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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
LAREDO DIVISION

Sylvia Bruni, Texas Democratic Party, DSCC,
DCCC, and Jessica Tiedt,

Plaintiffs, Civil Action No. 5:20-cv-35
V.

RUTH HUGHS, in her official capacity as the
Texas Secretary of State,

Defendant.

APPENDIX VIII TO REPLY IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFES’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
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TABLE 14
FEDERAL CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS, 2018 CYCLE, TOP 10 WHITE &
MINORITY ZIP CODES DALLAS, HARRIS COUNTIES TEXAS, 2010 CENSUS

TOP TEN WHITE ZIP CODES

Dallas % Pop. Contributions | Harris | % Pop. Contributions
Co. Zip | White Co. White
Code Zip
Code

75225 93.3% | 20,892 | $8,724019 77356 | 87.2% | 24,498 | $372,491
75205 87.8% | 23,061 | $7,763,710 77345 | 83.1% | 26,122 | $330,469
76051 72.2% | 46,320 | $453,867 77318 | 83.0% | 14,281 | $97,124
75248 71.6% | 33,395 | $1,056,799 77331 | 785% | 6,824 | $16,178
75230 70.3% | 26,934 | $3,034,340 77005 | 76.3% | 15,528 | $4,592,160
75214 69.9% | 32,950 | $1,456,124 77339 | 75.4% | 37,512 | $540,211
75218 68.5% | 21,665 | $534,861 77328 | 74.8% | 13,993 | $29,451
75201 66.3% | 9,409 | $15,074,208 77046 | 72.2% | 1,196 | $957,010
75019 66.1% | 38,666 | $621,701 77389 | 70.5% | 21,225 | $1,015,404
75088 66.0% | 24,712 | $75,563 77098 | 70.3% | 13,076 | $2,516,182
MEAN | 73.2% | 27,800 | $3,879,519 77.1 17,426 | $1,046,688

Top 10 Minority Zip Codes
Dallas % Pop. Contributions | Harris | % Pop. Contributions
Co. Zip | White Co. White
Code Zip
75134 8.80% | 20,276 | $10,154 77033 | 1.2% | 27,965 | $40,537
75217 7.63% | 32,950 | $22,720 77026 | 1.4% | 23,940 | $24,911
75215 5.95% | 14,648 | $28,917 77016 | 1.9% |26,989 | $8,628
75232 5.00% | 28,682 | $51,782 77028 | 2.2% | 16,808 | $4,828
75203 4.92% | 15,721 | $33,204 77045 | 2.4% | 31,255 | $60,024
75237 3.27% | 17,101 | $12,336 77048 | 25% | 15,294 | $15,116
75216 2.27% | 49,416 | $32,104 77051 | 2.8% |15,085 | $11,143
75212 1.92% | 24,884 | $19,239 77012 | 2.8% | 20,719 | $6,494
75241 1.61% | 27,066 | $16,544 75011 | 3.1% 19,547 | $25,415
75210 0.94% |7,482 |$910 77078 | 3.3% | 14,777 | $4,487
MEAN | 4.2% 23,872 | $22,791 2.4% | 21,238 | $20,158

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census of Population, Open Secrets, Texas Zip Code
Lookup, https://www.opensecrets.org/states/summary.php?state=T X&cycle=2018.
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Senate Factor 7: The Extent to Which Members of the Minority Group Have Been Elected
to Public Office in the Jurisdiction

Defendant claims that minorities can win statewide if running as Republican and that |
ignored this phenomenon. That charge is false. My compilation of minority elected officials
includes all elected minorities, whether Republican or Democratic, including judges. Moreover,
the Republican Party has not done an effective job in advancing minority candidates statewide.
Although Republicans control all statewide offices and have done so for decades, only 3 of 29
current statewide elected officials in Texas (10.3 percent) are minorities. Only one of the 25
members of the Republican congressional delegation is a minority, African-American Will Hurd,
who was elected in majority-minority CD 23 and is retiring from Congress.

An analysis in the Texas Tribune notes the difficulty that Hispanic-surnamed candidates
for judgeship have experienced in advancing in Republican primaries: “In Texas, not many
Hispanic judges have won election to the state's highest courts — the state Supreme Court and
the Court of Criminal Appeals. A leading theory among GOP pollsters, operatives and political

observers is that those candidates are disadvantaged by their last names.”?!

2L Emma Platoff and Alexa Ura, “In Texas Republican Judicial Primaries, do Hispanic-Sounding Surnames
Spell Loss?” The Texas Tribune, 1 March 2018, https://www.texastribune.org/2018/03/01/texas-highest-courts-
have-few-hispanic-judges-some-attribute-surname-c/.
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* * *

I reserve the right to supplement this and other declaration in light of additional facts,
testimony and/or materials that may come to light. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8 1746, | declare under
penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and

correct.

e § B A
Q.. o) Aokl —

Allan J. Liel{man

Dated: June 19, 2020
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APPENDIX A: FISCAL NOTES FOR HB 25 AND FOR SB 14, VOTER ID,
2014APPENDIX A: FISCAL NOTES FOR HB 25 AND FOR SB 14, VOTER ID, 2024

LEGISLATIVE BUDGET BOARD
Austin, Texas

FISCAL NOTE, 85TH LEGISLATIVE REGULAR SESSION

May 19, 2017

TO: Honorable Joe Straus, Speaker of the House, House of Representatives
FROM: Ursula Parks, Director, Legislative Budget Board

IN RE: HB25 by Simmons (Relating to the elimination of straight -party voting.), As Passed
2nd House

No significant fiscal implication to the State is anticipated.
The bill would amend the Election Code relating to the elimination of straight -party voting.

The Secretary of State assumes any additional work associated with implementing the provisions
of the bill could be absorbed using existing resources.

The bill would take effect September 1, 2020.
Local Government Impact

No fiscal implication to units of local government is anticipated.

Source Agencies: 307 Secretary of State
LBB Staff: UP, CL, NV, ASa, SLE, BM
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LEGISLATIVE BUDGET BOARD
Austin, Texas

FISCAL NOTE, 82ND LEGISLATIVE REGULAR SESSION

January 24, 2011

TO: Honorable Robert Duncan, Chair, Senate Committee of the Whole Senate
FROM: John S O'Brien, Director, Legislative Budget Board

IN RE: SB14 by Fraser (Relating to requirements to vote, including presenting proof of
identification; providing criminal penalties.), As Introduced

Estimated Two-year Net Impact to General Revenue Related Funds for SB14, As
Introduced: a negative impact of ($2,000,000) through the biennium ending August 31, 2013.

The bill would make no appropriation but could provide the legal basis for an appropriation of
funds to implement the provisions of the bill.

General Revenue-Related Funds, Five-Year Impact:

Probable Net
Fiscal Year Fl)r?%g::/s/t E)Né%?lg\r/gl)
Revenue Related Funds
2012 ($2,000,000)
2013 $0
2014 $0
2015 $0
2016 $0

All Funds, Five-Year Impact:

Probable Savings/(Cost)
from
General Revenue Fund
1

Fiscal Year
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2012 ($2,000,000)
2013 $0
2014 $0
2015 $0
2016 $0

Fiscal Analysis

The bill would require the voter registrar of each county to provide a notice of identification
requirements for voting with each initial voter registration certificate or renewal registration
certificate issued. The Secretary of State (SOS) and the voter registrar of each county that
maintains a website would be required to post on their websites a notice of the identification
requirements. SOS would be required to prescribe the wording of these notices. SOS would also
be required to establish a statewide effort to educate voters regarding the identification
requirements for voting.

The bill would require training standards to include instructions on the acceptance and handling
of the identification presented by a voter to an election officer and each election clerk would be
required to complete this training.

The presiding judge at each polling place would be required to post in a prominent location
outside of the location a list of the acceptable forms of identification. The Secretary of

State would be required to prescribe the wording for written notifications of the identification
requirements to vote in elections after January 1, 2012 and election officers would be required to
provide this written notification of voting identification requirements to voters who do not meet
identification requirements.

The Department of Public Safety (DPS) would be prohibited from collecting a fee for a personal
identification certificate issued to a person who states that they are obtaining the personal
identification certificate to meet voting identification requirements and that person meets certain
other voter registration criteria.

The bill would change an offense under this section after January 1, 2012 to a second degree
felony from a third degree felony unless the person is convicted of an attempt, in which case, the
offense would be a state jail felony instead of a Class A misdemeanor.

The Secretary of State would be required to prescribe procedures for voters who provisionally
vote without proper identification to present proof of identification to the voter registrar not later
than the sixth day after the date of the election.

The bill would repeal Sections 63.007 and 63.008 of the Election Code related to voters with

incorrect certificates who are not on the voter list and voters without certificates who are not on
the voter list.
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The Secretary of State (SOS) would be required to adopt the training standards and to develop
training materials as soon as practicable after September 1, 2011. Each county clerk would be
required to provide a session of training using the standards adopted by and the materials
developed by SOS as soon as practicable as well.

The bill would expand the uses of state funds disbursed under Chapter 19 of the Election Code to
include additional expenses related to coordinating voter registration drives or other activities
designed to expand voter registration. This section would expire January 1, 2013.

Sections 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 20, and 22 pertaining to providing notice of voter identification
requirements, providing voter identification training, providing voter education to the public, and
expanding the uses of voter registration funds would be effective September 1, 2011. The rest of
the bill would be effective January 1, 2012.

Methodology

The total fiscal impact of the bill is estimated to be $2 million for fiscal year 2012 out of the
General Revenue Fund. This estimate includes $0.5 million to research and develop ways to
inform the public of the new identification requirements. Additional costs are estimated to
be $1.5 million for media advertisements: television ($750,000), radio ($300,000), print
($300,000), and internet ($150,000).

The Secretary of State would also be required to prescribe the wording for voter identification
requirement notifications and to develop training materials on voter identification
requirements. It is assumed that any fiscal implication associated with these responsibilities
could be absorbed within existing resources.

The fiscal impact of expanding the uses of funds disbursed under Chapter 19 of the Election
Code to include coordinating voter registration drives or other activities designed to expand voter
registration is unknown because it is not known how many voter registration drives or other
activities designed to expand voter registration would occur.

The fiscal impact of the revenue loss from the prohibition of DPS to collect a fee for a personal
identification certificate issued to a person seeking the certificate for the purpose of voting is
unknown because it is not known how many people would make a request for a personal
identification certificate for voting.

Local Government Impact

The bill would require counties to notify registered voters of changes online if the county
maintains a website, at polling locations, and included with voter registration certificates.
Election clerks would be required to undergo training regarding accepted forms of voter
identification.

According to Texas Association of Counties (TAC), Tarrant County anticipated a one-time cost
to reprint provisional balloting materials and provide new notices ($8,000); Bexar County stated
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that due to limited space on current registration certificates, larger cards would be necessary
resulting in additional costs for cards, printing and postage ($381,256); however, Comal County

reported the costs associated with the provisions of the bill could be absorbed within existing
resources.

Source Agencies: 304 Comptroller of Public Accounts, 307 Secretary of State, 405
Department of Public Safety

LBB Staff: JOB, SD, MS, BTA
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APPENDIX B: PRIMARY ELECTION ANALYSIS FROM POST-2000
CONGRESSIONAL REDISTRICTING LITIGATION, SESSIONS V. PERRY

Table 2
Ecological Regression Analysis
Mean Vote for Candidates
Hispanic, Black, and Anglo Voters
Nine Counties and Congressional District 28
5 Statewide Primary Elections*

% of Hispanic % of Black % of Anglo
Voters for Voters for Voters for
Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic
Candidates Candidates Candidates
Bexar County 76% NA 25%
Cameron County 74% NA 25%
Dallas County 56% 31% 35%
El Paso County 73% NA 31%
Harris County 71% 30% 27%
Hidalgo County 71% NA 52%
Nueces County 71% NA 27%
Tarrant County 62% 27% 30%
Travis County 78% 43% 38%
Congressional 77% NA 9%
District 28
Mean All Elections 71% 33% 30%
* 1998 Agriculture Commissioner Primary, 1996 US Senate Primary and Runoff,
1994 Supreme Court Primary and Runoff.
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Table 3
Ecological Regression Estimates of Hispanic, Black, and Anglo Voting
Anglo v. Minority Democratic Primary Elections
Congressional, Representative, and Senate Districts, 1994-2000

Year & % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of
Election Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo
District & ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters
Races of Voters _for _for Voters for for Voters for for
Candidates _for H|§pan ngpan for Blac!< Blac!< for Anglp Angl_o
Hispan ic ic Black | Candid | Candid | Anglo | Candid | Candid
ic Candid | Candid | Candid ate ate Candid ate ate
Candid ate ate ate ate
ate

2000 Primary

Congression 80 NA 0 - - - 20 NA 100
al District 23
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 45 NA 0 - - - 55 NA 100
District 43
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 46 NA 30 - - - 54 NA 70
District 101
Anglo/Hispa
nic

Senate 56 NA 50 - - - 44 NA 50
District 26
Anglo/Hispa
nic
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Table 3 Continued

Year & % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of
Election Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo
District & ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters
Races of Voters _for _for Voters for for Voters for for
Candidates _for ngpan ngpan for Black Blacl_< for Angl_o Angl_o
Hispan ic ic Black | Candid | Candid | Anglo | Candid | Candid
ic Candid | Candid | Candid ate ate Candid ate ate
Candid ate ate ate ate
ate

1998 Primary

Congression 58 NA 0 - - - 42 NA 100
al District 23
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House - - - 70 100 26 30 0 74
District 30
Anglo/Black

House 50 NA 15 - - - 50 NA 85
District 54
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 83 NA 35 - - - 17 NA 65
District 75
Anglo/Hispa
nic

1998 Runoff

Congression 62 NA 7 - - - 38 NA 93
al District 23
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 71 NA 0 - - - 29 NA 100
District 54
Anglo/Hispa
nic

1996 Primary

Congression - - - NA 68 31 NA 32 69
al District 5
Anglo/Black
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Congression 77 NA 38 - - - 23 NA 62
al District 15
Anglo/Hispa
nic

Congression 39 NA 45 - - - 61 NA 55
al District 23
Anglo/Hispa
nic

Congression 46 NA 0 - - - 54 NA 100
al District 29
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 63 71 14 - - - 37 29 86
District 27
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 92 NA 15 - - - 8 NA 85
District 51
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 73 NA 26 - - - 27 NA 74
District 77
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 74 25 29 0 56 0 26 19 71
District 90
Anglo/Hispa
nic/Black

Senate 74 NA 15 - - - 26 NA 85
District 29
Anglo/Hispa
nic
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Table 3 Continued

Year & % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of % of
Election Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo | Hispan | Black | Anglo
District & ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters ic Voters | Voters
Races of Voters _for _for Voters for for Voters for for
Candidates _for ngpan ngpan for Black Blacl_< for Angl_o Angl_o
Hispan ic ic Black | Candid | Candid | Anglo | Candid | Candid
ic Candid | Candid | Candid ate ate Candid ate ate
Candid ate ate ate ate
ate

1996 Runoff

Congression 56 NA 30 - - - 46 NA 65
al District 15
Anglo/Hispa
nic

Congression 54 NA 40 - - - 46 NA 65
al District 23
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 59 48 16 - - - 41 52 84
District 90
Anglo/Hispa
nic

Senate 52 NA 17 - - - 48 NA 83
District
Anglo/Hispa
nic

1994 Primary

Congression - - - NA 63 7 NA 37 93
al District 25
Anglo/Black

Congression 55 NA 0 - - - 45 NA 100
al District 29
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 64 NA 0 - - - 36 NA 100
District 31
Anglo/Hispa
nic

49




Case 5:20-cv-00035 Document 62-8 Filed on 06/19/20 in TXSD Page 17 of 17

House 66 61 64 - - - 34 39 36
District 37
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House 66 NA 2 - - - 34 NA 98
District 43
Anglo/Hispa
nic

House - - - 93 100 67 7 0 33
District 50
Anglo/Black

House 35 9 0 0 46 0 65 44 100
District 90
Anglo/Hispa
nic/Black

House 47 NA 0 - - - 53 NA 100
District 140
Anglo/Hispa
nic

1994 Runoff

Congression - - - NA 74 13 NA 26 87
al District 25
Anglo/Black

Mean 61 43 18 41 72 21 38 28 80
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