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Introduction

This ReportBook contains a collection of transcript reports we have prepared for
this matter.

Some of the reports in this ReportBook may include our annotations of transcript
sections of interest and our notes/comments regarding the transcript. It is
important to understand that these annotations and notes are a work in progress,
not polished or final product. We're using them to capture our ongoing analysis
of the transcripts. As the analysis process continues, the annotations and notes
will grow and change.

An important part of the reason for circulating ReportBooks is to get everyone
involved in the case analysis process. We've found that it expedites the process
of developing a complete and accurate understanding of the matter at hand.
When you notice important points during your review of the following reports,
please be sure to let us know.

Thank you for your assistance!
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Case Name:

Transcript:

TextMap Annotation Digest Report

FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003
[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg:6Ln:11-Pg: 7Ln:2

Annotation:

6:11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

7.1

2

Q Good. norni ng, Sir.
Woul d you tell us your name, please.

A Sean Patrick Trende.

Q M. Trende, | think you know. M nane is
Chuck Hatfield. | represent sone plaintiffs in a
pi ece of litigation here in Mssouri.

| understand that you've been designated

as an expert in the case that I"'minvolved in. |Is
t hat your under st andi ng?

A Yes.

Q For whomwi || you be testifying, for which
party?

A | don't knowif I'meven going to be

called to testify, but if | do testify, it will be
by the party represented by M. Johnson.

Q Wi ch is whon?

A | don't know.

Pg: 7Ln: 14-Pg: 8Ln: 11

Annotation:

7:14 Q What are the opinions that you've been
15 'asked to present if you're called to testify?
16 A Well, | wasn't asked to present them but
17 the ones that |'ve developed are: That a split of
18 Buchanan County and the City of Hazelwood is
19 reasonable if the legislature is afforded
20 discretion; that the counties -- that the nap
21 presented by M. N chol son has naps that -- has
22 districts that are | ess conpact than those in the
23 original document; that under nmny read of the
24 constitution, the maps are better because the
25 counties are -- the county split requirement is

8: 1 'subordinate to the conpactness requirement; and that
2 overall, on ny read, the maps are constitutional if
3 the legislature is afforded any | evel of discretion
4 The final opinionis that -- and this is
5 frommy experience in redistricting and working in
6 this for quite some tinme -- if the legislature isn't
7 afforded any type of discretion, it becones an
8 endless chain of litigation
9 Because there's such a | arge universe of
10 naps, we can never know what the nost superior map
11 is.

Pg: 12 Ln: 12 - Pg: 13 Ln: 3

Annotation:

12:12 Q You used Dave's Redistricting and thought
13 that was a reasonable way to draw a nmap for possible
14 presentation to the Court?

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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Case Name:

Transcript:

TextMap Annotation Digest Report

FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003
[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 12 Ln: 12 - Pg: 13 Ln: 3 continued...

Annotation:

12: 15 A Yes,
16 Q In fact, you believe that Dave's
17 Redistricting programis a reasonable programto use
18 for that purpose, correct?
19 A Yeah. It doesn't -- | mean, any
20 appropriate tool can be misused. It is dependent on
21 the level of sophistication of the user. But in the
22 abstract, | don't have a problemwth it. |'ve used
23 it nyself in professional circunstances.
24 Q I'"m | ooking at sone emails. You think
25 that Dave's Redistricting is perfectly legit,

13: 1 correct?
2 A Yeah. |'ve used it nyself in professiona
3 circumstances.

Pg: 13Ln:4-11

Annotation:
13: 4 Q You teach it in your classes, right?

5 A Yeah. That's correct. ' For a course, |'m
6 not going to make the kids buy $10,000 Maptitude
7 software for a group project. But, yeah, | teach it
8™'i'"Al courses.
9 Q Al'l right.
10 A It's certainly the best publicly avail able
11 nmapping tool out there.

Pg:16Ln: 3-18

Annotation:

d6i11 8

Does Exhi bit Trende 1 divide the City of

4 Hazel wood?
5 A | would have to see the zoomin, but |
6 don't believe'it does.
7 Q Okay.
8 A It would have to, because it's not
9 possible because of how the population's |ayout of
10 getting it within 1 percent of the ideal popul ation
11 without disrupting the entire map. Yes, it would
12 keep Hazel wood intact.
13 Q kay. So it is possible to draw a
14 redistricting of Mssouri, Senate districts that
15 | eaves Hazel wood intact but conplies with all of the
16 other requirements of the M ssouri Constitution
17 correct?
18 A It took sone work to find it, but yes.
Pg:30Ln:6-9
Annotation:
30: 6 Q Al right. This docunent which we're

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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TextMap Annotation Digest Report

Case Name: FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003
Transcript:  [7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 30 Ln: 6 - 9 continued...

Annotation:
30: 7. marking now as Trende 5 is MORedi st 192.
8 (Wher eupon, Trende Exhibit 5 was narked

9 for purposes of identification.)
Pg:31Ln:3-Pg:32Ln: 11

Annotation:
31: 3 Q So this map we're | ooking at, Exhibit

4  Trende 5, does not divide the nunicipality of

5 Hazel wood, correct?

6 A That's right.

7 Q So it is different than the enacted map,
8 right?

9 A That's right.

10 Q It crosses fewer nunicipal |ines than the
11 enacted map, right?

12 A One fewer, yes.

13 Q This map that you drew conplies with the
14 Voting R ghts Act, correct?

15 A Yes.  Both these districts, | believe, are

16 50 percent black. So it would be likely that the
17 bl ack candi date of choice would enmerge from both the
18 'primary and the general election.

19 Q This map, in your view, conplies with the
20 conpactness criteria that Mssouri generally

21 follows, correct?

22 A | believe so, yes.

23 Q Exhi bit Trende 5 conplies wi th the equal
24 popul ation requirenents which are |isted sonewhere
25 between 1 and 3 percent deviation, correct?

321 & A Yeah. This is just under 3 percent
2 deviation. That was a pain.
3 Q Exhi bit Trende 5, as you drew it, no
4 problens with partisan fairness, correct?
5 A Yeah. | woul dn't change the partisan
6 fairness at all.
7 Q So maybe you already answered this. So
8 you agree that the fol ks who enacted the current map
9 could have drawn a nmap that crossed fewer munici pal
10 lines in the St. Louis area, right?
11 A Yes.

Pg:38Ln:20-Pg:39Ln: 1

Annotation:
38:20 Q Sur e.
21 Ckay. Let nme drill into your experience

22 as aredistricter and howit applies to this case
23 for a noment.

24 Did you do anything to understand how
25 legislative discretion was exercised here?

7/11/2023 4:32 PM

Page 6 of 12

NV 8S:TT - €202 ‘92 J2quiadaq - I4NOSSIN 40 1¥NO0D INILNS - pPaji4 Ajlediuondalq



TextMap Annotation Digest Report

Case Name: FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003

Transcript:

[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 38 Ln: 20 - Pg: 39 Ln: 1 continued...

Annotation:

39 i

A No.

Pg: 42 Ln: 13- Pg: 43Ln: 16

Annotation:

42: 13 Q Let nme see if | can skip sone questions.
14 That's because when we're tal ki ng about
15 Districts 34, 12 and 21, race isn't really a factor
16 that needs to be taken into account at all, right?
17 A That's ny understanding. | think these
18 districts are overwhel ningly white.
19 Q So when it cones to drawi ng naps here,
20 there is really no concern with the Voting R ghts
21 Act when it conmes to Districts 34, 12 and 21, right?
22 A Right. The idea behind it is, if sonehow
23 that suggestion were nmade -- that's typically how
24 . you use or at |east frequently how you use these
25 simulations is to check to see -- you know, the map

43: 1 divides race a certain way. |Is that plausibly how
2 you woul d divide racial groups up if you weren't
3 paying attention to race? Sonetines the answer is
4 vyes and sonetines the answer is very nuch no. So
5% 't'Aat"'s* one "of "tthe'uses’ f or"t'hi s.
6 The basic use of this, though, is just to
7 see if splitting Buchanan County, when all you're
8 relying on are VIDs, county level, population
9 tolerances, would you still split Buchanan County,
10 and the answer is frequently.
11 Q I"mgoing to ask a slightly different
12 question. Based on your analysis of Districts 34,
13 12 and 21, it is not necessary to divide Buchanan
14 County in order to conply with the Voting R ghts
15 Act, right?
16 A I 'don't believe so.

Pg: 44 Ln: 3-17

Annotation:
44: 3 Q You just answered my next question

4 G ven the | ow percentage of African-
5 Anericans in those three districts, it's al nost --
6 well, it's very difficult to create a mnority
7 majority district, right?
8 A | think that that's probably right, yes.
9 Again, | got to put the caveat that
10 haven't exanmined that carefully.
11 Q Agai n, when you were drawi ng your renedia
12 maps, you didn't do that because -- just based on
13 what you know about the data, it's not necessary to
14 do a racial gerrymandering analysis up there, right?
15 A Again, | guess you always technically have

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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TextMap Annotation Digest Report

Case Name: FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003

Transcript:

[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 44 Ln: 3 - 17 continued...

Annotation:

44: 16
17

to do it, but | don't think you have to formally do
it here because of how white the precincts are.

Pg: 55Ln: 18 - Pg: 57 Ln: 16

Annotation:

55:18 Q I"mgoing to say it again just because
19 feel like maybe | tal ked over you. Black voting-age
20 population in Districts 13 and 14 is al nost
21 identical in Defendants' proposed nap?
22 A That's mny recollection. | do know that |
23 looked at it for Defendants' proposed map to nake
24 sure it wasn't, say, 30 percent or sonething that
25 woul d rai se VRA concerns.

56: 1 Q What about M. Nichol son's proposed map?
2 Did you see anything that raised VRA concerns?
3 A | don't remenber.
4 Q VWhat about the enacted map? Did you see
5 anything in the enacted map with Districts 13 and 14
6 that raised genui ne VRA concerns?
7 A | think the | ower BVAP in the enacted map
8 was at 44 percent, but it was so heavily denocratic
9 'that it shouldn't matter.
10 Soneone woul d have to do the racially
11 polarized voting analysis to see if G ngles 2 was
12 inplicated.
13 Soneone woul d have to | ook at the primry
14 data to figure out if 44 percent elects, and | would
15 have to respond.
16 There is the outstanding question of
17 whether your renedial districts have to be 50
18 percent or whether crossover districts can ful fil
19 the VRA, but that's not at issue in this case to ny
20 understanding, so | didn't engage in that analysis.
21 Q Yeah. VRA analysis is really not at issue
22 in this case. For purposes of discovery, |I'mtrying
23 to understand the districts.
24 It sounds like, to use a phrase that we
25 don't always use, that when you | ooked at the

57: 1 enacted 13 and 14, you have reasonabl e suspicion
2 about VRA
3 A That it doesn't violate the VRA?
4 Q That it does, that you suspect that there
5 mght be sonething worth investigating there.
6 A No. | nean, first, | would be surprised
7 if there were racially polarized voting in the area.
8 But even if there were, 44 percent, given how
9 denocratic the district is, would still elect the
10 candidate that energes fromthe denocratic prinmary.
11 If there is racially polarized voting, 44 percent
12 should be significant for the black candidate of

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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TextMap Annotation Digest Report

Case Name: FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003

Transcript:

[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 55Ln: 18 - Pg: 57 Ln: 16 continued...

Annotation:
57:13 choice to win the prinmary.
14 Q Got it.
15 A That's my suspicion. | haven't run the
16 nunbers.
Pg: 70 Ln: 2-6
Annotation:
0D fR2cia Q) You think that conpactness is an anmorphous
3 concept, don't you?
4 A In total, it can be. Although, again
5 these numeric neasures do give -- do encapsul ate
6 some aspect of what conpactness is.

Pg: 78 Ln: 21 - Pg: 79 Ln: 20

Annotation:

78: 21 Q Okay. Which nunbers are you using to
22 reach the opinion that the Ni cholson plan is |ess
23 conpact than the enacted pl an?
24 A Well, if it is an eyeball test, it sure
25 | ooks less conpact to ne, and | think that's backed

79 Tl
2 Let's start with 13 and 14. The fact that
3 both the Reock and the Convex Hull averages are
4 worse for the Plaintiffs' plan, and the Pol sby-
5 Poppers are on average -- so it would be 1, 2, 5 --
6 | call themthe sane, but it's actually marginally
7 worse for the Plaintiffs' plan for 13 and 14,
8 because | think the average there -- let's see --
9 it's .3125 for Plaintiffs' plan and .3145 for the
10 enacted.
11 Q You call that narginally worse?
12 A Yeah
13 Q So that was Districts 13 and 14.
14 What about the northwest nodul e as you
15 call it?
16 A Yeah. | think for the northwest nodul e,
17 it's nostly -- it ends up averagi ng about the sane.
18 For this, | would have to have a calculator. | can
19 do two in ny head, but three is too nmuch. | think
20 they all ended up being about the sane.

Pg: 80 Ln: 25-Pg: 81Ln: 2

Annotation:
80: 25 When it conmes to conpactness, have you
81: 1 ever heard of a rule called "conpact as may be"?
2 A No.

7/11/2023 4:32 PM

Page 9 of 12

NV 8S:TT - €202 ‘92 J2quiadaq - I4NOSSIN 40 1¥NO0D INILNS - pPaji4 Ajlediuondalq



Case Name:

Transcript:

TextMap Annotation Digest Report

FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003
[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg:81Ln:17-Pg: 82Ln:3

Annotation:

8Iydiam @ VWhat was the assunption you made about
18 what rules should be applied in Mssouri in
19 preparing Exhibit 10, if any?
20 A I didn"t. | was asked to |l ook at the
21 conpactness of the districts, and these are three of
22 the four.  Since Pol sby-Popper is identical, for al
23 intents and purposes, just Schwartzberg -- really
24 four of the four netrics, |'ve used in the past.
25 Like | said, |I'mmnot sure exactly what

82: 1 this docunment was intended to be used for. | was
2 just asked to give ny assessnment of what the
3 conpact ness was.

Pg:82Ln:6-21

Annotation:
82: 6 Does this docunent informyour opinion

7 that the Nicholson plan is | ess conpact than the
8 enacted plan?
9 A To the extent that conpactness in M ssour
10 is based on -- can be based on nuneric measures to
11 the extent that Reock and Convex Hull can inform how
12 'closely sonething resenbles a polygon, then yes, but
13 | also understand that to be a very nuch in dispute
14 a legal question. So it wouldn't formny
15 under st andi ng.
16 But if the |egal question cones out the
17 other way, | think you certainly eyeball the St
18 Louis district and say that the enacted plan is nore
19 conpact.
20 I"'mnot so sure one way or the other about
21 the northwestern quadrant.

Pg: 83Ln: 22-Pg: 84Ln:8

Annotation:

83: 22 Q Al right. Wth respect to the northwest
23 nodul e, reasonabl e peopl e could di sagree on which
24 plan is the nost conpact?
25 A Yeah. It depends if you can punish the

84: 1 other two -- if it's okay to punish the other two
2 districts at the expense of nmmking one district very
3 conpact, which to nme sounds nore like a | ega
4 question than a fact question.
5 But that's what's going on there. One
6 district is nade very conpact, and the other two
7 districts are a little nore distorted than they
8 originally were.

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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TextMap Annotation Digest Report

Case Name: FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003

Transcript:

[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg:85Ln:21-Pg:86Ln:7

Annotation:

85:21 Q But, again, it's pretty easy to make the
22 judgnent that the VRA or racial gerrynandering
23 analysis is not really an issue for either of these
24 nodul es or districts, right?
25 A Vell, it's not for -- | think | said that

86: 1 wth respect to the northwestern nodul e.
2 Wth the St. Louis nodule, | said | would
3 probably have to do the analysis, though | would be
4 surprised if there were racially polarized voting.
5 Even if there were, | would suspect that 44 percent
6 in this circunstance would be enough to elect the
7 black candidate of choice.

Pg: 101 Ln: 22 - Pg: 102 Ln: 3

Annotation:

101: 22 Q So the enacted map divides Buchanan
23 County, and you said it does follow political lines
24 subject to Sections 1 and 2. Help ne understand why
25 you need to divide Buchanan County to conply with

102: 1 Section 1
2 A | don't know that you have to, but you
3 iadnt

Pg: 104 Ln: 12-21

Annotation:

104:12 Q In fact, it would have been possible to
13 draw a different map that did not split Buchanan
14 County but conplied with all of the requirenents
15 that we just tal ked about above, correct?
16 A Yes. Again, it depends what "as possible"
17 nmeans. |Is it what the legislature cane up with at
18 the tine or is it what is absolutely possible?
19 Yeah, if we're going to say "absolutely
20 possible,” then it sounds to ne like there are nore,
21 but | suppose that's a legal fight for you-all

Pg: 105 Ln: 20 - Pg: 106 Ln: 2

Annotation:
105:20 Q M. Nicholson's did not split Buchanan
21 County, right?
22 A That is correct.
23 Q It conpiled with all of the other criteria
24 up above, correct?
25 A Subj ect to whatever debate we have about
106: 1 conpactness since this is consistent with 1 to 3,
2 setting that debate aside, yes.

7/11/2023 4:32 PM

Page 11 of 12

NV 8S:TT - €202 ‘92 J2quiadaq - I4NOSSIN 40 1¥NO0D INILNS - pPaji4 Ajlediuondalq



Case Name:

Transcript:

TextMap Annotation Digest Report

FairMaps_Redistricting_3520305-0003
[7/6/2023] Trende, Sean 2023.07.06

Pg: 124 Ln:5-Pg: 125Ln: 6

Annotation:
124: 5 Q Al right. Soin terns of the
6 requirements for drawing legislative districts in
7 M ssouri as you understand them you would agree
8 that to have a conpliant nap, it's not enough to
9 have just 34 districts, right?
10 A Yes.,, riThat.1s t,r,ue
11 Q You woul d agree that it's not enough just
12 that lines are drawn that keep districts within a
13 popul ation of 3 percent, right?
14 A Yes.
15 Q O even it's not enough that |ines were
16 drawn to keep populations within 1 percent, right?
17 A That's right.
18 Q There are other requirenments that should
19 be considered to have a conpliant map, correct?
20 A That's right.
21 Q So in |looking at the enacted map, was it
22 necessary for the drawers to divide Buchanan County
23 in order to conmply with the Constitution's
24 conpact ness requirements?
25 A Well, that gets into the sane thing about
125: 1 possible versus necessary -- possible and absol ute,
2 'subjective terns.
3 In an absolute sense, at least in terns of
4 Prong 1 or 3(b)(1l), it wouldn't be necessary in an
5 absolute sense, but in a subjective sense, it may
6 have been.

Pg: 127 Ln: 25-Pg: 128 Ln: 9

Annotation:
127: 25 Q Al'l right. Your opinion with respect to
128: 1 the enacted map is that a split of Buchanan County
2 'and the City of Hazelwod was reasonable if the
3 legislature is afforded discretion, correct?
4 A Correct.
5 Q If they are not afforded discretion, you
6 do not hold the opinion that it's reasonabl e,
7 correct?
8 A That exact verbiage is how | would agree
9 toit, yes.

7/11/2023 4:32 PM
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