiiececeeeeee et 38,952
Clarence J. Brown, Republican ........ococoiieciniiiiorioniie e e eecreiav e 124,137

8. John W. Griffin, Democrat........ccoovoiviiiieiiecceeeeceeeeee et en e 44,162
Thomas N. Kindness, Republican .. . 139,590

9. Thomas Ludlow Ashley, Democrat . 68,728
Ed Weber, Republican........ccccoceee. . 96,927
Edward Silvio Emery, Independent...... . 4,357
Toby Elizabeth Emmerich, Independent .... 2,411

10. Jack E. Stecher, Democrat ........ccccocoveen..e. 49,433
Clarence E. Miller, Republican ........ccccoivvioiiiieii e 143,403
11. Patrick J. Donlin, Democrat..........cccovooiviiviicciic e 51,224
J. William Stanton, Republican ..... . 128,507
Harold V. Richard, Jr., Independent . 5,742
12. Bob Shamansky, Democrat ............. . 108,690
Samuel L. Devine, Republican. . 98,110
Write-in ....oocooovvviieiiccveennan, 4
13. Donald J. Pease, Democrat.............. . 113,439
David Earl Armstrong, Republican ..o 64,296
14. John F. Seiberling, Democrat .....cc.c.covioiiiiriicin e 103,336
Louis A. Mangels, Republican ..........ccoccoieiviiiiiii e 55,962
15. Terry Freeman, Democrat.........ccccovviiiiiiiieiicercceseeeeeesseeeeeeesee e 48,708
Chalmers P. Wylie, Republican.. . 129,025
16. Larry V. Slagle, Democrat ....... . 39,219
Ralph Regula, Republican.... . 149,960
17. Donald E. Yunker, Democrat...........ocoooiiiiiiiiierie et ssniee e 47,900

John M. Ashbrook, Republican ........cccovimiioiveniiiieiiccce e 128,870
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OHIO—Continued
For Unitep StaTEs REprEsENTATIVE—Continued
18. Douglas Applegate, Democrat.........ccocoiiiiiieiinniicces 134,835
Gary 1. Hammersley, Republican... . 42,354
19. Harry Meshel, Democrat ... 77,272
Lyle Williams, Republican . 107,032
20. Mary Rose Oakar, Democrat ... 96,217
21. Louis Stokes, DemOCrat........c.ccvvvveireoicritiereeeereereccrcnint et 83,188
Robert L. Woodall, Republican. .. 11,103
22. Dennis E. Eckart, Democrat .... 108,137.
Joseph J. Nahra, Republican. . 80,836
Arnold Gleisser, Independent ... 6,896
23. Ronald M. Mottl, Democrat ......ccoorvviiiieieiieeecin e vinee s eeveaeren 144,371

WV TIER 11 eereuveeieteirereeeirieesee e tee e nee s e eases e et smneesabconrenean s besnee s aassasba b e e ee s st e s ransennbaaas 6
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— T Tooom o o T T
Title of candidate ! Demo | Republi- | Inde- Liber- = Cii- :Con;mu-; ot | W;rk- States- | Write- | Total
i crat | can | pendent i tarien | zens | nist | Work- | y®9 . | man n |
| Loers \ |
- — { ] T ]
Representatives:
1st district 3529 | 124,080 Lo oo
2d district 103,423
3d district........ 95,558
4th district 51,150
Sth district 57,104
6th district 84,235
Tth district BBO52 | 124,137 Lo e e e
8th district 44,162
B ES T 1L 1 OO S ST OSSPSR 68,728
1ith district 49,433
11th district 51,224
12th district ... 108,690
13th district 113,439
ldth district 103,336
15th district ... 48,708
16th district 39,219
17th district.. [ 47,900
18th district 134,835
16th district. 17,272
2(th district 96,217
21st district 23,188
22d distric 108,137 6,806
23d district 144,871
Total by districts ... 1,788,410 [ 2,135,669 24019 i 3,581 | 3,951,679
Senat 2,770,786 | 1,137,695 76,412 ii 42,410 | 4,027,303
Presidential electors......... 1782414 1 2206,545 | 254,472 | 49,033 | 83564 4,729 i 4,029 1 3790 27l 4,283,603
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OKLAHOMA
For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS
D EMIOCTALIC e eeiei ittt ettt ettt s er e se s es s eve s e eae e ereesan et e eraneenenes
Republican.....

Independent...

For UNITED STATES SENATOR

Andy Coats, DemOCTAL. ...ttt

Don Nickles, Republican....
Charles Nesbitt, Independent
Robert Murphy, Libertarian ..

Paul E. Trent, Independent,

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. James R. Jones, Democrat..........oocooviiiiiiiiiiceiie e

Richard C. (Dick) Freeman, Republican
2. Mike Synar, Democrat ........cocceievennrnn.

Gary Richardson, Republican ...
3. Wes Watkins, DemoOCrat ......oooeeeiiieeiiceceecs e
4. Dave McCurdy, Democrat.........ccccoeiiieniciciniciccreccceceae e

Howard Rutledge, Republican ..

. David Hood, Democrat ........
Mickey Edwards, Republican.
James L. Rushing, Libertarian.

@

6. Glenn English, Democrat ..
Carol McCurley, Republlcan

' Aceording 1o Oklahoma law, it is not required to tabulate votes for unoppesed candidates.

Recapttulatwn of Votes Cast in Oklahoma

Title of candidate

Demo- Repubh
crat can

pendenl

Representatives:
Lst district
2d district .
4th distriet
Sth district.....

Inde—

tarm n

hh('r

2| B35,58

402,026
695,570
38,284
13,828

478,283
587,252
21,179
9,757
1,823

115,381
82,993
101,516
86.544
("
74,245
71,339
36,815
90,053
4722
111,694
60,980

Total

197 674

185,060
( )

145,

1351 ..)90

172,674

Gth district. . 111(’1'34
Total by districts...... 439,601
Senator ... - 478,283 H87 Z'M

Presidential electors..

Ar:(ordmu 0 ()kluhoma law nl is not requxred 1n tabuhne votes for unm)ms(d cnndulalps

OREGON
For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS

4()1 UZh l)9") )70

2z | 9

DEIMOCTALIC o1 eviveevieeet ettt et s e e aes s ebe e s sa s b st sb e st e ranssaensnns

Republican.....
Independent
Libertarian ..

Independent (Citizens)..

B 5 8 = T OSSOSO

For UNITED STATES SENATOR

Ted Kulongoski, Democrat
Bob Packwood, Republican....
Tonie Nathan, Libertarian.

Write-in ...

1,008,294
1149708

456,890
571,044
112,389
25,838
13,642
1713

501,963
594,290
43,686

555
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OREGON—Continued
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Les AuCoin, DEmMOCTAL .....cccooooieuirrieieeeieies et es e ase e eres s ss e 203,532
Lynn Engdahl, Republican.. e 105,083
WV EEEE-TM 1o ivitieietisi et essasesse s saeaeaseseses et e eeeaessae st ese s bbb s e st s bbbk eh e e et se e et b nan 20
2. Al Ullman, Democrat....... 138.0%}9
Denny Smith, Republican........... 141,854
Lloyd K. Marbet, Independent .. 10,787
Write-in .o, 18
3. Ron Wyden, Democrat ............ 15_6,371
Darrell R. Conger, Republican .. 60,940
WERLE-N st oottt 112
4, Jim Weaver, DEmOCTAL ......c.ociioviioieeieiieniee et eraas s e a s ne e 158,745
Michael Fitzgerald, Republican. 130,861
WWEIEE-IMY oottt ea st ettt 28
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Oregon
S f - - | .
Title of candidate B ' R | e ¢ | P | faer- | Write | Total
] zens)

S ’

Representatives: |
1st district . 208,532 | 105,088 [l 308,635
2d district .. L. 138,080 ) 141,854 | 10,787 200,748
3d district.. 156,371 | 60,940 217,423
4th district ... b 158,745 *!JU_BGL_ s o M_ﬁi&f\“
Total by districts... ..o | 658,787 | 438,738 | 10,787 1,106,440
Senator . 500963 | 594290 |ooof o] 43686 | 505 | 1140494
Presidential electors 456,890 I 571,044 | 112,389 13642 25838 1,713 | 1,181,516

PENNSYLVANIA
For PrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS
DIEIMIOCTALIC ¢ evviieiecsecearisieste e e etesseeesesssesebenssraees e tansssessesnsense st serstosseasnsrrnsseens 1,937,540
REPUDIICAN .ottt en e st enean 2,261,872
Anderson Coalition (Independent) ........c.cccoeoiieceeeiisevecreer e 292,921
Libertarian ......c...covvevveeinieeeieennne e ea e ne b aas 33,263
Socialist WOrKers ... e 20,291
Consumer (Citizens) ... 10,430
COMIMUNISE 1ttt et es s ssa s e rss s sssesss s eesssaeseasressassennsnesenntren 5,184
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
Pete Flaherty, DEMOCTAL .......cccoo.everiieirrevcisiceteee et se st sases st nnans 2,122,391
Arlen Specter, Republican...... e 2,230,404
David K. Walter, LIbertari@n ......ccococcveeoieeceee i ceeetearsssieseseeseesssnsssense 18,595
Linda Mohrbacher, Socialist Workers. . 27,229
Lee Frissell, Consumer..... . 16,089
Frank Kinces, CoOmMMUNISt........c.oeeuisieriisiinirinscones oermsesesessessesssesssasesessennes 3,334
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Michael Myers, Democrat ...... 52,956
Robert R. Burke, Republican...................... 37,893
Thomas M. Foglietta, Foglietta (Democrat) . 58,737
Geoffrey Steinberg, Libertarian .............coeorerieieveeeeoscossissesesseescsesesss 3.161
Shaheed Abdul Haqq, Consumer 2,704
2. William H. Gray, III, DemocCrat .......cco.coivaioiiiiiiiineseseeeecessensnis e enns 127,106
Garland Dempsey, Consumer .........ccccovceneen. 2,396
James L. Buckman, Independent Congressiona 2,326
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11.

12.

16.

1.

18.

19.

24.

25.

. Austin J. Murphy, Democrat .......

54

PENNSYLVANIA—Continued
For UN1TED STATES REPRESENTATIVE—Continued

. Raymond F. Lederer, Democrat ...

William J. Phillips, Republican...
Max Weiner, Consumer ............
John Morris, Morris for Congre:

. Thomas J. Magrann, Democrat. ...

Charles F. Dougherty, Republican ..o

. Grady G. Brickhouse, Democrat...........cocooocoiiiiiiiiiiiii e

Richard T. Schulze, Republican .......cccooivieviciiiicie e
David F. Hoffman, Libertarian.......c.c.ciiiiiniieiececene

. Gus Yatron, DemOCIat ..ottt vttt e e an e e

George Hulshart, Republican ...

. Bob Edgar, Democrat ..ot s et

Dennis J. Rochford, Republican ...

. Peter H. Kostmayer, Democrab ... e

James K. Coyne, Republican........oiiiiiniiccenecencenenens
Hans Schroeder, Libertarian ........cccooviiiiiioriicciinien e

. Bud Shuster, Republican ..o
10.

Gene Basalyga, Democrat. ..o
Joseph M. McDade, Republican ..
Patrick Fallon, Libertarian ......cc.cccoiiiiiiioier et

Raphael Musto, Democrat ... esnnanns
James L. Nelligan, Republican

John P. Murtha, Democrat ..o
Charles A. Getty, RepubliCan ......cooooviirvrcnieenr e

. Pete Slawek, Democrat ....cccovcvvviiiiiiiciieeccvee e

Lawrence Coughlin, Republican..
Jon Houser, Libertarian .....

. William oJ. Coyne, DemOoCrat ..cc..oooooiooiveeiie e

Stan Thomas, RepubliCan ........ccocivveiieeiee e
Liz Hughes, CONSUMET ..ot n s sne s

5. Jeanette Reibman, DemoOcCTat........coocreiinininennnvins e s s

Don Ritter, Republican .............
Barbara Karkutt, Libertarian

James A. Woodcock, DemoCrat. ... iviivieireeciicr i eee e recness e
Robert S. Walker, RepubliCan .........cccooiiiveiiiiirici e eenanecene

Allen E. Ertel, Democrat ..........
Daniel S. Seiverling, Republican.

Doug Walgren, Democrat ............ .
Steven R. Snyder, Republican ..o

Richard P. NOLL DemoOCrat ....ooooviviviiiiiiicet oot eaateeevvesineans
Bill Goodling, Republican...... .
Daniel R. Davies, Libertarian .........cccooviieiiiiiiiciiceevcie et eeee e

. Joseph M. Gaydos, Democrat.......c.cocorciiii i cee e crne e enenes

Kathleen M. Meyer, Republican .... e e

. Don Bailey, Democrat .....c..cocooveeeiiievcree e N

Dirk Matson, Republican.......

Marilyn Coyle Ecoff, Republican .
William L. Krayer, Libertarian............cocicereene e

. Peter Atigan, Democrat ..o

Bill Clinger, Republican........... .
Douglas M. Mason, CONSUMET .......cccocviiriicinine s senee

David C. DiCarlo, Democrat. ... ceecev e
Marc Lincoln Marks, Republican...
Edward J. Hammer, Independent

Eugene V. Atkinson, Democrat.........coovoiiieiieniieniononiiicene e
Robert Morris, Republican ...

67,942
40,866
11,849

3,951

73,895
127,475

47,092
148,898
2,245
117,965
57,844

99,381
87,643

99,593
103,585
1,167

157,241
43,152
145,703
1,464

86,703
93,621

106,750
72,999

57,7145
138,212
1,627
102,545
44,071
3,008

66,626
99,874
1,225
38,891
129,765

97,995
63,790

127,641
58,821

41,584
136,873
1,545

122,100
46,313

112,427
51,821

118,084
50,020
1,664
41,033
122,855
3,158
86,567
86,687
1,301

119,817
58,768
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| ] N | | | ! . |
Demo | Republi | Conne | Liber- | . o™l ador | pondent | Inde- |
) . mo- publi- "0a l- iber- ist . er ommun- ris for | pendent nde- |
Title of candidate | crat [ can tion |tan.an Work- | (Citi- | i Con- |Congresﬁ- ! pendent | Total
(Inde- | ers zens! | - gress | ional i
pendent) ! i i l
Representatives: ! i | R
lst district.. i 111,693 1 37,803 | 3,161 | 155,451
2d district | 127,106 | ;
3d district 67,942 1 40,866
4th district 73,805 127,475
5th district 47,092 48.898
6th district . 117,965
Tth district 99,381 |
8th district . 99,593 |
9th district .
10th district 43,152
11th district .. 86,703

12th district

106,750

13th district
14th district
15th district

57,745

25th district

I T L S —— 1§ 1 D8 () e i e . 3,951 2,326 | 1,301 | 4,320,756
Senat: 27.229 { 3,334 4418.042
Presidential electors (1,987,510 | 2,261,872 | 202,921 | 33,26? 10.:30 5184 .. | 4,361,501

20,291 |
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Representatives:
1st district
2d district

Presidential electors............... 1983421 154,793 | 59,819
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RHODE ISLAND

For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS

Democratic.... ettt et eanan 198,342
REPUDIICAN ettt st s s 154,793
Independent.. 59,819
LAB@IEALIAN c.ocvveiiicieiiiit et er s s es e s et e seaere s e s e s e e ereseneaeeeseasesseasisnias 2,458
COMMUUIESE 1.vcviveeiecer e ceiese et e e s srser e s st s e s s s b aabs s enssnsisans 218
SOCTATISE 11 cves oot ettt ettt et n ettt 170
Socialist Workers ... 90
Workers World ... i

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

. Fernand J. St Germain, DemocCrat .........coovvieeeivieeeiricee e eeeaeseeran e 120,756

William P. Montgomery, Republican ... 57,844

. Edward P. Beard, Democrat......cccocoviviierieeiieinieriese e sesssaesiesae s ensennes 92,970

Claudine Schneider, RepubliCan ...........ooiveoiiioniniiincec s 115,057
Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Rhode Island

Demo- | Republi- | Inde- | Liber- | Commun- |Social- | ist Work-

Title of candidate crat can | pendent | tarian ist ist | Work- | & Total

120,756 57,844 SV SR SR 178,600
92,970 115,057 208,027

Total by districts............ 213726 172900 | 386,627

218 170 96 T 415967

SOUTH CAROLINA

For PresipeENTIAL ELECTORS

DDOIMOCTALIC . veivveeeieareeectseesteisessseresssssinee e sesensssseenseeseensersseneaenssnseensessansnsnneenes 428,220
Republican ... 439,277

INAePendent.....c.ccoiuiiiiiiiie et et b eas 13,868
50T ¥ =\ s RSP URRN 4,807
American Independent..........coviiiiiiicii e e 2,086

For UNITED STATES SENATOR

Ernest Fritz Hollings, Democrat .. 612,554
Marshall Mays, RepubliCan ......c.cccoveiceiniiiciiicincinsisnss s 257,946
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
. Charles D. Ravenel, DemOCTat......ccoovvieicricieiimiiseosseesossersnesssiesionsensemesssnns 76,743
Thomas F. Hartnett, Republican .........cccooiimiiiiiniiiiicnciecnniceeens 81,988
. Tom Turnipseed, Democrat....... 73,353
Floyd Spence, Republican... " 92,306
. Butler Derrick, Democrat.......cocoocvviiiiiiiicccie i essae e era e 87,680
Marshall Parker, Republican ... 57,840
Boyce Lee Muller, Libertarian ..... 1,118
. Carroll Campbell, Republican.......... . 90,941
Thomas P. Waldenfels, Libertarian........coocooeneiiincricicoiiminnnisnann. 6,984
. Ken Holland, DemoOCTat ....covieviiiiieciiieiiiriseeneevssisassiesosessessssnsessssssessnassanns 99,773
Thomas Campbell, Libertarian.........ccomecininee e 14,252
. John W. Jenrette, Jr., Democrat..........occovevereieiieveeie s 70,747

John 1. Napier, Republican .........c.ocvuvvminrieeeeciveiesssccnncnssisese s 75,964
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SOUTH CAROLINA—Continued

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in South Carolina

Representatives:
1st district ...
2d district.
3d district.
4th district .
Hth district ..
6th district . ...

Total by districts.............

Senator ...

T De J Republi- | Inde | Liver | can |
: : mo- epubli- nde- iber- | can
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Presidential electors

SOUTH DAKOTA

For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS

DIEIMOCTALIC v eoe vttt se et e s an et s en et e se e estenaneb s earnsene 103,855
Republican... 198,343
Independent. 21,431
Libertarian .. 3,824
Socialist Workers 250
For UNITED STATES SENATOR
George McGovern, DEMOCTAL ..........cc.ocevveieeeirieeeeeteeeet et es s sssesssseserassarees 129,018
James Abdnor, Republican.... .. 190,594
Wayne Peterson, Independent .........cccieiimiincsinnieseismesnsrsisnens 7,866
For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
1. Thomas A. Daschle, DemOCIA. ......cccciciaiieeeriiririeeieeiesieeieesereessissaeerncaneeeens 109,910
Bart Kull, Republican ... 57,155
2. Kenneth D. Stofferahn, Democrat 63,447
Clint Roberts, RepubliCan ........cccociiivierimrnrierieinienesisesssie st ses e ssrsessssesns 88,991
Recapztulatmn of Votes Cast in South Dakota
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TENNESSEE
For PresipENTIAL ELECTORS

DIEIMOCTALIC ... cviceiciieeiec ettt e e et ete s te et e eba e b sbe e e e s sn e sosanansensaneeasaras 783,051

Republican 787,761
Independent... 35,991
Independent (Libertarian). 7,116
Independent (Citizens)..... 1,112
Independent (Statesman) 521
Independent (Socialist)....... 519
Independent (Communist) .......coooocoiviiiiiic e 503
Independent (Socialist Workers) ......ooceevvcvvveivev i 490
Independent (Workers World) ... 400

W TIEE A1 ot eieite oo cie et n e e et eees e seraasneacsta e eme st sotaote e amtansembesaesaesaenreseeseenens 152

For UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. James H. Quillen, Republican ..., 130,296
John Curtis, Independent 20,816

N L7 S« O PO R OO T PR PP PR SRPRI 17

2. David H. (Dave) Dunnaway, Democrat .....c...cocceoivniiiinnicniiniecnaann, 46,578
John J. Duncan, Republican 147,947
WVTEEEII oottt r ettt caea e en ettt em et cr e e anesaeane e sseesenreeneenes 2

3. Marilyn Lloyd Bouquard, Democrat..........ccocooiviniiiiiiininienieienenrcenecenne. 117,355
Glen Byers, Republican 74,761
WV TIEE AN v cvecee ettt e teste s sre e e st eseata et er e s ses e ns e s et et e taaben s e s seserrasesenenas 40

4. Albert Gore, Jr., DemoCrat......ccccoiviiniciiieeecee et e 137,612
James Beau Seigneur, RepubliCan ..o 35,954
WVTHERAD oottt r e e s e se s s sa e ssa s s s s es e ses araessasseraareassersanannsen 4

5. Bill Boner, Democrat 118,506
Mike Adams, Republican 62,746
TWTILE-IN vttt ettt et s e st e b et se st r st abesaeneanns 10

6. Robin L. Beard, Jr., Republican ........c.occooieiniivininvencie s, 127,945
Write-in 566

T. Ed Jones, DemMOCTAL .........cccceiivivirieriiis e eteiaesses e v e e e s enssnessaesessens 133,606
Daniel Campbell, Republican .. . 39,227
WV TEER I ettt ne et s s s sa et et ass e b arsaseassessonnsnnestansansissans 2

8. Harold E. Ford, Democrat .....cocoovvviveiiieee et sn e eanenasannas 110,139
Write-in 68

Recapitulation of Votes Cast in Tennessee
Title of candidate Demo- | Republi- péggg‘t Write | potal
Representatives:

86 GESEEICE 1o eeveveeroeesesneen et 130,296 | 20,816 171 151,129
2d district 46,578 | 147,947 2 194,527
3d district . 117,355 74,761 40 192,156

4th district 137,612 35,954 4 173,570
5th district 118,506 62,746 10 181,262
6th district 127,945 566 128,511
Tth district 133,606 34,227 2 172,835
Bth diSErICt ..o TIB89 | 68 110,207

Total by districts ... 663,796 | 618,876 20,816 T09 | 1,304,197

Presidential electors

783,061 81,761 ‘46,652} 152 | 1,617,616

! Includes 35,991 votes for Independent party; 7,116 votes for Libertarian party; 1,112 votes for Citizens party;
521 votes for Statesman party; 519 votes for Socialist party; 503 votes for Communist party; 490 votes for
Socialist Workers party; and 400 votes for Workers World party.
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TEXAS
For PrESIDENTIAL ELECTORS

DEIMOCTALIC ..o cvieviiee it crecterescr s e s et et se e eesers e bi s e s ben b e nneseae s saan s resenateassinas 1,881,147
Republican..... 2,510,’(05
Independent... 111,613
Libertarian .... . 37,643

T LIEE-ET1 v eieve ettt ce st st e et s et b es et r et bbb ba st n et n et ra s are bt e b e 528

For UniTep STATES REPRESENTATIVE

1. Sam B. Hall, Jr., Demoerat .coc.ocvvviicrieiicerin et censaes et eae e 137,665
2. Charles Wilson, Democrat ..o e 142,496
F.H. Pannill, Sr., Republican ......ccoiiiencrniineiennnniencnieneneenes 60,742
Martin Sorrells, LiBertarian ....cooivviciierenriiieiesereeese e seseeeseesseesnnenne 2,530

3. Earle Stephen Porter, Democrat.........cccocveveiciiiiiiciicccr e 49,667
Jim Collins, RePUBICAN ......ovveviv it 218,228
William Stephen Briggs, Libertarian ... 7,339

4. Ralph M. Hall, Democrat .....c..coceeovirireemiiiinne et 102,787
John Wright, Republican.....c.cc.covviierincneciroieerccesennecinrcenessenenes 93,915

5. Jim Mattox, DemOCTAL .cccvcrvveieie et sire et vinessercsrasseesnaranecrrassessessaras 70,892
Tom Pauken, RepubliCan......c.ocovioiivenrccrinrvvcnernees e 67,848

B 7 T U OO OSSR 295

6. Phil Gramm, Democrat.........ccoccoviinnnnionniciiecne e 144,816
Dave “Buster” Haskins, Republican ........ccccccooviiveniieninceeeeene 59,503

7. Robert L. Hutchings, Democrat.........covveniiniennne i cnnceseneenncssre e easnrenas 48,594
Bill Archer, Republican 242,810
Bill Ware, Libertarian...... 4,278

WV EIEE-IEL ottt e st b e et benseres e staseesearetanbeanrrenas 2

8. Bob Eckhardt, Democrat.. ... iivieicnieiieeeeeeereeevsereese oo retesereeveneansaeenes 67,921
dack Fields, Republican ..o 72,856

9. Jack Brooks, Democrat .........coooieiviiriniicrne et r e 103,225
WVTIEC I 1ttt et er et st s ee s ot s res b e emeassnenrestsseenaessesaesneenesseans 349

10. J.J. “Jake” Pickle, Democrat.....coeoverceeeiiviesisreeeeveeeiseee e 135,618
John Biggar, Republican ........c.ccoiivniniinniciiceccseceeeen e nscres s 88,940
Michael Grossberg, LIDertarian ... eesssesensnns 4,866

11, Marvin Leath, DemoCrat ........co.occooeviivimeeniieiniicieiessesiecnereesee e en e eveneneas 128,520
12, Jim Wright, DeIOCTAL ce.ovveoceieeeceee et eae e ee e en et eseresrseaeenes 99,104
Jim Bradshaw, RepubliCam......covoiiiieiiicriiiceeie et aieineeneees 65,0056
Mrs. C. B. Mauldin, Libertarian.......covm oo seeeenns 1,281

13. Jack Hightower, Democrat........ccoooevviveoeieiieceeee et 98,779
Ron Slover, RepubliCan .......c..co..ccoviiiivieiiiec et e eenas 80,819

14. William N. “Bill” Patman, Democrat .......ccc.occocovvevmveevieveireiieeeeceevreenans 93,884
C.L. Concklin, RepubliCan .........ccccocooviviviiceiirincs e 71,495

15. E. “Kika” de la Garza, Democrat. .. .oooociioiieeeeeeeeseoreeerer s tseeresiveseanes 105,325
Lendy McDonald, Republican...........cccoceoivereiriiivieieieceec e 45,090

16. Richard C. “Dick” White, DemocCrat .......cccoovvveeevieecvcseeesiecemsee v 104,734
Catherine A. McDivitt, Libertarian..........coooveoicnenioresnsiecerceveenens 19,010

17. Charles W. Stenholm, Democrat........cccoooooovoiiicveciieeeeeeeceeee e 130,465
18. Mickey Leland, DemOCTat. . ccocievereriieiiiieicieeenissecsesss st 71,985
C.L. Kennedy, RepublicCan ........c.cccocvvecriiiceieiirnne e 16,128
Bill Fraser, LIBertarian ..........ocooooieoviiieicceeie et ceee v 1,983

19. Kent Hance, Democrat. ... vavss s 126,632
J. D. Webster, LIBertarian....ocoooveoeeeieeeeeeeeeeecereeeevseversesesereseesstonenens 8,792

20. Henry B. Gonzalez, Democrat..........cocoooviiivniinnnicinnees s 84,113
Merle Nash, Republican ... 17,725
Tom Burnham, Libertarian. ...t 846

Y EIEEITL oottt eee st ea e st e sttt et e e st eab e s e era s onnates 1
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