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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

STATE OF TEXAS,
Plaintiff,

V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and

ERIC H. HOLDER, JR., In His

Official Capacity As Attorney

General Of The United States,
Defendants,

WENDY DAVIS, et al.,
Defendant-Intervenors,

No.1:11-CV-1303
(RMC-TBG-BAH)
(three-judge court)
MEXICAN-AMERICAN LEGISLATIVE
CAUCUS,

Defendant-Intervenors,

GREG GONZALEZ, et al.,
Defendant-Intervenors,

TEXAS LEGISLATIVE BLACK CAUCUS,
Defendant-Intervenor,

TEXAS LATINO REDISTRICTING
TASK FORCE,
Defendant-Intervenor,

TEXAS STATE CONFERENCE OF
NAACP BRANCHES, et al.,
Defendant-Intervenors.
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DAVIS DEFENDANT-INTERVENORS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFE STATE
OF TEXAS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

The Davis Defendant-Intervenors respectfully submit this Opposition to the State
of Texas” Motion for Summary Judgment. Because the State’s proposed State Senate and
Congressional plans were enacted with a racially discriminatory purpose and will have a

retrogressive, discriminatory effect, the State’s motion for summary judgment must be
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denied. Pursuant to Local Rule 7(h) of this Court, the following materials are submitted
in support of the Davis Defendant-Intervenors’ opposition to the motion for summary
judgment: (1) memorandum of points of authorities in support of opposition; (2)
statement of issues setting forth all material facts as to which there is a genuine issue
necessary to be litigated.

Pursuant to this Court’s Order of September 30, 2011, directing the Intervenors
not to repeat the points and authorities made in opposition to the motion for summary
judgment being made by the Defendant United States, the Davis Defendant-Intervenors
will only address the State’s motion for summary judgment insofar as it seeks summary
judgment as to the state senate plan. The Davis Defendant-Intervenors join and adopt
the position being advanced by the United States and other Defendant-Intervenors who
oppose the State’s motion for summary judgment with respect to the State’s proposed
congressional plan.

Respectfully submitted,

[s/ J. Gerald Hebert

J. GERALD HEBERT
D.C. Bar #447676
Attorney at Law

191 Somerville Street, #405

Alexandria, VA 22304
Telephone: 703-628-4673

PAUL M. SMITH
MICHAEL DESANCTIS
JESSICA RING AMUNSON
CAROLINE LOPEZ

Jenner & Block LLP

1099 New York Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

Tel: (202) 639-6000

Attorneys for Davis Defendant-Intervenors
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on this 25th day of October, 2011, I filed and served the
foregoing Davis Intervenors’ Opposition to the State’s Motion for Summary Judgment by
this Court’s ECF system, which caused copies of this document to be sent to counsel of
record in this litigation.

/sl J. Gerald Hebert
J. GERALD HEBERT




