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Defendants respectfully notify the Court and the parties of additional exhibits 

upon which they intend to rely at the August 14 hearing, as follows: 

1. Pursuant to an Order entered Saturday in all three cases, the parties are 

to “[p]repare multiple hard copies of all exhibits and demonstratives that the parties 

intend to use during the preliminary injunction hearing for each Judge on th[e] three-

judge court” and, inter alia, “[t]he exhibits should be file-stamped[.]”  Singleton

Doc. 163 at 2; Milligan, Doc. 221 at 2; Caster Doc. 192 at 2. 

2. Pursuant to an Order entered July 27, 2023 in all three cases, the parties 

are to file exhibit lists by August 10, 2023.  Singleton Doc. 146 at 3; Milligan, Doc. 

194 at 3; Caster Doc. 171 at 2. 

3. Defendants intend to include on their exhibit list the materials attached 

to their response to the Plaintiffs’ objections, already filed into the record. Additional 

exhibits Defendants wish to list must be filed in order to provide “file-stamped” 

copies to the Court. 

4. Accordingly, in compliance with this Court’s Orders, the Defendants 

submit the following additional exhibits upon which they intend to rely at the August 

14 hearing: 

a. Exhibit S – Declaration of Jeffrey V. Williams1; 

1 This exhibit is also the subject of Defendants’ Joint Motion to Substitute Exhibit S in the 
Milligan and Caster proceedings.  Milligan Doc. 224; Caster Doc. 194. 
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b. Exhibit T – Defendant Secretary of State Wes Allen’s Objections and 

Responses to Singleton Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests for Admission;  

c. Exhibit U – Exhibit M.1 at the July 13, 2023 proceedings before the 

Alabama Legislature’s Permanent Legislative Committee on 

Reapportionment, namely the deposition testimony of Congressman 

Bradley Bryne in Chestnut v. Merrill, Case No. 2:18-cv-00907-KOB 

(N.D. Ala.), dated July 24, 2019, sans Exhibits 1 through 4 thereto and 

with highlighting having been added; 

d. Exhibit V – Exhibit N at the July 13, 2023 proceedings before the 

Alabama Legislature’s Permanent Legislative Committee on 

Reapportionment, namely the testimony of Congressman Bradley 

Bryne in the January 2022 preliminary injunction proceedings in these 

cases, with highlighting having been added, saved 4-up to mimic travel 

transcript format; and,  

e. Exhibit W – Exhibit O at the July 13, 2023 proceedings before the 

Alabama Legislature’s Permanent Legislative Committee on 

Reapportionment, namely the deposition testimony of Congressman Jo 

Bonner in Chestnut v. Merrill, Case No. 2:18-cv-00907-KOB (N.D. 

Ala.), dated July 30, 2019, sans Exhibit 9 thereto and with highlighting 

having been added. 
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5. The Defendants previously filed as Exhibit B in the Milligan and Caster 

proceedings a transcript that should have been the complete transcript for the 

July 13, 2023 proceedings before the Alabama Legislature’s Permanent 

Legislative Committee on Reapportionment.  That transcript was incomplete, 

and we are working to determine whether we can timely secure a complete 

transcript.  

Respectfully Submitted, 

Steve Marshall 
 Attorney General 

/s/ Edmund G. LaCour Jr.  
Edmund G. LaCour Jr. (ASB-9182-U81L) 
Solicitor General 

James W. Davis (ASB-4063-I58J) 
Deputy Attorney General 

Misty S. Fairbanks Messick (ASB-1813-T71F) 
Brenton M. Smith (ASB-1656-X27Q) 
Benjamin M. Seiss (ASB-2110-O00W) 
Charles A. McKay (ASB-7256-K18K) 
Assistant Attorneys General 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

STATE OF ALABAMA

501 Washington Avenue  
P.O. Box 300152  
Montgomery, Alabama 36130-0152  
Telephone: (334) 242-7300  
Edmund.LaCour@AlabamaAG.gov 
Jim.Davis@AlabamaAG.gov 
Misty.Messick@AlabamaAG.gov 
Brenton.Smith@AlabamaAG.gov 
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Ben.Seiss@AlabamaAG.gov 
Charles.McKay@AlabamaAG.gov 

Counsel for Secretary Allen 

s/ Dorman Walker (with permission) 
Dorman Walker (ASB-9154-R81J) 
BALCH & BINGHAM LLP 
Post Office Box 78 (36101) 
105 Tallapoosa Street, Suite 200 
Montgomery, AL 36104 
Telephone: (334) 269-3138 
Email: dwalker@balch.com 

Counsel for Sen. Livingston and Rep. Pringle 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on August 3, 2023, I electronically filed the foregoing notice with 

the Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF system, which will send notice to all 

counsel of record. 

/s/ Edmund G. LaCour Jr. 
Counsel for Secretary Allen 
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DECLARATION OF JEFFREY V. WILLIAMS 

I, Jeffrey V. Williams, declare as follows: 

1. I am over the age of 19, and the testimony I have set out below is based upon my 

personal knowledge, which I could testify competently about in court if requested to do so. 

Introduction and Background  

2. I have lived in Dothan, which is the heart of the Wiregrass, since February 2008.  I 

grew up in Birmingham and Tuscaloosa.  I graduated with a B.A. from The University of Alabama 

in 1992.  I served in the U.S. Army and U.S. Army Reserves for a total of seven years as a 1st 

Lieutenant / Armor Officer.  I was stationed at Fort Hood, Texas, Fort Polk, Louisiana, Fort Knox, 

Kentucky, Fort Jackson, South Carolina, and Fort Riley, Kansas at various points in my tenure.  I 

have worked in the financial services and commercial banking field since 1992.  At one point in 

my career, I moved six times over about a six-year timeframe with the same employer 

(Birmingham, Gadsden, and Montgomery, Alabama; Memphis and Jackson, Tennessee; and back 

to Birmingham) due to various promotions and positions with greater responsibility.  Because I 

have lived in several other cities and have now spent over fifteen years in the Wiregrass, I feel I 

have a unique perspective on the culture and geography of the region. 

3. I moved to Dothan in February 2008 to accept the position of Corporate 

Relationship Manager with BBVA Compass.  The Market President had announced his retirement 

plans and this move would give time for him to mentor me into the role of Market President.  From 

February 2008 to May 2013, I worked in the role of Corporate Relationship Manager.  From May 

2013 to September 2021, I was the Dothan Market President for BBVA.  In those roles, I was 

either the banker or supervised the bankers for relationships such as Southeast Health (formerly 

Southeast Alabama Medical Center), George C. Wallace Community College (now Wallace 
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Community College), Construction Partners, Inc. (the Alabama subsidiary operates as Wiregrass 

Construction Company), the Houston County Commission, the City of Dothan, Bondy’s 

Automotive, A&D Automotive, Action Automotive, Southern Bone & Joint, Dothan Surgery 

Center, Digestive Health Specialists, Dothan City Schools, Southeast Alabama Regional Planning 

& Development Commission, Boyd Brothers Transportation, Timberland Harvesters, and Lewis 

M. Carter Manufacturing. 

4. In September 2021, I accepted the position I currently hold as Regional President 

for South Alabama for SmartBank, overseeing the Auburn, Dothan, and Montgomery markets.  

SmartBank is an almost $5 billion commercial bank headquartered in Tennessee with 42 locations 

across Alabama, Florida, and Tennessee. 

5. As a commercial banker dealing with large businesses and government entities, to 

be successful, you must understand your client’s businesses to a high degree.  Given the large 

companies and government entities I have been involved with banking, I feel that I have a unique 

perspective on industry in the Wiregrass.  As an example of this, as the banker for Southeast 

Health, I made the first commercial loan to assist with the opening of Alabama College of 

Osteopathic Medicine (ACOM).  The loan was $20 million to create an escrow account lasting 

until accreditation to ensure that, should ACOM not achieve accreditation, ACOM’s students 

could continue their education at other medical schools.  Underwriting a loan such as this requires 

a deep understanding of the client’s business, the business plan for the new venture, and what 

about the Wiregrass area will ensure its success. 

Community Service 

6. I have served as a commissioner with Dothan Housing Authority (DHA) since June 

2017 with the last five years in the role of Vice Chairman.  The CEO, team, and commission at 
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DHA have transformed the agency from simply overseeing public housing and the Section 8 

program, or Housing Choice Voucher program as it’s known today, in Houston County to the 

innovative and expanded agency it is today.  In the last five years, DHA has become regional, 

taking on management of housing vouchers for a total of five counties in the Wiregrass (Coffee, 

Dale, Henry, Houston, & Geneva).  The agency manages 1,421 total affordable housing units in 

the City of Dothan alone.  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development is pushing 

for more consolidation and a regional approach to housing authorities to create more efficiency 

and, with DHA being the largest in the Wiregrass, it makes sense for DHA to take on more 

responsibility.  During the previous five years, DHA has been able to work with developers to 

create additional housing opportunities and has created multiple resident service programs to 

enhance quality of life, improve family self-sufficiency, and increase employment opportunities 

for residents.  Further, DHA has rolled out landlord financial incentives and guarantees to entice 

landlords to come into the voucher program, which further increases the availability of affordable 

housing. 

7. In my fifteen years in Dothan, I have been involved to some degree with the Dothan 

Area Chamber of Commerce.  In October 2022, I joined the executive board of the Chamber, and 

I was recently elected to the role of Vice Chairman beginning October 2023.  The Chamber’s 

President, Matt Parker, has a reputation as a premier economic developer for the region, 

consistently working with leaders throughout the Wiregrass, not just Dothan.  He and the Chamber 

always take a regional approach to economic development, believing industry created in 

surrounding communities will benefit us all. 

8. In addition, I was a Rotary Club member in Dothan from 2008 to June 2023.  Rotary 

further provides perspective on the region, given my interaction with members in numerous 
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different professions from both Dothan clubs and the weekly speakers, who provided information 

on their industry and what is occurring in the community. 

Wiregrass Area 

9. The counties of Coffee, Dale, Henry, Houston, and Geneva have a long history of 

working together and are inter-dependent for the good of the region.  These counties share similar 

culture, interests, geography, industries, and economics.  The area is not served by interstate access 

or a major airport, which provides for a significant economic disadvantage compared to Alabama’s 

major population centers.  This may be the reason the region works so well together; we are all in 

similar positions, so we work together to overcome these concerns, rather than competing.   

10. Similarly, with the recent exception of Wiregrass-native Senator Katie Britt, the 

area has been disadvantaged from a state and federal representation standpoint, as the major 

population centers of Birmingham, Huntsville, and Mobile have tended to elect the state’s political 

leadership.   

11. Should the Wiregrass be split from a representation standpoint, this will further 

disadvantage the region by creating one more obstacle to efficiently work together.  It’s important 

that the region be generally on the same page with our approach to issues such as economic 

development, housing, education, and workforce development. 

Wiregrass Major Economic Drivers and Industry

12. Fort Novosel is the home of Army aviation and has a $1 billion annual economic 

impact on the Wiregrass, from what I understand from my interaction with the Chamber.  Due to 

my time as an armor officer in the U.S. Army and as the Army’s armor forces worked very closely 

with Army aviation, I have some perspective on the importance of a military fort to a community 

and Army aviation’s important role in our national defense.  Fort Novosel impacts the entire region 
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through its 63,000-acre footprint and soldiers accessing housing, healthcare, retail shopping, and 

services.  Further, various industries are located throughout the region to support the Fort and its 

soldiers.  The perspective I have is that it would be very expensive and difficult to replace Fort 

Novosel.  Army aviation requires an extensive amount of acreage as the helicopters need multiple 

landing zones over a large area for training.  In addition, the Wiregrass communities understand 

and embrace the need for helicopters flying over our homes and businesses constantly.  We can 

tell this story with one voice as Fort Novosel touches the entire Wiregrass whether it be the base 

actually being adjacent to communities or helicopters flying over other areas.    

13. Due to serving the banking needs of Southeast Health, the area’s largest regional 

hospital, and several large medical practices in the region, I have a strong understanding of what 

a major economic driver healthcare is for the Wiregrass.  Dothan is the largest city for 

approximately 100 miles in each direction, making it a hub for healthcare services for the region.  

Dothan’s hospitals and medical practices serve the population of the entire Wiregrass and even 

out-of-state patients.  In addition, the region’s only medical school, Alabama College of 

Osteopathic Medicine, is located in Dothan. 

14. My time with the Chamber and as a commercial banker has allowed me to 

understand that one of the area’s largest industries is agriculture.  Due to the surrounding counties 

having similar geography, this is the case for all counties in the Wiregrass.  While I have not 

provided banking services to individual farmers, I have provided banking services to or been 

exposed to ancillary businesses which produce agricultural equipment or provide services for this 

industry.  I believe the area needs to speak with one voice given the significance that agriculture 

plays in all Wiregrass counties. 
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15. The area’s higher education providers, such as Troy University, Troy University 

Dothan, Wallace Community College, and Enterprise State Community College and agencies such 

as Southeast Alabama Works, which covers the region, work very well together to provide the 

education opportunities that industry and political leadership require.  Again, speaking as one voice 

creates more efficiency in providing secondary education and workforce development. 

16. As an entrepreneurship mentor for HudsonAlpha Wiregrass’ Navigate program, I 

understand that HudsonAlpha’s recent announcement that it will move its plant genome research 

to a new facility in Dothan could be a game changer for the region.  The scientists at HudsonAlpha 

will work with Wiregrass area farmers to develop new varieties of plants which may be more 

immune to disease and drought.  This research should create a number of businesses or 

entrepreneurs seeking to be a part of HudsonAlpha Wiregrass’ sphere of influence.  It will take the 

region working together to make the very most of the significant economic development 

opportunities which will be created. 

Congressional Representation for the Wiregrass 

17. The Wiregrass region does not have the same advantages as the major population 

centers such as Birmingham, Huntsville, or Mobile.  Therefore, dividing an area which shares 

similar geography, economic issues, and concerns will create even more of a disadvantage to a 

region which is already working hard, together, to overcome major obstacles to creating economic 

prosperity for all its citizens. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 
 
BOBBY SINGLETON, et al., ) 
  ) 
 Plaintiffs, ) 
  ) Civil Action No.:  
v.  ) 2:21-cv-01291-AMM 
  ) 
WES ALLEN, in his official ) THREE-JUDGE COURT 
capacity as Alabama Secretary of State,  ) 
et al.,  ) 
  ) 
 Defendants. ) 
 
DEFENDANT SECRETARY OF STATE WES ALLEN’S OBJECTIONS 

AND RESPONSES TO SINGLETON PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

 
Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26 and Fed. R. Civ. P. 36, Alabama Secretary of 

State Wes Allen hereby responds to the Singleton Plaintiffs’ First Set of Requests for 

Admission. 

General Statement 

 Secretary Allen has relied on the information presently available to him. 

Further or different information may be discovered during the discovery phase of the 

litigation. Secretary Allen will amend his Objections and Responses to the extent 

required pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26. 

 Secretary Allen’s Responses to each request are made subject to all objections 

as to privilege, competence, relevance, materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as 

well as any and all other obligations and grounds that would require the exclusion of 
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evidence. Secretary Allen reserves the right to make any and all such objections at 

the appropriate time. 

General Objections 

 Secretary Allen objects to the Instructions to the extent that they purport to 

impose any requirements or obligations different from those contained in the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure, the local Rules of this Court, applicable orders of the Court, 

and/or related agreements. 

 Secretary Allen further objects to each and every request that is not “separately 

stated” as required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 36(a)(2). 

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

Request for Admission No. 1:  From 1822 until 1965, Alabama drew its 
Congressional districts with whole counties. 
 

Response: Admitted that Alabama used a whole-county Congressional map 

from 1822 to 1965, although the Alabama Legislature passed a plan in 1961 that split 

Jefferson County.  

Request for Admission No. 2: In 1961, the Alabama Legislature passed a bill that 
divided Jefferson County among four Congressional Districts. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 3: Governor John Patterson vetoed this bill, saying it 
would “divest the citizens of that county of direct representation in Congress, is ... 
unthinkable, unwise, above all wrong, and therefore unconstitutional.”1 
 

 
1 ANNE PERMALOFF AND CARL GRAFTON, POLITICAL POWER IN ALABAMA 134-35 
(1995). 
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Response: Admitted that Governor Patterson vetoed the 1961 bill and that the 

book cited in the footnote reports that Governor Patterson made the quoted statement. 

Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny whether that was in fact 

Governor Patterson’s statement or position. 

Request for Admission No. 4:  In February 1964, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that 
Congressional districts must be equal in population. Wesberry v. Sanders, 376 U.S. 
1 (1964). 
 

Response: Admitted that the Court “h[e]ld that, construed in its historical 

context, the command of Art. I, s 2, that Representatives be chosen ‘by the People of 

the several States’ means that as nearly as is practicable one man’s vote in a 

congressional election is to be worth as much as another’s.” Wesberry v. Sanders, 

376 U.S. 1, 7-8 (1964) (footnotes omitted; emphasis added). Otherwise denied. 

Request for Admission No. 5: In March 1964, a three-judge panel held that 
Alabama’s nine-district scheme for primary elections violated Article I, § 2 of the 
U.S. Constitution and the Equal Protection Clause in the Fourteenth Amendment. 
Moore v. Moore, 229 F. Supp. 435 (S.D. Ala. 1964) (three-judge court). 
 

Response: Admitted with the qualification that the Equal Protection violation 

related to the one-person, one-vote principle only. 

Request for Admission No. 6: The Moore court gave the Legislature two years to 
enact a constitutional redistricting plan. 
 

Response: Admitted 

Request for Admission No. 7:  In August 1964, the Legislature considered a plan 
that kept all Alabama counties whole, including Jefferson County, even though at 
634,864 in the 1960 census, the county’s population exceeded the ideal population 
of the eight Congressional districts at that time, which was 409,250. 
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Response: Admitted, except that the ideal district size according to the 1960 

census was 408,342.5. 

Request for Admission No. 8: Attorney General Richmond Flowers warned that 
such a large population deviation would not survive federal court scrutiny.2 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 9: In the 1965 regular session, the Legislature enacted 
a plan that split Jefferson County among three Congressional Districts. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 10: The Moore court declared the plan constitutionally 
valid, even though it had a maximum population deviation of 13.3%. Moore v. 
Moore, 246 F. Supp. 578 (S.D. Ala. 1965) (three judge court). The Court found it 
“obvious that [Jefferson County] must be divided between at least two Congressional 
Districts.” Id. at 580–81. 
 

Response: Admitted with the qualification that in the 1965 plan the most 

overpopulated district deviated by 7.3% over the ideal district population and the 

most underpopulated districts deviated by 6% under the ideal district population, 

giving the plan a total population deviation of 13.3%. Based on its usage here, 

Secretary Allen takes Plaintiffs’ use of the phrases “maximum population deviation” 

and “maximum deviation” to refer to the range of deviation between the most and 

least populated districts (as opposed to the individual measure of deviation of the 

single district with the greatest deviation). Plaintiffs’ remaining requests are 

answered subject to that understanding. 

 
2 Alabama Journal, November 23, 1964, p. 13. 
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Request for Admission No. 11: Jefferson County was the only county split in the 
1965 plan and in the post 1970 census plan. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 12: The post 1970 census plan split Jefferson County 
among three Districts. The maximum deviation under this plan was 0.8%. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 13: Only Jefferson County and St. Clair County were 
split in the post 1980 census plan. The ideal size of a district was 556,270, smaller 
than Jefferson County’s population, which was 671,371 in the 1980 census. The 
maximum deviation among the seven districts was 2.59%. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 14: In 1992, seven counties were split for the 
predominant purpose of drawing one majority-black District. Wesch v. Hunt, 785 F. 
Supp. 1491 (S.D. Ala. 1992) (three-judge court), aff’d sub nom. Camp v. Wesch, 504 
U.S. 902 (1992), Figures v. Hunt, 507 U.S. 901 (1993). 
 

Response: Admitted that seven counties were split in the 1992 Congressional 

plan adopted by a three-judge court. Otherwise denied. 

Request for Admission No. 15: Before 1992, the Legislature had never published 
any redistricting principles that included a specific maximum population deviation 
for Congressional districts. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 16: In the 2000 census, Jefferson County’s population 
rose to 662,285, which was still larger than the size of an ideal Congressional district 
(635,299). The post-2000 census plan split Jefferson County and seven other 
counties, maintaining zero population deviation. 
 

Response: Admitted. 
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Request for Admission No. 17: In the 2010 census, Jefferson County’s population, 
658,158, fell below the ideal size of Congressional districts (682,819), making 
splitting an Alabama county no longer mathematically necessary. 
 

Response: Admitted that based on the 2010 census, Jefferson County’s 

population fell below the ideal size of a Congressional district. Otherwise denied. 

Request for Admission No. 18: In 2011, the Legislature passed a plan that continued 
to split Jefferson County. The 2011 plan had zero population deviation. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 19: District 7 in the Act 2021-555 plan retains all or part 
of the same fourteen counties contained in District 7 in the 2011 plan, including the 
majority-Black rural counties, Sumter, Greene, Hale, Perry, Marengo, Dallas, 
Wilcox, and Lowndes. 
 

Response: Admitted. 
 

Request for Admission No. 20: 303,168 or 74.0% of the 409,643 Black Population 
in District 7 comes from three counties that were split in the 1992 and 2011 plans: 
Jefferson, Tuscaloosa, and Montgomery.3  

 
 Response: Admitted. 
 
Request for Admission No. 21: Of the 294,027 people in the part of Jefferson 
County in District 7, 62.8% are Black. Of the 380,694 people in the rest of Jefferson 
County, all of which is assigned to District 6, 27.6% are Black. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 22: Of the 184,266 people in the part of Tuscaloosa 
County in District 7, 37.0% are Black. Of the 42,770 people in the rest of Tuscaloosa 
County, all of which is assigned to District 4, 8.3% are Black. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

 
3  For purposes of these Requests for Admission, “Black” is defined as “Black alone or in 
combination with other races, including Hispanic.” 
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Request for Admission No. 23: Of the 65,519 people in the part of Montgomery 
County in District 7, 80.7% are Black. Of the 166,435 people in the rest of 
Montgomery County, all of which is assigned to District 2, 50.2% are Black. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 24: Plaintiffs Rodger Smitherman and Eddie Billingsley 
are Black registered voters who reside in Jefferson County and within the boundaries 
of Congressional District 7 in both the 2011 and 2021 enacted plans. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 25: Plaintiff Leonette W. Slay is a White registered voter 
who resides in Jefferson County and within the boundaries of Congressional District 
6 in both the 2011 and 2021 enacted plans. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 26: Plaintiff Bobby Singleton is a Black registered voter 
who resides in Hale County and within the boundaries of Congressional District 7 
in both the 2011 and 2021 enacted plans. 

 
Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 27: Plaintiffs Darryl Andrews and Andrew Walker are 
Black registered voters who reside in Montgomery County and within the boundaries 
of Congressional District 2 in both the 2011 and 2021 enacted plans. 
 

Response: Defendant lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 28: In the Plaintiffs’ Whole County Plan, the following 
candidates received more votes than their opponent in the general election in the 
counties in Districts 6 and 7: 
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Year Office Candidate 
2012 President Barack Obama 
2014 Governor Parker Griffith 
2014 Lieutenant Governor James Fields 
2014 Auditor Miranda Joseph 
2016 President Hillary Clinton 
2016 U.S. Senate Ron Crumpton 
2017 U.S. Senate Doug Jones 
2018 Governor Walt Maddox 
2018 Lieutenant Governor Will Boyd 
2018 Auditor Miranda Joseph 
2020 President Joe Biden 
2020 U.S. Senate Doug Jones 

 
Response: Admitted that the listed candidates received more votes than their 

opponents in the counties in District 6 in the Plaintiffs’ Whole County Plan when the 

votes cast in all such counties are totaled, and in the counties in District 7 in the 

Plaintiffs’ Whole County Plan when the votes cast in all such counties are totaled.  

Request for Admission No. 29: In the 2010 election for District 7 Representative, 
Democratic candidate Terri Sewell received 136,696 votes (72.4%), Republican 
candidate Don Chamberlain received 51,890 votes (27.5%), and write-in candidates 
received 138 votes (<0.1%). According to Alabama’s preclearance submission to the 
Department of Justice in 2011, the Black population of District 7, using 2010 census 
figures, was 62.83% of the total population of the district, and the Black Voting Age 
Population was 59.75% of the Voting Age Population. 
 

Response: Admitted, except that according to Alabama’s preclearance 

submission to the Department of Justice in 2011, the Black population of District 7, 

using 2010 census figures, was 63.57% of the total population of the district, and the 

Black Voting Age Population was 60.55% of the Voting Age Population. 

Request for Admission No. 30: In the 2012 election for District 7 Representative, 
Democratic candidate Terri Sewell received 232,520 votes (75.8%), Republican 
candidate Don Chamberlain received 73,835 votes (24.1%), and write-in candidates 
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received 203 votes (<0.1%). According to Alabama’s preclearance submission to the 
Department of Justice in 2011, the Black population of District 7, using 2010 census 
figures, was 63.57% of the total population of the district, and the Black Voting Age 
Population was 60.55% of the Voting Age Population. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 31: The United States Bureau of the Census releases 
data to the states after each census for use in redistricting. This data includes 
population and demographic information for each census block. 
 

Response: Admitted that the United States Bureau of the Census releases data 

to the States for use in redistricting that includes population and demographic 

information for each census block, but that by using a process known as “differential 

privacy,” the Bureau purportedly altered the population and demographic 

information for many or all census blocks before release. 

Request for Admission No. 32: Following the 2020 Census, the Census Bureau was 
statutorily required to release this redistricting data no later than April 1, 2021. 13 
U.S.C. § 141. However, in February 2021, the Census Bureau issued a press release 
stating that it would not release the redistricting data until September 30, 2021. On 
March 10, 2021, the State of Alabama sued the Census Bureau to require it to comply 
with the statutory deadline. See Alabama v. United States Dep’t of Com., No. 3:21-
CV-211-RAH-ECM-KCN, (M.D. Ala.) (three-judge court). On March 15, 2021, the 
Census Bureau issued a further press release stating it could provide redistricting data 
in a legacy format by mid-to-late August 2021. The Census Bureau provided initial 
redistricting data to Alabama on August 12, 2021. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 33: On May 5, 2021, the Reapportionment Committee 
of the Alabama Legislature passed the Redistricting Guidelines to be used by the 
Committee during the redistricting process. Those Guidelines passed on a 16-1 vote, 
with both Republicans and Democrats as well as Black and White legislators 
supporting the Guidelines. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Case 2:21-cv-01536-AMM   Document 197-2   Filed 08/08/23   Page 9 of 16



10 
 

Request for Admission No. 34: The Reapportionment Committee held 28 public 
hearings at locations around the state between September 1 and September 16. The 
public could attend these hearings in person or via videoconference. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 35: On October 25, 2021, Alabama Governor Kay Ivey 
officially called for the Legislature to convene in a special session to address 
redistricting. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 36: On October 26, 2021, the Reapportionment 
Committee met and considered a draft congressional plan. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 37: On October 28, 2021, the special session began and 
the Congressional Plan (then H.B. 1) was assigned to the House Committee on State 
Government. On October 29, the Congressional Plan (in addition to three other 
redistricting plans) was voted out of committee. All Black Representatives on the 
Committee voted against the map. 
 

Response: Admitted. Admitted further that all Democrats on the Committee 

voted against the map.  

Request for Admission No. 38: On November 1, the House of Representatives 
considered the Congressional Plan. The same day, the House passed the 
Congressional Plan 65-38; in addition to every Democratic Representative, several 
Republicans voted against the plan. One Black Representative, Rep. Keith Paschal 
who is the sole Black Republican legislator, voted in favor of the Congressional Plan. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 39: On November 2, the Senate General Fund and 
Appropriations Committee considered the Congressional Plan. The Plan was voted 
out of Committee that same day. All Black Senators on the Committee voted against 
the map. 
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Response: Admitted, except that the Plan was considered by the Senate 

Finance and Taxation General Fund Committee. Admitted further that all Democrats 

on the Committee voted against the map.  

Request for Admission No. 40: On November 3, the full Senate approved the 
Congressional Plan 22-7 and forwarded the Plan to Alabama Governor Kay Ivey. All 
six Black Senators present and Billy Beasley, the sole White Democratic Senator, 
voted against the map. On November 4, Governor Ivey signed the Congressional Plan 
into law. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 41: On Tuesday, July 23, 2022 a special election was 
held to fill a vacancy in District 73 of the Alabama House of Representatives. The 
winner was Kenneth Paschal, the Republican candidate, who received 2,743 votes. 
Representative Paschal is African American. His white Democratic opponent 
received 920 votes. District 73 is located in Shelby County, Alabama. Based on 2010 
census data, the voting-age population of District 73 was 84.12% white and 9.75% 
black. (See ALBC doc. 338-1). Representative Paschal defeated a white Republican 
candidate in the primary election by 64 votes. Representative Paschal received 1,476 
votes, while his white opponent received 1,412 votes. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 42: On March 12, 2020, James Blacksher, Dorman 
Walker, and Jim Davis appeared together on a panel to discuss redistricting in a 
program held by the Montgomery Inns of Court. Blacksher told the audience that it 
should be possible to draw Congressional districts that kept Montgomery County and 
all other counties whole. 
 

Response: Admitted that the three appeared on a panel to discuss redistricting 

and that Mr. Blacksher made the statement.  

Request for Admission No. 43: In April 2021, Blacksher asked Bill Cooper, who 
had been his map drawer during the ALBC v. Alabama proceedings, to see if a seven 
Congressional districts, whole county plan could be drawn using census estimates 
that were available at the county level only. 
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Response: Admitted that Bill Cooper was plaintiffs’ map drawer in the ALBC 

v. Alabama proceedings and that Jim Blacksher was counsel for the plaintiffs in that 

litigation. Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the remainder 

of this request. 

Request for Admission No. 44: The only instructions Blacksher gave Cooper were 
to keep counties whole and to attempt to keep the Black Belt counties together.  
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 45: Mr. Cooper produced the plan filed by the Singleton 
Plaintiffs as Exhibit 69. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 46: Blacksher and his colleague Ed Still circulated 
Cooper’s plan widely among Black political leaders and organizations who were 
preparing for post-2020 census redistricting, including the ACLU, Southern Poverty 
Law Center, NAACP Legal Defense Fund, Greater Birmingham Ministries, and the 
League of Women Voters of Alabama. Counsel for many of these organizations 
represent parties in Milligan. 
 

Response: Admitted that some counsel who represent the plaintiffs in Milligan 

are with the NAACP Legal Defense Fund or the ACLU. Secretary Allen lacks 

sufficient information to admit or deny the remainder of this request. 

Request for Admission No. 47: The League of Women Voters of Alabama 
(LWVAL) agreed to sponsor the whole county plan in public discussions and 
hearings involving the legislative redistricting process. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 48: Bill Cooper informed Blacksher in late May that he 
was under contract with the Perkins Coie law firm and had a conflict of interest. 
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Blacksher phoned Abha Khanna, who confirmed that Mr. Cooper would not be able 
to continue working with Blacksher on Congressional redistricting in Alabama. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 49: At Mr. Cooper’s suggestion, in early August 2021 
Blacksher engaged Dr. Gerald Webster and the CART Lab at the University of 
Alabama to insert the 2020 census data in Cooper’s whole county plan when the 
Legacy data were released by the Census Bureau. The LWVAL paid Dr. Webster 
and the CART Lab for their services. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 50: When the Legacy 2020 census data were published 
on August 12, 2021, the CART Lab inserted them into Cooper’s plan. At Blacksher’s 
request, the only change the CART Lab made was to move Morgan County to District 
4 and Colbert, Franklin and Jackson Counties to District 5, in order to lower the 
maximum population deviation from above 5% to 2.47%. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 51: Because the CART Lab did not have the latest 
Maptitude software installed, Blacksher retained the services of Louis Hines at the 
Center for Leadership and Public Policy at the Alabama State University to put the 
CART Lab’s whole county plan in Maptitude format for submission to the 
Reapportionment Office of the Legislature. Mr. Hines sent the Whole County 
Maptitude files to the Reapportionment Office on September 10, 2021. 
 

Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 52: On September 1, 2021, Kathy Jones, President of 
LWVAL, was the first witness at the first public hearing held by the Reapportionment 
Committee, and she submitted the Whole County Plan to the Committee. 
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Response: Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to admit or deny this 

request. 

Request for Admission No. 53: On September 7, 2021, Blacksher emailed Dorman 
Walker to provide a link to the Whole County Plan on the LWVAL web site. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 54: The Whole County Plan was finally entered in the 
Reapportionment Office system on September 17, 2021. 
 

Response: Admitted. 

Request for Admission No. 55: At Blacksher’s request, on October 26, 2021, Mr. 
Hines modified the Whole County Plan to reduce its maximum deviation, first to 
0.69% and second to zero %. Mr. Hines submitted the “narrow deviation” and zero 
deviation Whole County Plans to the Reapportionment Office on October 27, 2021. 
 

Response: Admitted that variations of the “Whole County Plan” were 

submitted to the Reapportionment Office on or around October 27, 2021, with 0.69% 

and zero % population deviation. Secretary Allen lacks sufficient information to 

admit or deny the remainder of this request. 

 

 

Case 2:21-cv-01536-AMM   Document 197-2   Filed 08/08/23   Page 14 of 16



15 
 

 Respectfully submitted,  
  
Steve Marshall  
   Attorney General  
  
Edmund G. LaCour Jr.  
   (ASB-9182-U81L) 
   Solicitor General 
A. Barrett Bowdre (ASB­2087­K29V) 
Thomas A. Wilson (ASB-1494­D25C) 
   Deputy Solicitors General 
 
/s/ James W. Davis  
James W. Davis (ASB-4063-I58J) 
   Deputy Attorney General 
Misty S. Fairbanks Messick  
   (ASB­1813­T71F) 
A. Reid Harris (ASB-1624-D29X)  
Brenton M. Smith (ASB-1656-X27Q) 
Benjamin M. Seiss (ASB-2110-O00W) 
   Assistant Attorneys General  
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STATE OF ALABAMA 
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Telephone: (334) 242-7300  
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Edmund.LaCour@AlabamaAG.gov 
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Thomas Wilson@AlabamaAG.gov 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on February 8, 2023, I served the foregoing on 

counsel of record by electronic mail.  

/s/ James W. Davis 
Counsel for Secretary Allen 
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