
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

STATE OF TEXAS, 

 Plaintiff, 

- against - 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and ERIC H. 
HOLDER, JR. in his official capacity as Attorney 
General of the United States, 

 Defendants. 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:11-cv-01303 

Three-Judge panel: RMC-TBG-BAH 

PROPOSED STIPULATIONS BY TEXAS RELATED TO HISPANIC 
POPULATION AND SUBMITTED AS PROPOSED FINDINGS OF

FACT BY TEXAS LATINO REDISTRICTING TASK FORCE

1. On February 17, 2011, the United States Census Bureau released 
population data from the 2010 Census to the State of Texas.  

2. According to the 2010 Census, the State of Texas has a total population of 
25,145,561 persons. 

3. According to the 2010 Census, the State of Texas has a total voting-age 
population of 18,279,737. 

4. According to the 2010 Census, the Hispanic voting age population of 
Texas is 6,143,144, which equals 33.6% of the total Texas voting age population.

5. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the State’s total 
population increased by 4,293,741 persons, an increase of 20.6%.

6. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the State’s voting-age 
population increased by 3,314,676 persons, an increase of 22.1%.

7. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the State’s Hispanic 
population increased by 2,791,255 persons, an increase of 41.8%. 

8. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the Hispanic proportion of 
the State’s total population increased from 32.0% to 37.6%.  
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9. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the State’s Hispanic 
voting-age population increased by 1,860,243 persons, an increase of 43.4%. 

10. Between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census, the Hispanic proportion of 
the State’s voting-age population increased from 28.6% to 33.6%. 

11. Hispanic persons made up 65.0% of the increase in the State’s total 
population between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census.

12. Hispanic persons made up 56.1% of the increase in the State’s voting-age 
population between the 2000 Census and the 2010 Census.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

STATE OF TEXAS, 

 Plaintiff, 

- against - 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and ERIC H. 
HOLDER, JR. in his official capacity as Attorney 
General of the United States, 

 Defendants. 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:11-cv-01303 

Three-Judge panel: RMC-TBG-BAH 

TEXAS LATION REDISTRICTING TASK FORCE
PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT ON POPULATION GROWTH

1. Texas gained 4 congressional seats as a result of its population growth from 2000 
to 2010. (Kousser Decl., DX824, at p. 109.) 

2. The 2010 Census count for Texas shows that the population of the state had 
increased by 4,293,741 individuals—from 20,851,818 in 2000 to 25,145,561 in 
2010. (Chapa Report, DX823, at p. 4; U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 994; 
Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at p. 3.) 

3. In 2010, more than one out of every three Texans was Hispanic. (Chapa Report, 
DX823, at p. 4 & tbl. 1; Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at p. 3.) 

4. Between 2000 and 2010, the growth rate of the Hispanic population in Texas 
outpaced that of the Anglo, Black and “other” populations. (Pl. Ex. 336 [Dkt. 325-
4, at p. 14].) 

5. In each year from 2005 to 2009 the number and proportion of the Hispanic CVAP 
population has increased.  (Chapa Report, DX823, at p. 11.)  In these five years, 
the Hispanic citizen voting age population increased from 24.6% of the state’s 
total citizen voting age population to 25.5%. (DX574, at 180:7-18, 189:1-6; 
DX823, at tbl. 7.) 

6. In contrast, the non-Hispanic Anglo population increased in number but its 
proportion of the total population has decreased. (Chapa Report, DX823, at p. 11.)
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7. Over 80 counties have Hispanic population growth that offsets the non-Hispanic 
Anglo population decline between 2000 and 2010.  (2000 and 2010 Census Data 
PL 94-171, Tables P2 & PL002, available at factfinder2.census.gov.)        

8. The Latino population is concentrated in South and West Texas with additional 
concentrations in Harris County, and in Dallas and Tarrant Counties. (DX411, at 
pp. 4-5; DX429, at pp. 4-5.) 

9. The growth of the Latino population from 2000 to 2010 accounted for 65% of 
total growth in South Texas and contributed significantly to statewide population 
growth. (DX413, at p. 1.) 

10. Latinos make up the majority of the population in the Rio Grande Valley. 
(DX432, at p. 97). 

11. There has been substantial growth in the Latino population of the Rio Grande 
Valley in the last ten years. (DX432, at p. 97). 

12. Average household size in predominantly Latino areas of the state such, as South 
and West Texas, is higher than those of the rest of the state. (DX413, at p. 2].) 

13. The population of South Texas and the Rio Grande Valley is younger on average 
than the rest of the state; a higher portion of the population in this region is below 
the age of 18. (DX414, at p. 1].) 

14. In Cameron, Dallas, and Nueces counties, the Latino growth from 2000 to 2010 in 
each county exceeded the total growth for the county, suggesting that these 
counties not only saw substantial growth in their Latino communities, but also a 
reduction in their non-Latino populations. (Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at p. 
5 & tbl. 4.) 

15. In Travis and Tarrant Counties more than half of total intercensal growth was 
attributable to Latino growth. (Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at pp. 5-6.) 

16. Bexar, Cameron, Dallas, Harris, Hidalgo, Nueces, Tarrant, and Travis counties, 
which already contained significant Latino population in 2000, all saw substantial 
growth in their Latino residents by 2010. (Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at pp. 
4-5.)

17. The population of Cameron County grew from 335,227 in 2000 to 406,220 in 
2010. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 998.) 

18. In 2010, persons of Hispanic origin comprised 88.1% of the population of 
Cameron County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 998.) 

19. In 2010, non-Hispanic whites comprised 10.7% of the population of Cameron 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 998.) 
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20. The population of Hidalgo County grew from 569,471 in 2000 to 774,769 in 
2010. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1002.) 

21. In 2010, persons of Hispanic origin comprised 90.6% of the population of 
Hidalgo County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1002.) 

22. In 2010, non-Hispanic whites comprised 7.8% of the population of Hidalgo 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1002.) 

23. The population of El Paso County grew from 679,622 in 2000 to 800,647 in 2010. 
(U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1000.) 

24. In 2010, persons of Hispanic origin comprised 82.2% of the population of El Paso 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1000.) 

25. In 2010, non-Hispanic whites comprised 13.1% of the population of El Paso 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1000.) 

26. In 2010, persons of Hispanic origin comprised 60.6% of the population of Nueces 
County, representing an almost 5% increase since 2000. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, 
DX391, at p. 1004; Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at tbl. 3.) 

27. In 2010, non-Hispanic whites comprised 32.9% of the population of Nueces 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1004.) 

28. The population of Maverick County grew from 47,297 in 2000 to 54,258 in 2010. 
(U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1010.) 

29. In 2010, persons of Hispanic origin comprised 95.7% of the population of 
Maverick County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1010.) 

30. In 2010, non-Hispanic whites comprised 2.9% of the population of Maverick 
County. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1010.) 

31. In 2010, the total population of the City of Eagle Pass in Maverick County was 
26,248 persons. (U.S. Census, Eagle Pass City Race and Hispanic origin: 2010, 
DX391, at p. 1012.) 

32. In 2010, there were 25,065 persons of Hispanic origin, and they comprised 95.5% 
of the City of Eagle Pass in Maverick County. (U.S. Census, Eagle Pass City Race 
and Hispanic origin: 2010, DX391, at p. 1012.) 

33. In 2010, there were 1,183 persons not of Hispanic origin, and they comprised 
4.5% of the City of Eagle Pass in Maverick County. (U.S. Census, Eagle Pass 
City Race and Hispanic origin: 2010, DX391, at p. 1012.) 
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34. The population of Harris County grew from 3,400,590 in 2000 to 4,092,459 in 
2010. (U.S. Census QuickFacts, DX391, at p. 1008.) 

35. Harris County saw nearly 80% of its intercensal growth attributable to Latinos. 
(Gonzalez Baker Report, DX827, at p. 5.) 

Ability to Elect Districts 

36. Dr. John Alford, the State’s expert witness, does not offer an opinion regarding 
the number of Latino ability to elect districts in the benchmark plan.  Alford Dep., 
DX758, at 93:5-8; Trial Tr. Jan. 24 PM 92:5-8. 

37. Dr. Alford offers no opinion regarding the number of Latino ability to elect 
districts in the enacted Plan H283. Alford Dep., DX758, at 93:21-24; Trial Tr. 
Jan. 24 PM 92:23-93:3. 

38. Dr. Alford, stated that a Latino ability to elect district does not have to elect the 
Latino preferred candidate in every election. (DX581, at 1860:10-18.) 

39. Senator Kel Seliger, Chair of the Texas Senate Select Redistricting Committee, 
testified that a district that elects the Latino preferred candidate two out of three 
times is an opportunity district. (Seliger Dep., DX776, at 20:16-23; Trial Tr. Jan. 
24, 2012 am 9:2-14). 

40. The Latino preferred candidate is sometimes not elected in a Latino opportunity 
district.  Trial Tr., Jan. 18, 2012 a.m., at 116:22-25 (Downton). 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

STATE OF TEXAS, 

 Plaintiff, 

- against - 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and ERIC H. 
HOLDER, JR. in his official capacity as Attorney 
General of the United States, 

 Defendants. 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:11-cv-01303 

Three-Judge panel: RMC-TBG-BAH 

TEXAS LATINO REDISTRICTING TASK FORCE
PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT ON DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS

House District 31

1. HD 31 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

2. HD 31 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

3. HD 31 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 95.2%, an 
HCVAP of 93.6%, and a SSVR of 90.9%. (DX0882) 

4. HD 31 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 94%, an 
HCVAP of 88.9%, and a SSVR of 91.3%. (DX0883) 

5. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 31. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

6. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 31. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

7. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 31. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 
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House District 33

8. HD 33 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 6) 

9. HD 33 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

10. HD 33 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 61.9%, an 
HCVAP of 60.4%, and an SSVR of 55.3%. (DX0882) 

11. HD 33 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 13.5%, an 
HCVAP of 8.5%, and a SSVR of 6.5%. (DX0883) 

12. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 0 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 33. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

13. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 0 
out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 33. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

14. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 0 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 33. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 34

15. HD 34 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 6) 

16. HD 34 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

17. HD 34 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 61.6%, an 
HCVAP of 58.2%, and a SSVR of 53.8%. (DX0882) 

18. HD 34 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 67.7%, an 
HCVAP of 64.6%, and a SSVR of 60.8%. (DX0883) 

19. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 5 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 34. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 
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20. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
12 out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 34. 
(DX0462, DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, 
DX0770)

21. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 34. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 35

22. HD 35 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 6) 

23. HD 35 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

24. HD 35 elected the Latino preferred candidate in 2 of the three most recent 
Texas House elections.  (DX0726 p. 6) 

25. HD 35 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 56.4%, an 
HCVAP of 54.6%, and a SSVR of 55.3%. (DX0882) 

26. HD 35 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 54.9%, an 
HCVAP of 52.5%, and a SSVR of 53.4%. (DX0883) 

27. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 3 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 35. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

28. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 35. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

29. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 35. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 36

30. HD 36 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

31. HD 36 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 
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32. HD 36 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 88.9%, an 
HCVAP of 83.8%, and a SSVR of 82.3%. (DX0882) 

33. HD 36 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 92.2%, an 
HCVAP of 88.7%, and a SSVR of 85.8%. (DX0883) 

34. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 36. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

35. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 36. 
(DX0462, DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, 
DX0770)

36. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 36. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 37

37. HD 37 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

38. HD 37 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

39. HD 37 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 89.3%, an 
HCVAP of 85.4%, and a SSVR of 80.8%. (DX0882) 

40. HD 37 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 86.6%, an 
HCVAP of 82.3%, and a SSVR of 78%. (DX0883) 

41. From 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 out of 7 
exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 37. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

42. From 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 14 out of 14 
exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 37. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

43. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 37. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 38
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44. HD 38 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

45. HD 38 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

46. HD 38 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 86.3%, an 
HCVAP of 79%, and a SSVR of 76.9%. (DX0882) 

47. HD 38 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 87.3%, an 
HCVAP of 80.6%, and a SSVR of 77.9%. (DX0883) 

48. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 38. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

49. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 38. 
(DX0462, DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, 
DX0770)

50. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 38. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 39

51. HD 39 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

52. HD 39 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

53. HD 39 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 88.1%, an 
HCVAP of 79.1%, and a SSVR of 82.4%. (DX0882) 

54. HD 39 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 88.5%, an 
HCVAP of 82.4%, and a SSVR of 83.1%. (DX0883) 

55. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 39. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

56. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 39. 
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(DX0462, DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, 
DX0770)

57. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 39. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 40

58. HD 40 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

59. HD 40 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

60. HD 40 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 93.5%, an 
HCVAP of 90.2%, and a SSVR of 86.9%. (DX0882) 

61. HD 40 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 93.3%, an 
HCVAP of 89%, and a SSVR of 86.4%. (DX0883) 

62. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 40. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

63. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 40. 
(DX0462, DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, 
DX0770)

64. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 40. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 41

65. HD 41 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

66. HD 41 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

67. HD 41 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 81.8%, an 
HCVAP of 77.5%, and a SSVR of 69.2%. (DX0882) 
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68. HD 41 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 76.2%, an 
HCVAP of 72.1%, and a SSVR of 64.6%. (DX0883) 

69. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 4 
out of 7 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 41. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

70. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 9 
out of 14 exogenous racially contested general elections in HD 41. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

71. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 41. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 42

72. HD 42 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

73. HD 42 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

74. HD 42 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 94.2%, an 
HCVAP of 90.1%, and a SSVR of 84.8%. (DX0882) 

75. HD 42 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 95.1%, an 
HCVAP of 91.1%, and a SSVR of 86%. (DX0883) 

76. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 42. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

77. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 42. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

78. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 42. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 43

79. HD 43 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 
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80. HD 43 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

81. HD 43 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 76.3%, an 
HCVAP of 71.7%, and a SSVR of 71.8%. (DX0882) 

82. HD 43 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 76.5%, an 
HCVAP of 71.7%, and a SSVR of 72.4%. (DX0883) 

83. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 43. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

84. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 43. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

85. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 43. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 51

86. HD 51 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 7) 

87. HD 51 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

88. HD 51 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 58.3%, an 
HCVAP of 45.8%, and a SSVR of 40.9%. (DX0882) 

89. HD 51 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 56.2%, an 
HCVAP of 44%, and a SSVR of 38.2%. (DX0883) 

90. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 51. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

91. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 51. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

92. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 5 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 51. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 
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House District 74

93. HD 74 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

94. HD 74 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

95. HD 74 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 65.8%, an 
HCVAP of 59.7%, and a SSVR of 58.1%. (DX0882) 

96. HD 74 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 76.6%, an 
HCVAP of 69.4%, and a SSVR of 69.6%. (DX0883) 

97. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 74. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

98. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 74. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

99. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 74. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

100. The incumbent in HD 74 is Pete Gallego, who has served as the 
Representative of HD 74 since 1991. 

House District 75

101. HD 75 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

102. HD 75 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

103. HD 75 in Plan H100 has an HVAP of 87.8%, an HCVAP of 83.1%, and a 
SSVR of 75.9%. (DX0882) 

104. HD 75 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 91.8%, an 
HCVAP of 89%, and a SSVR of 81.2%. (DX0883) 

105. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 75. (Pl. Ex. 201 [Dkt. 387-
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201, at p. 1]; Pl. Ex. 263 [Dkt. 387-263, at p. 3]; Pl. Ex. 264 [Dkt. 387-264, at 
p. 8]; Pl. Ex. 265 [Dkt. 387-265, at p. 3].) 

106. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 75. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

107. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 75. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 76

108. HD 76 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

109. HD 76 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

110. HD 76 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 92.4%, an 
HCVAP of 89.4%, and a SSVR of 84.4%. (DX0882) 

111. HD 76 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 87.3%, an 
HCVAP of 83.5%, and a SSVR of 81.3%. (DX0883) 

112. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 76. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

113. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 76. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

114. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 76. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 77

115. HD 77 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

116. HD 77 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 
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117. HD 77 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 83.2%, an 
HCVAP of 78.6%, and a SSVR of 73.1%. (DX0882) 

118. HD 77 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 78.4%, an 
HCVAP of 73.4%, and a SSVR of 66.4%. (DX0883) 

119. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 77. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

120. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 77. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

121. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 77. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 78

122. HD 78 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0326 at p. 5) 

123. HD 78 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0326 at p. 5) 

124. HD 78 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan has an HVAP of 62.8%, an HCVAP 
of 56.2%, and a SSVR of 47.5%. (DX0882) 

125. HD 78 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 62.6%, an 
HCVAP of 55.2%, and a SSVR of 47.1%. (DX0883) 

126. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 3 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 78. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

127. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 4 
out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 78. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

128. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 78. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 79
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129. HD 79 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

130. HD 79 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

131. HD 79 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 73.6%, an 
HCVAP of 70.0%, and a SSVR of 65.2%. (DX0882) 

132. HD 79 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 79.9%, an 
HCVAP of 76.7%, and a SSVR of 69.3%. (DX0883) 

133. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 79. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

134. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 79. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

135. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 79. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 80

136. HD 80 in plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

137. HD 80 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

138. HD 80 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 74.3%, an 
HCVAP of 67.2%, and a SSVR of 69.7%. (DX0882) 

139. HD 80 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 86.1%, an 
HCVAP of 79.7%, and a SSVR of 79%. (DX0883) 

140. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 80. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

141. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 80. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 
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142. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 80. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 90

143. HD 90 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

144. HD 90 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

145. HD 90 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 64.9%, an 
HCVAP of 47.9%, and a SSVR of 47.2%. (DX0882) 

146. HD 90 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 71%, an 
HCVAP of 49.7%, and a SSVR of 50.1%. (DX0883) 

147. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 90. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

148. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 90. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

149. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 90. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 103

150. HD 103 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 7) 

151. HD 103 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

152. HD 103 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 69.3%, an 
HCVAP of 46.5%, and a SSVR of 39.3%. (DX0882) 

153. HD 103 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 67.7%, an 
HCVAP of 44.6%, and a SSVR of 38.1%. (DX0883) 
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154. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 103. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

155. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 103. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

156. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 4 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 103. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 104

157. HD 104 in plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

158. HD 104 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

159. HD 104 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 77.2%, an 
HCVAP of 60.8%, and a SSVR of 58.3%. (DX0882) 

160. HD 104 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 69.2%, an 
HCVAP of 51.7%, and a SSVR of 50.1%. (DX0883) 

161. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 104. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

162. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 104. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

163. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 104. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 116

164. HD 116 in plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

165. HD 116 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 
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166. HD 116 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 65.5%, an 
HCVAP of 61.6%, and a SSVR of 57%. (DX0882) 

167. HD 116 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 59.9%, an 
HCVAP of 57.1%, and a SSVR of 51.6%. (DX0883) 

168. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 116. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

169. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 116. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

170. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 116. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 117

171. HD 117 in plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

172. HD 117 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

173. HD 117 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 58.7%, an 
HCVAP of 58.8%, and a SSVR of 50.8%. (DX0882) 

174. HD 117 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 62.7%, an 
HCVAP of 63.8%, and a SSVR of 50.1%. (DX0883) 

175. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 3 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 117. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

176. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 5 
out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 117. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

177. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 117. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 118
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178. HD 118 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

179. HD 118 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

180. HD 118 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 64.7%, an 
HCVAP of 61.9%, and a SSVR of 55.2%. (DX0882) 

181. HD 118 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 64.8%, an 
HCVAP of 64.7%, and a SSVR of 60.3%.(DX0883) 

182. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 118. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

183. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 118. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

184. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 118. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 119

185. HD 119 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

186. HD 119 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

187. HD 119 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 67.8%, an 
HCVAP of 65%, and a SSVR of 56.6%. (DX0882) 

188. HD 119 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 62.7%, an 
HCVAP of 58.3%, and a SSVR of 51.4%. (DX0883) 

189. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 119. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

190. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 119. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

Case 1:11-cv-01303-RMC-TBG-BAH   Document 191-2    Filed 02/06/12   Page 16 of 26



191. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 119. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 123

192. HD 123 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

193. HD 123 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

194. HD 123 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 70.3%, an 
HCVAP of 67.3%, and a SSVR of 57.9%. (DX0882) 

195. HD 123 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 66.5%, an 
HCVAP of 62.3%, and a SSVR of 54.3%. (DX0883) 

196. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 123. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

197. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 123. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

198. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 123. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 124

199. HD 124 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

200. HD 124 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

201. HD 124 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 66.6%, an 
HCVAP of 64.2%, and a SSVR of 56.1%. (DX0882) 

202. HD 124 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 66%, an 
HCVAP of 62.4%, and a SSVR of 54.6%. (DX0883) 

Case 1:11-cv-01303-RMC-TBG-BAH   Document 191-2    Filed 02/06/12   Page 17 of 26



203. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 124. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

204. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 124. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

205. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 124. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 125

206. HD 125 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

207. HD 125 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

208. HD 125 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 65.3%, an 
HCVAP of 60.5%, and a SSVR of 56.1%. (DX0882) 

209. HD 125 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 69.1%, an 
HCVAP of 64.3%, and a SSVR of 59.1%. (DX0883) 

210. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 125. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

211. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 125. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

212. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 125. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 137

213. HD 137 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0799) 

214. HD 137 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0799) 

Case 1:11-cv-01303-RMC-TBG-BAH   Document 191-2    Filed 02/06/12   Page 18 of 26



215. In Plan H100, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 2 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 137. 
(DX0799)

216. HD 137 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 59.8%, an 
HCVAP of 25.6%, and a SSVR of 22%. (DX0882) 

217. HD 137 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 55.3%, an 
HCVAP of 26.3%, and a SSVR of 24.3%. (DX0883) 

218. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 137. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

219. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 137. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

220. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 2 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 137. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 140

221. HD 140 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

222. HD 140 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

223. HD 140 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 80.7%, an 
HCVAP of 66.1%, and a SSVR of 59.3%. (DX0882) 

224. HD 140 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 75.8%, an 
HCVAP of 58.5%, and a SSVR of 52.2%. (DX0883) 

225. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 140. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

226. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 140. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 
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227. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 4 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD140. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 143

228. HD 143 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

229. HD 143 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

230. HD 143 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 82.3%, an 
HCVAP of 64.7%, and a SSVR of 66%. (DX0882) 

231. HD 143 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 73.3%, an 
HCVAP of 57%, and a SSVR of 53.1%. (DX0883) 

232. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 143. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

233. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 143. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

234. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 4 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD143. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 144

235. HD 144 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0326 at p. 5) 

236. HD 144 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0326 at p. 5) 

237. HD 144 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 50.3%, an 
HCVAP of 34.8%, and a SSVR of 31.5%. (DX0882) 

238. HD 144 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 48.5%, an 
HCVAP of 31.2%, and a SSVR of 28.5%. (DX0883) 
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239. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 0 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 144. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

240. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 0 
out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 144. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

241. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 3 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 144. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 145

242. HD 145 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 5) 

243. HD 145 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 

244. HD 145 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 82.8%, an 
HCVAP of 68.9%, and a SSVR of 66.2%. (DX0882) 

245. HD 145 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 69.9%, an 
HCVAP of 56.2%, and a SSVR of 51.6%. (DX0883) 

246. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 145. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

247. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 145. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

248. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 4 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD145. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

House District 148

249. HD 148 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 7) 

250. HD 148 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 8) 
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251. HD 148 in Plan H100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 53.7%, an 
HCVAP of 42.1%, and a SSVR of 40%. (DX0882) 

252. HD 148 in Plan H283, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 68.9%, an 
HCVAP of 51.4%, and a SSVR of 50%. (DX0883) 

253. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 
out of 7 racially contested general elections in HD 148. (DX0462, DX0463, 
DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

254. In Plan H283, from 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 
14 out of 14 racially contested general elections in HD 148. (DX0462, 
DX0463, DX0464, DX0465, DX0466, DX0749, DX0766, DX0770) 

255. In Plan H283, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in HD 148. 
(DX0464, DX0465, DX0466) 

Congressional District 15

256. CD 15 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

257. CD 15 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 4) 

258. CD 15 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 78.7%, an HCVAP 
of 71.9%, and a SSVR of 71.2%. (DX0884) 

259. CD 15 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 77.2%, an 
HCVAP of 71%, a SSVR of 66.8%. (DX0885) 

260. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 6 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 15. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

261. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 13 of 
14 racially contested general elections in CD 15. (DX0442, DX0443, 
DX0444, DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

262. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 15. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 16
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263. CD 16 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

264. CD 16 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 4) 

265. CD 16 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 79.1%, an HCVAP 
of 74.5%, and a SSVR of 68.1%. (DX0884) 

266. CD 16 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 77.6%, an 
HCVAP of 72.7%, a SSVR of 66.2%. (DX0885) 

267. From 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 7 of 7 racially 
contested general elections in CD 16. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, DX0445, 
DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

268.  From 2002 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won in 14 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 16. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

269. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 16. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 20

270. CD 20 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

271. CD 20 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 4) 

272. CD 20 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 68%, an HCVAP 
of 63.8%, and a SSVR of 59.2%. (DX0884) 

273. CD 20 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 66%, an 
HCVAP of 62.9%, a SSVR of 56.3%.  (DX0885) 

274. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 7 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 20. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

275. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 14 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 20. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 
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276. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 20. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 23

277. CD 23 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

278. CD 23 elected the Latino-preferred candidate to Congress in two of the three 
most recent elections.  (DX0726 p. 3) 

279. CD 23 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 5) 

280. CD 23 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 62.8%, an HCVAP 
of 58.4%, and a SSVR of 52.6%. (DX0884) 

281. CD 23 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 63.8%, an 
HCVAP of 58.5%, a SSVR of 54.8%. (DX0885) 

282. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 1 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 23. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

283. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 3 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 23. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

284. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 23. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 27

285. CD 27 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

286. CD 27 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is not a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 4) 

287. CD 27 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 69.2%, an HCVAP 
of 63.8%, and a SSVR of 61.1%. (DX0884) 
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288. CD 27 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan has an HVAP of 45.1%, an 
HCVAP 41.1%, and a SSVR of 36.7%. (DX0885) 

289. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won of 0 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 27. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

290. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 0 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 27. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

291. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 27. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 28

292. CD 28 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, is a Latino ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 2) 

293. CD 28 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, is a Latino ability to elect 
district. (DX0726 p. 4) 

294. CD 28 in Plan C100, the benchmark plan, has an HVAP of 75.7%, an HCVAP 
of 68.3%, and a SSVR of 66%. (DX0884) 

295. CD 28 in Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, has an HVAP of 73.6, an 
HCVAP of 65.9%, a SSVR of 64.1%. (DX0885) 

296. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 7 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 28. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

297. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 14 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 28. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

298. In Plan C185, from 2006 to 2010, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 
out of 6 exogenous racially contested Democratic primaries in CD 28. 
(DX0444, DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 34

299. In Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, CD 34 is an ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 4) 
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300. CD 34 in Plan C185 has an HVAP of 79%, an HCVAP of 71.7%, and a SSVR 
of 71.9%. (DX0885) 

301. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 7 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 34. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

302. From 2002 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 14 of 14 
racially contested general elections in CD 34. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

303. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 out of 
6 racially contested Democratic primary elections in CD 34. (DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446) 

Congressional District 35

304. In Plan C185, the State’s enacted plan, CD 35 is an ability to elect district. 
(DX0726 p. 4) 

305. CD 35 in Plan C185 has an HVAP of 58.3%, an HCVAP of 51.9%, and a 
SSVR of 45%. (DX0885) 

306. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 7 of 7 
racially contested general elections in CD 35. (DX0442, DX0443, DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

307. Latinos elect the candidate of their choice in 14 of 14 racially contested 
general elections from 2002 through 2010 in CD 35 in Plan C185. (DX0442, 
DX0443, DX0444, DX0445, DX0446, DX0751, DX0767, DX0772) 

308. From 2006 to 2010, in C185, the candidate of choice of Latinos won 6 out of 
6 racially contested Democratic primary elections in CD 35. (DX0444, 
DX0445, DX0446) 
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