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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

EL PASO DIVISION 
 

 
LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN AMERICAN 
CITIZENS (LULAC), et al., 
 
   Plaintiffs, 
 
  v. 
 
GREG ABBOTT, et al., 
 
   Defendants. 

 
 
 
 
     Civil Action No. 3:21-cv-259  
     (DCG-JES-JVB) 
     (consolidated cases) 

 
UNITED STATES’ MOTION TO ENFORCE A DOCUMENT SUBPOENA ISSUED TO 

REPRESENTATIVE MIKE SCHOFIELD  
 

Representative Mike Schofield produced two documents and withheld over 60 in 

response to a subpoena issued by the United States on June 7, 2022.  See Schofield Subpoena 

(Ex. 1).  Although Representative Schofield timely produced a privilege log on July 14, 2022, 

after the United States moved to compel documents withheld by other legislators, legislative 

privilege issues raised by the Schofield log are similar to those legislative privilege issues 

already adjudicated by this Court.  See Schofield Privilege Log (Ex. 2); League of United Latin 

American Citizens v. Abbott (LULAC), No. 3:21-cv-259, 2022 WL 2921793, at *1 (W.D. Tex. 

July 25, 2022) (three-judge court), stayed, No. 22-50662 (5th Cir. July 27, 2022).  With this 

motion, the United States only challenges Representative Schofield’s assertions of legislative 

privilege.  

For the same reasons outlined by the United States in its prior motion, many documents 

withheld by Representative Schofield on the basis of legislative privilege should be disclosed, 

and the United States incorporates those detailed arguments by reference.  See U.S. Mot. 3-4, 
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ECF No. 351.  At minimum, the subpoenaed documents are relevant to questions of 

discriminatory intent and whether “the policy underlying the State’s . . . use of the contested 

practice or structure is tenuous” under the discriminatory results test.  LULAC, 2022 WL 

2921793, at *4.    

Legislative privilege does not protect the full set of documents over which Representative 

Schofield has asserted it.  As this Court has recognized, legislative privilege does not protect 

redistricting data and draft maps from disclosure.  See LULAC, 2022 WL 2921793, at *2-3; U.S. 

Mot. 9-13; see also Schofield Index 1-4 (Ex. 3) (withholding 44 such documents).  Similarly, the 

privilege does not extend to documents exchanged between legislators and interested third 

parties, such as lobbyists.  See LULAC, 2022 WL 2921793, at *4; see also Schofield Log 4 

(DOC_0362808).  Finally, assertion of the legislative privilege over a document concerning 2021 

Congressional redistricting must yield to the United States’ interest in enforcing the 

constitutional prohibition on intentional racial discrimination in voting.  See LULAC, 2022 WL 

2921793, at *6; see also Schofield Log 1 (DOC_0362785). 

For the foregoing reasons, the United States respectfully requests that this Court grant its 

requested relief.  A proposed order is attached hereto.1 

  

                                                 
1 The United States recognizes that portions of this Court’s July 25 order have been 
administratively stayed pending resolution of an appeal in another matter raising similar issues.  
See Order, LULAC v. Patrick, No. 22-50662 (5th Cir. July 27, 2022) (Ex. 4).  Therefore, in the 
event that this Court orders documents produced pursuant to the instant motion, the United States 
preemptively agrees to a stay identical in scope and duration to the Fifth Circuit administrative 
stay of the July 25 order.  The United States and Defendants are in the process of negotiating a 
stipulation to this effect. 
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Dated: August 12, 2022 

JOHNATHAN SMITH 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 
 
REBECCA B. BOND 
Acting Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 

 
 
      /s/ Daniel J. Freeman     
      T. CHRISTIAN HERREN, JR. 

TIMOTHY F. MELLETT   
DANIEL J. FREEMAN 

      JANIE ALLISON (JAYE) SITTON 
      MICHELLE RUPP 

JACKI L. ANDERSON 
JASMIN LOTT  
HOLLY F.B. BERLIN 

      Attorneys, Voting Section  
      Civil Rights Division 
      U.S. Department of Justice 
      950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
      Washington, DC 20530 
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERRAL 
 

I hereby certify that on August 12, 2022, counsel for the United States met and conferred 
with counsel for Representative Schofield concerning the subject of this motion.  Counsel for 
Representative Schofield opposed the relief sought.  

 
 

/s/ Daniel J. Freeman   
Daniel J. Freeman 
Voting Section 
Civil Rights Division 
U.S. Department of Justice 
daniel.freeman@usdoj.gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on August 12, 2022, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk 
of the court using the CM/ECF system, which will send notification of this filing to counsel of 
record. 

 
/s/ Daniel J. Freeman   
Daniel J. Freeman 
Voting Section 
Civil Rights Division 
U.S. Department of Justice 
daniel.freeman@usdoj.gov 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

EL PASO DIVISION 
 

 
LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN AMERICAN 
CITIZENS (LULAC), et al.,  
 
   Plaintiffs, 
 
  v. 
 
GREG ABBOTT, et al., 
 

 Defendants. 

 
 
 
 
 
        Civil Action No. 3:21-cv-259  
        (DCG-JES-JVB) 
        (consolidated cases) 

 

 [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING THE MOTION TO ENFORCE A DOCUMENT 
SUBPOENA ISSUED TO REPRESENTATIVE MIKE SCHOFIELD  

 
Before the Court is the United States’ motion to enforce a document subpoena issued to 

Representative Mike Schofield.  Upon consideration of the United States’ motion, 

Representative Schofield’s response, and for good cause shown, the motion is hereby 

GRANTED.  The documents identified in the United States’ motion are not protected from 

disclosure by the legislative privilege.  It is hereby ORDERED that Representative Schofield 

produce the 46 documents identified in the Index attached to the United States’ motion, ECF No. 

______, within seven days of the date of this Order. 
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So ORDERED and SIGNED on this ______ day of ____ 2022 
 
 

     ________________________________________ 
     DAVID C. GUADERRAMA 
     UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
 

And on behalf of: 
 

Jerry E. Smith                         Jeffrey V. Brown 
United States Circuit Judge  -and-          United States District Judge 
U.S. Court of Appeals             Southern District of Texas  
Fifth Circuit 
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AO 88B  (Rev. 06/09) Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the

   

)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff
v. Civil Action No.

(If the action is pending in another district, state where: 
Defendant            )

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, INFORMATION, OR OBJECTS
OR TO PERMIT INSPECTION OF PREMISES IN A CIVIL ACTION 

To:

Production: YOU ARE COMMANDED to produce at the time, date, and place set forth below the following 
documents, electronically stored information, or objects, and permit their inspection, copying, testing, or sampling of the
material:

Place: Date and Time:

Inspection of Premises: YOU ARE COMMANDED to permit entry onto the designated premises, land, or 
other property possessed or controlled by you at the time, date, and location set forth below, so that the requesting party
may inspect, measure, survey, photograph, test, or sample the property or any designated object or operation on it.

Place: Date and Time:

The provisions of Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(c), relating to your protection as a person subject to a subpoena, and Rule
45 (d) and (e), relating to your duty to respond to this subpoena and the potential consequences of not doing so, are
attached.

Date:

CLERK OF COURT
OR

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk Attorney’s signature

The name, address, e-mail, and telephone number of the attorney representing (name of party)

, who issues or requests this subpoena, are:

           Western District of Texas

League of United Latin American Citizens, et al.

Greg Abbott, et al.
3:21-cv-259-DCG-JES-JVB

 

Representative Mike Schofield
Texas Capitol Extension, 1100 Congress Ave., Room E2.410, Austin, TX 78701

✔

See Attachment A

US Attorney's Office for the Western District of Texas
903 San Jacinto Blvd., Suite 334
Austin, TX 78701 07/07/2022 5:00 pm

06/07/2022

/s/ Daniel J. Freeman

the United States of
America
Daniel J. Freeman, U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Rights Division, Voting Section, 950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
4CON 8th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20530 Email: daniel.freeman@usdoj.gov Phone: 202-305-5451
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AO 88B  (Rev.  06/09) Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45.)

This subpoena for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date) .

I served the subpoena by delivering a copy to the named person as follows:

on (date) ; or

I returned the subpoena unexecuted because:

.

Unless the subpoena was issued on behalf of the United States, or one of its officers or agents, I have also 
tendered to the witness fees for one day’s attendance, and the mileage allowed by law, in the amount of

$ .

My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ .

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:
Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:

0.00

3:21-cv-259-DCG-JES-JVB
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AO 88B  (Rev.  06/09) Subpoena to Produce Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action(Page 3)

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 (c), (d), and (e) (Effective 12/1/07)

(c) Protecting a Person Subject to a Subpoena.
  (1) Avoiding Undue Burden or Expense; Sanctions. A party or
attorney responsible for issuing and serving a subpoena must take
reasonable steps to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a
person subject to the subpoena. The issuing court must enforce this
duty and impose an appropriate sanction — which may include lost
earnings and reasonable attorney’s fees — on a party or attorney
who fails to comply.
    (2) Command to Produce Materials or Permit Inspection.
    (A) Appearance Not Required. A person commanded to produce
documents, electronically stored information, or tangible things, or
to permit the inspection of premises, need not appear in person at the
place of production or inspection unless also commanded to appear
for a deposition, hearing, or trial.
    (B) Objections. A person commanded to produce documents or
tangible things or to permit inspection may serve on the party or
attorney designated in the subpoena a written objection to
inspecting, copying, testing or sampling any or all of the materials or
to inspecting the premises — or to producing electronically stored
information in the form or forms requested. The objection must be
served before the earlier of the time specified for compliance or 14
days after the subpoena is served. If an objection is made, the
following rules apply:
      (i) At any time, on notice to the commanded person, the serving
party may move the issuing court for an order compelling production
or inspection.
      (ii) These acts may be required only as directed in the order, and
the order must protect a person who is neither a party nor a party’s
officer from significant expense resulting from compliance.
  (3) Quashing or Modifying a Subpoena.
    (A) When Required. On timely motion, the issuing court must
quash or modify a subpoena that:
      (i) fails to allow a reasonable time to comply;
      (ii) requires a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer
to travel more than 100 miles from where that person resides, is
employed, or regularly transacts business in person — except that,
subject to Rule 45(c)(3)(B)(iii), the person may be commanded to
attend a trial by traveling from any such place within the state where
the trial is held;
      (iii) requires disclosure of privileged or other protected matter, if
no exception or waiver applies; or
      (iv) subjects a person to undue burden.
    (B) When Permitted. To protect a person subject to or affected by
a subpoena, the issuing court may, on motion, quash or modify the
subpoena if it requires:
      (i) disclosing a trade secret or other confidential research,
development, or commercial information;
      (ii) disclosing an unretained expert’s opinion or information that
does not describe specific occurrences in dispute and results from
the expert’s study that was not requested by a party; or
      (iii) a person who is neither a party nor a party’s officer to incur
substantial expense to travel more than 100 miles to attend trial.
    (C) Specifying Conditions as an Alternative. In the circumstances
described in Rule 45(c)(3)(B), the court may, instead of quashing or
modifying a subpoena, order appearance or production under
specified conditions if the serving party:
      (i) shows a substantial need for the testimony or material that
cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship; and
      (ii) ensures that the subpoenaed person will be reasonably
compensated.

(d) Duties in Responding to a Subpoena.
  (1) Producing Documents or Electronically Stored Information.
These procedures apply to producing documents or electronically
stored information:
    (A) Documents. A person responding to a subpoena to produce
documents must produce them as they are kept in the ordinary
course of business or must organize and label them to correspond to
the categories in the demand.
    (B) Form for Producing Electronically Stored Information Not
Specified. If a subpoena does not specify a form for producing
electronically stored information, the person responding must
produce it in a form or forms in which it is ordinarily maintained or
in a reasonably usable form or forms.
    (C) Electronically Stored Information Produced in Only One
Form. The person responding need not produce the same
electronically stored information in more than one form.

(D) Inaccessible Electronically Stored Information. The person
responding need not provide discovery of electronically stored
information from sources that the person identifies as not reasonably
accessible because of undue burden or cost. On motion to compel
discovery or for a protective order, the person responding must show
that the information is not reasonably accessible because of undue
burden or cost. If that showing is made, the court may nonetheless
order discovery from such sources if the requesting party shows
good cause, considering the limitations of Rule 26(b)(2)(C). The
court may specify conditions for the discovery.
  (2) Claiming Privilege or Protection.
  (A) Information Withheld. A person withholding subpoenaed
information under a claim that it is privileged or subject to
protection as trial-preparation material must:
    (i) expressly make the claim; and
    (ii) describe the nature of the withheld documents,
communications, or tangible things in a manner that, without
revealing information itself privileged or protected, will enable the
parties to assess the claim.

(B) Information Produced. If information produced in response to a
subpoena is subject to a claim of privilege or of protection as trial-
preparation material, the person making the claim may notify any
party that received the information of the claim and the basis for it.
After being notified, a party must promptly return, sequester, or
destroy the specified information and any copies it has; must not use
or disclose the information until the claim is resolved; must take
reasonable steps to retrieve the information if the party disclosed it
before being notified; and may promptly present the information to
the court under seal for a determination of the claim. The person
who produced the information must preserve the information until
the claim is resolved.

(e) Contempt. The issuing court may hold in contempt a person
who, having been served, fails without adequate excuse to obey the
subpoena. A nonparty’s failure to obey must be excused if the
subpoena purports to require the nonparty to attend or produce at a
place outside the limits of Rule 45(c)(3)(A)(ii).
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

EL PASO DIVISION 

 

 

LEAGUE OF UNITED LATIN AMERICAN 

CITIZENS (LULAC), et al.,  

 

   Plaintiffs, 

 

  v. 

 

GREG ABBOTT, et al., 

 

 Defendants. 

 

 

 

 

 

        Civil Action No. 3:21-cv-259  

        (DCG-JES-JVB) 

        (consolidated cases) 

 

 ATTACHMENT A – SUBPOENA FOR DOCUMENTS AND RECORDS 

  

Pursuant to Rule 45 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, you are commanded to 

produce to the United States of America the documents and electronically stored information 

described below in your possession, custody, or control. 

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS 

 

1. “Document” is defined to be synonymous in meaning and scope as the term 

“document” is used under Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and as the phrase 

“writings and recordings” is defined in Rule 1001 of the Federal Rules of Evidence and includes, 

but is not limited to, any computer files, memoranda, notes, letters, emails, printouts, instant 

messages, ephemeral messages (such as Slack, Signal, Snapchat, Telegram, and Wickr), social 

media messages, text messages, or databases, and any handwritten, typewritten, printed, 

electronically-recorded, taped, graphic, machine-readable, or other material, of whatever nature 

and in whatever form, including all non-identical copies and drafts thereof, and all copies bearing 

any notation or mark not found on the original. 
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2. “Legislator” means a past or present elected member of the Texas House of 

Representatives (“Texas House”) or the Texas Senate, including such member’s past or present 

employees, legislative office staff, district office staff, committee staff, caucus staff, campaign 

staff, interns, representatives, designees, attorneys, advisors, consultants, contractors, agents, or 

other persons or entities acting or purporting to act on the member’s behalf or subject to the 

member’s control or on behalf of any committee or other body of which the elected member is a 

member. 

3. “Member of the U.S. House of Representatives” means a past or present elected 

member of the United States House of Representatives, including such member’s past or present 

employees, legislative office staff, district office staff, committee staff, caucus staff, campaign 

staff, interns, representatives, designees, attorneys, advisors, consultants, contractors, agents, or 

other persons or entities acting or purporting to act on the member’s behalf or subject to the 

member’s control or on behalf of any committee or other body of which the elected member is a 

member. 

4. “Redistricting” means any consideration of the alignment of district boundaries 

for an entire legislative body, a single legislative district, or districts within a geographic area. 

Unless otherwise specified, the term does not include consideration of the alignment of district 

boundaries for the Texas Senate or the Texas State Board of Education. 

5. “Relating to” means referring to, regarding, consisting of, concerning, pertaining 

to, reflecting, evidencing, describing, constituting, mentioning, or being in any way logically or 

factually connected with the matter discussed, including any connection, direct or indirect, 

whatsoever with the requested topic. 
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6. “Senate Bill 6” means the legislation setting forth the district boundaries for the 

Texas delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives that Governor Greg Abbott signed into 

law on October 25, 2021. See S.B. 6, 87th Leg., 3d Spec. Sess. (Tex. 2021). 

7. “House Bill 1” means the legislation setting forth the district boundaries for the 

Texas House that Governor Abbott signed into law on October 25, 2021. See H.B. 1, 87th Leg., 

3d Spec. Sess. (Tex. 2021). 

8. In responding to these requests, please produce all responsive documents in your 

possession, custody, or control. This means that you must produce all responsive documents 

within your actual possession, custody, or control, as well as such documents which you have the 

legal right to obtain on demand or the practical ability to obtain from a third party, including but 

not limited to any and all documents that you and your counsel or other persons or entities acting 

or purporting to act on your behalf have actually reviewed. 

9. All references in these requests to an individual person include any and all past or 

present employees, staff, interns, representatives, designees, attorneys, advisors, consultants, 

contractors, agents, predecessors in office or position, and all other persons or entities acting or 

purporting to act on the individual person’s behalf or subject to the control of such a person. 

10. All references in these requests to an entity, governmental entity, or any other 

type of organization include its past or present officers, executives, directors, employees, staff, 

interns, representatives, designees, attorneys, advisors, consultants, contractors, agents, and all 

other persons or entities acting or purporting to act on behalf of such an organization or subject 

to its control. 

11. In construing these document requests, apply the broadest construction, so as to 

produce the most comprehensive response. Construe the terms “and” and “or” either 
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disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the request all responses 

that might otherwise be construed to be outside that scope. Words used in the singular include 

the plural. 

12. Words or terms used herein have the same intent and meaning regardless of 

whether the words or terms are depicted in lowercase or uppercase letters. 

13. Documents should be produced in their entirety, without abbreviation, redaction, 

or expurgation; file folders with tabs or labels identifying documents responsive to these requests 

should be produced intact with the documents; and documents attached to each other should not 

be separated. 

14. Each document produced should be categorized by the number of the document 

request in response to which it is produced. 

15. No portion of a request may be left unanswered because an objection is raised to 

another part of that request. If you object to any portion of a document request, you must state 

with specificity the grounds of the objection. Any ground not stated will be waived. 

16. For any document withheld from production on a claim of privilege or work 

product protection, provide a written privilege log identifying each document individually and 

containing all information required by Rule 45(e)(2)(A) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 

including a description of the basis of the claimed privilege and all information necessary for the 

United States to assess the claim of privilege. 

17. If you contend that it would be unduly burdensome to obtain and provide all of 

the documents called for in response to any document request or subsection thereof, then in 

response to the appropriate request: (a) produce all such documents as are available without 

undertaking what you contend to be an unduly burdensome request; (b) describe with 
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particularity the efforts made by you or on your behalf to produce such documents; and (c) state 

with particularity the grounds upon which you contend that additional efforts to produce such 

documents would be unduly burdensome. 

18. If any requested document or other potentially relevant document is subject to 

destruction under any document retention or destruction program, the documents should be 

exempted from any scheduled destruction and should not be destroyed until the conclusion of 

this lawsuit or unless otherwise permitted by court order. 

19. In the event that a responsive document has been destroyed or has passed out of 

your possession, custody, or control, please provide the following information with respect to 

each such document: its title, date, author(s), sender(s), recipient(s), subject matter, the 

circumstances under which it has become unavailable, and, if known, its current location and 

custodian. 

20. These requests are continuing in nature. Your response must be supplemented and 

any additional responsive material disclosed if responsive material becomes available after you 

serve your response. You must also amend your responses to these requests if you learn that an 

answer is in some material respect incomplete or incorrect. 

21. Unless otherwise specified, all document requests concern the period of time from 

January 1, 2019, to the present. 
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DOCUMENT REQUESTS  

 

1. All documents relating to any redistricting proposal for the Texas delegation to 

the U.S. House of Representatives or the Texas House, including but not limited to House Bill 1, 

Senate Bill 6, and any other Congressional or House redistricting proposal drawn, discussed, or 

considered. This request includes but is not limited to: 

a. the origination(s) or source(s) of any such redistricting proposal; 

b. the impetus, rationale, background, or motivation for any such redistricting 

proposal; 

c. all drafts in the development or revision of any such redistricting proposal, 

including but not limited to shapefiles, files or datasets used in mapping 

software, each RED report, each PAR report, demographic data (including but 

not limited to Citizen Voting Age Population, Hispanic Citizen Voting Age 

Population, Black Citizen Voting Age Population, Voting Age Population, 

Hispanic Voting Age Population, and Black Voting Age Population), election 

data (including but not limited to reconstituted election analyses), and files 

related to precinct names, precinct lines, split precincts, partisan indexes, 

population shifts, population deviations, voter registration, Spanish Surname 

Voter Registration, voter affiliation, Spanish Surname Voter Turnout, or 

changing census geography; 

d. the pairing of any incumbents in any such redistricting proposal; 

e. any redistricting amendment, whether partial or total, to each such proposal; 

f. negotiations regarding any redistricting proposal; and 
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g. all calculations, reports, audits, estimates, projections, or other analyses, from 

any source, relating to the effect or impact, of any kind—including on (1) 

Texas minority voters, (2) existing or emerging minority opportunity districts, 

or (3) voter turnout (including Spanish Surname Voter Turnout)—that could 

result from the implementation of any such redistricting proposal. 

2. All documents relating to the redistricting process for the Texas House or the 

Texas delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives, including but not limited to planning, 

timing, hearings, outreach, publicity, public or expert participation, deadlines, limitations, 

staffing, and persons or entities involved. 

3. All documents relating to voting patterns in Texas elections with respect to race, 

ethnicity, or language minority status, including but not limited to any calculations, reports, 

audits, estimates, projections, or other analyses. 

4. All documents relating to whether House Bill 1, Senate Bill 6, or any other 

redistricting proposal drawn, discussed, or considered with respect to the Texas House or the 

Texas delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives complies with the Voting Rights Act, 

including but not limited to any calculations, reports, audits, estimates, projections, or other 

analyses. 

5. All documents relating to redistricting for the Texas House or the Texas 

delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives exchanged between, among, with, or within the 

Office of the Governor, the Office of the Lieutenant Governor, the Office of the Secretary of 

State, the Office of the Attorney General, any legislator, the House Committee on Redistricting 

or members thereof, the Senate Special Committee on Redistricting or members thereof, the 

Conference Committee regarding Senate Bill 6 or members thereof, the Texas Legislative 

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 532-2   Filed 08/12/22   Page 11 of 13



8 

Council, any member of the U.S. House of Representatives, any candidate to represent Texas in 

the U.S. House of Representatives, any candidate for the Texas House, any campaign to 

represent Texas in the U.S. House of Representatives, any campaign for the Texas House, any 

national political party, any state political party organization, any local political party 

organization, any national congressional campaign committee, any national organization 

dedicated to supporting state legislative candidates, the National Republican Redistricting Trust, 

the National Democratic Redistricting Committee, any political action committee, any lobbyist, 

any political activist or operative, any other governmental entity, any local elected official in 

Texas, any consultant, any expert, any law firm or attorney, any vendor, any other political or 

community group or organization, or any member of the public. 

6. All other documents relating to redistricting for the Texas House or the Texas 

delegation to the U.S. House of Representatives from July 1, 2021, to the present, including but 

not limited to redistricting criteria, public statements, correspondence, calendar invitations, 

scheduling emails, meeting minutes, agendas, attendance sheets, call logs, notes, presentations, 

studies, advocacy, letters, or other communications. 

7. All documents relating to enumerations or estimates by the U.S. Census Bureau or 

Texas Demographic Center related to population changes, race, ethnicity, language minority 

status, or United States citizenship that were exchanged between, among, with, or within the 

Office of the Governor, the Office of the Lieutenant Governor, the Office of the Secretary of 

State, the Office of the Attorney General, any legislator, the House Committee on Redistricting 

or members thereof, the Senate Special Committee on Redistricting or members thereof, the 

Conference Committee regarding Senate Bill 6 or members thereof, the Texas Legislative 

Council, any member of the U.S. House of Representatives, any candidate for the Texas House, 
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any candidate to represent Texas in the U.S. House of Representatives, any campaign for the 

Texas House, any campaign to represent Texas in the U.S. House of Representatives, any 

national political party, any state political party organization, any local political party 

organization, any national congressional campaign committee, any national organization 

dedicated to supporting state legislative candidates, the National Republican Redistricting Trust, 

the National Democratic Redistricting Committee, any political action committee, any lobbyist, 

any political activist or operative, any other governmental entity, any consultant, any expert, any 

law firm or attorney, any vendor, any group or organization, or any member of the public. 

8. All documents relating to payment for services; agreements of representation, 

consultation, employment, services, confidentiality, or common interest; or any other type of 

contract relating to redistricting for the Texas House or Texas delegation to the U.S. House of 

Representatives that include any of the following individuals or entities: Adam Foltz, Chris 

Gober, The Gober Group, any consultant, any political operative, any expert, the Office of the 

Texas Attorney General, any other law firm, any other attorney, any other vendor, or any other 

person or entity. 

9. All non-privileged documents relating to the instant lawsuit or preceding 

investigation of Texas by the U.S. Department of Justice. 
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Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

5 DOC_0362786
Representative 
Mike Schofield

Mike 
Schofield 6/1/2021 Legislative

Confidential data used in 
furtherance of considering 
draft redistricting legislation  

6 DOC_0362787
Representative 
Mike Schofield

Mike 
Schofield 6/1/2021 Legislative

Confidential data used in 
furtherance of considering 
draft redistricting legislation  

7 DOC_0362788
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/22/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

8 DOC_0362789
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/22/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

9 DOC_0362790
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/20/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

10 DOC_0362791
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/20/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

11 DOC_0362792
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/20/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

12 DOC_0362793
Representative 
Mike Schofield 6/10/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

13 DOC_0362799
Representative 
Mike Schofield 6/16/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

14 DOC_0362800
Representative 
Mike Schofield 6/16/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

15 DOC_0362806
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/20/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

17 DOC_0362809
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/6/2021 Legislative

Confidential comparison of 
draft electoral maps, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Factually Based Information and Maps

1
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Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Factually Based Information and Maps

18 DOC_0362810
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/6/2021 Legislative

Confidential comparison of 
draft electoral maps, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

19 DOC_0362811
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/6/2021 Legislative

Confidential comparison of 
draft electoral maps, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

20 DOC_0362812
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/6/2021 Legislative

Confidential comparison of 
draft electoral maps, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

21 DOC_0362813
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/6/2021 Legislative

Confidential comparison of 
draft electoral maps, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

22 DOC_0362817
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/5/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

23 DOC_0362818
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/5/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

25 DOC_0362821
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/30/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

26 DOC_0362822
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/30/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

27 DOC_0362823
Representative 
Mike Schofield 9/30/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

28 DOC_0362824
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

29 DOC_0362825
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

30 DOC_0362826
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

2
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Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Factually Based Information and Maps

31 DOC_0362827
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

32 DOC_0362828
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

33 DOC_0362829
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

34 DOC_0362830
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

35 DOC_0362831
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

36 DOC_0362832
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

37 DOC_0362833
Representative 
Mike Schofield 10/14/2021 Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

38 N/A
Representative 
Mike Schofield 

Representative Schofield 
possesses a RedAppl 
account, and within that 
account there data files 
relating to draft electoral 
maps  These RedAppl files 
reveal his thoughts, opinions, 
and mental impressions on 
draft redistricting legislation 
in the course of the 
redistricting process  

39 PDOC_006573
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

40 PDOC_006574
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

3
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Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Factually Based Information and Maps

41 PDOC_006575
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

42 PDOC_006577
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

43 PDOC_006578
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

44 PDOC_006579
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

45 PDOC_006580
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

46 PDOC_006586
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

49 PDOC_006715
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Data from confidential draft 
electoral map used in 
furtherance of considering 
draft redistricting legislation  

50 PDOC_006724
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

58 PDOC_006739
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation

61 PDOC_006748
Representative 
Mike Schofield Legislative

Confidential draft electoral 
map, used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

4
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Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

16 DOC_0362808
Representative 
Mike Schofield Brad Shields 8/31/2021 Legislative

Confidential internal notes on 
draft redistricting legislation, 
used in furtherance of 
considering redistricting 
legislation  

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Document Exchanged with Third Party

5

Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 532-4   Filed 08/12/22   Page 6 of 7



Entry Control Number Custodian File Author Date Created or Sent To From CC BCC Privilege Claim Description

4 DOC_0362785
Representative 
Mike Schofield

Mike 
Schofield 9/27/2021 Legislative

Confidential internal notes 
on draft redistricting 
legislation, used in 
furtherance of considering 
redistricting legislation  

Legislative Privilege Asserted Over Document Concerning 2021 Congressional Redistricting

6
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United States Court of Appeals 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
 
LYLE W. CAYCE 

CLERK 

 
 
 
 

 
TEL. 504-310-7700 

600 S. MAESTRI PLACE, 

Suite 115 

NEW ORLEANS, LA 70130 

   
July 27, 2022 

 
MEMORANDUM TO COUNSEL OR PARTIES LISTED BELOW: 
 
 No. 22-50662 League of United Latin Amer v. Patrick 
    USDC No. 3:21-CV-259 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-943 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-965 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-988 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-991 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-1006 
    USDC No. 1:21-CV-1038 
    USDC No. 3:21-CV-299 
    USDC No. 3:21-CV-306 
    USDC No. 3:22-CV-22 
    USDC No. 3:22-MC-219 
    USDC No. 3:22-MC-230 
     
 
Enclosed is an order entered in this case. 
 
 
                             Sincerely, 
 
                             LYLE W. CAYCE, Clerk 

       
                             By: _________________________ 
                             Mary Frances Yeager, Deputy Clerk 
                             504-310-7686 
 
Mr. Ryan Baasch 
Mr. Gary Lynn Bledsoe 
Mr. Frank H Chang 
Ms. Molly Danahy 
Mr. Philip Devlin 
Mr. David A. Donatti 
Mr. Daniel Joshua Freeman 
Mr. Mark P. Gaber 
Mr. Richard Scott Gladden 
Mr. Martin Golando 
Ms. Abha Khanna 
Ms. Taylor A.R. Meehan 
Mr. Robert Stephen Notzon 
Ms. Nina Perales 
Mr. George A. Quesada 
Ms. Allison Jean Riggs 
Mr. Patrick K. Sweeten 
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United States Court of Appeals 

for the Fifth Circuit
 ___________  

 
No. 22-50662 

 ___________  
 
League of United Latin American Citizens; Southwest 
Voter Registration Education Project; Mi Familia 
Vota; American GI Forum of Texas; La Union del Pueblo 
Entero; Mexican American Bar Association of Texas; 
Texas Hispanics Organized for Political Education; 
William C. Velasquez Institute; Fiel Houston, 
Incorporated; Texas Association of Latino 
Administrators and Superintendents; Emelda 
Menendez; Gilberto Menendez; Jose Olivares; Florinda 
Chavez; Joey Cardenas; Sandra Puente; Jose R. Reyes; 
Shirley Anna Fleming; Louie Minor, Jr.; Norma 
Cavazos; Proyecto Azteca; Reform Immigration for 
Texas Alliance; Workers Defense Project; Paulita 
Sanchez; Jo Ann Acevedo; David Lopez; Diana Martinez 
Alexander; Jeandra Ortiz; Luz Moreno; Maria Montes; 
Lydia Alcahan; Martin Saenz, 
 

Plaintiffs—Appellees, 
 
Shelia Jackson Lee; Alexander Green; Jasmine 
Crockett; Eddie Bernice Johnson, 
 

Intervenor Plaintiffs—Appellees, 
 

versus 
 
Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as Governor of the State of Texas; Et 
al., 
 

Defendants, 

Case: 22-50662      Document: 00516410126     Page: 1     Date Filed: 07/27/2022Case 3:21-cv-00259-DCG-JES-JVB   Document 532-5   Filed 08/12/22   Page 3 of 13



No. 22-50662 

 

2 
 

 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Movants  Appellants, 
 

 ___________  
 
Damon James Wilson, for himself and on behalf of all others similarly 
situated, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate, 
 

Defendant-Appellant, 
 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
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Appellants, 

 
 ___________  

 
 
Voto Latino; Rosalinda Ramos Abuabara; Akilah Bacy; 
Orlando Flores; Marilena Garza; Cecilia Gonzales; 
Agustin Loredo; Cinia Montoya; Ana Ramon; Jana Lynne 
Sanchez; Jerry Shafer; Debbie Lynn Solis; Angel Ulloa; 
Mary Uribe, 
 

Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
 

versus 
 
John Scott, in his Official Capacity as Texas Secretary of State; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 

 ___________  
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Mexican American Legislative Caucus, Texas House of 
Representatives, 
 

Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
 

versus 
 
State of Texas; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 ___________  

 
Roy Charles Brooks; Felipe Gutierrez; Phyllis Goines; 
Eva Bonilla; Clara Faulkner; Deborah Spell; Beverly 
Powell, 
 

Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
 

versus 
 
Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as Governor of Texas; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
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Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 ___________  

 
Texas State Conference of the NAACP, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as the Governor of Texas; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
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Appellants, 
 

 ___________  
 
 
Fair Maps Texas Action Committee; OCA-Greater 
Houston; North Texas Chapter of the Asian Pacific 
Islander Americans Public Affairs Association; 
Emgage; Khanay Turner; Angela Rainey; Austin Ruiz; 
Aya Eneli; Sofia Sheikh; Jennifer Cazares; Niloufar 
Hafizi; Lakshmi Ramakrishnan; Amatulla Contractor; 
Deborah Chen; Arthur Resa; Sumita Ghosh; Anand 
Krishnaswamy, 
 

Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
 

versus 
 
Greg Abbott; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 ___________  
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United States of America, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
State of Texas; Et al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 ___________  

 
Trey Martinez Fischer, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
John Scott, in his official capacity as Secretary of State of Texas, 
 

Defendant, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
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Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 

 ___________  
 
Veronica Escobar, U.S. Representative of the 16th Congressional 
District of Texas, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
Greg Abbott, in his official capacity as Governor of the State of Texas; Et 
al., 
 

Defendants, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
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Appellants, 
 ___________  

 
United States of America, 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
Eric Wienckowski, 
 

Defendant, 
 
Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants, 
 ___________  

 
United States of America 
 

Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 

versus 
 
Thomas Bryan, 
 

Defendant, 
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Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, in his Official 
Capacity as Lieutenant Governor and Presiding Officer of the Texas Senate; 
Tom Craddick, Texas Representative; Ryan Guillen, Texas 
Representative; Brooks Landgraf, Texas Representative; Todd 
Hunter, Texas Representative; Jacey Jetton, Texas Representative; 
Andrew Murr, Texas Representative; Ken King, Texas 
Representative; Geanie Morrison, Texas Representative; Senator 
Joan Huffman; Sean Opperman, Texas House Employee; Adam 
Foltz, Texas House Employee; Koy Kunkel, Texas House Employee; 
Anna Mackin, Texas House Employee, 
 

Appellants. 
 ______________________________  

 
Appeal from the United States District Court 

for the Western District of Texas 
USDC No. 3:21-CV-259 
USDC No. 1:21-CV-943 
USDC No. 1:21-CV-965 
USDC No. 1:21-CV-988 
USDC No. 1:21-CV-991 

USDC No. 1:21-CV-1006 
USDC No. 1:21-CV-1038 
USDC No. 3:21-CV-299 
USDC No. 3:21-CV-306 
USDC No. 3:22-CV-22 

USDC No. 3:22-MC-219 
USDC No. 3:22-MC-230  

 ______________________________  
 
Before Richman, Chief Judge, Wiener, and Willett, Circuit Judges. 

Per Curiam: 

IT IS ORDERED that Appellants' opposed motion to stay, until the 

pending Hughes case is decided, the district court’s order compelling the 
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production of document claimed to be legislatively privileged is CARRIED 

WITH THE CASE. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Appellants’ alternative motion 

requesting a temporary administrative stay by August 1, 2022, pending 

resolution of this motion is GRANTED.  The district court’s order 

compelling the production of documents is STAYED pending further order 

of this court. 
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