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

MCALLEN DIVISION

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN, et al. §
Plaintiffs, §

§

§ Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
v. §

§
ROLANDO PABLOS, in his official § DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE
capacity as Texas Secretary of State, et § RELIEF REQUESTED
al., §
Defendants. §

PLAINTIFFES’ JOINT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56, Plaintiffs LETICIA GALVAN, MARTIE
GARCIA VELA, FEDERICO FLORES, MARIA GUERRERO, VICENTE GUERRERO, and
AMELIA MARTINEZ,! jointly move for summary judgment for the reasons that follow and for
any additional reasons that may appear of record at any hearing on this motion.

Factual and Statutory Background

I The Plaintiffs

Plaintiff Amelia Martinez is legally blind. Exhibit 1 (Martinez decl.). However, she is
lucid, she takes pride in voting, and she insists on writing her own name when she votes by mail.
Id. Martinez signed her own name on her application and carrier envelope for the March 2018
primary elections. /d. Ms. Martinez’s daughter, Magaly Serna, resides with her and has assisted
her in voting for approximately the last five years. Exhibit 2 (Serna decl.). Ms. Serna was with
her mother when she voted in the March 2018 primary election and witnessed her sign the carrier

envelope. Id. Ms. Martinez always insists on signing her own ballot in her hand; she loves to sign

! The four voter Plaintiffs have been added via the First Amended Complaint, which was filed November 30, 2018
with the written consent of counsel for all Defendants. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a)(2).
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her name when she votes. Exhibit 2. She was very upset when she learned after the election that
her ballot was rejected. Exhibit 2.

Plaintiffs Maria and Vicente Guerrero are married and reside together at their home.
Exhibit 3 (Maria Guerrero decl.). They both signed their own name on their applications and
carrier envelopes for the March 2018 primary elections. /d.; Exhibit 4 (Vicente Guerrero decl.).
When Maria was signing her application to vote by mail, she was worried about running out of
space to write her whole name because she wanted to be careful not to write over the word “Date”
printed in the box for the signature. Exhibit 3. Therefore, she consciously left two letters out of
her name as she signed the application. /d.

Plaintiff Federico Flores, Jr. signed his own name on his application and carrier envelope
for the March 2018 primary elections. First Amd. Compl. 9.2

All four of these voter Plaintiffs’ ballots were rejected for perceived signature discrepancy
by the Starr County Early Voting Ballot Board. Exhibit 5.

The initial two plaintiffs in this matter, Galvan and Garcia Vela, were candidates in the
March 2018 Democratic primary elections. The final (post-recount) canvass was certified on April
2, 2018, and shows:

Starr County Judge

Leticia Garza Galvan 7,032
Eloy Vera 7,191

Judge, 229th Dist. Ct.

Starr Jim Hogg Duval Total

Martie Garcia Vela 6619 898 1928 9445

2 The undersigned counsel was not able to visit Plaintiff Flores to secure his signed declaration before filing this
motion.
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Baldemar Garza 6961 798 1792 9551

Accordingly, Plaintiff Galvan’s opponent, Eloy Vera, was declared the winner because he
purportedly received 159 more votes than Galvan, and Plaintiff Garcia Vela’s opponent, Baldemar
Garza, was declared the winner because he purportedly received 106 more votes than Garcia Vela.
See Galvan v. Vera, 04-18-00309-CV, 2018 WL 4096383, *1 (Tex. App.—San Antonio Aug. 29,
2018) (mem. op.). The candidate-Plaintiffs litigated an election contest in state court, which was
unsuccessful. See id. The candidate-Plaintiffs did not raise the constitutional claims at issue in
the instant case in their election contest, nor could they have under established Texas law. (Indeed,
this is why they filed the constitutional claims in a separate lawsuit, which the Defendants then
removed to this Court.)

I1. Summary of Texas framework for applying for, and returning, ballot by mail, and
delivery of timely-returned ballots to the Early Voting Ballot Board

Eligible voters in Texas may request a ballot to be voted by mail starting with the beginning
of the year of the election. Tex. Elec. Code § 84.007(c). Election administrators must send the
mail ballot to the voter within seven days after the clerk accepts the application (if the ballots are
already available) or seven days after the ballots become available, as applicable. Id. § 86.004(a).’
After completing the ballot, the marked ballot must be mailed back such that it arrives at the
elections office before the polls close on Election Day, or by 5:00 p.m. on the day after Election
Day, if the carrier envelope was postmarked for delivery by 7:00 p.m. on Election Day. Id.
§ 86.007(a).

Because ballots are generally available approximately several weeks before a given
primary election day, voters commonly return marked mail ballots to the elections administrators

several weeks before Primary Election Day. However, the ballots are not received and reviewed

3 Some details are left out of this summary, for example, regarding earlier deadlines for sending mail ballots to
overseas and military voters.
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by the Early Voting Ballot Board (EVBB), to determine whether they meet the requirements for
being counted, until much later.

When a carrier envelope is received by the early voting clerk, the clerk determines whether
it is timely and, if so, “the clerk shall enclose the carrier envelope and the voter’s early voting
ballot application in a jacket envelope.” Id. 86.011(a), (b). The clerk shall also include in the
jacket envelope a copy of the voter’s federal postcard application if the ballot is voted under
chapter 101, and the signature cover sheet, if the ballot is voted under Chapter 105. Id. 86.011(b).
The early voting clerk holds the jacket envelopes for the timely-delivered mail ballots until they
are delivered to the EVBB, along with the other materials required to be delivered to the EVBB
(like the ballot boxes, poll lists, list of registered voters, etc.) at a later date determined by statute.
Tex. Elec. Code 87.021 - .024. The date of delivery to the EVBB can vary depending on the type
of election equipment used and the population of the county conducting the election.

While the “general rule” states that “the materials shall be delivered to the EVBB during
the time the polls are open on election day, id. § 87.022, it appears that, in most elections, the
materials may be delivered beginning when early voting by personal appearance concludes, with
an earlier delivery date possible in elections conducted by populous counties.

In elections using paper ballots for early voting in person or by mail, elections in which
early voting in-person is done on “voting machines,” and elections in which early voting ballots
are to be “counted by automatic tabulating equipment at a central counting station,” the jacket
envelopes may be delivered to the board “between the end of the period for early voting by
personal appearance and the closing of the polls on election day, or as soon after closing as
practicable[.]” Id. § 87.0221; see also §§ 87.023, 87.024.

In an election conducted by authority of a county with a population of 100,000 or more (or

conducted jointly with such a county), the jacket envelopes may be delivered to the EVBB between
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the end of the ninth day before the conclusion of early voting and the close of polls on Election
Day. Id. 87.0222.
III.  Procedure for appointment of Early Voting Ballot Board

The EVBB consists of a presiding judge and at least two other members. Tex. Elec. Code
§ 87.002(a).

In a primary election, the county chair of the political party appoints the presiding judge.
See § 87.002(b) (“Except as provided by Subsection (d) [dealing with general election for state
and county officers], the presiding judge is appointed in the same manner as a presiding election
judge.”); § 32.001, .006 (each precinct must have a presiding and alternate election judge, and in
a primary, “the judges for each precinct” are appointed by county chair).

The presiding judge then appoints the other members of the EVBB. 87.002(b) ((“Except
as provided by Subsection (c) [dealing with general election for state and county officers], the
other members are appointed by the presiding judge in the same manner as the precinct election
clerks.”); § 32.031 (“The presiding judge for each election precinct shall appoint the election clerks
to assist the judge in the conduct of an election at the polling place served by the judge.”).

IV.  Qualifying ballots voted by mail

The Election Code distinguishes the process of reviewing mail-in ballots to determine
whether to accept them from the process of counting the ballots, once they have been accepted.
Tex. Elec. Code 87.0241.

“The [EVBB] may determine whether to accept early voting ballots voted by mail in
accordance with Section 87.041 at any time after the ballots are delivered to the board.” /d.

87.0241(a).
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Therefore, only after the ballots are delivered to the EVBB may it examine them to
determine if the particular ballots will be accepted or rejected. Election Code § 87.041, “Accepting
Voter,” describes the EVBB’s review:

(a) The early voting ballot board shall open each jacket envelope for an early voting
ballot voted by mail and determine whether to accept the voter's ballot.

(b) A ballot may be accepted only if:
(1) the carrier envelope certificate is properly executed;

(2) neither the voter's signature on the ballot application nor the signature
on the carrier envelope certificate is determined to have been executed by
a person other than the voter, unless signed by a witness;

(3) the voter's ballot application states a legal ground for early voting by mail;
(4) the voter is registered to vote, if registration is required by law;

(5) the address to which the ballot was mailed to the voter, as indicated by the
application, was outside the voter's county of residence, if the ground for early
voting is absence from the county of residence;

(6) for a voter to whom a statement of residence form was required to be sent
under Section 86.002(a), the statement of residence is returned in the carrier
envelope and indicates that the voter satisfies the residence requirements
prescribed by Section 63.0011; and

(7) the address to which the ballot was mailed to the voter is an address that is
otherwise required by Sections 84.002 and 86.003.

(c) If a ballot is accepted, the board shall enter the voter's name on the poll list
unless the form of the list makes it impracticable to do so. The names of the voters
casting ballots by mail shall be listed separately on the poll list from those casting
ballots by personal appearance.

(d) A ballot shall be rejected if any requirement prescribed by Subsection (b)
is not satisfied. In that case, the board shall indicate the rejection by entering
“rejected” on the carrier envelope and on the corresponding jacket envelope.

(¢) In making the determination under Subsection (b)(2), the board may also
compare the signatures with any two or more signatures of the voter made within
the preceding six years and on file with the county clerk or voter registrar
to determine whether the signatures are those of the voter.

(f) In making the determination under Subsection (b)(2) for a ballot cast under
Chapter 101 or 105, the board shall compare the signature on the carrier envelope
or signature cover sheet with the signature of the voter on the federal postcard
application.

(g) A person commits an offense if the person intentionally accepts a ballot for
voting or causes a ballot to be accepted for voting that the person knows does not
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meet the requirements of Subsection (b). An offense under this subsection is a Class
A misdemeanor.

Tex. Elec. Code Ann. § 87.041 (emphasis added).

Accepted ballots are removed from the carrier envelope (while remaining within the “ballot
envelope”) and set aside to be counted, and rejected carrier envelopes are placed into a larger
envelope and sealed. Id. § 87.043(a), (b).

The presiding judge of the EVBB is required to provide written notice to the voter of the
reason a mail ballot was rejected, but is only required to do so within 10 days after the election.
Id. 87.0431.

While notice is thus provided for the reason a ballot was rejected, there is no process
afforded the voter to rectify any deficiency with the carrier envelope that caused the rejection.

While the voter is afforded no means of challenging the rejection of his or her own ballot,
the 85" Legislature added a provision permitting a “county election officer” a very limited means
of challenging a determination made by the EVBB, but only with court process and, in many cases,
only after securing permission from the county chair of all political parties:

(a) If a county election officer, as defined by Section 31.091, determines a ballot

was incorrectly rejected or accepted by the early voting ballot board before the time

set for convening the canvassing authority, the county election officer may petition
a district court for injunctive or other relief as the court determines appropriate.

(b) In an election ordered by the governor or by a county judge, the county election
officer must confer with and establish the agreement of the county chair of each
political party before petitioning the district court.

Tex. Elec. Code § 87.127.

V. The EVBB’s effectively unreviewable authority to reject mail ballots contrasted with
the process for review of provisional ballots.

Voters may vote provisionally pursuant to Election Code § 63.011.
The presiding judge of each precinct in which provisional ballots were cast is required to
personally deliver them to the EVBB. Id. § 65.053. The statute specifically directs the “secretary
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of state” to “prescribe procedures by which the early voting ballot board may have access to the
provisional ballots as necessary to implement this chapter.” /d.
If a voter is accepted for provisional voting because he or she does not meet the voter ID

requirements of Section 63.001(b), the voter has six days after the election day in which to either

present an acceptable form of ID “to the voter registrar for examination,” or execute an affidavit
in the voter registrar’s presence. Id. 65.0541. Here again, the Legislature directed the Secretary
of State to prescribe procedures necessary to implement this section. /d.

The EVBB must then “verify and count provisional ballots as provided by this subchapter”
within either thirteen days (general election for state and county officers) or nine days after election
day. Id. 65.051(a), (a-1).

The EVBB’s review of provisional ballots to determine whether a ballot is acceptable
involves the application of somewhat complex statutes/regulations and requires the board to make
factual determinations:

(a) The early voting ballot board shall examine each affidavit executed under
Section 63.011 and determine whether to accept the provisional ballot of the voter
who executed the affidavit.

(b) A provisional ballot shall be accepted if the board determines that:

(1) from the information in the affidavit or contained in public records, the
person is eligible to vote in the election and has not previously voted in that
election;

(2) the person:

(A) meets the identification requirements of Section 63.001(b) at the time
the ballot was cast or in the period prescribed under Section 65.0541;

(B) notwithstanding Chapter 110, Civil Practice and Remedies Code,
executes an affidavit under penalty of perjury that states the voter has a
religious objection to being photographed and the voter has consistently
refused to be photographed for any governmental purpose from the time the
voter has held this belief; or

(C) executes an affidavit under penalty of perjury that states the voter does
not have any identification meeting the requirements of Section 63.001(b)
as a result of a natural disaster that was declared by the president of the
United States or the governor, occurred not earlier than 45 days before the
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date the ballot was cast, and caused the destruction of or inability to access
the voter's identification; and

(3) the voter has not been challenged and voted a provisional ballot solely
because the voter did not meet the requirements for identification prescribed
by Section 63.001(b).

(c) If a provisional ballot is accepted, the board shall enter the voter's name on a list
of voters whose provisional ballots are accepted.

(d) If a provisional ballot is rejected, the board shall indicate the rejection by
marking “rejected” on the envelope containing the provisional ballot.

Tex. Elec. Code Ann. § 65.054.

Because deciding whether a provisional vote is acceptable can necessitate review of voter
registration records, the Election Code directs the Secretary of State to prescribe procedures by
which the voter registrar shall provide assistance to the EVBB in reviewing the ballots. (In
elections held on the date of the general election for state and county officers, “the procedures
must allow for seven calendar days for the voter registrar to review a provisional voter’s
eligibility.”). Id. 65.052.

Accepted provisional ballots are then to be counted in the manner provided for counting of
other early voting ballots. Id. 65.057.

VI.  Signature rejections in Starr County, and other counties, in the March 2018 Primary
Elections.

In the March 2018 Primary election in Starr County, 1123 mail-in ballots were submitted
by Starr County voters. Exhibit 6. Of those, 976 were accepted and 147 were rejected. Id. (see
Excel spreadsheets listing all ballots accepted and rejected). Of the 147 rejects, all but one of them
were rejected for perceived signature mismatch. /d. (see notices of rejected ballot letters). Thus,
of all mail ballots submitted in Starr County, more than 13% were rejected for perceived signature

discrepancies.
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Plaintiffs secured records from the March 2018 primaries from a selection of certain other

counties—some large, some of small population—for purposes of comparison. The following

table summarizes the numbers for all ballots by mail (BBM) in each county:

County BBM BBM BBM Rejected- % of all received
received Accepted Rejected signature BBM rejected for

mismatch signature

mismatch
Starr 1125 976 147 146 13.06%
Duval* 955 920 35 4 0.42%
Jim Hogg® 367 364 3 3 0.82%
Hidalgo® 2758 2716 42 3 0.11%
Dallas’ 7826 7746 40 13 0.17%
Galveston® 3927 3859 68 41 0.61%

Armandina Martinez and Yolanda Martinez, both members of the Starr County EVBB,
testified by deposition, including as to the severe time constraints. Exhibits 16, 17. Plaintiffs
Galvan and Garcia Vela further testified as to the composition and review of the EVBB. Exhibit
14, 15.

VII. Testimony of Dr. Linton Mohammed

Plaintiffs designated Dr. Linton Mohammed, an expert in handwriting and forensic
document examination. Exhibit 12 (Dr. Mohammed expert decl.).® Dr. Mohammed reviewed the
Texas statutes and concluded that “elections officials are likely to make erroneous signature-
comparison determinations.” Id. 429. Dr. Mohammed attests that determining whether a signature
is genuine is a “difficult task for even a trained FDE (Forensic Document Examiner).” Id. 930.

Laypersons have been determined to have a significantly higher rate of error, even under controlled

4 Exhibit 7 (Duval records). The county record exhibits are being filed by disk with the district clerk’s office due to
their size.
5> Exhibit 8 (Jim Hogg records).
¢ Exhibit 9 (Hidalgo records).
7 Exhibit 10 (Dallas records).
8 Exhibit 11 (Galveston records).
° Dr. Mohammed’s CV is at Exhibit 13.
10
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conditions with appropriate lighting, equipment including magnification, and time, as compared
to trained FDEs, id., and “laypersons are also more likely to wrongly determine that authentic
signatures are not genuine than to make the opposite error.” Id.; see also id. §43. Dr. Mohammed
notes that a person’s signature can vary from time to time for “myriad reasons, including age,
health, native language, and writing conditions, and that laypersons incorrectly perceive normal
variation due to such factors to be a “difference” indicating that another person signed. /d.; see
also id. 436 (further discussing variation versus differences), {938-40 (further detail as to the
differences in types of signatures and explaining how the same individual’s signature can vary
significantly, and why training is required to identify variation versus differences that indicate a
non-genuine signature). Laypersons’ “failure to properly account for signature variability leads to
erroneous inauthenticity determinations, which are particularly pronounced in populations with
greater signature variability, such as elderly, disabled, ill, and non-native English signatories.” Id.
431 (emphasis added).

Dr. Mohammed further notes that ten signature samples are required for an accurate
signature determination to account for an individual’s signature variability, and faults Texas law
for requiring a comparison of only one other signature to the signature on the ballot envelope. /d.
33.

Dr. Mohammed further notes that FDEs are tested for “form blindness,” a type of
impairment in visual perception that affects an individual’s ability to accurately authenticate
handwriting. Id. 32. Ballot board members are not examined for form blindness.

Further, insufficient time examining signatures is conducive to making errors. Id. 37. He
concluded that reliable signature comparison is impossible for even trained FDEs under the time

constraints and other limitations of the Texas system. See id. §47-50.
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Argument

L Summary Judgment Standard

Summary judgment is appropriate “where there is no genuine issue of material fact and the
moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.” Breen v. Texas A&M Univ., 485 F.3d
325, 331 (5th Cir. 2007) (citing Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c)). “Only disputes over facts that might affect
the outcome of the suit under the governing law will properly preclude the entry of summary
judgment.” Douglass v. United Servs. Auto. Ass’n, 79 F.3d 1415, 1423 n.11 (5th Cir. 1996)
(quoting Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 248 (1986)).

The nonmoving party’s bare allegations, standing alone, are insufficient to create a material
issue of fact and defeat a motion for summary judgment. Id. at 247-48. Moreover, conclusory
allegations unsupported by specific facts will not prevent an award of summary judgment; the
nonmovant cannot rest on his allegations to get to a jury without any significant probative evidence
tending to support his position. Nat’l Ass’n of Gov’t Emps. v. City Pub. Serv. Bd. of San Antonio,
40 F. 3d 698, 713 (5th Cir. 1994). If areasonable jury could not return a verdict for the nonmoving
party, then summary judgment is appropriate. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. at 248. The
nonmovant’s burden cannot be satisfied by conclusory allegations, unsubstantiated assertions, or
only a scintilla of evidence. Turner v. Baylor Richardson Med. Ctr., 476 F.3d 337, 343 (5th Cir.
2007) (internal quotations omitted). Furthermore, it is not the function of the court to search the
record on the nonmovant’s behalf for evidence which may raise a fact issue. Topalian v. Ehrman,
954 F.2d 1125, 1137 n.30 (5th Cir. 1992). Therefore, “although we consider the evidence and all
reasonable inferences to be drawn therefrom in the light most favorable to the nonmovant, the
nonmoving party may not rest on the mere allegations or denials of its pleadings, but must respond
by setting forth specific facts indicating a genuine issue for trial.” Goodson v. City of Corpus

Christi, 202 F.3d 730, 735 (5th Cir. 2000) (internal quotation omitted).
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IL. The Lack of An Opportunity to Cure by Validating the Ballot Violates the Right to
Vote and Procedural Due Process.

a. Procedural due process standard

To determine what process is due, courts, including the Fifth Circuit, analyze the three
factors identified in Mathews v. Eldridge:

First, the private interest that will be affected by the official action; second, the risk

of an erroneous deprivation of such interest through the procedures used, and the

probable value, if any, of additional or substitute procedural safeguards; and finally,

the Government's interest, including the function involved and the fiscal and

administrative burdens that the additional or substitute procedural requirement
would entail.

424 U.S. 319, 334-35 (1976); see Wilson v. Birnberg, 667 F.3d 591, 601 (5th Cir. 2012) (applying
Mathews factors in analyzing candidate’s challenge to Texas statute governing rejection of
application for place on the ballot). Texas’s ballot by mail rejection scheme affords
constitutionally insufficient process for the same reasons that similar statutes in other states have
been invalidated. See Martin v. Kemp, _ F. Supp.3d , 2018 WL 5276242 (N.D. Ga. Oct. 24,
2018), appeal docketed [18-14503] (11th Cir. Oct. 29, 2018); Saucedo v. Gardner, __ F. Supp. 3d
_,2018 WL 3862704 (D. N.H. Aug. 14, 2018); Zessar v. Helander, 05-C-1917, 2006 WL 642646
(N.D. I1l. Mar. 13, 2006).

b. Private interest

The private interest involved here is the fundamental right to vote, which is denied to a
voter who finds herself disenfranchised due to a perceived signature mismatch. “It is beyond
dispute that the right to vote is of the most fundamental significance under our constitutional
structure.” Saucedo, supra, *10 (internal quotations omitted). While there is no fundamental right
to vote by mail, “the privilege of absentee voting is certainly deserving of due process,” and once
the state provides a means of voting by mail, it must be administered in accordance with due
process. Id. (internal quotations omitted); Zessar, 2006 WL 642646, at *6 (“There is no question

13
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that the federal constitution does not require states to create absentee voting regimes...[b]ut once
they create such a regime, they must administer it in accordance with the Constitution.”). This
Court should accord significant weight to this factor, as the Saucedo court did, 2018 WL 3862704,
at *10, because in the event of an erroneous deprivation under current law, “there is no recourse
for the voter and no way to remedy the loss of that vote in that election.” Zessar, 2006 WL 642646,
at *7.

¢. Risk of erroneous deprivation and probable value of additional or substitute
procedures

There is a substantial risk of an erroneous determination of a signature mismatch that will
disenfranchise a voter, given that lay election officials are empowered to reject ballots based on a
simple eyeball comparison of signatures. Ballot board members under Texas law are required to
have no training in handwriting analysis, and the State does not provide any. Even in the absence
of any expert testimony as to handwriting analysis, federal courts have recognized that “the task
of handwriting analysis by laypersons...is fraught with error.” Kemp, supra at *9 (quoting
Saucedo, supra, at *11, which featured the deposition testimony of Dr. Mohammed).

Plaintiffs here have produced the same expert from Saucedo, whose testimony establishes
that, even if ballot board members were to undergo some training, it still would be insufficient to
allow a sufficient handwriting analysis. Dr. Mohammed avers that even an expert handwriting
analyst requires ten signature samples and sufficient time, in appropriate conditions including
proper lighting and magnification equipment, to make a reliable determination whether a given
signature is genuine.

Not only is the risk of erroneous deprivation high, but it is exceedingly simple to protect
against this risk with additional procedures. A perceived signature mismatch flagged by the ballot

board would require no more than a simple phone call, email, or letter to the voter, who could
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verify that she indeed cast the ballot in question. Even where federal courts have acknowledged
that the risk of erroneous deprivation may be minimal, they have still found this factor favors the
plaintiffs challenging such statutes because the remedy is so very simple. E.g., Martin, 2018 WL
5276242 at *9 (“While the Court recognizes that the risk of an erroneous deprivation is by no
means enormous, permitting an absentee voter to resolve an alleged signature discrepancy
nevertheless has the very tangible benefit of avoiding disenfranchisement.”); Zessar, 2006 WL
642646, at *9 (“It is apparent that the risk of erroneous deprivation of the protected interest in
absentee voting is not enormous, but the probable value of an additional procedure is likewise
great in that it serves to protect the fundamental right to vote.”).

d. Government’s interest

The courts that have declared mail-ballot rejection regimes like Texas’s invalid, and
mandated additional procedures to comply with the constitution, have recognized the strong
interest the State has in “maintaining the integrity of elections” and avoiding unnecessary burdens,
Martin, 2018 WL 5276242 at *9, they have held that providing voters a means of curing or
validating a perceived signature mismatch imposes minimal burdens that are justified. /d.;
Saucedo, 2018 WL 3862704 at *14; Zessar, 2006 WL 642646 at *9.

Texas already provides a means for those who cast provisional ballots to provide certain
documentation to election officials within a period of days after Election Day, for example,
documents reflecting their true residency and eligibility to vote. This necessarily already tasks
election officials in every county in Texas with making factual determinations as to whether a
provisional voter was eligible to vote and whether their vote should be counted, during a certain
period after the election. There is no reason Texas cannot afford the same period of time for those
whose ballots are identified as perceived signature mismatch to confirm that they indeed submitted

the ballot and signed the envelope, so that the ballot may be counted. Voters are already invited,
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99 Cey

when the apply to vote by mail, to supply their “phone number and/or email address,” “in case our
office has questions.” See, e.g., Exhibit 4 (V. Guerrero provided his phone number). The only
question at issue is confirming the voters’ identity—that they did submit the ballot, not somebody
else pretending to be them. Affording this process would actually assist in combatting fraudulent
voting, by requiring the contacting of voters with questionable signatures, which would permit the
validation of valid ballots and assist state authorities in identifying those instances in which the
voter did not actually sign the envelope attributed to them. If the Court believes a more formal
process would be appropriate, it may require some kind of written reply from the voter, or even a
personal visit to the voting office (for those who can do so). Whatever level of formality is judged
to be necessary, some manner of simply verifying that the voter cast the ballot that was submitted

in her name can be easily implemented.

III. The Lack of Uniform Standards for Reviewing Voter Signatures Violates Equal
Protection.

a. Equal Protection Standard

“[O]ne source of [the] fundamental nature [of the right to vote] lies in the equal weight
accorded to each vote and the equal dignity owed to each voter.” Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98, 104
(2000). “[T]he State may not, by...arbitrary and disparate treatment, value one person's vote over
that of another.” Id. at 104-05. See, e.g., Harper v. Virginia Bd. of Elections, 383 U.S. 663, 665
(1966) (“[O]nce the franchise is granted to the electorate, lines may not be drawn which are
inconsistent with the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment”). It must be
remembered that “the right of suffrage can be denied by a debasement or dilution of the weight of
a citizen's vote just as effectively as by wholly prohibiting the free exercise of the

franchise.” Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 555 (1964).
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The Florida recount procedure at issue in Bush required the recount teams to consider the
“intent of the voter” as to whether to count an incompletely-perforated chad. Bush, 531 U.S. at
530. Like that requirement, the Texas requirement to examine the application and carrier envelope
signatures to determine whether one was “executed by a person other than the voter,” Tex. Elec.
Code § 87.041(b)(2), may be “unobjectionable as an abstract proposition and a starting principle.”
Bush, 531 U.S. at 530. But, also like in Bush, the “problem inheres in the absence of specific
standards to ensure its equal application. The formulation of uniform rules to determine intent
based on these recurring circumstances is practicable and, we conclude, necessary.” 1d.

b. Texas process

Texas imposes no uniform standards governing the review and acceptance of carrier
envelopes, which determines whether a ballot is going to be accepted for counting or rejected.

Not only are there no standards governing this review across counties, but there is no
training required for EVBB members who will be performing the review. The EVBB members
are tasked with, among other things, reviewing voters’ handwriting in the signatures on the carrier
envelopes to see if it matches the signature on the voter application. Like the county canvassing
boards at issue in Detzner, these EVBBs “are staffed by laypersons that are not required to
undergo—and many do not participate in—formal handwriting-analysis education or training.”
Detzner, supra, at *2. The federal district court in Detzner further pointed out that “handwriting
experts are often challenged under Daubert. There is no way that any member of a canvassing
board could survive a Daubert challenge yet the State of Florida empowers them to declare ballots
illegal.” Id. at *2 n.3.

Subjecting voters’ mail-ballots to review that in many cases disenfranchises the voter but
is guided by no statewide standards or training of those performing the review violates equal

protection of the law, as the review inescapably will vary from county to county. A voter’s ballot
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that may be rejected by the Starr County EVBB in the March 2018 primary might have been
accepted and counted if reviewed by another county’s EVBB, or even by the Starr County EVBB
when it is staffed by different members in the November election.

The disparities summarized above between counties indicates unequal application is a
problem in Texas.

IV.  The Manner In Which the Starr County EVBB Reviewed Carrier Envelopes for
Acceptance in This Election Violates Equal Protection.

While the procedures challenged herein are unconstitutional even when implemented as
required under the statutes and regulations, the Starr County EVBB worsened the constitutional
infirmities in the March 2018 primaries by the particular manner in which it undertook review of
the carrier envelopes.

Under no circumstances is it permissible under Texas law for an individual member of an
EVBB to be vested with the authority to unilaterally determine whether a carrier envelope meets
the requirements for acceptance. But that is exactly what happened here. The Starr County EVBB
in the March 2018 primaries divided the mail ballot carrier envelopes they received into stacks for
each individual member, and each individual member decided whether to accept or reject a given
ballot in their stack. Exhibits 16, 17.

Thus, in this case, the Plaintiffs and the voters whose ballots were cast in Starr County
were subjected to unequal treatment within the EVBB itself, as the standards of review applied by
each member of the board inarguably varied.

Conclusion

For the above reasons, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court grant this motion for

summary judgment and enter a declaratory judgment declaring the challenged statutes and

procedures unconstitutional. Plaintiffs further request that, after any consideration the Court

18
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deems necessary of the particular additional procedures appropriate, the Court enter a permanent
injunction by separate order, requiring that constitutionally sufficient procedures be afforded to

voters. Plaintiffs further request any additional relief to which they are justly entitled.

Respectfully submitted,

K-
Jerad Wayne Naj¥ar
Tex. Bar No. 24068079
Southern Dist. No. 1155651
jerad@najvarlaw.com
2180 North Loop West, Suite 255
Houston, TX 77018
281.404.4696 phone
281.582.4138 fax
Attorney in Charge for Plaintiffs

Of Counsel:

Najvar Law Firm, PLLC

2180 North Loop West, Ste. 255
Houston, TX 77018

Telephone: (281) 404-4696

RANDY ELF, N. Y. No. 2863553 (*motion for admission pro hac vice forthcoming)
Post Office Box 525

Lakewood, N. Y. 14750

Telephone (202) 423-2122

ForEFilingOnly@gmail.com

Certificate of Service

The undersigned counsel hereby certifies that on November 30, 2018, the foregoing
document, and any accompanying exhibits and proposed order, was served on the counsel of
record in this matter by means of the court’s CM/ECF system:

Mr. Eric Hudson

Mr. H. Carl Myers

PO Box 12548, Capitol Station
Austin, TX 78711
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Counsel for Defendant Pablos

Mr. Martin Golando
405 N. Saint Mary’s, Suite 700
San Antonio, TX 78205
Counsel for ballot board Defendants
/s/ Jerad Najvar

Jerad Najvar
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

MCALLEN DIVISION
LETICIA GARZA GALVAN, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
V.

ROLANDO PABLOS, in his official
capacity as Texas Secretary of State, et
al.,

Defendants.

DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE
RELIEF REQUESTED

PocleoclivocliVo el el cliv o cliv o clV o cliv o el

[PROPOSED] ORDER

On this day came on to be considered the Plaintiffs’ joint motion for summary judgment.
Having considered the motion, all exhibits filed with the papers, and the argument of counsel, if
any, the Court is of the opinion that the motion should be GRANTED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND DECLARED that the Texas ballot by mail statutes and
process, to the extent that it permits and/or requires the rejection of mail-in ballots for perceived
signature discrepancy, violate the right to vote, due process of law under the Fourteenth
Amendment to the United States Constitution, and the equal protection of the law as alleged and

argued in Plaintiffs’ pleadings.

[continued]
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The Court hereby further ORDERS the parties to submit a proposed order of permanent
injunction suggesting the precise procedures that must be, and can most reasonably and efficiently
be enforced to afford appropriate process, within ten days of the entry of this order. If the parties
can agree, they shall file such document jointly; if not, they shall file separately and identify the

points of disagreement.

SO ORDERED this day of 2018

JUDGE PRESIDING
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

MCALLEN DIVISION

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN etal. §
Plaintiffs, §

§

§  Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
V. §

§
ROLANDO PABLOS et al. §
Defendants. §

DECLARATION

1. My name is Amelia Martinez, and I reside at 232 Baldemar Ave., in Roma,
TX. I am legally blind. 1 know how to write, voting is important to me, and
I like to sign my own ballot envelope.

2. I signed my own application for a mail-in ballot for the March 2018 primary
elections, and after completing my ballot, I signed my own envelope to
return the ballot.

3. My daughter Magaly Serna assisted me with completing the ballot. She saw
me sign the envelope.

4. _f [1\ee 4o é\ék wy naml wo (e St IQQCAVSQ fl/\/v{”
) [

15 Laﬂ‘*fr Lpr 6 SUnETUre  and Hhat ¢ 1€ Wy T et

T‘O uo\\\f\'

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I verify under penalty of perjury that the statements
contained in this verification are true and correct. Executed in Starr County, State
of Texas, on November 2 9 , 2018.

A‘(\/\‘Q k (e /\/\ GF“'\'\V\.\C’L %\ %Z\
DECLARANT NAME SIGNATURE s //?
Exhibit 1
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Application for Ballot by Mail Prascribed by the Office of the Secrutary of State of Texas | For Offical Use Only ; 1
PP Y % A5-15¢ 0815 | VUIDA, Einction /00603 /Z 22
ne (P e print ipfo tio Sutx (Jr., Sr. ill, etc) First & Middie initial
Qr+1Ne. 7. ~Ame.lio 3
e Address: See back of this application for instructions, A City /2 ’Tx Code
Ve omQg o
my ballot to: 1 mailing #adress diflers flom rosidonce address, please Box # 7. City Q State
VE . Jam® %5 o XY
|
: ¥ you sre requesting this balot be mailed 1o a differsnt sddress (cther than residenca), Indicats where the beliot
85 years of age or oider. (Compigte Box #6a) will be mailed. See reverse for instructions. S 7
O Disabity. (g . Mailing Address as listed on my voter registration certificate ggmlrm
Dew.m%o&m&mmw [C] Nursing home, assisted living facilty, or long term care faclity : . e q
You will roceive 8 baiot \poarnig elediion only L] Hospital [ Asdrass cutside the county (see Box #8)
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You wil receive 8 balot-for- e apcomingelection gnly [[] Retirement Center
oNLYVohr:GGVunquuwmoth-nwlmloluﬂkr ¥ you sel d “expected ab from tha county,” eee reversa for Instructions
If applying for one election, select appropries box. 1
if applying once for elexions in the celendsr year. seled “Annual Applcation ™
Unifonm and Qthe Electiens: Primary Eleclions: Date you can begin to recelve mall at this address Dats of retumn to residence address
[ Mey Etection Ym‘ G A intenta "B Contact information (Optional)® Notice 1o Voter: Efective Septamber 1, 2015, you may submil a
0 November Erection /: : Ploass Kst phone umber andiar email address: Compiden, signed and acannod epiaation o the sarty voting derk al
0O [ Cemocstic Primary * Used in G389 aur 0fMce hes quastione,
Othwe_____ - O Republican Primary {anfy voling clork's o-nall adcmew) o
Any Ramsting Runoff
ONLY Voters Absent from Countty or Voters Confinad in Jail: E'IMMNIMWh&hWhM“IMWNnM
You may onfy apply for a balot by mad for one election, end any resuling runofl, In this application Is s crime.”
Please select the appropriats box. — v
Uniform and Other Elections:. Primary Elecions: » p" ] 3 A
[ May Etectn N s gl - Date \LXZ‘?
8 popemianPeghoo [ emocratic Primary SIGN HERE
- Other By Regublican Priman fapplicant is unable to sign or make a
o o mark In the presence of a withess, the
[ Any Resutting Ruaoft witness shail complete Box #11.
if someone helped you to complete this form or mails the form for you, then that person must complete the sections below
Geoe back for Witness and Assistant definitions.
it applicant Is unabie to mark Box #10 and you 9re acting as 3 Witness to that fact, please chack tis bax and sign below.
if you d the app in comp g this epph in the appeaant’s presence of e~maled/malled or faxed the application on behalt of the applicart, please chedk this bax 8s an Asststant and sign bdow, [B/
*Hyouamaqﬂngaswnnoumdkswttm.MMMFMhWNMI.MA d was with d or appl was in competing the appiication.
X At J |- X 0rnwee (OQuze «
/swiﬂ'vuwnmlwum v ‘Hame of Womm(Assiaing
; 1 Witness’ Ralationship to Applicsnt y
MA‘\; Or AAS Y QA:M"I;U ) bw (Refer to Instructions on back for clarification)
= (&
TX i 29584 | &
Suts U l-l-‘
Este f larfo estd disponible en Eapariol. Pars guir la on Espanol favor de Hamar sin cargo al 1.800.252.8633 & /a oficins dolSocnbﬂodoE:udothoemad-doVohclénpuAMntw
Exhibit 1

Plfs MSJ



SBYTIERLIEE B T o & Oy T T R, fraeoge & TS TR S F T e T T TR W e W W
Svelope unless Saliot has been matked »
casvier envelope @ placed together in ano %ﬁgezpﬁﬁh’tm atcd 5 8 !

retumed by mall, v, common or contract carrier, or in person by the voter on eledson day at lhe euny vonng cl .;fﬁce (Irmmcclonos al Votante' Selle este sobre, y después firme
#U nombre en el espacio proporcionado abajo. Este sobre debe de ser sellado por el votante antes de que el votante lo entregue. No finme este sobre a menos de que la boleta haya
8o llenada por usted, o bajo su direccion. o de ilizad: a de n solo votanta. Sin embargo, més de un solo sobre oficia.l
puede ser colocado dentro de oo sobre si el sobre(s) oﬁcval adlclonal le penenece a un votante registrado para votar bajo la misma direccién. Este sobre oficial debe ser emiado pear
corPo, por medio de un transportista piiblico o comercial, o ser entregado en persona por el votante el dfa de la eleccion en la oficina del secretario de votacion temprana.)

| certiy.that the enclosed ballot expresses my Wishes Independent of any dictation or undue persuasiom by any person. (Certifico que la boleta adijunta expresa mie veseOs

Indepandientemente de ningtin dictado o persuasn‘)n indebida por parte de cuaiquier persona:} o A

— - e NG :
P oo m&z g{ﬁ‘ o TR e ooie. R i
SEAL ENVELOPE AND SIGN OVER SEALED FLAP _,.. SIGNATURE OR F VO % DEL VOT.:MTE)

S
Instructions to Assistant: A voter may only be assisted with reading or marking the ballot if they have a physical disability that ren e of see, of have ah inability
to read the languagetmwhich the ballot is written. If you are assisting the voter, you must read the oath and complete the section vpter. (Instrucciones al
Aslstents: Un votante puede reclbir ayuda para leer o llenar la boleta solamente si el votante tiene una discapacidad fisica la cual le iﬂm tiene la habilidad de
leer el lenguaje en el cual la boleta esta escrita. Si usted le proporcionard ayuda a un votante, usted debe leer el juramenlo y lienar la siguient® saditt: ==ajo, antes de asistir al
votante.) '

Oath of Person Asslisting Voter: | swear (or affirm) that | will not suggest, by word, sign, or gesture, how the voter should vote; | will confine my assistance to answering the voter's
queations, to stating propositions on the ballot, and to naming candidates and, if listed, their political parties; | will prepare the voter’s ballot as the voter directs; and | am not the voter's
employer, an agent of the voter's employer, or an officer or agent of a labor union to which the voter belongs. {(Juramento de la Persona Asistiendo al Votante: Juro (0 afirmo) que no
sugeriré con palabras, sefiales, o gestos, la manera en la cual el votante debe votar; limitare mi asistencia a responder las preguntas del votante, leer propuestas en la boleta, nombrar
a los candidatos, y si es mencionado, su partido politico; prepararé la boleta del votante de acuerdo a sus instrucciones; y YO no soy el empleador del votante, un agente del empleador
del votante, o un oficial o agente de un sindicato al cual el votante pertenece.)

Instructions %o Witness: You are serving as a witness for (name of voter). You must complete the section below if you witness the
mark of the voter, or if the voter cannot make a mark. if the voter cannot make a mark, check here . (Instrucclones al Testigo: Usted esta fungiendo como lestigo para
(nombre del votante). Usted debe llenar la slguiente seccién ab abayo st usted fue testigo de que el votante firmo, o de que el votante no
puede finnar. Si el votante no puede firmar, marque sus Iniciales aqul ____

Instructions to Person Depositing Carrier Envelope in Mall or to Common or Contract Carrier: If you are assisting a voter by depositing the carier envelope in the mail or with a
common or conract carrier, you must complete the section below. (Instrucclones a la Persona Quien Deposite el Sobre Oficlal en el Correo o Entregue al Transportista Piblico o

Comaerclal: Si usted asistiré al votante a depositar el sobre oficlal en el correo o con un transportisis piblico o comercial, usted debe llenar la seccién que aparece abgjo.)
If you are an assi Mpﬁ:s;k the appropriate box below and provide information: (S| usted es un asistente o testigo, marque la casilla correcta y proporcione su informacién):
D iy _{1#-":73 M%ﬂy SEU\,Q 933. S 'Bn[d(["ﬂ/ 11‘6-
o Wirsus/ v 'y\amro(rm) Printel Nagge (Nombre impreso) Street Address {Domiciiio resicenciai)
Testigo
D Asistente
o Witness/ Signature (Firma) Printed Name (Nombre impreoo)
Tm # ]

Completed by Early Voting Clerk: Name of Election (Nombre de Eleccién): _
muvmr(uombnwvounurw\(n hnf? Hm&m
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DIVISION

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN etal.
Plaintiffs,

Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
V.

ROLANDO PABLOS et al.
Defendants.

O LD LD DD DD LON LON LON

DECLARATION

1. My name is /\/\ &é}rﬂ\l géf N~ , and I reside at

2 Avv\d = MNANeT & {V\D“\”\pvef, ; (e wth e
T hot bean helpwn her &S on aL5TAE i e holl pb
Lo Roovk e ol Qe veers. (Sefure Qug, my berothe—
osdd nsnally) Welp her - She hes beew bind € bt [l years,
She alweys (wipre o S e bpllst herse (£ She [olés
o 4$\4n "/\ZK A Wamd . Lohe n s recewed —+he (ette
gbrer de elechn SA\)V«J\,L\‘\AV\%T e ballob tor3 /\666#1"(1

Py peotne- RS very Nz
' )

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I verify under penalty of perjury that the statements
contained in this verification are true and gorrect. Executed in Starr County, State
of Texas, on November 7 4 , 2018.

/V \OAL w Se A \
DECLARANT NAME ﬁfGNMlﬁh(
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

MCALLEN DIVISION

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN et al. §
Plaintiffs, §

8

§ Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
v. §

§
ROLANDO PABLOS et al. §
Defendants. §

DECLARATION

1. My name is Maria Guerrero, and I reside at 19 Flores St., in Roma, TX.
Vicente Guerrero is my husband.

2. Attached as Exhibit A to this declaration is a copy of the application to vote
by mail that I signed. I signed the application myself. I was very careful
writing, and I left some letters out of my last name because I did not want to
write over the word “date.”

3. Attached as Exhibit B to this declaration is a copy of the envelope for my
ballot that I completed for the March 2018 primary elections. I completed
my ballot, and I signed the envelope myself.

4. il wtd home  prk vvw] L\vébfwa (whn e Voted

—

W e Marcl 2013 P\r\wl_r\ elections. (e Lotk Sianed
oy Ow C‘DQ!\CM‘\SM;‘ (/‘\nA He /34”01 eh"f(“p(ﬁ

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I verify under penalty of perjury that the statements
contained in this verification are true and correct. Executed in Starr County, State
of Texas, on November 2.G , 2018.

;2 l%gg,_tcu ﬁz é gMWQ/L O
DECLARANT NAME SIGNATURE
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’ﬁ.uu"e {Please print information) Suftix (Jr. Sr._ I, elc) First Name Middle Initial
N (querrer O Xlar ia 2
Residence Address: See back of this appiication for instructions City i Tx Zip Code
> ’ RERTAS
1 & Florez omna )
Mail my ballot to: if mailing address differs from residence address, please compiete Box # 7 City po State Zip Code
J Elovee oL T |18Sey
Date of Birth (mm/dd/yyyy) {Optional) Q
1 < N
Rea for Voting by Mail: 7 If you are requesting this ballot be mai a different address (other than residence), indicate where the ballot
ﬁeavs of age or older (Complete Box #63) will be mailed. See reverse for instrudfig
[ Oisabitty. (S \ete Box #63) [J Maiting Address as isted on my voter Mm cexdficate [J Address of the jail
0 Expected absence from the county. (Complete Box #6} and Box #3) D Nursing home, assisted living facility. or m care facility D Relative, relatonship __
- -
You wili liot for the upcomi lecto k& .
[ROA D ROty ming elecbon only [ Hospital "“ [ Address outside the counly {see Box #8)
Continement in jail. (Compiete Box #80)
Yau will receive a ballot for the upcoming election oaly D Retirement Center
E ONLY Voters 65 Years of Age or Older or Voters with a Disability: n If you selected “expected absence from the county,” see reverse for instructions
if applying for one eieckon, setect appropnate box.

If applying once for alections in the salendar year, select “Annual Application
%nuzl Application

Unform and Other Eiactions. Primary Elections. . Date you can begin to receive mail at this address Date of return to residence address
[ may Election You must declare gne political party to vote in - -
Y a primary Contact information (Optional)* Notice to Voter: Effective September 1. 2015, you may submit a
D November Election Please list phone number apd/or email address: compieted. signed and scanned application to the early voting clerk at

Democratic Primary * Used in case our office has questions

O ot [J Republican Pamary (q s ‘03 8\{ q \l 3 \{ 6 {early voting clerk's e-mail addreas)

Any Resulting Runoff

6b ONLY Voters Absent from County or Voters Confined in Jail: m | certify that the information given in this application is true, and | understand that giving false information

You may only apply for a baliot by mail for one election, and any resulting runoff in this application Is a crime.”
Ptease select the appropriate box.

Uniform aod Other Elections. Primary Elections: g .
Setien sopenn | = K ors R Hricre, o

 pramary
[ November Election [ Democntic Prmary SIGN HERE
O otter__ O Republican Primary fapplicant is unable to sign or make a
) mark in the presence of a witness, the
O Any Resutting Runoff witness shall complete Box #11. (9)]

If someone helped you to complete this form or mails the form for you, then that person must complete the sections below.

See back for Witness and Assistant definitions,
if applicant is unable %o mark Box #10 and you are acting as a Witness to that fact, please check this box and sign below.

If you assisted the applicant in completing this application in the applicant’s presence or e-maitled/maited or faxed the application an behalf of the applicant, pieasa check this box as an Assistant and s:gn below. E/

% if you are mi&ss and Assistant, please check both boxes Failure to completa this informatipn i

Signature #f Witngss /pesistant e Prifit of Witness/Assistan

M Witness’ Relationship to Applicant

— : - ———— (Refer to Instructions on back for clarification)
Stree’ Address Apt Numbes (if applicable) City

Exhibiy 3 ThAL l ‘ '
PifssMSJ R

AT T N T I A PEETT AN T Y W U N WA TRTTIE Y E  nrTaaee

if signature was witnessed or applicant was asasled in compieiing the application.
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envelope unless * ba!lot has been marked by you or at your direction. This gnigr envelope may not-be.used to return more than one votsr's baliot. However, more man ons
Tanier envelope placed together in another envelope if the additional carrier envelope(s) bel ng to a p&’ istered to vote at the same address. This*carrier envélope-must be
1Mumgd by mall, ., n or contract camier, or in person by the voter on election day at the eaity voting ck . (Insttucciones al Votante: Selle este sobre, y después firme

fecady por usted. o bajo su direccién. Este in 80! Mante. Sin embargo, mas de un solo sobre oficial
.ser aglocado dentro de otro sobre si et sobre(s) oficial adicional-le pemmoce a un votanta reglstrado para volar balo la misma dlreoam Este sobre oficial debe ser enviado phr
COIrg0, por medio de un transportista puiblico o comerciel, 6 Ber entregado en peTsona por el votante el dia de ia eleccion en la oficina del secretario de votacion témprana.)
| certity that the enclosed baliot expresses my wishes independent of any dictation or undue persuasion by any person. (Certifico gue la boleta adiunta expresa mit “eseos
| GapgdrtaTets de ningiin dictado o persussion indedida por parne de cualquier persona.j
S Xm b

R k. T R R I L L T R

en el espado proporcionado abajo. Este sobre debe de ser sellado por el votante ames de que el votante Io entregue No firme este sobre a menos de que la bolets haya
ﬁ g oft

instructions to Assistant: A voter may only be assisted with reading or marking the ballct if they have a physical disability that renders them unable to write or see, or have an inability
to read the language in which the ballot is written. If you are assisting the voter, you must read the oath complete the section below, before assisting the voter. (Inatrucclones al
Asistents: Un votante puede recibir ayuda para leer o llenar.ia boleta solamente si el votante tiene gica la cual le impide escribir o ver, o si no tiene la habllidad de
loer o} long&aie en el cual la boleta es¥ escrita. S| usted*i8 proporcionara ayuda a un votante, usted y llenar la siguiente seccién abajo, antes de asistir al
volante.) =L

Osth of Pmn Mslstinq Voter: | swear (or affirn) that | will not suggest, by word, sign, or gesture, how the voter should confine my assistance to answering the voter’s
questions, to stating propositions on the ballot, and to naming candidates and, if listed, their political parties; | will prepare the voter's ballot as the voter directs; and | am not the voter's
employer, an‘agent of the voter's employer, or an officer or agent of a labor union to which the voter belongs. (Juramento de la Persona Asistiendo al Votante: Jura (o afirmo) que no
sugeriné con palabras, sefiales, o gestos, la manera en la cual el votante debe votar; limitare mi asistencia a responder las preguntas del votante, leer propuestas en la boletd,.nombrar
a los candidatos, y si 88 mencionado, su partido politico; preparané la boleta del votante de acuerdo a sus instrucciones; y yo no soy el empieador del votante, un agente del empleador
del volente, o un oficiel o agente de un sindicato al cual el votante pertenecs.)

Instructions to Witness: You are serving as a witness for (name of voter). You must complete the section below if you witness the
mark of the voter, or if the voter cannot make a mark. if the voter cannot make a mark, check here . (Instrucciones al Testigo: Usted estad fungiendo como testigo para

(nombre del votante). Usted debe llenar la siguiente seccién abajo si usted fue testigo de que el votante firno, o de que el votante no
puede firmar. S| el votante no puede flrmar, marque sus iniciales aqul __°

Instructions to Person Depositing Carrier Envelope In Mall or to Common or Contract Carrier: If you are assisting a voter by depositing the carrier envelope in the mail or with a
comwnon or contract carrier, you must complets the section below. (Instrucclones a la Persona Qulen Deposita el Sobre Oficlal en el Correo o Entregue al Transportista Plblico o
Comercial: Siusted aslstira al votante a depositar el sobre oficial en el correo 0 con un transportisia publico o comercial, usted debe llenar la seccién que aparece abajo. )}

o 2l

if you a?an assistant or witness, chack the appropriate box below and provide information: (Si usted es un asistente o testigo, marque la casllla correcta y proporcione su informacion):
A
Asistots

] Witness/ Signature (Firma)

O Witness/ Signature (Firma) Printad Name (#‘"‘ubraﬁ Street Address (Popicilic residencial)

AN A %00 9/33759

L =

Completed by Early Voting Cierk: Name of Election (Nombre de Eleccién): J\

Vi .~
- g ¥ 7
NamodVohr(Nanbudolvohnb):_é”gz(! (o |, Z!Ib‘{( /R T Date of Election (Fecha de Eleccién): ( )_ﬂ@g
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-5 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 1 of 3

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

MCALLEN DIVISION

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN et al. §
Plaintiffs, §

§

§ Civil Case No. 7:18-cv-00113
V. §

§
ROLANDO PABLOS et al. §
Defendants. §

DECLARATION

1. My name is Vicente Guerrero, and I reside at 19 Flores St., in Roma, TX.
Maria Guerrero is my wife.

2. Attached as Exhibit A to this declaration is a copy of the application to vote
by mail that I signed. I signed the application myself.

3. Attached as Exhibit B to this declaration is a copy of the envelope for my
ballot that I completed for the March 2018 primary elections. I completed
my ballot, and I signed the envelope myself.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I verify under penalty of perjury that the statements
contained in this verification are true and correct. Executed in Starr County, State
of Texas, on November ¢ T , 2018.

. mﬁ/,%;z%w/é

DECLARANT NAME ‘SIGNATURE
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AS-150 0875 I\étua.m Electian Precinct, LL_{ 2 ij ILO() X 37@3

formation) SUMhx ... St 1 ete) First Name Adle initial

LN END W\Cenk g
City

Romdenca Add @& back of this application for instructions X Zip Code
Q Eloves 3¢ Rong ; 735 54
State Zip Code

Mail my ballot to: if mailing address differs from residence address, piease compiete Box #7

1O FElosex < (—P

Date of Birth (mh/dd/yyyy) (Optional)
| s | | v | moe

e alsls REJECTED

Last Name (Please print j

Reasgn for Voting by Mai: ' if you are requesting this ballot be maiied to a different address (other than residence), indicate whare the baliot
65 years of age or older. {Complete Box ¥6a} will be mailed. See reverse for instructions.

] Disability. (Gompiete Box #63) [J Matiing Address as listed on my voter registration certificate [0 Address of the jail

D Expected absence from the county. {Compiete Box #6b and Box 28) D Nursing home, assisted living facilily. or long term care facility D Refative: relationship

You will raceive a baiiot for the upcoming etection oaly .
0 Hesottal [[] Address outside the county {see Bax #8)
D Confinement :n jail. (Complete Box ¥6b)

You will receive a badot for the upcoming election apfy D Retirement Center
i
J

ONLY Votors 85 Years of Age or Older or Votaers with a Disability: lf you selected * nxpected absence from the county,” see reverse for instructions
'f aprlying for one election. select appropriate box

¥ applying once for slections in 'he})‘er‘da' year. select ‘Arnuat Appiicatian.” 1
—
[ aonuai Applicaton l

¢ Date you can begin to receive mail at this address Date of return to residence address
{3 May Eiection b u Contact Information {Optional)* Natice 1o vater. subrAt
f?< Pease st prare umoer and/or emas adumss ! 3

= T 8a% M NISS Duf OFReA BIR quest-ons I
i I Otper

D Repubrean 2w any

) {eariy vating clerk's 9-mait 2tdress)
My Resuting Rurcf quq ( l b\ ! Y

ONLY Voters Absent from County or Voters Confined in Jail. “1 certify that the information given in this application s true, and | understand that giving false informasion
You may onty apply for a bailot by mail for one eiecticn, andany resuiting runoff in this application is a crime.”
Please select tne appropriate bex.

Uniform and Other Eledtions Primar: Elections. L /
] may Election :a:n ::g detlare ghe poliical party to vote m L / Date
[ Rovember Etection 0 Democr;- T >
2% Yy SIGN HERE
B [Q Repuvtican Primary Ifapplicant is unable to 8ign or make a

mark in the presence of a witness, the

O Any Resuiting Runoft witness shail complete Box #11.

If someone halped you to complete this form or mails the form for you, then that person must complete the sections below.

See back for Witness and Assistant definitions.

Ifapplicant 18 unable to mark Box #10 and you are acting as a Witness to that fact, please check this box and sign below, D =
if you assisted the applicant in completing this appiication in the applicant’s presence or e-mafed/maied or faxed the application on behalf of the appiicant, please check this box as an Assistant and sign below c
*1f you arg acting as Witness and Assistant, please check both Daxes. Fature to complete this information 18 a Cigas A misdaimeanor if fignapyre was witnessed of applicant was assisted in completing the application g
) xpdesda Uele™ ™ ®

Signature o ) (D

itness /Assistant Pé?ge of Witness/Assistant
Witness’ Relationship to Applicant
les, VB3e T pe

: : {Reter to Instructions on back for ciarification}
Street Address ~7  Apt Number {if applicable)

Extibia . &Sg\l l

(43

FIS Viod

=~ 3 -
f i a0 & DAR AEN OCEN a dn Alinimm dnf O in e Ectsdn A la Qoerataria Mo Wntarian nor Adelan




cvepe uie  yball has been maked oy 5 or o yabr Shorios THIS Cem e g ot be e 10 it St o Lotgts kot 5 b e o

carvier envelog. be placed together in another envelope if the additional carrierenvelope(s)bei ngtoa reglstered to vote at the same address. This carrier envelope must be

retamed by maii, oy common or contract carrier, or in person by the voter on election day at the eaiy voting ¢.- .« s office. (Instrucciones al Votante: Selle este sobre, y después firme

3\ en el 8spacio proporcionado abajo. Este sobre debe de ser sellado por el votante antes de que el votanle lo entregue. No ﬁrme este sobre a menos de que la bolets haya

sido BBnada por usted, o bajo su direction. § ofic| : 3 ata le. Sin embasgo, mas de un solo sobre oficial

puede ser colocado derttro de otro sobre si el sobte(s) oficial adlt:lonal le peneneoe a un votante reguslrado pafa votar baio 4'misma dlrecMn Este sobre oficial debe ser enviado pet
corroo, por medio de un transportista publlco o comercisal, o ser entregado en persona por el votante el dia de la eleccién en la oficina del secretario de votacion temprana.)

| certl'y-that the enclosed baliot axptdSsas my wishes indeoendent of any dictation or undue oersugs;g bz any person. l&sﬁg que la boleta adjunta expresa mie ~esecs
independientemente de ningun dictado o persuasion indebida por parte de cuaiquler persona: W /

IGNATURE OR MARK OF VOTER (FIRMA O MARCA DEL VOT p‘NTE)

SEAL ENVELOPE AND SIGN OVER SEALED FLAP “)

Instructions to Assistant A voter may only be assisted with reading or marking the baliot if they have a physical disability that renders them unabie to write or see, or have an inability
to read the language in which the ballot Is written. If you are assisting the voter, you must read the oath and complets the section below before assisting the voter. (Instrucciones al

Aslstente: Un votante puede recibir ayuda para leer o llenar la boleta solamente si el volante tiene una discapacidad fisica la cual le i escribir o ver, o si no tiene la habilidad de
leer el lenguaje en el cual la boleta esta esciita. Si usted le proporcionard ayuda a un votante, usted debe leer el juramento y IIenall %ﬂ abajo, antes de asistir al
volante.)

Oath of Person Assisting Voter: | swear {or affirn) that | will not suggest, by word, sign, or gesture, how the voter should vote; | will confine my 5 ering the vobrs

.. questions, to stating propositions on the baliot, and to naming candidates and, if listed, their political parties; | will prepare the voter's ballot as the voter directs; ¢ :
employer, an agent of the voter’'s empioyer, or an officer or agent of a labor union to which the voter belongs. (Juramento de la Persona Asistiendo al Votante: Juro (o afimo) que no
sugeriré con palabras, seiiales, o gestos, la manera en la cual el votante debe votar; limitare mi asistencia a responder las preguntas del votante, leer propuestas en la boleia, nombrar
a los candidatos, y si @8 mencionado, su partido politico; prepararé la boleta del votante de acuerdo a sus instrucciones; y yo no 8oy el empleador del votante, un agente del empleadm
del votante, o un oficial o agente de un sindicato al cual el votante pertenecs.)

_ Instructions to Witness: You are serving as a witness for (name of voter). You must complete the section below if you witness the
~ mark of the voter, or if the voter cannot make a mark. If the voter cannot make a mark. check here . (Instrucciones al Testigo: Usted estd fungiendo como testigo para

(nombre del votante). Usted debe llenar la siguiente S6CT0N & abajo sl usted fue testigo de que el votante firmo, o de que el votants no
puede firmar. Sl el votante no puede firmar, marque sus iniciales aqul ____.

Instructions to Person Depositing Carrier Envelope In Mall or to Common or Contract Carrier: If you are assisting a voter by depositing the camier envelope in the mail or with a
common or contract carrier, you must compiete the section below. (Instrucclones a la Persona Quien Deposite el Sobre Oficlal en el Correo o Entregue al Transportista Piblico o
Comercis!: Si usted asistira al votante a depositar el sobre oficial en el correo o con un transportista publico o comercial, usted debe lienar la seccidn que aparece abajo.)

If you are an assistant or witness, check the appropriate box below and provide Information: (S! usted es un asistente o testigo, marque la casilla comrecta y proporcione su informacion):

o |\ parhaca £ Bmertos Rarba € Onriey I35/ G%K@

0 Winess/ e Signature (Firma) Printed Name (Nombre’impreso) Street Address (Domicilio residencial)
Teostigo—
q Asesmw
Asistonts
a m Signature (Firma) Printed Name (Nombre impreso) Stret Address (Pomicilio residenoial)
Completed by Early Voting Clerk: Name of Election (Nombre de Eleccién): PE[ mm mﬂ ﬂ,’f‘ 3 /009/337€ 3
Neme of Voter (Nombre del votants): é\v flfefo , \/I Cen *:Q Dete of Election (Fecha de El.eclon) ZX

N
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-6 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 1 of 4

AWS5-42

Prescribed by Secretary of State
Sec 87 0431, Texas Election Code
3/07

NOTICE OF REJECTED BALLOT

This is to serve as notice that your ballot for the Er (M aeX/| vg Election was rejected
by the early voting ballot board and was not counted.

Name of Voter FP(’CY ) (O £ ‘Dr s
VUID Number JO0SA31 326

Reason for Rejection: (Check As Appropriate)

1) Certificate on carrier envelope was not properly executed.

You failed to sign your signature or make your mark.

The witness failed to indicate on the envelope that you could not
make a mark.

The assistant or witness failed to print their name.

The assistant or witness failed to sign their name.

The residence address of the assistant or witness was not given.

/ 2) It was determined that the signature on the application for ballot by mail and
carrier envelope was not signed by the same person.

3) Application for ballot by mail did not state a legal ground for voting by mail.

4) Voter registration records indicated you did not have an effective registration
for this election.

5) Address to which ballot was mailed was not outside the county. Voting
early by mail due to expected absence from the county requires balloting
materials be mailed to an address outside the county.

6) The residence address on the statement of residence is not located in the
political subdivision conducting the election.

7 The mailing address on the application for ballot by mail did not match your
voter registration address nor did the mailing address match any addresses
provided on your statement of residence. Since you did not indicate on your
application for a ballot by mail that you were having your ballot mailed to a
hospital, retirement center, long term care facility, nursing home, jail, or a
relative, your ballot was rejected.

8) The statement of residence was not included in the carrier envelope.
9) No identitication was included with your mail ballot.
10) Other:

Exhibit 5
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-6 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 2 of 4

AW5-42

Prescribed by Secretary of State
Sec 870431, Texas Election Code
3/07

NOTICE OF REJECTED BALLOT

This is to serve as notice that your ballot for the _ E VYT % Election was rejected

by the early voting ballot board and was not counted.

. . (‘
Name of Voter M Grier (Apeerr ero
VUID Number (0091 221 S\

Reason for Rejection: (Check As Appropriate)

1) Certificate on carrier envelope was not properly executed.
___ You failed to sign your signature or make your mark.
The witness failed to indicate on the envelope that you could not
make a mark.
The assistant or witness failed to print their name.
The assistant or witness failed to sign their name.
The residence address of the assistant or witness was not given.
2) It was determined that the signature on the application for ballot by mail and
carrier envelope was not signed by the same person.

3) Application for ballot by mail did not state a legal ground for voting by mail.

4) Voter registration records indicated you did not have an effective registration
for this election.

S) Address to which ballot was mailed was not outside the county. Voting
early by mail due to expected absence from the county requires balloting
materials be mailed to an address outside the county.

6) The residence address on the statement of residence is not located in the
political subdivision conducting the election.

7) The mailing address on the application for ballot by mail did not match your
voter registration address nor did the mailing address match any addresses
provided on your statement of residence. Since you did not indicate on your
application for a ballot by mail that you were having your ballot mailed to a
hospital, retirement center, long term care facility, nursing home, jail, or a
relative, your ballot was rejected.

8) The statement of residence was not included in the carrier envelope.
9) No identification was included with your mail ballot.
10) Other:

Signature of Eary Voting Ballot Board Judge

3678

Exhibit 5
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-6 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 3 of 4

AWS5-42

Prescribed by Secretary of State
Sec 87.0431, Texas Election Code
3/07

NOTICE OF REJECTED BALLOT

- .
This is to serve as notice that your ballot for the i mer =\ Election was rejected
by the early voting ballot board and was not counted.

Name of Voter \ ‘\C(’f\“‘{ Q‘%YV@I@
VUID Number | OD g\ 3310 &

Reason for Rejection: (Check As Appropriate)

1) Certificate on carrier envelope was not properly executed.

You failed to sign your signature or make your mark.

The witness failed to indicate on the envelope that you could not
make a mark.

The assistant or witness failed to print their name.

The assistant or witness failed to sign their name.

The residence address of the assistant or witness was not given.

2) It was determined that the signature on the application for ballot by mail and
carrier envelope was not signed by the same person.

3) Application for ballot by mail did not state a legal ground for voting by mail.

4) Voter registration records indicated you did not have an effective registration
for this election.

5) Address to which ballot was mailed was not outside the county. Voting
early by mail due to expected absence from the county requires balloting
materials be mailed to an address outside the county.

6) The residence address on the statement of residence is not located in the
political subdivision conducting the election.

7) The mailing address on the application for ballot by mail did not match your
voter registration address nor did the mailing address match any addresses
provided on your statement of residence. Since you did not indicate on your
application for a ballot by mail that you were having your ballot mailed to a
hospital, retirement center, long term care facility, nursing home, jail, or a
relative, your ballot was rejected.

8) The statement of residence was not included in the carrier envelope.
9) No identification was included with your mail ballot.
10) Other:

Signature of£arly Voting Ballot Bdard Ju

3-475

Date
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-6 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 4 of 4

AWS5-42

Prescribed by Secretary of State
Sec 870431, Texas Election Code
3/07

NOTICE OF REJECTED BALLOT

This is to serve as notice that your ballot for the ?L . W\Lxrﬂ Election was rejected
by the early voting ballot board and was not counted.

Name of Voter A e \'\ [*N \\‘\ Oy Y \N\€ 2.
VUID Number /CO &L 3B /42 2

Reason for Rejection: (Check As Appropriate)

1) Certificate on carrier envelope was not properly executed.

You failed to sign your signature or make your mark.

The witness failed to indicate on the envelope that you could not
make a mark.

The assistant or witness failed to print their name.

The assistant or witness failed to sign their name.

The residence address of the assistant or witness was not given.

“/ 2) It was determined that the signature on the application for ballot by mail and

carrier envelope was not signed by the same person.
3) Application for ballot by mail did not state a legal ground for voting by mail.

4) Voter registration records indicated you did not have an effective registration
for this election.

5) Address to which ballot was mailed was not outside the county. Voting
early by mail due to expected absence from the county requires balloting
materials be mailed to an address outside the county.

6) The residence address on the statement of residence is not located in the
political subdivision conducting the election.

7) The mailing address on the application for ballot by mail did not match your
voter registration address nor did the mailing address match any addresses
provided on your statement of residence. Since you did not indicate on your
application for a ballot by mail that you were having your ballot mailed to a
hospital, retirement center, long term care facility, nursing home, jail, or a
relative, your ballot was rejected.

8) The statement of residence was not included in the carrier envelope.
9) No identification was included with your mail ballot.
10) Other:

Signature

475
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 1 of 19

381t DISTRICT COURT
TEXAS, TEXAS

)

LETICIA GARZA GALVAN and
MARTIE GARCIA VELA,

Plaintiffs,

V. Case. No. DC-18-189

N N N N N

ROLANDO PABLOS, in his official
capacity as Texas Secretary of State, and
ARMANDINA MARTINEZ, ALMA
GARCIA, ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 1,
ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 2,
YOLANDA MARTINEZ,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)

DECLARATION OF LINTON A. MOHAMMED

I, LINTON A. MOHAMMED, declare that:

1. | am a Forensic Document Examiner (“FDE”), certified by the American Board of
Forensic Document Examiners. | have been engaged in this matter on behalf of Plaintiffs. I
make this declaration based upon my personal knowledge unless otherwise specified.

l. QUALIFICATIONS

2. | am a U.S.-certified and internationally recognized FDE, and the focus of my
research and professional experience is on handwriting and signature identification and the
scientific approach to analyzing questioned signatures. | am, and since 1998 continuously have
been, certified by the American Board of Forensic Document Examiners (ABFDE), the
certifying board for FDEs in North America. | am also certified in document examination by the
Chartered Society of Forensic Sciences (United Kingdom). | specialize in the forensic science of

analyzing genuine, disguised, and simulated signatures.

Exhibit 12
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 2 of 19

3. | co-founded, and | am currently the principal at Forensic Science Consultants, Inc.,
where | conduct forensic document examination casework and research on handwriting and
signature identification as well as other forensic document examination (e.g., document
alterations, obliterations, indented impressions, or pages added or removed). | am also an
adjunct instructor at Oklahoma State University, where | teach graduate courses on the scientific
examination of questioned documents. | previously spent approximately fourteen years
conducting forensic document, handwriting, and signature examination and research at Forensic
Science Consultants, Inc. doing business as Rile, Hicks, & Mohammed and Associated
Document Examiners.

4. During and prior to my time with Associated Document Examiners, and for nearly
fourteen years, |1 worked as Forensic Document Examiner and Senior Document Examiner for
the San Diego Sherriff’s Department Regional Crime Laboratory. There I conducted
examinations of signatures and handwriting for cases investigated by San Diego County agencies
as well as by local police, state, and federal agencies. 1 also served as Technical Lead of the
Questioned Documents Section of the Regional Crime Laboratory, trained investigators and
attorneys, provided expert testimony, conducted research, and produced the Questioned
Documents Section Quality Manuals. Prior to that, | worked internationally as an FDE at the
Laboratory of the Government Chemist (England), Caribbean Institute of Forensic Investigations
Ltd. (West Indies), and Trinidad and Tobago Forensic Science Center (West Indies). In those
roles, | conducted forensic document examinations and testified in criminal and civil cases for
multiple police forces and other government agencies.

5. | am a Fellow of the Questioned Documents Section of the American Academy of

Forensic Sciences (AAFS), a member and diplomate of the Forensic Science Society, and a

Exhibit 12
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 3 of 19

member of the Canadian Society of Forensic Science. | served as the Chair of the AAFS
Questioned Documents Section from 2016-2018. | am an appointed member of the Academy
Standards Board, which was formed by the AAFS to develop documentary standards for the
forensic sciences. | served as a member of the National Institute of Standards and Technology’s
Expert Working Group on Human Facts in Handwriting Examination, the National Institute of
Standards and Technology Organization of Scientific Area Committees Physics/Pattern
Interpretation Scientific Area Committee, and the Scientific Working Group on Documents. |
have previously served as President, Vice President, Treasurer, and Director of the American
Society of Questioned Document Examiners (ASQDE).

6. | am also an editorial reviewer of forensic sciences and document examination
journals. In particular, I am an editorial review board member of the Journal of Forensic
Sciences, Journal of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, and Forensic
Science and Technology. | am also a guest reviewer for the following journals: Forensic Science
International, Science & Justice, Australian Journal of Forensic Science, Egyptian Journal of
Forensic Sciences, and IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics.

7. | have published thirteen articles on handwriting identification and forensic document
examination. Many of my articles focus on the analysis of genuine and forged signatures and
handwriting comparison. | co-authored a book in 2012 titled “The Neuroscience of Handwriting:
Applications for Forensic Document Examination,” which integrates research in the fields of
motor control, neuroscience, kinematics, and robotics to evaluate questioned signatures and
handwriting. In particular, the book sets forth, among other things, the scientific fundamentals of
motor control as relevant to handwriting; the impact of age, disease, and medication on

handwriting; and a quantitative approach to signature authentication, including kinematic and
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 4 of 19

laboratory analyses of genuine versus disguised versus forged signatures. | have also given
numerous presentations on signature examination worldwide, including in the United States,
Saudi Arabia, Australia, China, Canada, Brazil, Latvia, Turkey, and Poland. In 2012, | received
the American Board of Forensic Document Examiners’ New Horizon Award in recognition of
my “exceptional contributions in scientific research for the advancement of forensic document
examination.”

8. In addition, I have testified as an expert witness more than 100 times on issues of
signature, handwriting, and document examination in both civil and criminal cases, including
cases in the United States, England, Trinidad & Tobago, and St. Vincent. | have also written and
presented on robust empirical- and scientific-based expert witness testimony in the field of
document examination.

9. | received a Ph.D. from La Trobe University in Melbourne, Australia in human
biosciences, where I wrote my thesis on signature identification: “Elucidating static and dynamic
features to discriminate between signature disguise and signature forgery behavior.” Prior to
that, | received my undergraduate degree in science at the University of West Indies; underwent
a two-year training program in document examination at the Trinidad and Tobago Forensic
Science Center; and received a master’s degree in forensic sciences at National University in San
Diego, California.

10. My curriculum vitae is attached as Exhibit 1. | am being compensated at a rate of
$350.00 per hour. My compensation in this matter is not in any way contingent on the content of

my opinion or the outcome of this matter.
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 5 of 19

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

BACKGROUND
Based on my review of the Complaint in this lawsuit, | understand Texas election law
requires local election officials to reject an absentee ballot if “neither the voter's
signature on the ballot application nor the signature on the carrier envelope certificate is
determined to have been executed by a person other than the voter, unless signed by a
witness . See Election Code 87.041.

“In making the determination under Subsection (b)(2), the board may also compare the
signatures with any two or more signatures of the voter made within the preceding six
years and on file with the county clerk or voter registrar to determine whether the
signatures are those of the voter”. Election Code 87.041 Subsection (b)(2).

“In making the determination under Subsection (b)(2) for a ballot cast under Chapter 101
or 105, the board shall compare the signature on the carrier envelope or signature cover
sheet with the signature of the voter on the federal postcard application.”

As per Election Code 87.027 a Signature Verification Committee may be appointed.

“(a) Except as provided by Subsection (a-1), a signature verification committee may be
appointed in any election. The early voting clerk is the authority responsible for
determining whether a signature verification committee is to be appointed. If the clerk
determines that a committee is to be appointed, the clerk shall issue a written order
calling for the appointment.”

“(a-1) A signature verification committee shall be appointed in the general election

for state and county officers on submission to the early voting clerk of a written request for the

committee by at least 15 registered voters of the county. The request must be submitted not later
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Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-7 Filed on 11/30/18 in TXSD Page 6 of 19

than the preceding October 1, and a request submitted by mail is considered to be submitted at
the time of its receipt by the clerk.”

16.  This statute requires election officials from the Early Voting Ballot Board (EVBB) to
reject absentee ballots which, in their judgment, appear to contain signatures on the absentee
ballot affidavit envelope that differ from the signatures on the absentee ballot application.

17. Under statute 87.0431, when an election official rejects an absentee ballot under this
statute, the voter is required to be notified within ten days after election day of the reason for the
rejection.

18. | understand that elections officials are lay individuals, meaning that they are not
required to have any training, certification, or experience in document examination or signature
comparison.

19. I understand that there are no meaningful formalized statewide standards or
procedures for officials to evaluate whether the carrier envelope signature matches the signature
used to apply for the mail ballot. To be eligible for appointment to the EVBB, a person must
meet the requirements for eligibility for service as a presiding election judge, except that the
appointee must be a qualified voter of the territory served by the early voting clerk, and is not
required to be a qualified voter of any other particular territory.

20. (i) The signature verification committee shall compare the signature on each carrier
envelope certificate, except those signed for a voter by a witness, with the signature on the
voter's ballot application to determine whether the signatures are those of the voter. The
committee may also compare the signatures with any two or more signatures of the voter made
within the preceding six years and on file with the county clerk or voter registrar to determine

whether the signatures are those of the voter. Except as provided by Subsection (1), a
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determination under this subsection that the signatures are not those of the voter must be made
by a majority vote of the committee's membership. The committee shall place the jacket
envelopes, carrier envelopes, and applications of voters whose signatures are not those of the
voter in separate containers from those of voters whose signatures are those of the voter. The
committee chair shall deliver the sorted materials to the early voting ballot board at the time
specified by the board's presiding judge.

21. 87.027 (j). If a signature verification committee is appointed, the early voting ballot board
shall follow the same procedure for accepting the early voting ballots voted by mail as in an
election without a signature verification committee, except that the board may not determine
whether a voter's signatures on the carrier envelope certificate and ballot application are those of
the same person if the committee has determined that the signatures are those of the same person.
If the committee has determined that the signatures are not those of the same person, the board
may make a determination that the signatures are those of the same person by a majority vote of
the board's membership.

22.87.041. (b) A ballot may be accepted only if:

“(2) neither the voter's signature on the ballot application nor the signature on the carrier
envelope certificate is determined to have been executed by a person other than the voter,

unless signed by a witness;”

23. (e) In making the determination under Subsection (b)(2), the board may also compare the
signatures with any two or more signatures of the voter made within the preceding six
years and on file with the county clerk or voter registrar to determine whether the

signatures are those of the voter.
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24. Election Code 87.041(b)(2) states that a ballot may only be accepted if, ““ neither the
voter's signature on the ballot application nor the signature on the carrier envelope
certificate is determined to have been executed by a person other than the voter, unless
signed by a witness;” It does not set forth standards or guidelines for making this
determination.

25. | was retained by Plaintiffs to determine existing flaws, if any, in the procedures and
techniques of the Texas signature-verification process for absentee ballots as set forth in Texas
elections laws.

26. In reaching my conclusions, | reviewed (i) Texas Election Code Chapter 87, and (i)
Plaintiffs’ Original Petition And Motion To Consolidate.

27.  Asdiscovery is ongoing and documents continue to be exchanged as part of this
process, | reserve the right to supplement my opinions if and when new information becomes
available during the course of this litigation.

1. SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

28.  The Texas signature match requirement, and related guidance, does not set forth
functional standards for determining when an absentee ballot application and envelope affidavit
are not signed by the same person.

29.  Texas also does not require elections officials to have any training in signature
examination, and does not require elections officials be provided examination equipment. Based
on my experience and my review of the academic literature, it is my opinion that in these
circumstances, elections officials are likely to make erroneous signature-comparison

determinations.
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30. Determining whether a signature is genuine is a difficult task for even a trained FDE,
as signatures are written in different styles with varying levels of readability and variability. And
laypersons have a significantly higher rate of error in determining whether signatures are
genuine. Laypersons are also more likely to wrongly determine that authentic signatures are not
genuine than to make the opposite error. In other words, lay elections officials are more likely
than trained examiners to make an incorrect signature-comparison determination and are
particularly likely to incorrectly decide that the signatures do not “compare.”

31. In my opinion, this high rate of error among laypersons generally results from an
incorrect determination that “variations” between one individual’s signatures are instead
“differences” between multiple individuals’ signatures. An individual’s signatures may vary for
myriad reasons, including age, health, native language, and writing conditions. Laypersons’
failure to properly account for signature variability leads to erroneous inauthenticity
determinations, which are particularly pronounced in populations with greater signature
variability, such as elderly, disabled, ill, and non-native English signatories.

32.  These signature-determination errors are further compounded for elections officials
with diminished eyesight or “form blindness” (a type of impairment in visual perception defined
below)—both of which impact an individual’s ability to make accurate handwriting authenticity
determinations. While FDEs are screened for these traits, elections officials are not required to
undergo such a screening.

33. Nor does Texas require that election officials compare more than two signatures or
spend a minimal amount of time in making a signature determination. These omissions are
likely to lead to additional erroneous determinations. At a minimum, ten signature samples are

required for an accurate signature determination to account for an individual’s signature
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variability, but Texas only requires elections officials to compare ballot-envelope affidavit
signatures to one sample. Further, elections officials are likely to have insufficient time to make
accurate signature determinations.

34. In sum, it is my opinion that that the TEC 87.027 (i), (j) requirements that lay
persons, without training or standards, reject ballots with envelope signatures they deem non-
genuine will result in a significant number of erroneous ballot rejections.

V. ANALYSIS AND OPINIONS
A. Lay Individuals Are Likely to Make Erroneous Signature Comparison

Determinations.

35. Lay individuals are highly likely to make mistakes in making signature-comparison
determinations and are particularly likely to conclude that signatures do not compare when they
are in fact written by the same individual.

36. Determining whether signatures are made by the same individual or by different
individuals requires a reviewer to determine whether a feature or combination of features in
signatures are “differences” or “variations.” In the field of signature examination, unexplainable
“differences” between signatures mean that different individuals wrote the signatures; whereas
“variations” between signatures mean that one individual wrote the signatures. Determining
whether signature features are “differences” or “variations” is one of the most difficult
determinations in forensic signature examination.

37.  To reliably make such a judgment requires, at a minimum:

e Extensive training with different types of signatures: Becoming an FDE requires at least

two, generally three, years of full-time training with an experienced examiner, with at

least eighteen months of training in the examination of signatures and handwriting. FDEs

10
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learn the science of signature examination, gain experience in casework, and are tested
for proficiency.

e Adequate magnification and lighting equipment.

e Excellent eyesight.

e Adequate time: Insufficient time examining signatures is conducive to making errors.
For example, Merlino, et al. (2014),* found that FDEs spent more time looking at the
questioned and known signatures than laypersons and were more accurate in the

evaluation of the genuineness of signatures.

Without these elements, lay individuals are likely to mistake legitimate and expected
“variations” between one individual’s signatures for “differences” in signatures between two
individuals and conclude, incorrectly, that someone other than the registered voter signed a ballot
envelope.

38. In fact, signature verification is inherently difficult, even for a trained FDE. For one,
signatures are written in three different styles:

e Text-based: Nearly all of the letters can be interpreted.

e Mixed: More than two, but not all, letters can be interpreted.

e Stylized: No letters can be interpreted.
These signature styles exhibit significantly different characteristics that impact a determination
of whether signatures are genuine. For example, kinematic features of signatures, such as size,
velocity, changes of acceleration, and pen pressure are important in determining whether a

signature is genuine. Yet these kinematic features vary between the same individual’s

1 Merlino, M., Freeman, T., Dahis, V., Springer, V., et al. (2014). Validity, Accuracy, Reliability,
and Bias in Forensic Signature Identification. NIJ Award Number: 2010-DN-BX-K271.
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signatures, with the degree of variations often dependent on the signature style. The kinematic
features of stylized signatures, for example, vary more significantly than the kinematic features
of text-based signatures. These variations impact a reviewer’s ability to determine whether a
signature is genuine and would likely cause a lay person to decide that signatures exhibit
“differences” when the changes in features are simply “variations.”

39. In addition, to determine whether signatures are made by the same individual, a
reviewer should focus on holistic features of signatures, such as alignment, slant, pen lifts,
rhythm, the size of writing, the slope or slant of the letters, or other characteristics that are
diagnostic of the process used to create signatures. These features are subtle, and a writer is
usually unaware of the features, as they are excited via the writer’s subconscious motor program.
These subtle features are significant as evidence of genuineness because they occur in naturally
occurring handwriting. Lay persons, however, often focus instead on more eye-catching features
in evaluating signatures. For example, an eye-tracking study on signature examination
conducted by Merlino, et al. found that “. . . lay participants focused to a greater extent on
individual features such as arches, eyelets, hooks, shoulders, connections, troughs, or other
individual features” that catch the eye, and “appear[ed] less likely to use holistic features.” But
focusing on these eye-catching features is problematic because these are also the features that a
simulator will try to capture. Properly utilizing the subtle, holistic features of signatures to
determine genuineness, however, requires both training and adequate time for review.

40.  Further, an individual’s signatures may vary for myriad reasons, and to properly
determine whether signatures are written by the same individual, one must know why features of

the same individual’s signatures may visually appear different. In one of the leading textbooks
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on handwriting examination, authors Roy Huber & A.M. Headrick? identified twenty reasons an
individual’s signatures many vary:

e Adequacy of standards—inadequate standards in terms of quantity and
contemporaneousness will not be representative of the writer’s range of variation.
Variations may therefore be interpreted as differences.

e Accidental occurrences—i.e., these are one-off variations that will not appear in the
specimen signatures. Misinterpretation may lead to a decision of difference versus
variation.

e Alternative styles—i.e., some writers have alternate signatures styles. This may not
be represented in the specimens.

e Ambidexterity.

e Carelessness or negligence.

e Changes in the health condition of writer.

e Changes in the physical condition of writer—e.g., fractures, fatigue, or weakness may
alter features of an individual’s signature.

e Changes in the mental condition or state of the writer.

e Concentration on the act of writing.

e Disguise or deliberate change.

e Drugs or alcohol.

e Influence of medications.

Intentional change for later denial.

2 Huber, R. A. & Headrick, A.M. (1999). Handwriting Identification: Facts and Fundamentals.
CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
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e Nervous tension.

e Natural variations—i.e., inherent variation as a result of differences in neuro-
muscular coordination.

e Writing conditions—e.g., the individual’s place or circumstances, such as in a
moving vehicle or at a stationary table.

e Writing instrument—e.g., a pen versus a stylus.

e Writing position—e.g., the individual’s stance.

e Writing surface—e.g., paper versus electronic screen.

e Writing under stress.

Examiners must consider each of these reasons in determining whether a feature is “different”
between two signatures or whether the feature is simply a “variation” from the same writer. A
lay individual will not have the knowledge, training, and experience to properly account for these
factors.

41. In addition, the signatures of poorly educated writers, writers for whom English is a
second language, elderly writers, disabled writers (discussed in more detail below), and ill
writers are more likely to exhibit wide ranges of variation. For instance, a writer who first
learned to write in a non-Latin-based script, such as Chinese, will naturally show more variation
when signing a document in English than a native writer. Likewise, where the voter’s native
script is written right to left, such as Urdu, the voter’s signature may also be more likely to show
variations in letter slanting. Qualified, experienced experts in the area of signature verification
would know and account for these factors in evaluating signatures; lay people, even if put

through a short training session, are unlikely to be able to accurately account for these
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differences, particularly in an expedient time frame or when only one or a few samples are
available for comparison.

42. Laypersons also may have an issue called “form blindness” that impacts their ability
to make consistently correct determinations as to the genuineness of a signature. Form blindness
is defined by Byrd and Bertram as “a combined physical and mental fault, an imperfection in the
brain which causes the inability to interpret and correctly store what is actually focused on the
human retina.” 3 Form blindness affects “the ability to see minute differences in angles, forms,
and sizes.”* Most ophthalmologists agree that form perception is not an eye problem but rather
a translational problem. Therefore, in most cases, form blindness goes undetected.® Form
blindness, however, diminishes a reviewer’s ability to make accurate determinations of a
signature’s genuineness. In Questioned Document Problems, considered an authoritative text in
document examination, Albert S. Osborn reviews the effects of form blindness and concludes
that “[i]n disputed document cases . . . difficult problems should not be submitted to untrained
jurors, or judges, who are even only partially [form] blind.® Osborn’s conclusion is further
supported by a study with latent print (fingerprint) examiners, which showed that examiners who
exhibited form blindness were significantly less likely to make accurate fingerprint comparisons.
Signature comparison, like fingerprint comparison, is inherently reliant on the ability of the

examiner to observe and retain fine details; thus, a reviewer who is form blind will be

3 Byrd, J. & Bertram, D. (2003). Form-blindness. J. Forensic Identification 53 (3).

4 Bertram, Dean James, “Form Blindness Testing: Assessing the Ability to Perform Latent Print
Examination by Traditional Versus Nontraditional Students” (2009). Dissertations. 996

http://aquilausm.edu/dissertations/996.
°1d.

6 Osborn, A.S. (1991). Questioned Document Problems 2" Ed., Chapter XXIV Montclair, New
Jersey Patterson Smith.
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particularly likely to make egregious errors in calling a signature genuine or non-genuine. But
while FDEs must pass a form blindness test before being trained in handwriting identification,
Texas requires no such test for elections officials. There is thus a risk that some elections
officials have form blindness and are particularly prone to making erroneous signature
determinations.

43. Ultimately, laypersons make significantly more errors in determining the genuineness
of signatures than FDEs. The most pronounced difference is in so-called Type Il error rates, in
which authentic signatures are declared non-genuine. In a 2001 study comparing the error rates
of FDEs with the error rates of laypersons in comparing six genuine signatures with six non-
genuine signatures, laypersons made Type Il errors in 26.1% of cases while trained signature
FDEs made such errors in 7.05% of cases.” That means that laypersons are more than 3 % times
more likely to declare an authentic signature non-genuine—which, in the case of absentee ballot
signatures, would mean that elections officials would reject more than 3 ¥ times the number of
ballots than FDEs.

44.  This study also found that laypersons are much more likely to make these Type Il
errors than Type | errors (Type | meaning an incorrect determination that non-genuine signatures
are authentic), although laypersons are still substantially more likely to make Type | errors than
trained FDEs (laypersons made Type | errors in 6.47% of cases while trained FDEs made such
errors in 0.49% of cases).® A Type Il error is considered among FDES as being more egregious
than a Type | error for signature verification and would mean in Texas’s absentee balloting

system that a genuine signature is called non-genuine, and the voter’s ballot rejected incorrectly.

" Kam M., Gummadidala K., Fielding G., Conn R. (2001). Signature authentication by forensic
document examiners. J. Forensic Sci., 46 (4):884-888.

81d.
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45.  Similarly, a study conducted in Australia found that FDEs were statistically better
than laypersons in determining genuineness or non-genuineness. The FDE group had a 3.4%
error rate while the laypersons had a 19.3% error rate.® It must be noted that these error rates
occurred when adequate signature samples and examination time were available. It can safely be
assumed that the error rate will rise when inadequate comparison samples and time are available
to the screener.

46. It must be also noted that laypersons are all the more likely to incorrectly find
authentic signatures of poorly educated writers, writers for whom English is a second language,
elderly writers, disabled writers, and ill writers to be non-genuine. The increased variations in
the signatures of these groups only compound laypersons’ tendencies to err on the side of
incorrectly finding authentic signatures to be non-genuine.

B. Even Trained Forensic Document Examiners Are Likely to Make Erroneous

Signature Comparison Determinations Under Texas’s Standards for Examining

Absentee Ballots.

47. Even for trained FDES, Texas’s absentee ballot signature comparisons are prone to
erroneous determinations due to the limited number of comparison signatures, and the lack of
proper equipment.

48. Normally, FDEs require at least 10 specimen signatures for comparison with a
questioned signature, and often more if issues such as age or illness are involved. These
specimens are required to adequately determine the range of variation of the writer and properly
account for the reasons for variation within an individual’s signatures discussed above. Indeed,

nobody signs the same way twice: no two complex, skillfully written, genuine signatures of one

% Sita, J., Found, B., & Rogers, D. (2002). Forensic handwriting examiners expertise for
signature comparison. J. Forensic Sci. 47(5).
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writer have ever been found to be exactly alike at the microscopic level. This is so because
signatures are the product of a motor program developed in the brain after practice and then
executed with neuro-muscular coordination, and many factors can influence an individual’s
motor program and neuro-muscular coordination, including the factors discussed above.
Inadequacy of standards is cited as a source of error by Huber & Headrick.!® Inadequate
standards means that the writer’s range of variation is not represented fully. Features observed in
the questioned signature(s) may not be observed in the inadequate specimens. This may lead to
an erroneous interpretation of a feature as a difference (two writers) or variation (one writer).
Elections officials, however, are required to compare the ballot-envelope signature with only the
absentee ballot application signature.

49, Finally, as discussed above, Texas law does not require elections officials be provided
proper equipment, such as magnification and lighting equipment. Without this equipment, even
a well-trained eye may make errors in a signature authenticity determination.

50. For the reasons stated herein, it is my professional opinion that Texas election
officials are likely to make erroneous determinations of whether ballot-envelope affidavit
signatures compare to absentee ballot application signatures, and, in particular, determine that
authentic signatures are not genuine. These erroneous determinations result from an inherent
difficulty in making reliable forensic signature determinations, a system in which inadequate
comparison signatures and equipment are available, and an inability of untrained laypersons to
distinguish between signature variations of one individual and signature difference between

multiple individuals. In this context, an incorrect signature determination can lead to voters’

10 Huber, R.A. & Headrick, A.M. (1999). Handwriting Identification: Facts and Fundamentals.
CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.
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ballots being rejected even though the signature on the application was written by the same
individual who signed the absentee ballot affidavit envelope.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed at g(/(_ "/’ P\j Ame C/4- on this Z day of September, 2018.

Linton Mohammed(Ph.D., D-ABFDE
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Forensic Science Consultants, Inc.

433 Airport Boulevard, Suite 406 Linton A. Mohammed, Ph.D.
Burlingame, CA 94010-2017 Forensic Document Examiner

i Diplomate: American Board of Forensic Document Examiners
Tel: 650'548';652 Diploma in Document Examination - Forensic Science Society (England)
lamgde@gmail.com American Society of Questioned Document Examiners
www.gdexams.com (Member &Past-President)

American Academy of Forensic Sciences (Fellow)

Linton A. Mohammed
CURRICULUM VITAE

WORK EXPERIENCE

Forensic Science Consultants, Inc., 01/2012 - present

San Francisco, CA

Duties: Forensic Document Examination, expert testimony; research;
management.

dba Rile, Hicks, & Mohammed, Forensic Document Examiners,
10/2010 - 01/2012

Long Beach, CA; San Francisco, CA

Duties: Forensic Document Examination, expert testimony; research;
management.

dba Associated Document Examiners, 10/1997 — 09/2010
[with approval of San Diego County Sheriff's Department]
San Diego, CA

Duties: Forensic Document Examination, expert

testimony; research; management.

San Diego County Sheriff’s Department Regional Crime Laboratory, 08/1996 —
10/2010

San Diego, CA

Senior Forensic Document Examiner, (2002 —2010)

Forensic Document Examiner, (1996 — 2002)

Duties:

Conducted examinations in the most complex cases involving: signatures,
handwriting, typewriting, machine printing, commercial printing, photocopies, hand
stamps, ink, paper, indented impressions, binding materials; restoration and
decipherment of alterations, erasures, and obliterations.

Technical Lead - Questioned Documents Section.

Provided training and mentorship for junior examiners. Principal trainer in Forensic
Document Examination for Marie Durina (07/2003- 08/2006) and Brenda Lanners
(10/2009- 09/2010).

Provided training for investigators and attorneys.

Provided expert testimony in courts of law.
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Conducted research, presented results at forensic science conferences, and
published in peer-reviewed journals.

Produced and maintained the Questioned Documents Section Quality Manuals.
Oversaw the Questioned Documents Section’s ASCLD-LAB accreditation status.
Acted as an Audit Team Captain or part of audit teams as per the Laboratory’s
ASCLD-LAB accreditation protocols.

Participated in proficiency testing.

Laboratory of the Government Chemist, 07/1993 — 07/1996
Teddington, Middlesex, England
Forensic Document Examiner

Caribbean Institute of Forensic Investigations Ltd., 06/1992 — 07/1993
Forensic Document Examiner
Trinidad, West Indies

Trinidad and Tobago Forensic Science Center, 01/1989 — 06/1992
Forensic Document Examiner; Safety Officer
Trinidad, West Indies

Trinidad and Tobago Forensic Science Center, 12/1986 — 12/1988

Chemist 1

Two-year full-time training program in Document Examination. (December 1986-
December 1988) at the Trinidad and Tobago Forensic Science Center, Port of Spain,
Trinidad. Mr. Robert Fawcett (Staff Sergeant [retired], Royal Canadian Mounted
Police) conducted the training, which included the examination of: signatures,
handwriting, typewriting, machine printing, commercial printing, photocopies, hand
stamps, ink, paper, indented impressions, binding materials; restoration of alterations,
erasures, and obliterations, photography, and court testimony.

EDUCATION

Ph.D. (Human Biosciences)

La Trobe University, Melbourne, Australia, 2012 Thesis: “Elucidating spatial
and dynamic features to discriminate between signature disguise and
signature forgery behavior”

Supervisors: Assoc. Prof. Doug Rogers and Dr. Bryan Found

Master of Forensic Sciences
National University, San Diego, CA, 2005

Bachelor of Science (General) [Honors]
University of the West Indies, St. Augustine, Trinidad & Tobago, 1984
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CURRICULUM VITAE — LINTON A. MOHAMMED

TEACHING EXPERIENCE

Oklahoma State University, 2006 —present:

Adjunct Instructor,

Master of Forensic Sciences Administration and Graduate Certificate in Questioned
Documents (online programs)

o Graduate course: Historical Aspects of Questioned Documents (4 hours per
week during a semester)
o Graduate course: Technical Aspects of Questioned Documents (4 hours per

week during a semester).
PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATIONS

" Certificate of Qualification in Forensic Document Examination (No. 298)
American Board of Forensic Document Examiners, Inc., 1998 (re-certified
every 5 years since 1998 to present).

. Diploma in Document Examination
Chartered Society of Forensic Sciences, 1996
(re-certified every 5 years since 1996 to present).

TESTIMONY EXPERIENCE

Testified over 100 times as an expert witness in Forensic Document Examination in
USA (Federal & State courts, depositions), England (High Court & Magistrates’ Court),
and the Caribbean (High Court & Magistrates’ Court).

AWARDS

New Horizon Award — American Board of Forensic Document Examiners, Inc., 2012.
(In Recognition of Exceptional Contributions in Scientific Research for the Advancement
of Forensic Document Examination).

PUBLICATIONS
Book

Caligiuri, M. & Mohammed, L. The Neuroscience of Handwriting: Applications for
Forensic Document Examination. Taylor & Francis: Boca Raton, 2012.

Papers

1. Caligiuri, M., Mohammed, L., Lanners, B., Hunter. G. (2018). Kinematic
Validation of FDE Determinations about writership in handwriting
examination: A preliminary study. Journal of the American Society of
Questioned Document Examiners, Vol, 21, No. 1.
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2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Mohammed, L., Found, B., Caligiuri, M., Rogers, D. (2015). Dynamic
Characteristics of Signatures: Effects of Writer Style on Genuine and
Simulated Signatures. Journal of Forensic Sciences, January 2015, Vol. 60,
No.1.

Mohammed L.A. (2013). History of the Forensic Examination of Documents.
In: Siegel JA and Saukko PJ (eds.) Encyclopedia of Forensic Sciences,
Second Edition, pp. 386-390. Waltham: Academic Press.

Caligiuri, M., Mohammed, L., Found, B., & Rogers, D. (2012). Nonadherenceto
the Isochrony Principle in Forged Signatures. Forensic Science International
223 (2012) 228-232.

Mohammed, L., Found, B., Caligiuri, M., Rogers, D. (2011). The Dynamic
Character of Disguise Behavior for Text-Based, Mixed, and Stylized
Signatures. J Forensic Sci, January 2011, Vol. 56, No. S1 pp. S136-141).

Mohammed, L., Ostrum, B. (2010). Using Adobe Photomerge ™ for
Demonstrative Evidence, Journal of the American Society of
Questioned Document Examiners, Vol. 13, No. 1.

Mohammed, L.A. (2009). Alterations, Erasures, and Obliterations of
Documents, in Wiley Encyclopedia of Forensic Science, Jamieson, A.,
Moenssens, A. (eds). John Wiley & Sons Ltd., Chichester, UK, pp. 128-134.

Mohammed, L., Found, B., Rogers, D. (2008). Frequency of Signature Styles
in San Diego County — Journal of the American Society of Questioned
Document Examiners, Vol. 11 (1).

Mohammed, L., Richards, G. (2006). Thinking Outside the Box — Journal ofthe
American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Vol. 9 (2).

Mohammed, L., Jenkinson, G. (2002). Association of counterfeit documents to
a printing plate by means of half tone dots — Journal of the American Society of
Questioned Document Examiners, Vol. 5 (1).

Mohammed, L. (1999). Write-On™: A new tool for handwriting comparison -
Journal of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Vol. 2

().

Mohammed, L. (1999). An evaluation of documents produced by a high-
speed, high-volume scanning process - Forensic Science Communications,
Vol. 1 (3).

Mohammed, L. (1998). Sequencing writing impressions and laser printing or

ink- jet printing using the ESDA - Journal of the American Society of
Questioned Document Examiners, Vol. 1 (1).
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14. Mohammed, L. (1993). Signature disguise in Trinidad and Tobago - Journal
of the Forensic Science Society, Vol. 33 (1).

PRESENTATIONS

Workshops

The Forensic Examination of Original and Copied Signatures
o Presented at The Midwestern Association of Forensic Sciences
Conference, Cincinnati, OH 2017

" Likelihood Approach and Document Examination: What For?
o Co-presented with Liv Cadola and Tobin Tanaka at the 215t Triennial
Meeting of the International Association of Forensic Sciences, Toronto,
Canada 2017

. The Examination of Skillfully Simulated Arabic Signatures
o Presented at the 2" Saudi International Conference on Forensic
Medicine and Sciences, Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia 2017

" The Forensic Examination of Genuine, Disguised, and Simulated
Signatures with an Introduction to Kinematics of Handwriting
o Presented at the Midwestern Association of Forensic Sciences 2016
Conference, Branson, MO.

. Genuine, Disguised, and Simulated Signatures; Kinematics of
Handwriting; Formal and Informal Signatures
o Co-presented with Lloyd Cunningham at the Australasian Society of
Forensic Document Examiners, Inc., Sydney, Australia 2016.

. Document Examination in the USA
o 2-day seminar presented at the Institute of Forensic Science Seminar,
Beijing, China 2015.

. Are Fountain Pens Back in Vogue? Characteristics of Fountain Pen Writing and
Aqueous Ink Analysis
o Co-presented with Lloyd Cunningham, Dr. Valery Aginsky, & William J.
Flynn at the 73" Annual Meeting of the American Society of Questioned
Document Examiners, Toronto, Canada 2015.

The Forensic Examination of Genuine, Disguised, and Simulated Signatures —
with an introduction to the Neuroscience and Kinematics of Handwriting (2
days)
o 2-day workshop conducted at the Il Brazilian Symposium on

Forensic Science, Brazilia, Brazil 2015.
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. The Examination of Skillfully Simulated Signatures
o Presented at the 67" Annual Meeting of the American Academy of
Forensic Sciences, Orlando, FL, 2015.
o Presented at Canada Border Services Forensic Laboratory, Ottawa,
Canada, 2015.

. Skillful Freehand Signature Simulation - co-presented with Lloyd Cunningham
at the Joint Meeting of the American Society of Questioned Documents
Examiners, Inc. & the Australasian Society of Forensic Document Examiners,
Inc., Honolulu, HI, 2014.

" Skillfully Simulated Signatures (1/2 day) — presented at the European
Network of Forensic Handwriting Examiners (ENFHEX) meeting, Riga,
Latvia, 2013.

" Signature Examination of Healthy and Impaired Writers (1 day) - co-
presented with Prof. Michael Caligiuri, UCSD, at the American Academy of
Forensic Sciences Annual Conference, Washington DC, 2013.

" Neural Bases and Characteristics of Signature Formation in Writers with
Dementia (1/2 day)
o Co-presented with Prof. Michael Caligiuri, UCSD, at the 70" Annual
General Meeting of the American Society of Questioned Document
Examiners, Charleston, SC, 2012.

. Signature Examination - Translating Basic Science into Practice (1 day)
o Co-presented with Prof. Michael Caligiuri, UCSD at the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences Annual Conference,
Seattle, WA, 2010.

o Co-presented with Prof. Michael Caligiuri, UCSD at the American Society
of Questioned Document Examiners 68" Annual General Meeting, Victoria,
BC, Canada, 2010.

Genuine, Disguised, and Forged Signatures (1/2 day)
o Presented at the 1st Eurasian Congress on Forensic Sciences, Istanbul,
Turkey, 2008.

o Presented at the Victoria Forensic Science Centre, Melbourne,
Australia, 2008.

o Presented at the European Network of Forensic Handwriting
Experts (ENFHEX) Meeting, Krakow, Poland, 2009.
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Papers

1. Fuglsby, C., Saunders, C., Ommen, D., Caligiuri, M., Mohammed, L., Buscaglia,
J. (2018). FDE Conclusion Scales: Reverend Bayes or Professor Kirk?
Presented at the 76" Annual Conference of the American Society of Questioned
Document Examiners, Park City, UT.

2. McClary, C., Mohammed, L., Caligiuri, M. (2018). An Analysis of Forensic
Document Examiner (FDE) Aptitude in Determining Velocity Rates of Strokes.
Presented at the American Academy of Forensic Sciences Conference, Seattle,
WA.

3. Fuglsby, C., Mohammed, L., Buscaglia, J., Saunders, C. (2018). Sufficiency and
Complexity Factors in Handwriting Examination. Presented at the Impression,
Pattern, & Trace Evidence Symposium, Washington, DC.

4. Caliguiri, M., Mohammed, L. (2018). Error Rates in Handwriting Examination.
Presented at the CSAFE Error Rates Symposium, Arlington, VA.

5. Caligiuri, M., Mohammed, L., Lanners, B. & Hunter G. (2017). Kinematic
Validation of FDE Determinations About Authorship in Handwriting Examination.
Presented at the 75" Annual Conference of the American Society of Questioned
Document Examiners, San Diego, CA.

6. Mohammed, L. (2017). The Kinematics of Signatures and Handwriting.
Presented at the 2"d Saudi International Conference on Forensic Medicine and
Sciences, Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

7. Domitrovich, S. Judge, Seaman Kelly, J., Mohammed, L. (2017). A Review of
the Almeciga V. Center for Investigative Reporting, Inc. Decision: Analysis and
Counter-Analysis. Presented at the American Academy of Forensic Science
Conference, New Orleans, LA.

8. Mohammed, L. (2016). Document Examination — not just handwriting. Presented
to the Young Forensic Scientists Forum, American Academy of Forensic Science
Conference, Las Vegas, NV.

9. Mohammed, L. (2014). Kinematic approach to signature analysis. Presented
at the 3'. International Workshop on Automated Forensic Handwriting
Analysis, Honolulu, HI.

10. Mohammed, L. (2013). Handwriting stroke kinematics. Presented at the
Measurement Science and Standards in Forensic Handwriting Analysis
conference, NIST, Gaithersburg, MD.

11. Mohammed, L., Found, B., Caligiuri, M., Rogers, D. (2012). Dynamics of stroke
direction in genuine and forged signatures. Presented at the American Academy of
Forensic Sciences Conference, Atlanta, GA.
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12. Mohammed, L., Found, B., Caligiuri, M., Rogers, D. (2009). Pen pressure as a
discriminating feature between genuine and forged signatures — Presented at
the International Graphonomics Society Conference, Dijon, France.

13. Mohammed, L., Found, B., Caligiuri, M, Rogers, D. (2009). Can dynamic features
be used to discriminate between genuine, auto-Simulated, and simulated
signatures? - Presented at the 61st Annual Conference of the American Academy
of Forensic Sciences, Denver, CO.

14. Mohammed, L. (2008). Judicial challenges to expert witness testimony in the USA:
The Daubert Trilogy -Presented at the 1st. Eurasian Congress on Forensic
Sciences, Istanbul, Turkey.

15. Mohammed, L., Found, B., Rogers, D. (2008). Genuine and disguised signatures
— An empirical approach - Presented at the 60th Annual Conference ofthe
American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Washington, DC.

16. Mohammed, L., Williams, D. (2006). Preparing demonstrative charts with the use of
Adobe Photomerge® - Poster presentation, American Academy of Forensic
Sciences, Seattle, WA.

17. Mohammed, L. (2005). The Edge of Light™ Scanner - Presented at the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences Conference, New Orleans, LA.

18. Mohammed, L. (2003). Daubert and documents — Presented at the California
Association of Criminalists Fall Conference, San Diego, CA.

19. Mohammed, L. (2003). A standardized training program for Forensic Document
Examiners — A proposal- Presented at the 615 Annual Conference of the
American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Baltimore, MD.

20. Mohammed, L. (2001). Demonstrative evidence and multi-media technology -
Presented at the 59" Annual Conference of the American Society of Questioned
Document Examiners, Des Moines, IA.

21. Mohammed, L., Buglio, J., Shafer, A. (2000). The influence of paper onthe
performance of the VSC-2000 spectrometer - Presented at the 58" Annual
Conference of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners,
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada.

22. Mohammed, L., Buglio, J. (2000). The Association of Forensic Document
Examiners - Prepared for the 58" Annual Conference of the American Society of
Questioned Document Examiners, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada.

23. Mohammed, L. (1992). Cocaine and handwriting - presented at the 50" Annual
Conference of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners,
Milwaukee, WI.
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24. Mohammed, L. (1991). Signature disguise in Trinidad and Tobago - presented at
the 49™" Annual Conference of the American Society of Questioned Document
Examiners, Orlando, FL.

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

= American Society of Questioned Document Examiners
President, 2010 — 2012

Vice-President, 2008 — 2010

Treasurer, 2006 — 2008

Director, 2004 — 2006;

Annual Conference Program Chair, 2006 & 2017

Chair, Evaluation and Examination Committee, 2002 — 2006
Annual Conference Site Chair, 2002

O O o0 oo o0 O

= American Academy of Forensic Sciences
o Fellow — Questioned Documents Section
o Chair — Questioned Documents Section, 2016 — 2018
o Chair — Inter-Disciplinary Symposium 2018
o Co-Chair — Inter-Disciplinary Symposium 2017
o Secretary — Questioned Documents Section, 2014 — 2016

= Canadian Society of Forensic Science

= Chartered Society of Forensic Sciences

PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITIES
=  Member — Academy Standards Board, 2017 —

=  Member — Expert Working Group on Human Factors in Handwriting Examination,
National Institute of Standards and Technology, 2015 —

= Member — Physics/Pattern Scientific Area Committee within the National Institute
of Standards and Technology Organization of Scientific Area Committees
(NIST/OSAC), 2014 —-2016.

= Participant in the General Forensics Technology Working Group, National Institute
of Justice, 2011

= Participant in Scientific Working Group on Documents (SWGDOC), 2009 —
present

=  Grant reviewer for the National Institute of Justice and affiliated agencies, 2009
— present

= Editorial Review Board Member:
o Journal of Forensic Sciences
o Journal of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners
o Forensic Science and Technology (China)
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= Guest Reviewer:
o Forensic Science International
o Science & Justice
o Australian Journal of Forensic Science
o Egyptian Journal of Forensic Sciences
o |IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics

CONTINUING EDUCATION

= American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Park City, UT 2018
o Write-On 3.0 Workshop
o The Greatest Forger to Ever Get Caught

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, San Diego, CA 2017
o Forensic Science Research: Your Mission to Propose, Innovate, and Collaborate
o Preparing a Digital Signature File for Forensic Analysis
o Chinese Handwriting and Signatures Workshop: Hanzi Through the Eyes of the
Forensic Document Examiner
o Write or Wrong? Bias, Decision-Making, and the Use of Contextual Information in
Forensic Document Examination

= American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Pensacola, FL 2016
o Measuring Frequency Occurrence in Handwriting and Hand Printing
Characteristics
o Sequence of Entries Determination — New Approach to Additional Print

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Toronto, Canada 2016
o Principles of Forensic Examination of Arabic Signatures

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Honolulu, HI 2014
o Adobe - Digital Media & Evidence

=  American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Seattle, WA 2014
o Science, Law, and the Inferential Process: The Epistemology of
Scientific Conclusions

= National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), Gaithersburg, MD 2013.
o Measurement Science and Standards in Forensic Handwriting Analysis

=  American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Atlanta, GA, 2012
o Paper Fundamentals for Forensic DocumentExaminers
o Digital Photography for Forensic Document Examiners

= American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Philadelphia, PA, 2011
o Printing Process Identification for Forensic Document Examiners
o Using Adobe Photoshop in a QD Workflow
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= American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Victoria, BC, Canada,
2010
o Electronic Recording and Analysis of Handwritten Signatures & Writing

= Cedar Crest College, Allentown, PA, 2010
o Multivariate Analysis for Forensic Scientists: Statistical Pattern Recognition
for Physical Evidence Analysis and Chemometrics

= American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Denver, CO, 2009
o Estimation of Uncertainty — Is Anyone Certain What This Means?
o Security Documents before and After the Crime: REAL ID, Physicaland
Electronic Security Features, Developments in Commercial Printing
Technology, and an Introduction to Counterfeit Link Analysis

=  American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Washington DC, 2008
o The Applications of Color Analysis and Light Theory in the Forensic
Examination of Documents Workshop

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners, Portland, OR 2006
o Fine and Subtle Features of HandwritingWorkshop
o Signature Workshop

=  Southeastern Association of Forensic Document Examiners, Atlanta, GA, 2006
o Disguised and Forged Signatures Workshop

=  American Academy of Forensic Sciences, New Orleans, LA, 2005
o State of the Art Infrared and Ultraviolet Examinations of Documents by the
Video Spectral Comparator

=  California Criminalistics Institute, Sacramento, CA, 2005
o Technical Writing for Criminalists

=  American Board of Forensic Document Examiners, Las Vegas, NV, 2004
o Daubert Seminar

= American Academy of Forensic Sciences, Chicago, IL, 2002
o Note Taking for Forensic Document Examiners Workshop

= Rochester Institute of Technology, Rochester, NY, 2002:
o Printing Process Identification and Image Analysis for Forensic
Document Examiners

= Limbic Systems, Inc., Bellingham, WA,2001:
o Measurement of Internal Consistencies Software (MICS)

= American Board of Forensic Document Examiners, Norcross, GA, 2000:
o Canon Photocopier and Facsimile Training Workshop
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=  California Criminalistics Institute, Sacramento, CA, 2000:
o Special Topics in Questioned Documents

=  Southwestern Association of Forensic Document Examiners, Las Vegas, NV,
1999:
o Typewriter Examination & Classification Workshop

= American Board of Forensic Document Examiners, Las Vegas, NV, 1998:
o Examination Techniques in Handwriting & Rubber Stamp Cases
Seminar

= Canadian Society of Forensic Science 44" Annual Conference,
Regina, Saskatchewan, Canada, 1997:
o Digital Image Processing Workshop

=  California Criminalistics Institute, Sacramento, CA, 1997:
o Courtroom Presentation of Evidence

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners 55" Annual
Conference, Scottsdale, AZ, 1997:
o Handwriting Workshop

*  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners 515t Annual Conference,
Ottawa, Canada, 1993:
o Laser Printer Workshop
o Miscellaneous Document Examination Workshop

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners 50" Annual
Conference, Milwaukee, WI, 1992:
o Signature Workshop

=  American Society of Questioned Document Examiners 49" Annual
Conference, Orlando, FL, 1991:
o Canon Fax Workshop
o Deposition Testimony Workshop
o Expert Witness Workshop
o Signature Comparison Workshop

October 28, 2018
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LETI Cl A GARZA GALVAN AND
MARTI E GARCI A VELA
Plaintiffs

VS.

ROLANDO PABLGCS, IN H' S
OFFI Cl AL CAPACI TY AS
TEXAS SECRETARY OF
STATE, AND ARNMANDI NA
MARTI NEZ, ALMA GARCI A,
ALl CI A DOUGHERTY NO. 1,
ALI CIl A DOUGHERTY NO. 2,
YOLANDA MARTI NEZ

Def endant s

) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (
) (

UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
SQUTHERN DI STRI CT OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DI VI SI ON

CASE NO. 7:18-cv-113

ORAL AND VI DEOTAPED DEPOCSI TI ON OF
LETI C A GARZA GALVAN
SEPTEMBER 13, 2018
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1 ORAL AND VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF LETICIA GARZA 1 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Today's September 13
2 GALVAN, produced as a witness at the instance of the L. . ' . '
3 DEFENDANTS, taken in the above styled and numbered 2 2018. This is the deposition of Leticia Garza Galvan.
4 cause on September 13, 2018, between the hours of 2:04 3 ltis 2:04 p.m. We're on the record.

5 p.m. and 2:41 p.m., reported stenographically by JOHN 4 LETICIA GARZA GALVAN

6 W.FELLOWS, Certified Court Reporter No. 3335, in and . . '

7 for the State of Texas, at the offices of GARCIA LAW 5 having been duly sworn, testified as follows:
8 OFFICES, 509 North San Antonio, Rio Grande City, Texas, 6 EXAMINATION

9 pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and .

10 any provisions stated on the record or attached 7 BY MR. HUDSON:

11 therein. 8 Q. How do you do?

12 APPEARANCES 9 A. How do -- I'm good. I'm good.

13 COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFS: — , .

14 JERAD WAYNE NAJVAR 10 Q. Good. My name is Eric Hudson. I'm with the

NAJVAR LAW FIRM, PLLC 11 Office of the Attorney General. | represent Rolando

15 2180 North Loop West, Suite 255 12 Pablos in the lawsuit that you have filed against the

Houston, Texas )
16 13 Secretary of State and against Starr County.
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS: 14 A. Okay.
o 15 Q. I --well, let me ask, have we ever met before?
ERIC A. HUDSON ) -
18 OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL-019 16  A. Idon't know. Your name sounds familiar. |
Post Office Box 12548, Capitol Station 17 don’t know if I've just seen it in all the E-mails or
19 Austin, Texas 18 something, but your name sounds familiar.
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS:
20 JOSE GARZA 19 Q. I gotyou. Well, I'll represent to you | don't
LAW OFFICE OF JOSE GARZA 20 believe we've met before. But, you know, if you recall
21 2414 Robin Reut Drive .
) 21 acircumstance, please let me know.
San Antonio, Texas

22 22 A. Okay.

ALSO PRESENT: 23 Q. Sowe're here to ask a few questions today

23 RENE ORTIZ, Videographer .

o0 24 about your lawsuit. Have you ever been deposed before?

25 25 A. No. I don’t think so.

1 INDEX 1 Q. Well, just a few things | want to go over, just
2 PAGE 2 alittle bit of deposition etiquette. The first one
3 APPEAranCeS..........ccevveeiiiiiiiciiienns 2 L . . . .
3 is, I'm going to be asking a series of questions.
4 LETICIA GARZA GALVAN . ’ ,
5 Examination by Mr. HUASON. ... 4 4 Obviously, that's why we're here.
Examination by Mr. Garza................... 25 5 So one of the things that will put off our
6 Examination by Mr. Najvar...........c.ccceeuen.. 37 6 court reporter is, if | ask a question and while I'm in
Changes and Signature...........ccccoovveeveenne 39 7 the middle of asking the question, you start
7 Reporter's Certificate 8 responding. So during the course of this deposition,
Attached to the end of the transcript: Stipulations , . .
8 9 can we agree that you'll let me finish my question and
' ?
EXHIBITS 10 I'll extend yqu the same courtesy~
9 (No exhibits marked) 11 A. I'm going to try my best.

10 12 Q. Okay. If we start talking --

11 13 A. Because | don't catch myself doing it.

12 14 Q. If we start talking over one another, then |

ii 15 think -- | think we can probably catch it, so that the

15 16 court reporter’s not losing his mind over there. The

16 17 second thing that | want to ask is, that during the

17 18 course of the questioning if | ask you a question and

18 19 you don't understand, | need you to let me know.

19 20 And the reason for that's very simple. If

20 21 you -- if | ask you a question and you give me an

21 . .

. 22 answer, I'm going to presume you understood it. And

23 23 what | would hate to see happen is, that at the end of

24 24 the deposition you come back and say, Well, | didn't

25 25 understand or | don't, you know, know what you meant by

Integrity Legal
Exhibit 14
Plfs MSJ

Support Sol utions

WWW. i ntegrity-texas.com




Case 7:18-cv-00113 Document 25-9  Filed qn11/30/18 ), IXSD 3463 9f 82 13/ 2018

6 8
1 that. So can we agree that today, when | ask you a 1 Q. What was the result of the election contest?
2 question, if you don’t understand or -- or don’t 2 A. The -- | believe the Judge ruled that the
3 comprehend the question, you're going to let me know? 3 results were as is.
4 A. Yes, sir. 4 Q. Well, let's talk a little bit about the lawsuit
5 Q. You're also doing a very good job of it. What 5 you filed against the Texas Secretary of State. Why
6 you're doing a good job of is, when | ask a question 6 did you sue Rolando Pablos?
7 you're answering verbally. This is not so much a 7 A. Rolando Pablos. And who --
8 question, but just a request that when | ask you a 8 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for a legal
9 question, if you can respond verbally. We do have a 9 conclusion.
10 camera here, we're going to catch it, but the court 10 Q. So during -- during the course of the
11 reporter’s transcript isn’t going to capture head nods 11 deposition, he -- you may hear objections. Unless your
12 and nonverbal answers; make sense? 12 attorney looks at you and tells you not to answer a
13 A. Yes, sir. 13 question, you can go ahead and answer it; if you know
14 Q. Okay. So where do you live? 14 the answer.
15 A. Roma, Texas. 15 A. Okay. And I'm sorry, Pablos is?
16 Q. How long have you lived here? 16 Q. Rolando Pablos is the Texas Secretary of State.
17 A. All my life. Thirty-seven, so 37 years. 17 A. Okay. | do not know the answer.
18 Q. So long time resident. Could you introduce 18 Q. Okay. Did you vote by mail in the 2018
19 vyourself to the jury? 19 Democratic Primary?
20 A. Yes. My name is Leticia Garza Galvan. And | 20 A. No, sir.
21 live in Roma, Texas, and I've lived there for 37 years. 21 Q. Are you planning on voting in the general
22 Q. You're going to have to forgive me. There’s 22 election in November of this year?
23 not going to be a jury in this. It's just force of 23 A. Definitely, yes.
24 habit -- 24 Q. Are you planning on voting absentee?
25 A. Okay. 25 A. Absentee? | usually wait for election day. |
7 9
1 Q. -- so -- what's your current position? 1 don't think | vote absentee.
2 A. I am -- as in my occupation or as in political 2 Q. So in other words, you're not going to vote by
3 position? 3 mail in November?
4 Q. Let’s start with your occupation. 4 A. No, sir.
5 A. Okay. I'm a speech language pathologist, and 5 Q. Have you ever worked for the Texas Secretary of
6 I've been a speech language pathologist since 2004. 6 State?
7 December 2004. | was an assistant before that for a 7 A. No.
8 year-and-a-half, and | started working as speech 8 Q. Have you talked to anybody from the Texas
9 language pathologist in January of 2005. 9 Secretary of State’s office about the election results
10 Q. What's your political position? 10 in the Democratic Primary in Spring of this year?
11 A. | am currently on the Roma ISD School Board of 11 A. | believe | did; just regarding some issues
12 Trustees. 12 with unsigned ballots.
13 Q. Okay. How long have you held that spot? 13 Q. Who did you talk to?
14 A. Since December 2011. | was appointed and | won 14 A. I don'trecall. | don't recall the person that
15 my first election in November 2013. 15 | spoke to. It was just a concern, because when we
16 Q. And, obviously, you ran for the Democratic 16 were doing the recount, there was a lot of ballots that
17 Primary in 2018? 17 were unsigned by an election Judge. And | think that
18 A. Yes. 18 they agreed that those ballots should not count, but
19 Q. What position was that? 19 that it needed to be addressed in an election contest.
20 A. For the Starr County Judge position. 20 Q. Who -- who is they?
21 Q. Did you win that election? 21 A. Whoever answered in the Secretary of State.
22 A. No, | did not. 22 Q. Well, let me ask you this: Did you just -- how
23 Q. So now you filed an election contest from what 23 did you get a number to call the Secretary of State’s
24 | understand, right? 24 office?
25 A. We filed an election contest, yes, sir. 25 A. | asked Judy Solis, the Democratic Chair.
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10 12
1 Q. And so you don't recall who you actually spoke 1 Q. They being?
2 to? 2 A. The -- the counters at the election, the
3 A. I don't. All they told us was, you need to get 3 election judges. During the recount.
4 an attorney and an election contest needs to be filed 4 Q. Well, so let me ask you this: If the
5 if you want to contest those ballots that were 5 Democratic Chair told you that the Secretary of State’'s
6 unsigned. 6 office was the organization that decides whether
7 Q. Were you trying to get some assistance from the 7 mail-in ballots were counted, did you ever get the
8 Secretary of State’s office in how to handle those 8 Secretary of State’s office to decide whether any of
9 ballots? 9 the mail-in ballots counted?
10 A. No. We had the recount, and there was a lot of 10 A. | think that would've been better than having a
11 controversy, whether they were going to count or not 11 board chosen here locally decide, to tell you the
12 during the recount. They gave us a policy and that, 12 truth.
13 specifically, said that those ballots should not count. 13 Q. Right. But what I'm asking is, is are you
14 But during the recount, they couldn’t do 14 aware of the Secretary of State’s office being involved
15 that. They had to do it in election contest. But the 15 in any way in the vote counting?
16 only way that they would address it would be in an 16 A. | think what she wanted to say was, they'd be
17 election contest. 17 the ones to know the law, or to know whether or not
18 Q. When you say they? 18 there’s a policy or something with elections. That'’s,
19 A. The Secretary of State, whoever answered. | 19 pretty much, what it is.
20 don't -- | don't recall, sir. 20 And the Secretary of State was very clear
21 Q. Well, when you say they would address it, 21 as you have to file an election contest, so that means
22 are -- where did you file your election contest? 22 that the Judge would, ultimately, decide. But they're
23 A. Oh, with Starr County, | guess. 23 the ones that gave us the advice as, You need to file a
24 Q. That was here in Starr County, right? 24 contest if you want to question those ballots.
25 A. Yes. 25 Q. So in other words, Secretary of State’s office
11 13
1 Q. So in other words, you didn’t have an election 1 told you if you want relief you had to go to court?
2 contest at the Secretary of State’s office? 2 A. Exactly.
3 A. No. 3 Q. Okay.
4 Q. So they’re not the ones who came down and 4 A. Uh-huh.
5 decided whether the votes were or were not properly 5 Q. So you would agree with me, then, the Secretary
6 counted? 6 of State’s office never evaluated whether mail-in
7 A. No. No. Our Democratic Chair told us that 7 ballots were or were not properly counted?
8 they would be ones to make the ultimate decision. 8 A. Inregards to mail-in, I'm not sure. This was
9 Q. They being? 9 arecount of just the regular ballots.
10 A. The Secretary of State. | believe she called a 10 Q. Okay. Are you aware of the Secretary of
11 Jim Boynton. That's who she contacted for -- for that 11 State’s office actually counting any ballots in your
12 information. 12 election?
13 Q. Jim who? 13 A. No. But, again, that would’'ve been great.
14 A. Boynton. Boynton or Boynton. | don’t remember 14 Q. Have you ever actually seen any kind of
15 exactly, the -- the last name. | don’t know how to 15 guidance from the Secretary of State’s office to Starr
16 spellit. They kept mentioning him a lot. But | did 16 County about how to count mail-in ballots?
17 not speak directly to him. 17 A. 1 don't know if that directly. I've seen a lot
18 Q. So the Democratic Chair told you that the 18 of E-mails, just responses to E-mails about complaints
19 Secretary of State’s office would be the one who would 19 that have been filed, and, you know, just guidance as
20 decide which votes counted? 20 to what to do or how to proceed with that.
21 A. In arecount, yes. 21 Q. Well, tell me about the E-mails that you've
22 Q. What was the Democratic Chair's name again? 22 seen.
23 A. Judy Solis. In fact, during the recount they 23 A. There was another candidate running for County
24 counted them and then they uncounted them and then they | 24 Commissioner, Clarissa Gonzalez. She submitted several
25 counted them again. There was that much controversy. 25 complaints to the Secretary of State, and they
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14 16
1 responded. | believe she sent me a few. | didn't read 1 Q. Okay. And so that'll be something that you'll
2 theminit's entirety. We had filed the lawsuit by 2 be turning over, then, with the discovery requests?
3 then, so it wasn’t something that, you know, | really 3 A. If you need it, that's fine. | didn’t know.
4 needed or that | could use on my behalf. 4 Like | say, it's -- it's not an E-mail that was mine or
5 And then there was another candidate who 5 that | sent to the Secretary of State. Clarissa
6 also filed a complaint against his opponent, because he 6 Gonzalez was the candidate for Commissioner, submitted
7 didn’t live within the precinct. So it’s just my 7 the complaint and she just sent the reply.
8 understanding that the Secretary of State would be the 8 Q. Okay. Now, you understand you have two
9 ones who would possibly -- | don’t want to say enforce 9 different lawsuits here: One’s an election contest
10 the law, but maybe -- | guess, maybe state the policy 10 that you file in State Court. This case is actually
11 orwhat's in place, you know, when it comes to 11 pending in Federal Court. Are you aware of that?
12 elections. 12 A. Yes, sir.
13 Q. What makes you believe that? 13 Q. Are you aware of the distinction between the
14 A. Because if it says file a complaint, you file 14 two venues?
15 it to the Secretary of State. 15 A. Yes.
16 Q. What kind of complaints get filed with the 16 Q. Okay. So let me ask you this: The lawsuit
17 Secretary of State’s office? 17 that's in the Federal Courthouse, what are you asking
18 A. | would assume any complaints regarding the 18 the Judge to direct the Secretary of State’s office to
19 elections. There's an -- there’s actually an elections 19 do?
20 department with the Secretary of State. 20 A. 1think that --
21 Q. Well, I guess let me ask you this: Here's what 21 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for a legal
22 I'mtrying to figure out. Have you ever filed a 22 conclusion.
23 complaint with the Secretary of State’s office? 23 A. Okay. Itjust -- it needs to be -- the process
24 A. lwas going to and then | was notified that 24 in which the -- the ballots are revised, | think there
25 Clarissa Gonzalez had done it, so | did not. 25 has to be a better way to do it. You know, the -- the
15 17
1 Q. So you never actually filed anything with the 1 board that's chosen is usually chosen by the majority
2 Secretary of State’s office challenging the election 2 of a school board or the majority of a city, you know,
3 results in Spring of 2018 in the Democratic Primary? 3 entity.
4 A. No. Because | was told that we needed to file 4 In this case it was, supposedly, Judy
5 an election contest. 5 Solis was the Democratic Chair, which she testified
6 Q. By? 6 that she didn’t want to have any problems with the
7 A. Whoever answered on the other end -- the other 7 County Judge, and she allowed them to choose a few.
8 line. I'm sorry, | -- I didn’t -- | didn’t keep it. 8 So, you know, | always feel that whoever’s
9 Q. Okay. 9 on the ballot board could kind of weigh their decision
10 A. Yeah. Someone -- someone that answered in the 10 on what to accept and what not to accept to the way
11 Secretary of State and | know it was the elections 11 that, you know, they’re trying to get their party to
12 hotline or department. | can Google and | can give you 12 win. It's -- | -- | think it happened to us. | really
13 the number | called, because that's what | did. 13 do.
14 Q. Well, let’s put a pin in that for right now. 14 When we got the list of all the mail-ins
15 A. Uh-huh. 15 that were returned, | can tell you that | feel that 75
16 Q. These E-mails that you say show the Secretary 16 to 80 percent of those were -- were ours. Several of
17 of State’s office given some sort of guidance. Did you 17 mine, | think just because my name on there -- was on
18 preserve those? 18 there were not accepted.
19 A. Yes. | believe | have them in my E-mail. | 19 | think there was a woman who testified as
20 need to make sure, but | might have them. 20 well, and she said | send it. | signed it. | have two
21 Q. Okay. So you understand that you've received a 21 different signatures, which is, you know, that's
22 set of discovery requests in this case, right? 22 another thing. You can’t compare it just on one
23 A. That | received a what? 23 signature.
24 Q. Set of discovery requests in this case. 24 You know, we all sign different. If |
25 A. | believe our attorney received that. 25 signed three different papers, they may look different.
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1 It depends what pen I'm using. It depends, you know, 1 attesttoit. What do | need to do so my vote counts?
2 if 'm actually on a desk, if I'm using a -- a book or 2 So | mean, once you hear people that actually go out
3 something to write on. So | think that, you know, 3 and vote, or -- or vote for me and knowing that | plan
4 everybody has a right to vote and that their vote 4 to run, you know, for another position later on, and
5 should count. 5 knowing how close the race was, you know, it can come
6 Q. So | thought I heard two things there, so let's 6 down to those 149 votes, 159 votes that were thrown
7 see if | can make sure | understand what you're saying. 7 out. It can really overturn an election.
8 It sounds like the first problem you have is, that you 8 I think Martie, you know, one of the
9 want the Secretary of State’s office to play a role in 9 candidates was down, maybe about 30 votes. So I'm
10 who actually gets picked to be on the early voting 10 pretty sure that she would've taken the election if
11 ballot board? 11 those 149 ballots would’ve counted, or if they
12 A. That would be great, too, you know, just 12 would've at least verified; send a letter, You know
13 or-- or some type of a court the way that they do jury 13 what? We -- they receive them a month before or they
14 selection, you know, or something like that, but not 14 have them a month before to send them; send a letter,
15 someone who'’s a public official who's going to be able 15 You know what? We're questioning your ballot. You
16 to side with certain politicians and say, You know 16 have five days to answer, 10 days to answer.
17 what? | have the advantage, because now | was able to 17 And it's just something | think about,
18 choose the ballot board. 18 obviously. You have five days to answers or 10 days to
19 And this ballot board knows, you know, who 19 answer. And if you don’t answer, then your ballot
20 is with her and who is there, who's not and who 20 won't count. But at least give them a chance to, you
21 possibly was assisting or, you know, just -- we -- we 21 know, make up or -- or show that it was them that
22 live in a very small town, | guess | can say, and 22 submitted the ballot.
23 everybody knows everybody. So, you know, there’s 23 Q. Did you have the chance to bring this up in the
24 posters up. Everybody knows where you stand mostly 24 election contest?
25 during election time. 25 A. We brought up a lot of stuff; unfortunately,
19 21
1 Q. And so the second thing | thought | heard you 1 the Judge, | think, didn't consider a lot of those
2 say was, that you don't like the way that people have 2 issues. It -- you know, an election contest isn’t
3 discretion to evaluate the signatures? 3 easy, especially when you have an elections department
4 A. Exactly. 4 that’s not willing to give you information.
5 Q. So those are the two things that you're 5 So we were getting information, | think,
6 challenging with regard to the Secretary of State? 6 three days into the trial. And still, the last day of
7 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for legal 7 trial, after we had already, you know, finished with
8 conclusion. 8 our part, we received the last portion.
9 A. | just think those two things are important. 9 Soit's -- it's -- the time frame is very,
10 Like | say, if people took the time to send a 10 very short. You know, they don’t grant extensions
11 request -- it's not easy, you know. | mean, you have 11 usually for all that. | think that if we would’ve had
12 to send the request, get -- you know, get your stamps, 12 alittle bit more time, we would’ve been able to prove
13 get everything together, wait for your ballot, then go 13 afew more votes that would've overturned the -- the
14 back and send the ballot the way that it is set, you 14 election.
15 know, on the -- on the instruction sheet. 15 | think we proved about 70 -- about 75
16 It's terrible to see, you know, that 150 16 votes. So my 159 margin came down almost half. So
17 people didn't get to vote. | got calls from at least 17 when you see 149 ballots thrown out, because the
18 30 people telling me, you know, I'm very upset. What 18 signatures, then you have four, five people testifying
19 can we do? Who do we talk to, and you say, You need to 19 that they did submit, you know, their -- their ballot
20 call elections office. 20 and that they signed for it, it's kind of
21 I have my signature. It was the same 21 disappointing.
22 signature. One of the ladies told me, You know what? 22 Q. So those are the -- the two things that | -- |
23 | had a broken arm. | was in the hospital or she had 23 thought | heard you say. | think I've got confirmation
24 the IV or something. 24 of that. Aside from the -- the two issues, the -- who
25 She said, But it's my signature and | can 25 sits on the board and how to evaluate the signatures,
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22 24
1 are there any other issues that you're -- you're 1 A. No. Well, if they have a role, they didn’t do
2 contesting in this -- in this claim? 2 ithere. That's all | can tell you. So | mean,
3 A. One of the other issues that | saw, at least 3 obviously, there’s no role, because they were not here.
4 this election, | had never seen it before, never done 4 Q. And then the -- the last piece, the timing of
5 it before, usually they gave -- | think they send out 5 when things are actually sent out, do you know what
6 the ballots maybe about six weeks before, a little bit 6 role, if any, the Secretary of State’s office plays in
7 more. 7 deciding when to send out earlier ballots?
8 And for some reason these were sent 8 A. I'm not sure. Like | said, | did review an
9 out like 29, 28 days before. By the time it went 9 election code. | don't know who enforces that or who
10 to -- here, locally, what they do, and just so there’s 10 looks into that. I'm not -- I'm not sure how that
11 no problems with the Post Office, I'm sorry, they send 11 works. You asked me about the roles, and | think
12 the ballots to McAllen, and the request -- they send 12 that's important because | think that they should play
13 everything to McAllen, and then back to the -- to the 13 a bigger role. | think that's why we're here. You
14 city here, Roma, Rio Grande, whatever. 14 can't leave it just to the local all the time, because
15 So it was really a very short time frame 15 there’s always a chance for something to go wrong.
16 before they were able to turn in their ballots. | 16 Q. Let me ask you this: We've been at this now
17 think there was about 6- or 700 ballots that were not 17 for about 30 minutes. | know it doesn’t feel like it,
18 returned. So that's one of the other things | think 18 right?
19 that maybe the time frame for -- for them to send out 19 A. No.
20 the ballots, and make sure that they're keeping correct 20 Q. Is there anything | haven’t asked you that you
21 documentation. 21 want to tell me about today? Now’s your chance.
22 | think that when we asked selections 22 A. Inregards to mail-ins?
23 office for the information, they told us they mailed 23 Q. Inregards to anything.
24 out the ballots on January the 5th, or that's what's on 24 A. Inregards to anything? No.
25 all their forms. They didn't even get the ballots 'til 25 MR. HUDSON: Tender the witness.
23 25
1 January 29th. So how could you mail-out a ballot on 1 EXAMINATION
2 January the 5th? It didn’t make sense. But there is 2 BY MR. GARZA:
3 some policies, | believe, | think it's 30 days. | just 3 Q. My name’s Jose Garza, and --
4 don't know who enforces them, because | know that they 4 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Mr. Garza.
5 did not send them 30 days before. 5 MR. GARZA: Thanks.
6 Q. So other than those three issues, are -- is 6 Q. And I represent Armandina Martinez and Alma
7 there anything else? 7 Garcia --
8 A. That I can think of, probably just the -- the 8 A. Uh-huh.
9 signature verification; the time that they take to send 9 Q. -- and Alicia Dougherty and Alicia Dougherty
10 them. Inregards to mail-ins in general, like what 10 Number 2.
11 else | think might be an issue or -- 11 A. Yes. The daughter.
12 Q. Well, no. I'm just talking about in terms of 12 Q. And Yolanda Martinez.
13 the lawsuit. 13 A. Okay.
14 A. Okay. Yeah, | think so, pretty much. 14 Q. You've sued all five of these ladies, correct?
15 Q. Allright. So let's go back over those. The 15 A. Yes.
16 first one was the way that people are actually picked 16 Q. Okay. And they were all members of the early
17 to sit on the earlier voting ballot board. Do you know 17 vote ballot board, right?
18 what relationship the Secretary of State’s office has 18 A. Yes.
19 with regard to picking people to sit on the early 19 Q. Okay.
20 voting ballot board? 20 A. That's my understanding.
21 A. No. Well, obviously, they don’t have any. 21 Q. Do you know how Yolanda Martinez was selected
22 Yeah. 22 for the board?
23 Q. What about with comparing signatures? Do you 23 A. | believe the elections administrator, John
24 know what the Secretary of State’s office role is in 24 Rodriguez, requested that she be on there, because
25 deciding whether signatures match? 25 she’s done it before.
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1 Q. Who did he request that -- who did he make that 1 elections that were being conducted in Starr County?
2 question to? 2 A. No, sir.
3 A. Judy Solis. She testified in court. 3 Q. And Alicia Dougherty Number 1, do you have any
4 Q. And Judy Solis is the -- 4 information about whether she was engaged in any of the
5 A. Democratic Chair. 5 campaigns?
6 Q. So Martinez was put on the board by Ms. Solis? 6 A. No.
7 A. | believe so, based on the recommendations of 7 Q. And Alma Garcia, do you know if she was a
8 John Rodriguez. 8 campaign worker on any of the campaigns that were going
9 Q. Okay. And Alicia Dougherty Number 2, do you 9 onin that primary?
10 know how she was selected to the -- to the board? 10 A. No.
11 A. | believe Judy Solis chose her. 11 Q. And Armandina Martinez, do you know if she had
12 Q. Okay. And Alicia Dougherty Number 1, do you 12 any active role, was a campaign worker in any of the
13 know how she was elected? 13 elections that were going on in -- in -- in that
14 A. Judy Solis. 14 primary?
15 Q. Okay. And Alma Garcia, do you know how she was 15 A. No.
16 selected -- 16 Q. I'm going to ask you a few questions about your
17 A. John Rodriguez recommended as well. 17 campaign. Did you have a campaign chairman?
18 Q. Did John Rodriguez put her on the board? 18 A. No. Well, my sister helps me out, but no.
19 A. He recommended to Judy that he wanted those 19 Like -- like an official chairman, no.
20 three people, the three that had the majority. 20 Q. Did you run the campaign yourself then?
21 Q. So, again, Solis made the determination to put 21 A. Pretty much.
22 her on the board? 22 Q. You --
23 A. | believe Judy Solis put in the request, but 23 A. Me and my sister.
24 the recommendation came from John Rodriguez. 24 Q. Your sister?
25 Q. And Armandina Martinez, do you know how she was | 25 A. Yes.
27 29
1 selected to the board? 1 Q. Did you have volunteers in your campaign?
2 A. Yes. John Rodriguez as well. 2 A. Several.
3 Q. And John Rodriguez is the Starr County 3 Q. Okay. Did you -- what kinds of activities did
4 Elections Administrator? 4 you participate in your campaign?
5 A. Yes. He just took on that role. He worked 5 A. Well, we had different events. We had a
6 with the elections office for a few years, but | 6 teacher’s forum. We had a debate. We had several
7 believe he's been a election administrator for one or 7 burger drives. We had several meet the candidates. We
8 two years. 8 did block walks. Just all sorts of event, you know,
9 Q. Okay. Do you have any information that Yolanda 9 just to get our name out there.
10 Martinez participated in any of the campaigns that were 10 Q. Okay. So how many volunteers would you
11 being run in Starr County in that election? 11 estimate you had in your campaign?
12 A. | don’t know her well. 1 just know that she 12 A. Several. About a hundred.
13 works and is under the official -- or that she is under 13 Q. About a hundred volunteers?
14 the supervision of Judge Eloy Vera. 14 A. Yes.
15 Q. So that wasn't my question. My question is, do 15 Q. Did you have volunteers on election day that
16 you know if she had any active role in any of the 16 worked for you?
17 campaigns in Starr County? 17 A. On election day? Yes. And then we also had
18 A. I don’t know her well. Like | said, | wouldn’t 18 some pole watchers.
19 be able to tell you if she participated or not. | 19 Q. Okay. Did anybody in your campaign -- was
20 don't -- I don't, | guess, associate with her. 20 anybody in your campaign involved in encouraging voters
21 Q. So the answer is no, you don’t have any 21 to vote by mail?
22 information? 22 A. I'm sure, yes. It's just get out the vote. So
23 A. That | know of, no. 23 whether it's through mail or in person election day,
24 Q. Okay. And Alicia Dougherty, do you have any 24 yeah. It's important --
25 information that she participated in any of the 25 Q. Can you describe some of the activities that
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1 your campaign engaged in in turning out mail-in vote? 1 that usually need help.
2 A. In the mail-in vote? Usually they request it. 2 Q. Yeah. I'm talking about your -- your campaign
3 Usually it's the elderly that'll request that they 3 volunteers.
4 won't be able to go. The other big group of -- of 4 A. You want me to give you names of people that
5 people that | know supported me or wanted to work with 5 actually did it?
6 the mail-ins is the youth, the people that are in 6 Q. Yeah. Yes.
7 college. 7 A. Oh, there was several. You know, | -- |
8 Q. Uh-huh. 8 wouldn’t be able to give all the names.
9 A. All those students that were in college wanted 9 Q. Did you keep track of the number of -- of
10 to make sure they got their ballot on time and 10 people that your campaign assisted --
11 submitted it. | think my nephew, in fact, is in 11 A. No.
12 medical school in Arizona, and he never received his 12 Q. -- with mail-in ballots?
13 ballot, so he wasn'’t able to vote for me and he turned 13 A. No. No. We can't do that. Like keep track of
14 everything in within, | think, 45 days before. 14 every single one that was submitting a mail-in?
15 But, pretty much, it was just, you know, 15 Q. Uh-huh. Yes.
16 encouraging them to vote. And if they said, You know 16 A. No.
17 what? We’'re not going to be here or I'm going to have 17 Q. No?
18 surgery or whatever it is, you know, the elderly that 18 A. No, sir.
19 couldn't get out, they submitted a request for a 19 Q. But you suspect that the majority of mail-in
20 mail-in. 20 ballots were cast for you?
21 Q. And how did you identify the people that were 21 A. | suspect that what?
22 going to need mail-in ballots? 22 Q. That a majority of the mail-in ballots that
23 A. Usually when we're doing the block walks, they 23 were submitted were actually votes for -- for you?
24 mentioned it to us. 24 A. | believe | said that the ones that were
25 Q. Okay. And so you kept a record of the folks 25 rejected. And | have a reason for that, why | said
31 33
1 that you felt were going to need mail-in ballots? How 1 that. When the election results were coming up,
2 did you ensure that -- or how did you know whether they 2 there was a lot of talk within the -- at least three of
3 received their ballot or not? 3 the -- of the people that -- in the ballot board.
4 A. They called us. Yeah. | had -- | know | 4 And they said, Okay. Wait. That -- that
5 assisted about 10 for sure. So when they got the 5 person was helping this person, and that person was
6 ballot, they called me, What do we do? You know, it's 6 helping this person, and they would just throw it out
7 along process. It's showing me -- telling me here 7 orlook at that name, look who assisted and they were
8 what to do. How do | do it? Can you come help me? So 8 throwing them out. So we had three pole watchers that,
9 whoever | assisted, | made sure that | signed and -- 9 pretty much, observed the same thing.
10 Q. Okay. 10 Q. So you had three pole watchers inside
11 A. -- and helped them. But they called me. Like 11 the -- inside the building that -- where the early vote
12 I wasn't calling them and asking them, Did you get 12 ballot board was doing their business?
13 your ballot? No. 13 A. | had one and then Martie Vela had another one.
14 Q. Okay. So you actually visited with some of the 14 And then one of the other candidates, Fernando, had
15 voters that voted by mail? 15 another one.
16 A. Oh, yes. Definitely. 16 Q. Okay.
17 Q. Okay. And on each of those you signed 17 A. So after -- after we met with them when the
18 the -- the -- the envelope identifying your assistance? 18 results came out, that's one of the things that they
19 A. Yes. 19 discussed.
20 Q. Okay. Did anybody else in your campaign visit 20 Q. So while they were inside the -- the -- while
21 with voters who voted by mail? 21 they were observing the ballots being counted or
22 A. I'm sure they did. 22 rejected or placed in one stack or another, did any of
23 Q. Can you give me some examples of folks that 23 your campaign volunteers object to a particular ballot
24 would've done it? 24 going one way or the other?
25 A. The same, you know, the elderly are the ones 25 A. They tried to; especially, in one of them where
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1 one of them -- | believe it was Armendina. She -- she 1 A. ldon'tintend to do it. But if | were to have

2 was throwing out a ballot, because she said, There’s no 2 to doit, then, obviously, | would. I've voted in

3 way there -- they can have two disabled voters in their 3 every election, | think, since | could vote.

4 house. So she threw out one of them. | don’t know 4 Q. And in every election that you have voted in,

5 which one it was -- | don’t know how she decided which 5 in any of those instances did you vote by mail?

6 disabled to throw out, but she threw out one of the 6 A. Until today, no.

7 disabled voters. 7 Q. No.

8 And when one of our pole watchers tried 8 A. 1think | submitted a request once, because |

9 to -- to make the comment they said, You're here to 9 was pregnant and | was supposed to -- | think | was due
10 observe. You can't contest to anything. You can't say 10 during the time that the election was going to go on.
11 anything. You're going to be observing here or we're 11 Butno, | was able to make it.

12 going to take you out. 12 Q. Okay. So you've never voted by mail?
13 Q. Did any of your campaign workers lodge a 13 A. No.
14 complaint with the party chairman on that day? 14 Q. And you've -- but you've asked for a mail-in
15 A. Yes. 15 ballot one time?
16 Q. And were they written complaints? 16 A. | believe | did. I'm trying to remember, but |
17 A. No. I don'tthink so. I'm not sure. | didn’t 17 believe | requested a bail -- a ballot once, when | had
18 make the complaint, so I'm not sure. And for the 18 my youngest.
19 record, those two disabled, they really are disabled. 19 Q. Okay. Do you know if anybody on the early vote
20 Both legally blind, live in the same home; a very close 20 ballot board had anything to do with when mail ballots
21 friends of mine. So when they said the name right 21 were sent out to applicants for them?
22 away, they knew who it was. And that's why they 22 A. The ones on the ballot board, | don’t know. |
23 questioned it. 23 don't think so.
24 Q. Okay. And who was that voter? 24 Q. Okay. And you've not sued the elections
25 A. Last name is Salinas. | can't give you the 25 administrator or the party chairman in your lawsuit,
35 37

1 first names. 1 correct?

2 Q. And was it a man or a woman? 2 A. I'm not sure.

3 A. They were two gentlemen. 3 MR. GARZA: Pass the witness.

4 Q. So Mr. Salinas’ ballot was rejected? 4 EXAMINATION

5 A. One -- there were two, one of them was 5 BY MR. NAJVAR:

6 rejected. 6 Q. Just a quick couple of questions, Ms. Galvan.

7 Q. One -- 7 You said earlier, | think your -- what is your

8 A. Because there could not be two disabled voters 8 position -- your political position right now?

9 in the same house. 9 A. I'm on the Roma ISD School Board of Trustees.
10 Q. And the Salinases were related? 10 Q. Okay. And when is your next election for this
11 A. No. They're not related, just good friends of 11 position?

12 ours. 12 A. November 2020.

13 Q. They were related to each other? 13 Q. Do you intend to run for re-election?

14 A. Oh, yes. Brothers. 14 A. Yes.

15 Q. Brothers. 15 Q. Have -- well, this -- this past -- this year in
16 A. Uh-huh. 16 2018, you ran for a different office, right? For

17 Q. So two disabled brothers that live together, 17 County Judge?

18 one was counted, one was not? 18 A. Yes.

19 A. Exactly. 19 Q. Do you intend to run for that position again?
20 Q. Okay. You were asked earlier if you voted by 20 A. If the opportunity arises, yes. Definitely.

21 mail and you did not, correct? 21 Q. Okay. So can you just describe

22 A. No, I did not. 22 how -- it -- it -- like how are you going to

23 Q. And you were asked if you intended to vote by 23 decide -- well, let me ask you this: When is the next
24 mail in a future election, and your answer was that you 24 election for County Judge?

25 did not, correct? 25 A. 2022. 2022.
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1 Q Okay 1 I, LETICIA GARZA GALVAN, have read the
X ) i . 2 foregoing transcript and hereby affix my signature that
2 A. March. We”' the -- the primaries will be in 3 same is true and correct, except as noted above.
3 March of 2022. 4
4 Q. Okay. >
i LETICIA GARZA GALVAN
5 MR. NAJVAR: No further questions. At 6
6 this time, we'll reserve the remainder of questions for THE STATE OF TEXAS  )(
7 trial 7 COUNTY OF )
' ) 8 Before me, )
8 MR. HUDSON: That's it for me. You're all on this day personally appeared LETICIA GARZA GALVAN,
9 done. Thank you. 9 known to me (or proved to me under oath or through
. ) (description of identity
10 THE WITNESS: Thank you. 10 card or other document) to be the person whose name is
11 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We're off the record. subscribed to the foregoing instrument and acknowledged
12 MR. HUDSON: Requesting aread and sign. 11 to me that they executed the same for the purposes and
, consideration therein expressed.
13 Now, we're done. 12
14 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We're off the record. Given under my hand and seal of office
15 (Deposition concluded) 12 this day of 2018
16
17 15 Notary Public in and for
18 The State of Texas
16
19 17
20 18
19
21 20
22 21
23 22
23
24 24
25 25
39 41
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DATE OF DEPOSITION: SEPTEMBER 13, 2018
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DIVISION
LETICIA GARZA GALVAN AND )(
MARTIE GARCIA VELA )¢
Plaintiffs XN
VS. )( CASE NO. 7:18-cv-113
X
ROLANDO PABLOS, INHIS  )(
OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS  )(
TEXAS SECRETARY OF )¢
STATE, AND ARMANDINA  )(
MARTINEZ, ALMA GARCIA, )(
ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 1, )(
ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 2, )(
YOLANDA MARTINEZ )¢
Defendants )

REPORTER’S CERTIFICATION
ORAL AND VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF
LETICIA GARZA GALVAN
SEPTEMBER 13, 2018
I, JOHN W. FELLOWS, Certified Court
Reporter, certify that the witness, LETICIA GARZA
GALVAN, was duly sworn by me, and that the transcript
is a true and correct record of the testimony given by
the witness on September 13, 2018; that the deposition
was reported by me in stenograph and was subsequently
transcribed under my supervision;
Pursuant to Federal Rule 30(5)(e)(2), a review
of the transcript was requested.
| FURTHER CERTIFY that | am not a relative,
employee, attorney or counsel of any of the parties,
nor a relative or employee of such attorney or counsel,
nor am | financially interested in the action.
WITNESS MY HAND on this the ______day of
,2018.

JOHN W. FELLOWS, Texas CSR 3335
Expiration Date: 12-31-18

Integrity Legal Support, CRN No. 528
3100 W. Slaughter Ln., #101

Austin, Texas 78748

(512) 320-8690
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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
SQUTHERN DI STRI CT OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DI VI SI ON
LETI CI A GARZA GALVAN AND ) (
MARTI E GARCI A VELA ) (
Plaintiffs ) (
) (
VS. ) ( CASE NO. 7:18-cv-113
) (
ROLANDO PABLCS, IN H'S ) (
OFFI Cl AL CAPACI TY AS ) (
TEXAS SECRETARY OF ) (
STATE, AND ARVANDI NA ) (
MARTI NEZ, ALMA GARCI A, ) (
ALI CI A DOUGHERTY NO. 1, ) (
ALI CI A DOUGHERTY NO. 2, ) (
YOLANDA MARTI NEZ ) (
Def endant s ) (

ORAL AND VI DEOCTAPED DEPCSI TI ON OF
MARTI E GARCI A VELA
SEPTEMBER 13, 2018
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2
1 ORAL AND VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF MARTIE GARCIA 1 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Today is September 13
2 VELA, produced as a witness at the instance of the o - ' ] ] '
3 DEFENDANT, taken in the above styled and numbered cause 2 2018. This is the deposition of Martie Garcia Vela.
4 on September 13, 2018, between the hours of 2:42 p.m. 3 ltis 2:44 p.m. We're on the record.
5 and 3:34 p.m., reported stenographically by JOHN W.
6 FELLOWS, Certified Court Reporter No. 3335, in and for 4 MARTIE GARCIA VELA,
7 the State of Texas, at the offices of GARCIA LAW 5 having been du|y sworn, testified as follows:
8 OFFICES, 509 North San Antonio, Rio Grande City, Texas,
9 pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and 6 EXAMINATION
10 any provisions stated on the record or attached 7 BY MR. HUDSON:
i; therein. 8 Q. Good afternoon, Mrs. Vela.
APPEARANCES 9 A. Good afternoon.
13 10 Q. My name is Eric Hudson. I'm with the Office of
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFS: )
14 11 the Attorney General. | represent Rolando Pablos in
JERAD WAYNE NAJVAR 12 the case that you filed against him in Federal Court.
15 NAJVAR LAW FIRM, PLLC 5
2180 North Loop West, Suite 255 13 Have we ever met before?
16 Houston, Texas 14 A. | don't think so.
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS: , . . . y
17 ERIC A HUDSON 15 Q. I don't think so either, but | figured I'd ask.
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL-019 16 Thank you for joining here -- joining us here this
18 izz:ir?ﬁT'ZiaB:X 12548, Capitol Station 17 afternoon. I've got a few questions to go over with
19 18 you. Before we get started, though, have you ever been
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS: 19 deposed before?
20
JOSE GARZA 20 A. No.
21 LAW OFFICE OF JOSE GARZA 21 Q. But I understand you're a Judge, right?
2414 Robin Reut Drive
22 San Antonio, Texas 22 A. No.
ALSO PRESENT: 23 Q. No. What -- wanted to be a Judge?
23 RENE ORTIZ, Videographer .
4 24 A. Right.
25 25 Q. Okay. So you -- I'm assuming you've been in
3
1 INDEX 1 court a time or two?
2 PAGE .
3 APPEAraNCES.....cccvvveiveereeieeieeieanns 2 2 A. Yes, sir.
4 MARTIE GARCIA VELA 3 Q. Allright. So the way the question will go
5 Examination by Mr. Hudson...............c........ 4 4 here -- have you ever taken a deposition before?
Examination by Mr. Garza............cccceeveue 5 A Y .
6 Examination by Mr. Najvar..............cccoc.... - Y€S, S
Further Examination by Mr. Hudson.. 6 Q. Allright. So you know the -- the run-down?
7 Further Examination by Mr. Garza..... 7 A. Yes.
Further Examination by Mr. Najvar.... . s . . .
8 Further Examination by Mr. Hudson................ 8 Q. AI! right. Well, let's talk just a little bit
Further Examination by Mr. Najar................. 9 about etiquette to make sure we're all on the same
9 10 page. The first thing I'll say, you know, and please
Ch d SIgNAtUre. ... 44 , . . .
10 anges and Signature 11 don't take this as condescension. | just want to make
Reporter's Certificate..............c.coo....... 46 12 sure I've got on the record a few agreements.
11 13 The first one is, I'm going to be asking
b» Attached to the end of the transcript: Stipulations 14 questions, and what I'm going to ask for you to do this
EXHIBITS 15 afternoon is, wait until | finished the question and
13 (No exhibits marked) 16 I'll extend you the same courtesy. That way we’re not
i;‘ 17 stepping on each other for the court reporter. He'd
16 18 appreciate that very much. Do you think we can agree
17 19 to do that this afternoon?
12 20  A. Yes, sir.
20 21 Q. And you're already doing it now, but I'll go
21 22 ahead and mention it. Please make sure that you answer
22 23 verbally. | don't think we'll have an issue with that
23 i
24 24 this afternoon, but can we agree that you'll do that?
25 25 A. Yes, sir.
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6 8
1 Q. Let's talk a little bit about the lawsuit. 1 in front of Judge Hinojosa here in McAllen. Are you
2 So -- well, actually you know what? Let'’s talk about 2 familiar with the two separate lawsuits?
3 your background just a little bit. What's your -- your 3 A. Yes, sir.
4 current occupation? 4 Q. Well, let's talk a little bit about the -- the
5 A. I'm an attorney. 5 federal lawsuit, which, obviously, is the one that I'm
6 Q. Where do you work? 6 on, the one that interests me. Why have you sued
7 A. ' work for my law office, Law Office of Martie 7 Rolando Pablos?
8 Garcia Vela, P.C. 8 A. Well --
9 Q. Is that a solo practice? 9 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for a legal
10 A. Yes. 10 conclusion.
11 Q. Do you hold any political position? 11 A. | believe that after this election, a lot of
12 A. No. 12 supporters reached out and advised me that they had
13 Q. Did you vote by mail in the Democratic Primary 13 intended to vote by mail. They had signed, they had
14 in 2018? 14 sent their ballot, and their vote was rejected.
15 A. No. 15 So | think that a lot of supporters were
16 Q. Are you planning on voting in the general 16 disenfranchised and | believe in accountability. So I,
17 election this here? 17 along with my attorney and Letty, decided to follow
18 A. Yes. 18 through and see if we could get some remedies for the
19 Q. Are you intending to vote by mail in the 19 people that weren't -- weren't -- their vote wasn't
20 general election? 20 counted.
21 A. Not the general election, no. 21 Q. To your mind, where does Rolando Pablos fit
22 Q. Is there some other election where you're 22 into that?
23 intending to vote by mail? 23 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for legal
24 A. Well, I've voted by mail in the past | -- when 24 conclusion.
25 1lived in Houston when | was in law school, | voted by 25 A. Well, | believe he’s the head of the department
7 9
1 mail. And my husband'’s currently finishing his last 1 that oversees elections in our state, so | think it's
2 year in college, and he’s planning to attend law 2 important that he be involved in the process.
3 school. So we would move and -- if that happens, | 3 Q. Well, let's talk a little bit about the
4 would probably vote by mail in the future. 4 process. So, obviously, you filed an election
5 Q. But not this year? 5 challenge to the early voting ballot board’s decision
6 A. Not this year. 6 not to count certain mail-in ballots, right?
7 Q. Potentially in the future? 7 A. Right.
8 A. Potentially next year. 8 Q. Do you know what role the Secretary of State’s
9 Q. Are you planning on running for office again? 9 office plays in deciding which mail-in ballots to
10 A. Maybe. 10 accept and which mail-in ballots to reject?
11 Q. Here in the Valley? 11 A. ldon't.
12 A. Yes. 12 Q. Aside from the acceptance and rejection of
13 Q. I'm assuming after your husband graduates, then 13 mail-in ballots, are there other areas of the election
14 you’ll be moving back? 14 that you're challenging that you believe Rolando Pablos
15 A. Right. 15 has authority as Secretary of State to control?
16 Q. You don't want to just send him wherever by 16 A. | believe those were all enumerated in the
17 himself? 17 Petition.
18 A. No. | know what happens in those libraries. 18 Q. Well, but what I'm trying to figure out is, is
19 Q. Fair enough. Let's talk a little bit about 19 what exactly is it that happened that you're
20 the -- the lawsuit itself. You understand, obviously, 20 challenging that you want Rolando Pablos to fix?
21 there are two separate tracks here. There'’s an 21 MR. NAJVAR: Objection. Calls for legal
22 election contest in the State Court. 22 conclusion.
23 I'm not involved in that one, and neither 23 A. 1 would like for him to fix the process of when
24 is Rolando Pablos, | don't believe. But we are 24 somebody mails in their ballot and signs it, that it is
25 involved in the federal lawsuit that you have pending 25 counted.
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10 12
1 Q. Okay. Is there any other part of the election 1 office had a hand in actually counting any ballots in
2 that you believe Rolando Pablos -- well, let me see if 2 Starr County in the Democratic Primary in 2018?
3 I can ask it like this: So you filed the lawsuit and 3 A. | don’t know.
4 you're asking for injunctive relief, right? 4 Q. What about the decision to reject ballots? Do
5 A. Right. 5 you know whether the Secretary of State’s office played
6 Q. What, in your mind, does an injunction look 6 any role in rejecting ballots in the 2018 Democratic
7 like? 7 Primary?
8 A. It's a remedy to stop or allow something to 8 A. 1 don’t know.
9 happen. 9 Q. What role do you -- if any, do you believe the
10 Q. Right. So what do you want Rolando Pablos to 10 Secretary of State’s office played in the 2018
11 stop doing? 11 Democratic Primary in Starr County?
12 MR. NAJVAR: Obijection, legal conclusion. 12 A. What role, if any? Maybe answering questions
13 A. | don’t necessarily want him to stop doing 13 for election Judges or the elections administrative,
14 anything, but | do feel that all of those voters are 14 the county. So mine was district, and | ran in Jim
15 entitled to due process, and | would like him to 15 Hogg, Duval, and Starr County. They may have reached
16 address the issue. 16 out to the Secretary of State. | don't know.
17 Q. Okay. So what, exactly -- what, exactly, are 17 Q. As you sit here today, do you know one way or
18 you looking for Rolando Pablos to do if you win this 18 the other whether anybody from any of those counties
19 lawsuit? 19 reached out to Secretary of State about any voting
20 MR. NAJVAR: Objection, legal conclusion. 20 issues and --
21 A. 1 would like for him to fix the problem. 21 A. | believe --
22 Q. Okay. Tell me the problems. That's where I'm 22 Q. -- the 2018 Democratic Primary?
23 trying to get. 23 A. | believe there is testimony by Monica Pena
24 A. People want to vote and they’re not allowed to 24 and -- and E-mails that she provided during our
25 vote, and there’s no remedy, so there’s no way for them 25 election contest to and from the Secretary of State. |
11 13
1 to be heard, you know. And if this is a reoccurring 1 believe that John Rodriguez also testified that he
2 issue, | want it addressed because there are 142, from 2 reached out to the Secretary of State at least during
3 my recollection, ballots that were rejected by the 3 the recount. Other than that, | don't have any
4 ballot board. My race was a margin 106. There’s no 4 knowledge of who else.
5 way for us to tell whether that would’'ve made a 5 Q. Do you know why either one of them did that?
6 difference, but | think it's important to address it 6 A. Monica Pena was a pole watcher. Her
7 now for future elections. 7 father-in-law was a candidate, and she had very serious
8 Q. Do you know who picks people to sit on the 8 concerns about the curb voting procedures. The voters
9 early voting ballot board? 9 were not asking for assistance as required.
10 A. | do now. 10 And, basically, her testimony was that
11 Q. Who? 11 whoever was assisting was voting for the voter. So she
12 A. The Democratic Chair. 12 exchanged some E-mails with the Secretary of State and
13 Q. And who is that? 13 brought them to court when she testified.
14 A. Judy Solis. 14 Q. Do you know whether she reached out to the
15 Q. Do you know if the Democratic Chair works for 15 Secretary of State’s office about deciding which early
16 the Secretary of State’s office? 16 mail-in ballots to accept or reject?
17 A. | don't believe so. 17 A. I don’t know.
18 Q. Do you know who actually sat on the early 18 Q. What about John Rodriguez? Do you know why he
19 voting ballot board? 19 reached out to Secretary of State’s office?
20 A. | do now. 20 A. There were unsigned ballots in sequential order
21 Q. Without going through each of the names, are 21 in several ballot boxes, and the question arose whether
22 you aware of whether any of them work for the Texas 22 or not those ballots should be counted at the recount.
23 Secretary of State’s office? 23 And | believe he reached out to the Secretary of State
24 A. | don't believe they do. 24 and got some guidance from them.
25 Q. Do you know if the Texas Secretary of State’s 25 Q. Do you know what the guidance was?
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1 A. | believe it was to count them, but to set them 1 Q. Okay. And you campaigned yourself, you
2 aside and that it would be an election contest issue. 2 were -- you did grass roots campaigning, correct?
3 Q. Do you know if guidance from the Secretary of 3 A. Yes, sir.
4 State’s office is binding on the county? 4 Q. Did you see or do you know of Ms. Martinez
5 A. | don’t know. 5 being involved in any of the campaigns that were going
6 Q. And by binding, just so we're clear, what I'm 6 on at that time?
7 asking you is, is if John Rodriguez had called the 7 A. | don’t know.
8 Secretary of State’s office and gotten advice that he 8 Q. Do you know Alma Garcia?
9 didn't like, do you know whether the Secretary of 9 A. Yes.
10 State’s office would have the ability to make him 10 Q. And did you see or are you aware of whether
11 follow their guidance? 11 Ms. Garcia was involved with any of the campaigns --
12 A. 1 don't know the answer. 12 A. | don’t know.
13 Q. Are you familiar with any particular Secretary 13 Q. Okay. Do you know Alicia Dougherty, the
14 of State policies or guidance documents related to 14 daughter?
15 early voting? 15 A. No.
16 A. No. 16 Q. You don't know her. Do you know Alicia
17 Q. Do you know whether Starr County adheres to any 17 Dougherty, the -- the mother of the daughter?
18 guidance from the Secretary of State’s office about 18 A. No.
19 early voting? 19 Q. No? Do you know Yolanda Martinez?
20 A. From what | could tell, no, but | don’t know. 20 A. Yes.
21 Q. As you sit here today, are you aware of anybody 21 Q. And in your activity in the campaign, did you
22 from the Secretary of State’s office who actually 22 ever see Ms. Martinez working for or campaigning or
23 played a direct role in counting any vote with regard 23 being active in any of the campaigns that were going
24 to your election? 24 on?
25 A. ldon’t know. 25 A. 1 don’t know.
15 17
1 MR. HUDSON: | tender the witness. 1 Q. Okay. You mentioned that you had an active
2 EXAMINATION 2 campaign for District Judge --
3 BY MR. GARZA: 3 A. Yes.
4 Q. Good afternoon, Mrs. Vela. 4 Q. -- correct? And the District Judge position
5 A. Good afternoon. 5 that you ran for is a multi-county position?
6 Q. My name’s Jose Garza, and | represent the five 6 A. Yes, sir.
7 members of the early vote counting board. Do you know 7 Q. Okay. And do you know if there were mail-in
8 Armandina Martinez? 8 ballots that were cast in the other counties?
9 A. 1 do know her, not very personally, just | 9 A. Yes, sir.
10 worked for the county for almost 10 years, so I've had 10 Q. And do you know what their mail ballots that
11 dealings with her. 11 were cast in the other counties were -- some were
12 Q. Okay. In --in the -- so you ran for District 12 accepted and some were rejected?
13 Judge? 13 A. | believe so.
14 A. Yes, sir. 14 Q. Okay. You didn't sue any of the early
15 Q. Inthe last primary -- in the Democratic 15 vote -- early vote ballot board members in the other
16 Primary? 16 counties, correct?
17 A. Yes, sir. 17 A. No.
18 Q. And you had a campaign? 18 Q. Okay. Did you have campaign workers present
19 A. Yes, sir. 19 when the early vote ballot board met to review the
20 Q. You had campaign workers? 20 mail-in ballots?
21 A. Yes, sir. 21 A. | don't believe so.
22 Q. Volunteers? 22 Q. Okay. You don’t remember?
23 A. Yes, sir. 23 A. | don’t remember.
24 Q. Did you have a campaign manager? 24 Q. You don'’t think so?
25 A. No. 25 A. | don't think so.
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18 20
1 Q. Okay. Are you aware of what sorts of things 1 A. lassume. | -- 1 don't know.
2 the earlier vote ballot board was looking for when they 2 Q. Okay. So you also mentioned that you had a
3 were examining the ballots? 3 campaign. Did you have a mail-in ballot component to
4 A. May | answer the last question? | remembered. 4 your campaign?
5 Q. You do remember now? 5 A. Just relatives that, you know, we know or out
6 A. Yes. There was one individual. 6 of town or working. But as far as a mail-in ballot
7 Q. So you did have a volunteer, somebody 7 component, no.
8 affiliated with your campaign? 8 Q. You didn't hire anyone to assist with mail-in
9 A. Yes, sir. 9 ballots --
10 Q. And -- and do you know the sort of things that 10 A. No.
11 the ballot board was doing to -- in evaluating the 11 Q. -- specifically?
12 ballots, the early -- the mail-in ballots? 12 A. No.
13 A. | understood from him and his notes that they 13 Q. Did you assist anyone with a mail-in ballot?
14 set up stations. 14 A. With a mail-in ballot, no.
15 Q. Uh-huh. 15 Q. Okay. Do you know if anybody in your campaign
16 A. And each member of the ballot board had a stack 16 assisted with mail-in ballot?
17 of ballots that they were individually looking at and 17 A. I'm sure somebody did, but | don’t know offhand
18 deciding whether or not they were going to accept or 18 who assisted who or -- maybe my mom assisted my Great
19 reject. And on several occasions they would discuss a 19 Aunt Maria Bocanegra.
20 certain ballot and talk about politiqueras on the -- | 20 Q. But you don't have any specific knowledge of
21 guess the ballots. 21 anybody assisting a voter?
22 Q. That had signed the -- the envelope? 22 A. No.
23 A. Right. 23 Q. Did you hand out stamps for mail-in ballots?
24 Q. That they had assisted the voter? 24 A. No.
25 A. Right. 25 Q. Did anybody in your campaign hand out stamps
19 21
1 Q. Okay. At -- one of the things that they were 1 for mail-in ballots?
2 looking for, is to see whether the signature on the 2 A. Not that I'm aware of.
3 application for mail-in ballot matched the signature on 3 Q. Okay.
4 the envelope, correct? 4 MR. GARZA: Pass the witness.
5 A. Correct. 5 EXAMINATION
6 Q. Okay. And do you know why they did that? 6 BY MR. NAJVAR:
7 A. Probably to verify that the signature matched. 7 Q. Ms. Garcia Vela, just a couple of questions to
8 Q. But do you know whether state law requires that 8 follow-up on -- on some of the questions you were just
9 they actually review and see if they match? 9 asked. First, | want to talk about -- you used the
10 A. | believe it does. 10 word politiquera earlier. Can you just explain what
11 Q. You believe it does. Do you know if any of the 11 you mean by that?
12 ballots were opened to see how they -- votes were cast 12 A. Usually a politiquera, it's a person -- a term
13 before decision was made to either accept or reject a 13 used here when a person works elections. They're hired
14 ballot? 14 by candidates to bring in votes or block walk or
15 A. | don’t know. 15 mail-in ballots. It's a slang term that's used around
16 Q. Did the -- your volunteer report to you that 16 here to describe people that work elections.
17 anybody examined the ballots that opened the -- the 17 Q. Okay. So what is the politiqueras do, to your
18 envelope where the ballot was contained before a 18 understanding, with regard to mail-in ballots?
19 decision was made to accept or reject the ballot? 19 A. They will go and assist voters at their homes
20 A. | know he discussed somebody coming in and 20 with the ballots, pick them up. At some point, put
21 taking two ballots away, but | don’t remember him 21 stamps on them for the voters and take them to the mail
22 saying that any of them were opened. 22 for the voters to ensure that they are sent off.
23 Q. Okay. So whatever decisions were made on 23 Q. Okay. And what is your understanding of -- you
24 whether to accept or reject a ballot, it was without 24 discussed, | think, with -- with Mr. Palmer earlier the
25 knowing how those ballots were cast, correct? 25 assistance of being identified on some of these
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1 documents that the ballot board is looking at? 1 or use forms provided for free on the Secretary of
2 The -- where is the assistant identified? 2 State’s website.
3 A. There is a line on the -- I've never actually, 3 MR. NAJVAR: I'll reserve the remainder of
4 like -- I've voted by mail, but | haven't ever assisted 4 questions for trial.
5 anybody. But I -- | know that there’s a line on the 5 FURTHER EXAMINATION
6 ballot somewhere. 6 BY MR. HUDSON:
7 I don’t know if it's on the carrier 7 Q. Just a couple follow-ups. First, you talking
8 envelope or on the -- | think it's on the carrier 8 about politiqueras, P-O-L-I-T-I-Q-U-E-R-A-S, is that
9 envelope -- where it's required by law that the person 9 how you spell that?
10 assisting identify themselves as having handled the 10 A. Yes, sir.
11 ballot itself. 11 Q. That's for the benefit of the court reporter.
12 And -- so there were two camps in our 12 Let me ask, | thought | just heard you tell your lawyer
13 election: It was their camp and our camp, and 13 people in the early voting ballot board identified
14 everybody knows who's helping who. So it was -- if the 14 politiqueras, and that they were then able to determine
15 person’s name was on there, it was going to be common 15 who a vote was for; is that your understanding?
16 knowledge who -- 16 A. Yes.
17 Q. So-- 17 Q. Okay. Did you use politiqueras?
18 A. -- supporting who. 18 A. Yes.
19 Q. Make sure | understand. So are you -- are you 19 Q. Okay. Who did you hire?
20 saying that when a ballot board member is looking at 20 A. | believe the main ones were in Jim Hogg and
21 these -- the carrier envelope and they -- if an 21 Duval. | would need to look at my finance report and
22 assistance information is on the envelope, what -- what 22 tell you, because | don’t want to misrepresent, you
23 does that -- what are you saying that that means to a 23 know, the list of who it was that | hired.
24 ballot board member? 24 Q. So it was people that you hired that you listed
25 A. That they helped the voter or handled the 25 on your finance report. Is that a finance report that
23 25
1 ballot. 1 went to the Secretary of State’s office?
2 Q. Well, does it -- does that tell the ballot 2 A. Ethics.
3 board member -- can they tell which campaign that 3 Q. To the ethics commission?
4 person might be helping votes for? 4 A. Yes.
5 A. Yes. 5 Q. How would the early voting ballot board know
6 Q. Okay. Mr. Hudson asked you a question 6 which politiqueras worked for who?
7 earlier about whether Starr County or -- or John 7 A. Well, it's a small community. | mean, | think
8 Rodriguez, to your knowledge, follows guidance from the 8 that with social media and with, you know, it -- it
9 SOS and -- and with regard to earlier voting; do you 9 doesn't take a whole lot to determine who supports who
10 remember that question? 10 around here. And there is only, really, two teams, if
11 A. Yes. 11 you want to call it that, and it was a lot of
12 Q. And you kind of laughed at -- at that question? 12 candidates on both sides.
13 A. Yes. 13 MR. HUDSON: Tender the witness.
14 Q. Can you just explain why you laughed at the 14 FURTHER EXAMINATION
15 question? 15 BY MR. GARZA:
16 A. During the trial of the election contest, and 16 Q. Who are the politiqueras in Starr County?
17 even the recount itself, there’s just so many flaws 17 A. 1 would need to look. It was -- | had a lot of
18 identified. There is so many forms that you asked John 18 volunteers, but the ones that | actually hired | would
19 if he had come complied with the Secretary of State’s 19 need to look at my report and -- and tender that to
20 forms and he would just brazenly brush them off like 20 you, because | --
21 they're just -- they’re not necessary. 21 Q. Yes.
22 Ballot boxes with no seal numbers, no 22 A. -- can’t remember.
23 record of seal numbers, there was a lot of different 23 Q. lunderstand. But you said that everybody
24 factors identified that he was just completely reckless 24 knows politiquera A works for one team, politiquera B
25 and not following the law. No need to follow procedure 25 works for another team. Who are those politiqueras?
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1 A. There's alot. You want me to list all of 1 Q. Yours as well?
2 them? 2 A. Uh-huh.
3 Q. Yeah. 3 Q. And would it be the same candidates that you
4 A. Okay. Bebita Rocha. 4 identified earlier, the same positions that you
5 Q. Who? Which team does she work for? 5 identified earlier?
6 A. | believe ours. 6 A. Yes, sir.
7 MR. HUDSON: | don’'t mean to step on you, 7 Q. Okay. And were any of those candidates
8 can you have her spell it? 8 incumbents, by the way?
9 Q. Sure. And what was her first name again? 9 A. Yes.
10 A. B-E-B-I-T-A. 10 Q. Some of them were?
11 Q. And her last name was Rocha? 11 A. Most of them.
12 A. Rocha. 12 Q. Most of them were incumbent. And did all of
13 Q. R-O-C-H-A? 13 those candidates lose?
14 A. Yes. 14 A. No.
15 Q. And she worked on your team? 15 Q. And do you know if ballots that
16 A. Yes. 16 were -- did -- does Ernestina Barron make it a habit of
17 Q. Were there a number of candidates on your team? 17 harvesting mail-in ballots?
18 A. There was a lot. 18 A. 1 don't know if she makes it a habit. | don't
19 Q. There were a lot of candidates that were on 19 know.
20 your team. 20 Q. Is that part of her strategy?
21 A. There were -- do you want me to kind of list -- 21 A. Well, | know she’s a nurse, and she has a lot
22 Q. Yeah. 22 of people that call her to assist.
23 A. -- how many? 23 Q. Okay. But you don’t know if she has -- if
24 Q. Sure. 24 that's part of her strategy in terms of how she helps
25 A. So it was County Judge, District Judge, County 25 candidates that hire her?
27 29
1 Court at Law, District Clerk, County Clerk, a few of 1 A. | don’t know.
2 the precincts, chair positions. 2 Q. Okay. Do you know if -- if -- if there were
3 Q. Uh-huh. 3 any ballots that Ms. Barron assisted with on mail-in
4 A. Treasurer -- county treasurer. | know there is 4 ballots that were rejected?
5 seven county wide for sure, and then a few precinct. 5 A. 1 don’t know.
6 Q. Okay. And all of those candidates lost? 6 Q. You don't know. Okay. Can --is there a third
7 A. No. 7 Starr County politiquera that was used in the --
8 Q. Some of them won? 8 A. Frances Mendoza.
9 A. Yes. 9 Q. And which team was she in?
10 Q. Was it your impression that -- that if in the 10 A. Theirs.
11 early vote if Ms. Rocha’s name appeared as an 11 Q. When you say theirs, what does that mean?
12 assistant, that that vote was rejected? 12 A. The opposing slate.
13 A. | don’t know. 13 Q. Okay.
14 Q. You don't know? 14 A. My opponent.
15 A. | don’t know. 15 Q. Okay. The opposing slate that included
16 Q. If we -- if we looked at the mail-in votes, 16 your -- your opponent?
17 would you expect that the Rocha assisted mail-in votes 17 A. Right.
18 would be in the reject pile or in the accepted pile? 18 Q. For the district bench?
19 A. | don’t know. 19 A. Yes, sir.
20 Q. You don't know. Who else? 20 Q. Okay. And what other positions are associated
21 A. Ernestina Barron, E-R-N-E-S-T-I-N-A 21 with that slate?
22 B-A-R-R-O-N. 22 A. County Judge -- the same ones.
23 Q. Thank you. And which team did Ms. Barron work 23 Q. Okay. And did all of those candidates win?
24 for? 24 A. No.
25 A. Ours. 25 Q. Some won and some lost?
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1 A. Yes, sir. 1 her name on the ballot the way the law requires?
2 Q. Okay. And -- but is it your testimony that 2 A. | believe so.
3 Alicia Dougherty Number 1 knew who Frances Mendoza was | 3 Q. Okay. And do you know if Alima Garcia would've
4 and which slate she was working for? 4 known that Yvonne Vera was an politiquera affiliated
5 A. Well, Frances didn’t put her name on any of the 5 with your slate of candidates?
6 ones she assisted. 6  A. | believe she might.
7 Q. Okay. So there’s no way of knowing which 7 Q. How would show she know that?
8 candidates -- which ballots were submitted were 8 A. Well, | know that Yvonne’s husband worked at
9 assisted by Frances Mendoza in the mail-in ballots? 9 the city, and usually when you work for the city or the
10 A. She --Itestified that she assisted at least 10 county, you usually run in circles where you know who
11 50 without putting her name on. 11 supports who.
12 Q. Okay. Butthere’s no way for the ballot board 12 Q. And what is Alma Garcia’s affiliation with any
13 to know which those were? 13 of those connections?
14 A. Idon'tknow. I don't assume they would, 14  A. I mean, she lives here. She works at HR.
15 because there’s no signature. 15 Q. That's the only information that you have that
16 Q. Right. So you don’t have any information that 16 would link Alma Garcia to Yvonne Vera?
17 anybody on the ballot board could identify mail-in 17 A. That's the only information | have.
18 ballots that were assisted by Frances Mendoza? 18 Q. What about Yolanda Martinez?
19 A. No. 19 A. Same. |don’t know.
20 Q. Because she didn't put her name on any of them? 20 Q. You don't know?
21 A. Right. 21 A. | don’t know.
22 Q. Okay. Soany ballots that -- strike that. . 22 Q. And Armandina Martinez, does she have any
23 Who else? Anybody else that you can think 23 connection or knowledge of Yvonne Vera and the work
24 of? , ) o 24 that she does?
25 A. | know there’s more. | just can’t think of o5 A 1 don't know.
31 33
1 names right now. 1 Q. Okay. Anybody else that you can think of
2 Q. Well, that's all right. Whatever -- whatever 2 today?
3 you can think of today. 3 A. Amalia Gonzalez. Amalia, A-M-A-L-I-A,
4 A. Yvonne Vera. Y-V-O-N-N-E V-E-R-A. 4 Gonzalez, G-O-N-Z-A-L-E-Z.
5 Q. Okay. And which camp did she work for? 5 Q. Okay. And which slate did she -- did
6 A. Ours. 6 Ms. Gonzalez work for?
7 Q. So she was a paid politiquera -- 7 A. Ours.
8 A. | believe so. 8 Q. And so she was paid by one or more of the
9 Q. --in the campaign? Did your campaign 9 candidates that you've identified?
10 contribute to the fund that paid Ms. Vera? 10 A. I don’t know if she was paid. I’'m not sure.
11 A. I'm not sure. 11 Q. She may have just been a volunteer?
12 Q. Might have? 12 A. Right.
13 A. Might have. 13 Q. But she also probably assisted with the mail-in
14 Q. But other members associated with your informal 14 ballots?
15 slate -- 15 A. Probably.
16 A. Right. 16 Q. Probably. And would she have identified
17 Q. -- would've paid for her? 17 herself on --
18 A. (No audible response). 18 A. Yes.
19 Q. Do you know if either of the Alicia Dougherty’s 19 Q. -- the envelope?
20 knew that Yvonne Vera was working for your slate? 20 A. Yes, sir.
21 A. | don’t know. 21 Q. Do you know how many mail-in ballots she
22 Q. Do you know if Ms. Vera assisted mail-in 22 would’'ve been affiliated with?
23 ballot -- 23 A. | don’t know.
24 A. | believe she does. 24 Q. Okay. Do you know anything about her
25 Q. You believe she did. Do you know if she listed 25 background or her work in that arena that would've
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1 identified her to any member of the ballot board? 1 but | know that they’ve been politiqueras for a long
2 A. No, sir. 2 time, so --
3 Q. Okay. Anybody else? 3 Q. Right.
4 A. 1 know there’s a lady hamed Denise, and she 4 A. -- it would be common knowledge.
5 works with another -- she works with a partner. They 5 Q. Right. But you know that -- the members of the
6 both work for Commissioner -- oh, that was another 6 ballot board were not involved in any of the campaigns?
7 campaign that | forgot to mention, was the County 7 A. | don’t know if they were involved.
8 Commissioners. Commissioner Ruben Saenz, Precinct 4, 8 Q. You don't have any information that they were?
9 Denise and Ester. | don't know their last names. 9 A. 1 do not.
10 Q. Okay. Denise and Ester are politiqueras? 10 Q. Okay. Anybody else?
11 A. Yes, sir. 11 A. | know there was some in Roma, but | don’t
12 Q. That are affiliated with Commissioner Saenz? 12 recall names. Again, I'd need to refresh my memory on
13 A. Yes, sir. 13 that, because they’re some volunteers; some people that
14 Q. Are they affiliated with anybody else’s 14 testified, but | can’t remember their names.
15 campaign? 15 Q. Okay. And were any of the Roma politiqueras
16 A. With Eloy Vera, Balde Garza, all of the slate. 16 affiliated with your slate?
17 Q. So the slate that was opposing the slate that 17 A. Yes.
18 vyou identified as yours? 18 Q. Do you -- without -- do you know how many?
19 A. Yes, sir. 19 A. | know Erica Pelayo is from Roma. E-R-I-C-A --
20 Q. Okay. Now, these were not formal slates, or 20 Q. Uh-huh.
21 were they? 21 A. -- I think. P-E-L-A-Y-O.
22 A. Not formal, but everything on social media 22 Q. And she's affiliated with your camp?
23 involved all of them and all of us. So, | mean, | 23 A. Yes.
24 don't know the definition of formal, but everybody 24 Q. Okay. Do you know anybody else in Roma?
25 knew. 25 A. Belinda, B-E-L-I-N-D-A, Garcia, G-A-R-C-I-A.
35 37
1 Q. They were coordinating their campaigns? 1 Q. Uh-huh. And he’s a politiquera from Roma?
2 A. Right. Everybody would pitch in something to 2 A. Yes.
3 help the group. 3 Q. Which camp was she affiliated with?
4 Q. Okay. Were there meetings of these slates? 4 A. Ours.
5 A. | mean, we'd meet up to block walk and stuff 5 Q. Anybody else?
6 like that, but -- 6 A. That's all | can remember. | don’t remember
7 Q. Uh-huh. 7 other names.
8 A. -- as far as like formal meetings, not really. 8 Q. And do you know if Erica and Belinda, as part
9 Q. Uh-huh. And so Denise and Ester you would 9 of their assistance to the campaigns, that they were
10 characterize as politiqueras on the other side? 10 hired on assisted voters with mail-in ballots?
11 A. Yes, sir. 11 A. | believe so.
12 Q. Okay. And do you know anything that in 12 Q. Okay. And is it your testimony that in each of
13 Denise and Ester’s background or their activity that 13 those instances, Ms. Pelayo and -- and Belinda would
14 would've -- that would've crossed paths with any member 14 sign on the carrier envelope?
15 of the ballot board, so that they would've been able to 15 A. Yes, sir.
16 identify? 16 Q. Okay. And what in their background or their
17 A. Yes. 17 activity would have alerted any member of the ballot
18 Q. And what is that? 18 board that they were politiqueras for your camp?
19 A. They both work for the county. So any HR 19 A. I don’t know.
20 issue, they would have to deal with Alma, Armandina, 20 Q. Okay. Anybody else?
21 and the other lady. 21 A. That's all | can recall.
22 Q. And what about that tells Armandina and, et 22 Q. So there were about 140 mail-in ballots that
23 cetera, that they were involved as politiqueras for 23 were rejected?
24 that slate? 24 A. Ithink 142.
25 A. | don’'t know what about that would tell them, 25 Q. 142. Did all of those rejected ballots come
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1 from either Ms. Pelayo or Belinda -- what was her last 1 MR. HUDSON: We'll reserve.
2 name again? 2 FURTHER EXAMINATION
3 A. Garcia. 3 BY MR. NAJVAR:
4 Q. Garcia. Can't read my writing. 4 Q. Well, is that -- | don't -- | don’t want to go
5 A. Garcia. 5 deep into, but | do -- since we're on the record here,
6 Q. Or Amalia Gonzalez or Yvonne Vera or Ernestina 6 maybe it helps clarify for everybody. If you know, why
7 Barron? 7 were those three individuals arrested?
8 A. | haven't had the stomach to check. | don'’t 8 A. | believe in Erica’s case, she allegedly put a
9 know. 9 date on an application for a mail ballot after the
10 Q. You don't know? 10 person had deceased. | think that those were the facts
11 A. (No audible response). 11 onher. On Ernestina, | --
12 Q. Okay. 12 Q. Well, you've -- | know you said you don't --
13 MR. GARZA: Pass the witness. 13 MR. HUDSON: Well, let her finish her
14 FURTHER EXAMINATION 14 answer, Counsel.
15 BY MR. NAJVAR: 15 Q. Sure.
16 Q. Ms. -- I don’t know whether to call you -- 16 A. | don’t know the facts on Ernestina, but it
17 A. Vela's fine. 17 also had to do with mail-in ballots and same for
18 Q. -- but I don’t know if | call you Garcia Vela 18 Belinda.
19 or Vela or Garcia? 19 Q. Okay. What agency arrested them?
20 A. Vela’s fine. Shorter. 20 A. The D.A.’s Office. Starr County D.A.’s Office.
21 Q. Ms. Vela. So are Erica -- Erica Pelayo and 21 Q. Who is that?
22 Belinda Garcia, is it -- you mentioned earlier that 22 A. Omar Escobar.
23 with regard to Denise and Ester who work for 23 Q. Okay. Why do you -- if -- if you know, why do
24 Commissioner Saenz, that it was common knowledge, you | 24 you think -- or why did Omar Escobar arrest those three
25 said, that they were politiqueras or did this kind of 25 individuals?
39 41
1 campaign work, right? 1 MR. HUDSON: Objection, form. Foundation.
2 A. Right. 2 Q. As opposed to all the other politiqueras active
3 Q. Would you -- would you characterize Erica 3 inthe election?
4 and -- and Belinda as in that same kind of category 4 MR. HUDSON: Objection, form. Foundation.
5 as -- do people know that they do campaign work and, 5 A. Because they were helping us.
6 you know, recurring elections? 6 MR. NAJVAR: Okay. And just for the
7 A. Yes. Inthe middle of the election, Erica, 7 record, | prefaced the question by saying if you know,
8 Belinda, and Ernestina were arrested. 8 okay, Eric?
9 Q. Okay. Well, I'm not -- you told me -- | 9 Q. So why do you believe that it was because they
10 don’t know if -- if we want to get into all this. Are 10 were helping you?
11 you -- are you -- you're an attorney, right? 11 A. Because nobody else was arrested before or
12 A. Yes. 12 after when testimony under oath, one politiquera on
13 Q. Are you representing any one of them? 13 their side admitted to at least 50 felonies and she
14 A. No. 14 hasn’t been arrested.
15 Q. Were you previously? 15 But yet these people were targeted, |
16 A. No. 16 believe, because they were supporting us, helping us.
17 Q. Okay. 17 And arrested before the primary, it made the news
18 A. Jay Pena was representing one of them. 18 everywhere. Again, it's a small community. People
19 MR. NAJVAR: Well, I'll reserve the 19 knew that they were helping our side, so it -- it sent
20 remainder of questions for trial. 20 avery chilling effect. Women, mothers, no criminal
21 FURTHER EXAMINATION 21 history.
22 BY MR. HUDSON: 22 Q. Do you have any reason to believe that any of
23 Q. I can't leave without knowing. Why were they 23 the politiqueras working for the opposing slate were
24 arrested? 24 breaking any laws?
25 A. They were charged with voter fraud. 25 A. Yes.
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1 CHANGES AND SIGNATURE
1 Q What’) 2 WITNESS NAME: MARTIE GARCIA VELA
2 A. Not identifying themselves on mail-in ballots 5 PATEOF PEPOSITION: SEFTENBER 13, 2018
3 that they handled, that they took from the voter, took , GELINE crANGE REASON
4 home, and then put in the mail the next day. And so if 5
5 aname’s not on there, how is anybody on the ballot .
6 board going -- or maybe that was their strategy. | S
7 don't know. .
8 Q. Well, if -- when were these -- these three \
9 arrests made; if you recall? ;
10 A. | believe in January.
11
11 Q. January of 2018?
12
12 A. Yes, sir.
13 Q. Okay. "
14 A. Maybe February. "
15 Q. After the testimony in our cause in the B
16 election contest in -- in Starr County District Court, 1
17 did you get any inquiries from the District Attorney’s v
18 Office looking into any of the facts from the case? 8
19 A. None. 9
20 Q. Do you know people at the District Attorney’s 20
21 Office? 2
22 A. Yes. | used to work there. 22
23 Q. Okay. 23
24 MR. NAJVAR: No further questions at this 2
25 time. 25
43 45
1 MR. HUDSON: NOthlng from me. 1 I, MARTIE GARCIA VELA, have read the foregoing
) , . 2 transcript and hereby affix my signature that same is
2 MR. GARZA: | don't have anythlng else. 3 true and correct, except as noted above.
3 MR. NAJVAR: Thank you. 4
4 THE WITNESS: Thank you. 5
. MARTIE GARCIA VELA
5 MR. HUDSON: Read and sign. I'm 6
6 requesting one. THE STATE OF TEXAS  )(
7 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: Off the record. , comTOF —————X
8 (Deposition concluded) on this day personally appeared MARTIE GARCIA VELA,
9 9 known to me (or proved to me under oath or through
10 ) (description of identity
10 card or other document) to be the person whose name is
11 subscribed to the foregoing instrument and acknowledged
12 11 to me that they executed the same for the purposes and
consideration therein expressed.
13 12
14 Given under my hand and seal of office
15 13 this day of , 2018.
14
16
17 15 Notary Public in and for
18 The State of Texas
16
19 17
20 18
21 .
22 21
23 22
23
24 4
25 25
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DIVISION
LETICIA GARZA GALVAN AND )(
MARTIE GARCIA VELA X
Plaintiffs )¢

VS. )( CASE NO. 7:18-cv-113
X

ROLANDO PABLOS, INHIS )(

OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS  )(

TEXAS SECRETARY OF )¢

STATE, AND ARMANDINA  )(

MARTINEZ, ALMA GARCIA, )(

ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 1, )(

ALICIA DOUGHERTY NO. 2, )(

'YOLANDA MARTINEZ )

Defendants )
REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION
ORAL AND VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF

MARTIE GARCIA VELA
SEPTEMBER 13, 2018

I, JOHN W. FELLOWS, Certified Court
Reporter, certify that the witness, MARTIE GARCIA VELA,
was duly sworn by me, and that the transcript is a true
and correct record of the testimony given by the
witness on September 13, 2018; that the deposition was
reported by me in stenograph and was subsequently
transcribed under my supervision;

Pursuant to Federal Rule 30(5)(e)(2), a
review of the transcript was requested.

| FURTHER CERTIFY that | am not a relative,
employee, attorney or counsel of any of the parties,
nor a relative or employee of such attorney or counsel,
nor am | financially interested in the action.

WITNESS MY HAND on this the _____ day of

,2018.

JOHN W. FELLOWS, Texas CSR 3335
Expiration Date: 12-31-18

Integrity Legal Support, CRN No. 528
3100 W. Slaughter Ln., #101

Austin, Texas

(512) 320-8690
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1 3
IN THE N TED STATES D STR CT GORT 1
FOR THE SQUTHERN O STR CT' OF TEXAS
MCALLEN DM S ON 2 1 NDEX
LETI A A GALVAN AND MRRTI E ) 3 PAGE
GRROA\HA )
) 4 AVAND NA MARTI NeZ
Vs ) CAE ND 7:18-0+00113
) 5 Bxamnation by M. Navjar ...................ooo.n 4
ROAANDO PABLCS, INHS ) Bxamination by M. Hudson ........................ 39
GH QAL CAPAQTY AS TEXAS) 6 Sgnature Page ... 46
SEGRETARY GF STATE, AD ) Qourt Reporter's Gertificate ..................... 48
ARVAND NA MARTI NEZ, ALMA ) 7
GAROA ALQADOGERTY )
ND 1, ALIQA DOGERTY ) 8 111
NO 2, YOANDA MMRTINEZ )
9 111
QRAL CEPAE TITON 10 /11
AVAND NA MARTI NEZ 11 /11
Sept enber 13, 2018 12 /11
CRAL CEPCH I ON GF AMMND NA MARTINEZ,  produced as a 13 /11
wtness at the instance of the Paintiffs and duly 14 11/
sworn, was taken in the above-styl ed and nunbered cause 15 11/
on the 13th day of Septenber, 2018, from848 am to 16 /11
9:48 a.m, before Dora Canizal es, Gertified Shorthand 17 11l
Reporter in and for the Sate of Texas, reported by 18 11/
conput eri zed stenotype nachine at the Garcia Law 19 /11
Gfices, 509 N San Antonio, Ro Gande dty, Texas 20 /11
78582, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Qvil Procedure 21 111
and the provisions stated on the record or attached 22 111
hereto. 23 111
24 [
25 111
2 4
APPEARANCES 1 AVANDI NA MRARTI NEZ,
2 having been first duly sworn, testified as fol | ows:
FCR PLA NI =S 3 EXAM NATI ON
Jerad Vdyne Ngj var 4 Q (BY R NAVAR kay. Good norning of the
Ngjvar Law Frm PLLC
2180 North Loop Veést, Suite 255 5 letter M. Mrtinez, ny nane is Jerry Ngjvar. And I'm
Houston, Texas 77018
Enail: jerad@aj varl aw com 6 representing two plaintiffs in this case which invol ves
FOR DEFB\DANTS ARVAND NA MARTINEZ, ALMA GAROA ALIdA 7 a chal l enge to sone of the Texas statutes regarding the
DOUGERTY, ALl A A DOJGERTY, AND YOANDA MARTI NEZ
8 reviewof nail-in ballots.
Jose Grrza
Garza @l ando Mran, PLLC 9 Are you general |y anare of that, that you
Mrtin Gl ando
405 N Saint Mrys, Suite 700 10 are here to answer questions in that |awsuit?
Enail: nartin. gol ando@nai | . com
11 A Yes.
FCR CEHFENDANT ROLANDO PABLCE
12 Q  And have you given a deposition before?
Eic Hiudson
Assistant Attorney General 13 A Adeposition? VeI, just the one we had from
P.Q Box 12548, Gapitol Sation
Austin, Texas 78711 14 the other lawsuit.
Enail: eric. hudson@ag.t exas. gov
15 Q You testifiedin court, right?
16 A Yeah
17 Q But isthisthe first tine you testify |ike out
18 of court in this thing?
19 A Yes.
20 Q Sojust afewground rules. It night seemkind
21 of ankward, but kind of the sane thing at the trial, the
22 court reporter has to take down everything we say. So
23 if youlet ne finish the question and then -- before you
24 start toanswer. And I'll let you finish your answer
25 before | -- you know so we are not tal king over each
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5 7
1 ot her. 1 A Aound June of 2017.
2 A kay. 2 Q kay. And howdid you get pronoted -- or was
3 Q | don't think it's going to take very long at 3 that a pronotion for you, to becone the HR DOrector?
4 all, but if you need a break for the restroomor for 4 A Yes.
5 what ever reason, just let ne know | would just ask 5 Q And howdid you -- did you have to apply for
6 that you finish answering the question on the tabl e and 6 that position or howdid that happen?
7 then we coul d take the break. 7 A VeI, | had been M. Mntal vo's assistant for
8 And if anything is unclear that | ask, 8 nany years. So when he passed away, | was asked by the
9 that's fine. Just tell ne you don't understand and | 9 judge if | wanted that position and | said yes. It went
10 canrestate the question. So that's about it. 10 through Gormissioner's Gourt. And then | was appoi nted
11 So can you state your nane for the record, 11 Hunman Resources Drector.
12 please. 12 Q kay. Wen you said you were asked by the
13 A Anandi na Mrtinez. 13 judge, who is that?
14 Q ay. And where do you reside? 14 A Hoy \era
15 A InRo Gande dty. 15 Q And was there an interview process for the
16 Q And what's your residence address? 16 position? Odyouinterviewfor it?
17 A 602 Vést Third Street, Apartnent 1, in Ro 17 A Nb.
18 Gande Aty, Texas. 18 Q Sowasit -- canyou just elaborate on why --
19 Q kay. And how are you enpl oyed? 19 you said the county judge, Judge \era, asked you if you
20 A | amthe Hinan Resources Orector for Sarr 20 wvereinterested. Is that what you sai d?
21 Qounty 21 A Yes.
22 Q Hwlong have you served in that position? 22 Q Sowvhat is your understanding of his rolein
23 A Inthat position, alittle bit over a year. 23 the process of, you know how you got the pronotion?
24 Q kay. And | knowwe vwent over this at trial 24 A \eéll, as thejudge, | don't know | guessit's
25 and it night seemredundant, but this is a different 25 his position to hire soneone to repl ace that position.
6 8
1 case, so | got to get sone of the sanme things on the 1 Q kay. Ddthe Comissioner's QGourt have to
2 record. So | wll just ask you, so howlong have you 2 vote on it?
3 been enpl oyed by Sarr Qounty? 3 A Yes.
4 A Heven years. 4 Q [Does the county judge have -- well, are you
5 Q kay. And can you kind of wal k ne through the 5 avare of whether he nade a reconmendation that you be
6 progression. Were were you when you started and then, 6 hired for that position?
7 you know the different positions you' ve had until now 7 A | don't know Probably.
8 A kay. | started working for the county in 2001 8 Q (kay. kay. And let's talk about your
9 for the Hection Adninistration. M boss was Raf ael 9 experience in Hections. Wth regard to the Mrch 2018
10 Montalvo. Wen he got -- he was the el ection 10 Pinary Hections, what was your rol e?
11 admnistrator. Wen he got the position of also being 11 A | was the Early \oting Hection Board Judge.
12 the Hinan Resources Drector, | went wth himto Hinan 12 Q ay. And have you served in that position
13 Resources. And | was his assistant in Hinan Resources 13 before?
14 fromlike 2009 until he passed anay, like alittle bit 14 A N, it was the first tine being on the Early
15 over ayear ago. And that's when | was placed as a 15 Hection Board.
16 Hunan Resources Director. 16 Q  And have you done other -- have you had ot her
17 Q kay. And so, I'msorry, as of 2009, you were 17 kind of roles in an election capacity before?
18 in what position? 18 A Yes.
19 A | was the Benefits Administrator for Hinan 19 Q  And what vere those?
20 Resources. | was the director's assistant in Hinan 20 A VeI, when | started working for the county in
21 Resources. 21 2007, | worked for the Hection Adninistration, so | did
22 Q &ay. And then he passed away when? 22 al of the background stuff.
23 A In April of -- ayear ago, 2017. 23 Wen | noved to Hunan Resources, since |
24 Q ay. And when did you becone the Hinan 24 aready knewal | the background stuff, since then, I've
25 Resources Drector? 25 always worked al nost every el ection as presiding judge
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1 at one of the precincts or one of the sites. 1 di d you recei ve before Hection Day?
2 Q (kay. kay. And so aside from-- in the 2018 2 A The Hection Admnistration goes over the
3 Prinaries you were the presiding judge of the Ballot 3 procedures for the -- what our job is, pretty much. Get
4 Board, right? 4 the ballots, you know check for signatures, if they are
5 A Yes. 5 not signed and stuff like that.
6 Q  Hud you ever served on the Ballot Board as 6 Wiat reasons are there for rejecting or
7 presiding judge before this year? 7 accepting a ballot. And then counting and all that.
8 A N 8 Q kay. Wthregard to -- who i s conducting the
9 Q (kay. Dd you ever do anything wth regard to 9 traini ng?
10 reviewng nail-in ballots before the 2018 Prinari es? 10 A John Rodriguez. He's Hection Adninistrator.
11 A \en | worked for Hections, we were the ones 11 Q xay. Is hethe one whois actually giving the
12 that received themand -- |ike the whol e process of 12 instructions, or is it sonebody el se in the office?
13 nailing it out, getting the application, get it out, 13 MR HDSON jection, form Foundation.
14 receivingit, putting it in a box until the Board got a 14 Q (BYr MR NAJIAR W, you vere at the training
15 chance to | ook at them 15 yourself, right?
16 Q (kay. Wien you worked in the H ections 16 A Yes.
17 Departnent, how nany peopl e woul d work in the 17 Q  So who was actually there conducting the
18 Departnent? How nany peopl e worked in the Gounty 18 training?
19 Hections Gfice? 19 A Lupita
20 A | believeit was four of us. Hve at the nost. 20 Q xay.
21 Q Isit still about the sane now? 21 A Quadal upe Gnzalez. She vworks for Hections
22 A Yeah, | think so. 22 Admnistration.
23 Q kay. Dd you have any responsibility wth 23 Q  Vés she the one who was descri bi ng how you
24 regard to provisional ballots? 24 reviewthe ballots to decide whether to accept then?
25 A Qher than collecting themand placing themin 25 A | can't renenber if it was her or John.

10 12
1 the boxes or wherever they belong until the Hection 1 Q ay. Soinas much as detail as you can
2 Board got a chance to [ ook at them 2 renenber, can you describe the training, the
3 Q kay. Sowthregard to the Mrch 2018 3 instructions you received wth regard to reviewng the
4 Prinaries, can you just describe what the Ballot Board 4 signatures on the -- reviewng the signatures on the
5 didwth the nail-in ballots? 5 nai | ballots to determine whether they are acceptable or
6 A kay. V¢ cane in around seven in the norning. 6 not ?
7 ¢ al ready had a class, you know on the procedures that 7 A W, just that, you know that we had to | ook
8 week before. The Hection Administration gave us like a 8 at the signatures. And if they are not signed, they are
9 run-through of what we were supposed to do. \é cane in 9 rejected autonatically. | nean, just that.
10 that norning. The Hection Adninistration put all the 10 Q ay. Soif abalot conesinandit has no
11 boxes in nunpers. 11 signature at all on the carrier envel ope, were you
12 Q Adlet nejust clarify as you go along. V&1, 12 instructed to -- that that's just autonatically
13 first | should ask, when were you appointed as a 13 rejected?
14 presiding judge inrelation to Hection Day? Howfar 14 A Yes.
15 ahead of tine were you appoi nt ed? 15 Q (kay. (kay. So what about the -- so setting
16 A | usually get aletter afewweeks before the 16 those aside, the ones that don't have a signature at
17 election. 17 all, howwere you instructed to reviewthe signatures?
18 Q ay. And so then -- so you can continue wth 18 And vhat does a signature reviewentail ?
19 your answer, but are you -- you said you got there at 19 A If they don't match. And nost of them conmon
20 seven a.mon what day? 20 sense. You know one is in print, oneis in cursive.
21 A v Bection Day. 21 They are not a natch.
22 Q ay. So continue, please. 22 Q kay. And what are you conparing? Wat
23 MR HDSIN (jection, form Gils for 23 signatures are you conparing, actually?
24 narrative response. 24 A I'meconparing the signature on the application
25 Q (BY MR NAJAR (kay. Wat kind of training 25 for the nail-in ballot and the envel ope where they
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1 nailed in the ballot. 1 A N
2 Q kay. I'mstill talking about the training 2 Q Ddit seened to nake sense to you?
3 before the el ection. 3 A Yeah
4 Od Lupita or John or anybody el se give 4 Q Dd anybody el se there, that you recall, ask
5 you any nore detail, any specific instructions about how 5 any questions about, you know the process for review ng
6 you are supposed to decide if signatures natch or don't 6 si gnat ures?
7 nat ch? 7 A That | can renenber, no.
8 MR HDSON (jection, form Vague. 8 Q ay. Sois there anything el se rel evant about
9 Q (BY MR NAVJAR He can object for the record, 9 the training you recei ved with regard to signature
10 and you can still ansver. 10 reviewthat we haven't tal ked about yet?
11 And since he objected that the questionis 11 MR HIDSON @jection, form Glls for a
12 vague -- and going forward in the deposition, if a 12 legal objection. pjection, form Foundation.
13 questionis unclear, please tell ne. | amhappy to 13 A N
14 restateiit. 14 Q (BYyMR NAVIAR kay. Solet's goto Hection
15 If you understand it, you are free to 15 Day, wvhich is when you said you showed up to work,
16 ansver. 16 right?
17 A ay. 17 A Uh-huh
18 Q Sojust torestate the question. 18 Q So can you just describe what you did when you
19 D d Lupita or John or anybody el se who was 19 arrived? W, first, where did you go?
20 providing training on howto review signatures on these 20 A It was the large conference roomin the Anex
21 nmail-inballots, didthey give you any specific 21 Building.
22 instructions or things to look for in terns of 22 Q  (kay.
23 determning whether signatures natch? 23 A Ve got there around seven in the norning. W&
24 MR HDSON (jection, form Vague. 24 had -- aready had the count. It was 1,100-and sone.
25 A | guessit's nostly just conmon sense, you 25 W first counted the votes on the early voting nachi nes
14 16
1 know if they match or don't match. They also -- we 1 to get those out of the way. So we did those right anay
2 vwere al so told that we could ask for a third signature 2 in the norning.
3 if wewanted to, either the original -- the origina 3 And that pretty nuch is just getting the
4 application for voter registration. V¢ could al so ask 4 sticker out of the machines wth the count.
5 for that, if we were still unsure if they natched or 5 And then we started on the boxes for
6 not . 6 the -- for the Early Voting ball ots.
7 Q kay. And did they describe a process for how 7 Vé vent box through box and probably got
8 you can request additional -- the third signature? 8 done just a fewmnutes before seven wth the counting.
9 MR HDSON jection, form Vague. 9 Li ke you finish those and then the
10 A W, vwe have to ask the Hection 10 nachines fromthat date got there. And then you count
11 Adnmnistration if we wanted -- if we wanted a third 11 those.
12 signature. 12 MR HIDSON  (pjection, nonresponsive.
13 Q (BYy R NAVJAR kay. How nany peopl e were on 13 Q (BYMR NAVIAR kay. Sowthregard to the
14 the ballot board on Mrch 2018? 14 nmail-inballots, howdid this actually work in terns of
15 A FRve 15 -- vell, first, can you describe how the Ballot Board
16 Q Hve including you? 16 nenbers vere arranged?
17 A Yes. 17 A kay.
18 Q Wre all of other four people there at the 18 MR HDSON (jection, form as to the
19 training? 19 word "arrange.”
20 A Yes. 20 A Thisis alarge table, probably larger -- a
21 Q DOd you have any questions, |ike you 21 little bit larger than this one. V& are all sitting on
22 personally, when -- did you have any questions about -- 22 one side.
23 like did you have any questions in your mind, or did you 23 h the right side of the room | think it
24 ask themfor nore specific instructions on what you are 24 wvas eight boxes in total, of early -- of boxes of early
25 supposed to | ook for in reviewng the signatures? 25 ballots. And ve started with Box 1. | would place it
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1 on the table. | would say how much the count is. 1 vhen it was received. And so we get one box. You know
2 In sone, we had -- we had a request from 2 I would say out loud, you know This is Box 1 fromdate
3 the DAthat they wanted -- | think it was sone ball ots, 3 this to date this. And then | proceed to take themall
4 early voting ballots. So when we cane up wth those, we 4 out. V¢ would open them go through them W all
5 had to get those out. And al so people that nailed them 5 have --
6 early voting, and then they went and voted in person, 6 Q xay. Let ne stop you there. So you get Box 1
7 the B ection Adninistration gave us a list of those 7 and the box is open. A that point, isit like onthe
8 peopl e that did that. 8 table wth the Ballot Board nenbers?
9 So we had to -- first, we would renove, if 9 A Yes.
10 any of those were in there. Persons that voted in 10 Q xay. And then -- so there is how nany
11 person, we woul d renove those. And then proceed from 11 ballots, or how nany envel opes wth ballots are in that
12 thereto-- it was five of us sitting at atable. Ve 12 box, Box 1, approxinatel y?
13 would kind of -- each, you know get sone of the ballots 13 A | can't remenber. But it was -- they vere
14 and we woul d start wth the procedure of opening 14 pretty full. Over 100, | would say, in each box.
15 envelopes. There is |ike ten envel opes per envel ope. 15 Q kay. So when that box is opened, what
16 Q kay. | will ask sone very specific questions 16 happens?
17 as we go through it. 17 A | wouldget afew | kind of spreadit all
18 So were you al | seated |ike around the 18 out, give a fewto each of the board nenbers. And then
19 table or were you on the sane side of the table? Hw 19 wve proceed to -- and then | kind of put piles in the
20 vere you seated? 20 center of the table so that when we are done wth the
21 A V¢ vere like on the sane side of the table. 21 fewthat we had, we would proceed with the rest. And we
22 Q kay, you' re naking a gesture. 22 would al kind of go -- we get rid of the yellow
23 A WII, it's an oval table, sothe ones in the 23 envelope, first; collect all the enpty envel opes, put
24 end were nore towards the end. Because there is five of 24 themback in the box, into the enpty box now and then
25 us on one side. 25 ve proceed wth the next envel ope.

18 20
1 Q kay. So once you renove the ballots that 1 Q WII, you are talking envel opes. Just for the
2 shoul d be renoved |ike you just described, how did 2 record, can you describe -- for each nail-in ballot,
3 you -- what happened next in terns of reviewng the 3 vhat are you tal king about? Wat do you have?
4 nail-in ballots? 4 A  (kay. For each mail-in ballot, there is going
5 A WII, each box had over 100 ballots init. V& 5 to be at least five envel opes or six, if | renenber
6 woul d each get, you know five, six, you know and then 6 correctly.
7 kind of, at the sane tine we were opening them 7 The original yellow envel ope inside of it
8 col l ecting the yel |l ow envel opes. And then we woul d al | 8 is another envel ope with the envel ope where they --
9 proceed to open the rest. V& were kind of like doing it 9 vhere they have the ballot, it's another with a yel | ow
10 at the sane tine so that -- and then we collect all the 10 ore.
11 enpty envel opes, put themback in the box. And then -- 11 And then the applicationis in there, so
12 we all have stanps for "reject" and "accept," all five 12 you kind of have to separate the application that has
13 of the nenbers. 13 the signature wth the envel ope that has the mail-in
14 Q xay. 14 ballot. You proceed to -- and then we get rid of the
15 A And then you proceed to checking, you know the 15 enpty ballot. Ve put it back in the box.
16 application wth the envel ope. 16 & proceed to conpare, you know signature
17 Q (kay. Solet'sjust -- we have to go through 17 or evenif it has a signature. So then we either accept
18 this in sone detail, but so you tal ked about a box, 18 or reject the nail-in after we conpare it to the
19 right? Sowhat is in the box? 19 signature.
20 A The box -- there was |ike eight boxes, all 20 If it's rejected, we get apile. If it's
21 1,100-and-sone nail-in ballots are in those boxes and 21 accepted, we leave it there.
22 these are al by date. Wien the BHection Adninistration 22 Ater we are done with our pile, we
23 receives the ballots, they date the box of when it 23 collect al the rejected ones and count themand say,
24 started. Wenit's full, they put an end date so that 24 okay, so nany nail-in ballots were rejected out of the
25 each box had like a beginning date and an end date of 25 box. V& cone back inthere. Qut of the accepted ones,
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21 23
1 we then proceed to open that envelope. Inside it is 1 Q kay. Were vere you seated at the table in
2 another envel ope with the ball ot inside that envel ope. 2 relation to the other board nenbers?
3 Q xay. Let ne stop you there. If you decide to 3 A I was in the center. And then | had two and
4 accept the ballot, you say you then open the envel ope. 4 two.
5 Wi ch envel ope are you openi ng? 5 Q ay. Sodid you have a stack of ballots that
6 A The one that has the signature onit. 6 you were revi ew ng?
7 Q And where is the signature? 7 A Yes.
8 A It'sonthe front of the envel ope or back of 8 Q  As you vere reviewng those ballots, were you
9 it. 9 -- vere you stanpi ng them "accepted’ or "rejected," you
10 Q Like on the sea ? 10 know on your own, or were you conferring wth the
11 A Yeah 11 people at the table, your other nenbers?
12 Q (kay. And what is that envel ope cal | ed? 12 A W wredoingit asagroup. If | felt that |
13 A To be honest, "yel | ow envel ope,” | think. 13 needed a second opinion or -- | would ask, you know
14 Q kay. And when you open that, what's inside? 14 whoever was next to ne, hey, you know what are you
15 A The envel ope with another envel ope with a 15 thinking. And that's -- you know
16 ballot inside of it. 16 Q kay. So hownany tines do you think -- or
17 Q kay. And what color is that envel ope with the 17 what percentage of the tine do you think you asked for
18 ballot inside of it? 18 somebody' s second opi nion about a signature?
19 A Wite 19 MR HDSIN (jection, form
20 Q kay. Soyou saidyoudon't -- you don't 20 A I don't know maybe 50 percent of the tine.
21 decide to accept a ballot until after you ve conpared it 21 Q (BYy MR NAVIAR kay. So for the rest of the
22 wththe application signature; is that right? 22 tine, what was happening the tines that you were not
23 A Yes. 23 conferring wth anybody.
24 Q (kay. So where is the application at this 24 A VeI, | was checking signatures. And if | felt
25 tine? 25 it was the sang, | would accept it. Andif | felt they
22 24
1 A Inthe first large envel ope you have the 1 did not match, or if there was a signature missing, |
2 application and you have the envel ope where the bal | ot 2 woul d reject and put themin a separate pile.
3 wvasmailedin 3 Q kay. Dd you ever ask for additional
4 Q Andisthere anane for that first large 4 si gnat ure sanpl es?
5 envel ope? 5 A Yes, | did
6 A It's a yel | ow envel ope. 6 Q Hwnany tines?
7 Q ay. 7 A W, wedidnostly on the first box, because
8 A | believe when you request a nail-in, you nail 8 it vas -- it was new You know all the tines that |
9 inyour application. And then Hection Admnistration 9 have been working in Hections as a presiding judge for
10 nails you the ballot wth an envel ope, so you nail that 10 the elections sites, | didn't knowso then on the first
11 back in. So then when that gets nailed back in, then 11 box -- there was sone that were the kind of natching so
12 the Hection puts it in a yel | ow envel ope, the 12 youdon't knowif it was because, you know the elderly
13 application wth the envel ope that the ballot cane in. 13 had arthritis hand. So we did request alot. But it
14 Q Wth the envel ope that the voter signed, 14 was very tine-consunming. So then | decided that it was
15 correct? 15  best for just -- and | did request, later on, but we
16 A Yes. 16 nostly did on that first box.
17 Q ay. Solet's go back to where -- you have a 17 Q ay. So howlong -- if you renenber, how |ong
18 box open and you have -- you said you distributed, | 18 do you think the first box took to get through
19 guess, how nany to each bal |l ot board nenfer? 19 conpletely?
20 A Ve pretty nuch do it evenly, at whichever pace 20 A I think it took al nost two hours.
21 each person would go. But we pretty nuch separate it 21 Q And were other nenbers of the Ballot Board
22 evenly within all five of us. 22 asking for additional signature sanpl e?
23 Q kay. Ae you guys talking to each other as 23 A Yes.
24 each person is reviewng the ballots at all or -- 24 Q  Sonetines?
25 A Yes. 25 A Yes.
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1 Q kay. And you nentioned sonethi ng about -- 1 soneti mes? Can you renenber ?
2 like sonebody with arthritis hand | think you said. 2 MR HDSIN (jection, form
3 Wiat do you nean by that? 3 A Not specifically, no. But, yeah. They vere
4 A WII, on the signatures, you know they don't 4 giving us copies of the origina application. Sol
5 natch. You know we are not professional, you know | 5 won't knowif we were getting |ike copies of the
6 don't know what that profession is called where you 6 originals. SOl wouldn't know Likel didn't get a
7 conpare signatures, but, you know it [ooks sinilar, but 7 chance to ook at the original applicationitself.
8 oneis alittle nore crooked than the other, so you want 8 Q (BY R NAVIAR Wat if you wanted an
9 to nake sure, you know that it is the sane person. So 9 additional signature, like a fourth or a fifth
10 then we request for a third one and then kind of conpare 10 signature? Wére you able to ask for that?
11 it to that. 11 A | guessif | wanted to, they would have
12 Q Anddidthat -- so the tines when you request ed 12 probably provided it.
13 the additional sanple, do you think that hel ped? 13 Q Dothey have a fourth or a fifth signature?
14 A Not really, because sonetines then we have 14 A Not that | know of.
15 three signatures that didn't natch. Sone of these 15 MR HDSON (jection, form
16 original applications was -- nost peopl e that do 16 Q (BY MR NAJAR To your know edge?
17 nmail-ins are elderly. 17 A Hih-uh. Qher than the original application.
18 So when the original application for the 18 Unless they have a different origina application.
19 election, their handwiting wasn't the sane as, you 19 Q kay. So can you just describe for me what
20 know twenty years later, you know and they' ve got 20 your rationale or your reasoning was when you are
21 arthritis. 21 looking at the other signature on the application to
22 S0 we wvere having probl ens where there vas 22 vote by nail and the signature on the envel ope, right?
23 three different signatures, you know that didn't natch 23 Wat are you thinking as you try to deci de whether these
24 exactly. 24 are, you know fromthe sane person?
25 So that's why we came to the concl usi on 25 MR HDSIN jection, form Glls

26 28
1 that, you know it was just -- unless we really -- | did 1 narrative response.
2 request soneone put an X And then | wanted to know 2 A If they match, they natch. |f they don't
3 vel I, you know if they signed here, they put an X here, 3 natch, they don't natch.
4 | want to knowwhat they put on the original. 4 Q (BY R NAVIAR W1, what nakes a signature
5 But other than that, we cane to the 5 not natch?
6 conclusion that it was just too tine-consuming to be 6 A Queisinscript and very nessy. And then the
7 requesting a third signature, and it wasn't really 7 other one is like in cursive, bubbly, you know | nean,
8 hel ping us out. 8 it's obviously not a natch.
9 Q Sowhat is your -- sowthregard to this third 9 Q Wat if thereis aslight difference in, like,
10 signature that you can request, what was that signature 10 you know naybe on one sone of the letters -- you can
11 on, what docunent? 11 read the whol e nang; on the other one, you know all the
12 A It's the origina request to be a registered 12 letters in the nane are not spelled out?
13 wvoter. It'skind of likealittle board where they -- 13 MR HDSON @jection, form
14 the original application to register to vote. 14 A Those it did not natch.
15 Q ay. And in sone cases -- so you nentioned 15 Q (BY R NAJAR Wen you sign your nane, do
16 that could be twenty years old. Wy do you say that? 16 you always signit the sane way?
17 A Because sone registrations are -- you register 17 A Yes, | do. Llhless they tell ne toinitial,
18 once. | goregister to vote. And unless | change ny 18 then, you know it's different, but ...
19 address or have sone change, | have that sane 19 Q kay. So after you got through the first box,
20 application. | don't have to be renewng it every year. 20 can you describe what happened wth the next box?
21 So sone of those original applications are 21 A W, we went through the sane procedure.
22 older. 22 Ater one box was done and we col l ect, you know al the
23 Q Soout of the tines that you requested an 23 accepted -- all the rejected and put themback, we got
24 additional signature fromthe Hections Departnent, were 24 the accepted ones.
25 they always, you know old like that? Wre they recent 25 Vé woul d then go do the exact -- do the
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29 31
1 exact sanme thing wth the next box. | put it inthe 1 to have -- they were like, oh, ny Gsh, this personis
2 center, | openit, look at the seals at were on it and 2 like 90 years ol d, you know And it's understandabl e.
3 then proceed, again, spreading themon the table so all 3 S |, personally, that's why | look at the date.
4 of us could start all over again. And we did this with 4 Q ay. DOd you receive any instruction fromthe
5 like eight boxes. 5 H ections Departnent about, you know howthe date, the
6 Q kay. And at what point -- you nentioned the 6 person's bhirthdate mght affect that?
7 deci sion was bei ng nade earlier to not request the 7 MR HDSON jection, form Vague as to
8 additional signatures, is that what you sai d? 8 "H ections Departnent."
9 A Yes. 9 Q (BY R NAVIAR And just for the record, when
10 Q A what point was that nade? 10 | say "Hections Departrent” and | amasking the
11 A Ater the first box. 11 question about training, or didthey say sonething, 1'm
12 Q And, again, why was that? 12 asking about anybody fromthe Hections Departnent in
13 A It was very tine-consuning. By the tine the 13 Sarr Gounty providing you training or instruction wth
14 Hection Adninistration would bring ne the third 14 regard to whatever the issue is, is what |'mreferring
15 signature. That first box took us al nost two hours. Vé 15 to, okay?
16 only have until seven o' clock to have these counted. 16 A No. They didn't specifically say, look at the
17 Andit wasn't really hel ping us much because, like | 17 date of birth, no. That's just -- | like to read
18 said, there was a third signature and sonetines that 18 everything and that's just how!| am
19 third signature didn't even natch the two that we 19 Q Aeyou avare of whether the other nenbers of
20 aready had there, or didn't match either. So it was 20 the Ballot Board did that as well, refer to the person's
21 just -- | felt that we didn't need a third signature to 21 age?
22 -- it would just be nore confusing. It wasn't really 22 A They night have. |'mnot conpletely sure.
23 helping out nuch. You know we couldn't conclude. Now 23 Q kay. Dd you receive any -- other than the --
24 we have three different signatures. So then | 24 vell, of course the training that you recei ved before
25 concluded, you knowwhat, if they don't natch, they 25 Hection Day fromthe Hections Departnent in Sarr

30 32
1 don't match, reject, and let's go to the next one. 1 Qounty, was it just verbal instruction, or did they
2 Q kay. 2 include -- did they give you any naterial s?
3 A | didrequest for one or two naybe in the other 3 A  They did give us. They gave us |like sanpl e
4 boxes, but not -- 4 envel ope, where the yel | ow envel ope with the application
5 Q And why in those instances did you request? 5 and the other envel ope are inside. And then, you know
6 A (e of themwas because the birth was 1989 and 6 we are instructed on, you know first open this envel ope
7 they put an X as signature. So I'mfiguring 1989. This 7 and then conpare this. And then open and then you have
8 person is kind of young, you know Wy are they putting 8 to -- so, yeah, they did give us a sanpl e envel ope.
9 an X? You know it's kind of |ike, you know 9 Q kay. And did they give you any other witten
10 questionabl e. 10 naterial s?
11 So then | woul d request, you know what 11 A N, just the sanple, the envel opes.
12 didthey put inthe origina application, you know 12 Q (kay.
13 Because 1989, you are not that ol d, so why are you 13 A Ve kind of went through the steps.
14 putting an X 14 Q ay. Dd you do any research on your own
15 So then | would get a third one. 15 before Hection Day to figure out, you know what am
16 Q kay. And how do you know how ol d the person 16 | -- like howto reviewthe signatures to deternine if
17 is? 17 they natch?
18 A hthe original application, the person's nane, 18 A No. Just -- | don't know | worked in
19 date of birth, address, and signature is on there. 19 elections before, so | was -- you have to | ook at
20 Q Sodidthat -- were you referring to the 20 signature al the time. | worked in HR so signatures
21 person's birthdate, their age? Like was that a factor 21 aeredlyinportant. Soit's, you know it's just in
22 inother signatures you revi ened? 22 ny nature to ...
23 A Yeah, because sonetines when it's a little bit 23 Q kay. But -- and just for the record -- but do
24 shaky and you see they were born -- and we had a voter 24 you have any formal training in handwiting anal ysi s?
25 that from1928, | think. And, of course, they are going 25 A N
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33 35
1 Q kay. Do you have any fornal training in like 1 A N
2 forensi c docunent anal ysi s? 2 Q (BY R NAJAR Vés anybody el se fromthe
3 A N 3 Hections Departnent there kind of supervising?
4 Q Is handwiting training or -- strike that. 4 A W, they veren't really supervising, but they
5 To be a nenber of the Ballot Board, are 5 were in case we requested sonething, we needed to ask --
6 you required to have any training wth regard to 6 you know kind of soneone. So we knewthey were right
7 revi ew ng si gnat ures? 7 there in that building.
8 A N 8 Q kay. And you nentioned earlier sonething
9 Q Doyourecall any cooments |ike fromany of the 9 about -- you nentioned -- |ike you had to get finished
10 other board nenbers about, |ike, whether they were 10 by acertaintine.
11 having a hard tine or confused about review ng 11 I's that what you sai d?
12 signatures? 12 A Yeah
13 A Yes, afewtines | asked the -- | was the 13 Q Wre you instructed that you had to finish the
14 judge, sol toldthem if you can't deternine, ask, you 14 reviewby a certain tine?
15 know one of the other judges, you know on their 15 A No, but we knewthat election was going to
16 opinion, on what they think. 16 close at seven o' clock. So at seven o clock, we vwere
17 Now if two or three of us thought, you 17 going to start getting the nachines for Hection Day.
18 know it didn't match, we would reject it. 18 So it kind of -- you know we were like
19 Q Sothe tines when that kind of thing woul d 19 hopeful ly, you know were are done by then because then
20 happen when two or three of you woul d be | ooking at the 20 we are going to be here until nidnight.
21 sane signatures to deternine, did you have a di scussi on 21 Q (xay.
22 about specific aspects of the signature, characteristics 22 A But no one said, you have to be done, you know
23 of the signature about whether it natched or not? 23 by this tine.
24 A No. V¢ wvere just kind of like, what do you 24 Q As the presiding judge of the Ballot Board, do
25 think, what do you think. 25 you have any responsibility that carries on after the
34 36
1 And then, |, as the judge, woul d have the 1 el ection is canvased?
2 final say on whether it was accepted or rejected. 2 A No. Then the provisionals, | believe a week
3 Q kay. Soisit fair tosay that it was -- 3 later, | thinkit's like five days later, we do the
4 vhether a signature nmatches or does not nmatch, it was 4 provi si onal s.
5 the sort of your cormon sense reaction to it? 5 Q "W." Wois "we"?
6 A Yeah 6 A  The sane Early \Woting Hection Board. V¢ do
7 Q kay. Wds there ever a tine when you or -- et 7 the provisional ballots.
8 ne ask you about you first. 8 Q  And so what do you do with the provisional
9 Véis there ever a tine when you were 9 bal | ot s?
10 reviewng a nail-in ballot where you knew the person and 10 A W, kind of the sane procedure. Provisional
11 you thought -- or you had personal know edge of their 11 ballots are ballots on that day that for whatever reason
12 signature and then played into your anal ysis? 12 they either voted in the wong precinct or they weren't
13 A N 13 registered to vote, you know
14 Q Wat about anybody el se on the board, to your 14 You know they all have different reasons
15 know edge? 15 of why they voted provisional .
16 A N, | don't think so. 16 So all those provisional ballots arein a
17 Q Odthe Ballot Board work -- well, strike that. 17 green envel ope.
18 Véis John Rodriguez in the roomkind of 18 Again, we have to check -- provisional
19 supervising your work on the Ballot Board as it went 19 ballots, the judge wites on there a reason why the
20 aong? 20 person voted provisional .
21 MR HIDSON @jection, form 21 You know it could have been, you know
22 A On Hection Day? 22 they voted in the wong precinct or they are not
23 MR HDSON (jection, form 23 registered to vote or, you know a specific reason. And
24 Q (BY R NAJAR Onh Hection day? 24 then the other half of the envel ope, you know gives
25 MR HDSON @jection, form 25 wvhat the election puts on there. You know like, yes,
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1 this person is not registered to vote or -- so then we 1 Q Wi ch envel ope?
2 get those. V¢ see the reason. 2 A The provisional ballot envelope. It's a green
3 If the reason is justifiable, we wll 3 one.
4 accept it. If they weren't registered to vote, you 4 Q xay. Is that an envel ope that contains all
5 veren't registered to vote. It's an autonatic reject. 5 the provisional ballots?
6 W put that inapile. Put it in a box. 6 A No. Each ballot itself has a green envel ope.
7 And then the ones that were accepted, we 7 Q xay.
8 then open, you know the other envel ope where the bal | ot 8 A And then inside that green envel ope, the ballot
9 is and count those. 9 is inside another envel ope seal ed inside that green one.
10 Q (kay. kay. S0 between the tine that the 10 Q DOdyou ever get contacted by anybody after the
11 person voted on the provisional ballots at the pol es and 11 election whose bal l ot was rejected, whose nail-in ball ot
12 the tine that you are going through the process you j ust 12 wvas rej ected?
13 described, what's happened with those provisional 13 A N N
14 ballots? 14 MR NAVJAR (kay. No further questions?
15 A | believe the Hection Adninistration shoul d 15 DEFENSE ATTY VO V& wil | reserve
16 have them 16 questions until tine of trial.
17 Q But whois-- whois like -- who is checking 17 MR HDSN | have a few
18 whether the -- you are referring to notes on sone 18 EXAM NATI ON
19 docurent that you are looking at as a Ballot Board, 19 Q (BYMR HDBN M nane is Eic Hiudson. |
20 right? Womnade those notes as to each voter? 20 wvork for the dfice of the Atorney General. |
21 A The BHection Adninistration. 21 represent the Texas Secretary of Sate in this case.
22 Q Soisthe Bections Administration the ones who 22 W& ve never net before, right?
23 were like -- they are checking whether the person was in 23 A N
24 the right precinct when they voted or things like that? 24 Q Do you knowwhat the Texas Secretary Sate's
25 A Yes. 25 officeis?

38 40
1 Q Wether they were registered to vote? 1 A Yes.
2 A Yes. 2 Q Explainto ne what you know about the Texas
3 Q kay. Soif I understand you correctly, the 3 Secretary of Sate.
4 Hections Departnent will do that reviewor check for 4 A Secretary of Sate pretty muich -- well, when |
5 each voter. And howdo they -- howdo they get the 5 worked with el ections, we had to sign infornation for
6 infornation to you wth regard to, you know their notes 6 the ballots and the el ections. And so they are pretty
7 about each voter? 7 much in charge of the elections pretty much.
8 A The provisional ballot itself, on one side of 8 Q \Men you say we are "in charge," what do you
9 it, it's kind of like divided by two. It has -- the 9 nean.
10 original presiding judge that received it during 10 A WII, like, you -- al the infornmation that the
11 Hection Day, they have to checknark why the person 11 Hection Adninistration gets is through the Secretary of
12 voted provisional and signed it. 12 Sate.
13 Fromthere, on BHection Day, after that 13 Q (kay. Veéll, what infornation do you get from
14 election gets it, and then they check it. 14 the Texas Secretary of Sate?
15 Yes, this person, is he eligible to vote; 15 A VeI, vhen | worked for Hections, the
16 or no, this personis not registered. And then the 16 admnistrator would -- with the ballots and all this
17 other half, it has for themto nark, you know 17 kind of stuff. Wen you have to -- there is a certain
18 Q kay. 18 tine lint when you have to, like, request for an
19 A And then we kind of, you know see it; and no, 19 election and stuff like that. | think. Mybe.
20 they weren't registered to vote. 20 I"mgetting it confused.
21 Q kay. So when you get it after Hection Day, 21 Q Let neseeif | can nake this alittle sinpler.
22 when you go back to do this review you are getting a 22 Have you ever worked for the Texas Secretary of Sate?
23 docunent -- likeis it a separate docunent for each 23 A N
24 provisional ballot? 24 Q \Men you say that the Texas Secretary of Sate
25 A N It'sjust that sane envel ope. 25 isincharge of an election, are you saying that Texas
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1 Secretary of Sate cones down to Starr Qounty to run 1 Gfice ever tell you how you shoul d go about conparing
2 your el ections? 2 si gnat ures?
3 A N 3 A N
4 Q kay. Sojust by way of clarification, you are 4 Q You nentioned that you were able to request a
5 not suggesting that the Texas Secretary of Sateisin 5 third signature if you had issues wth exanni ng
6 charge of Sarr Quunty's el ections, are you? 6 signatures, right?
7 A N 7 A Yes.
8 Q ay. Tell ne the nane of each person that was 8 Q Hbwdid you go about requesting the third
9 sitting at the table wth you when you counted nail-in 9 signature? Tell ne the process.
10 ballots in the spring of 2018. 10 A If wefelt that we needed a third signature --
11 A Yolanda Mrtinez, Ana Grrcia, Aicia Dougherty 11 we arein an annex building and a | arge conference room
12 and Alice Dougherty . | don't knowif she is senior, 12 inthat sane building that Hection Admnistration
13 but ... 13 officeis. W would always have soneone fromH ection,
14 Q I've already asked you whet her you worked for 14 you know just kind of looking into see if we needed
15 the Texas Secretary of Sate. Db you know whet her 15 anything.
16 Yolanda Mrtinez works for the Texas Secretary of Sate? 16 So ve woul d contact that el ection
17 A N 17 personnel, and we woul d request, you know and we woul d
18 Q Nbo, you don't know or no, she doesn't? 18 give them-- we woul d give her the nane and the date of
19 A She does not. 19 birth so that they could go and bring us a copy of the
20 Q Wat about Ana Garcia, does she work for the 20 origina applicationitself.
21 Texas Secretary of Sate? 21 Q Dd you ever ask anybody fromthe Texas
22 A Nb, she does not. 22 Secretary of Sate's Gfice to provide a third
23 Q Do you know whether Alicia Dougherty Jr -- 1I'm 23 signature?
24 going to say junior; | knowthat's not the right 24 A N
25 appellation for a femal e, but the younger Alicia 25 Q  Wen you vere reviewng nail-in ballots, did
42 44
1 Dougherty -- did she work for the Texas Secretary of 1 you ever call Texas Secretary of Sate's dfice to ask
2 Sate? 2 themhow you shoul d review nai | -in bal | ot?
3 A N, she did not. 3 A N, | didnot.
4 Q  Wat about her nother? 4 Q Ddyou ever call the Texas Secretary of
5 A No, she did not. 5 Sate's dfice to ask whether signatures natched?
6 Q You nentioned two trainers who cane and trai ned 6 A Nb.
7 you as part of the election. \Mat were their nanes 7 Q Sncethetine that you counted nail-in ballots
8 agai n? 8 for the Denocratic Prinmary in 2018, has anyone fromthe
9 A John Rodriguez, he's the el ections 9 Texas Secretary of State's Gfice called to discuss the
10 adnnistrator, and Giadal upe Gonzal ez. 10 reviewof nail-in ballots wth you?
11 Q Do you know whet her John Rodri guez works for 11 A N
12 Texas Secretary of Sate? 12 Q Prior toreviewng ballots, nail-in ballots,
13 A N, he does not. 13 fromthe Denocratic Primary that you reviewed in the
14 Q  He does not work for Texas Secretary of Sate. 14 spring of 2018, did you call anybody fromthe Texas
15 A N 15 Secretary of Sate's dfice to ask themhowto go about
16 Q \at Guadal upe Gnzal ez? 16 reviewng nail-in ballots?
17 A N, she does not. 17 A No, | did not.
18 Q Od you have any other trai ners who cane and 18 Q Dd you speak to anyone fromthe Texas
19 trained you about howto look at nail-in ballots? 19 Secretary of Sate's dfice in person?
20 A N 20 A N
21 Q Od anyone fromthe Texas Secretary of Sate's 21 Q Has the Texas Secretary of Sate's Gfice had
22 Jfice ever cone down to train you on howto review 22 any roleinthe counting the n@il-in ballots, in your
23 mail-in ballots? 23 experience, as elections official in Sarr QGunty?
24 A N 24 A N
25 Q Od anybody fromthe Texas Secretary of Sate's 25 MR HDSN | tender the wtness.
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1 MR GARZA Nb nore questions. 1 I, AVANDO NA MARTINEZ, have read the foregoi ng
2 THEWTNESS That's it? 2 deposi tion and hereby affix ny signature that sane is
3 MR NAVJAR Maybe. Just one nonent. 3 true and correct, except as noted above.
4 That's all. 4
5 (Deposi tion concluded at 9:48 a.m) 5
6 6 AVAND NA MARTT NEZ
7 7
8 8 THE STATE GF )
9 9 GANTY CF )
10 10
11 11 Before ne, , on this day
12 12 personal |y appeared AVAND NA MARTI NEZ, known to ne or
13 13 proved to ne on the oath of or through
14 14 (description of identity card
15 15 or other docunent) to be the person whose nane is
16 16 subscribed to the foregoing i nstrunent and acknow edged
17 17 to ne that he/she executed the sane for the purpose and
18 18 consideration therein expressed.
19 19 Gven under ny hand and seal of office onthis
20 20 day of ,
21 21
22 22
23 23 NOTARY PLBLI C I N AND FCR
24 24 THE STATE OF
25 25 M Qonmission Expires:
46 48
1 CHANGES AND S GNATURE 1 IN THE UN TED STATES DO STR CT' GORT
FCR THE SQUTHERN O STR CT OF TEXAS

2 PACE LINE GHANE REASON 2 MALLEN DM S ON
3 3  LEMQA GALVAN A\D MARTIE )

GARI A VEA )
4 4 )
5 5 Vs. g CASE N0 7:18-C-00113
: o EHEIEA
: 1 e A5 )

GRRIA AlQA DOGERTY )
8 8 NO 1, ALIQA DOGERTY )

ND 2, YOANDA MRTINEZ )
9 9
10 10 REPRTER S (BRI H CATE
11 11 CRAL DEPCH I ON GF AVAND NA MARTI NEZ
12 12 Sept enber 13, 2018
13 13 |, Dora Ganizales, Gertified Shorthand Reporter in
14 14 and for the Sate of Texas, hereby certify to the
15 15 followng:
16 16 That the witness, AVMND NA MARTINEZ, was duly sworn
17 17 and that the transcript of the depositionis a true
18 18 record of the testinony given by the wtness;
19 19 That the deposition transcript was duly subnitted on
20 20 to the witness or to the attorney for
21 21 the wtness for examination, signature, and return to ne
22 22 by
23 23 That pursuant to information given to the deposition
24 24 officer at the tine said testinony was taken, the
25 25 followng includes all parties of record and the anount
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49
1 of tinme used by each party at the tine of the
2 deposi ti on:
3 MR NAVJAR 00:39:74
4 MR HDSON  00: 05: 23
5 MR GARZA  00: 00: 00
6 That a copy of this certificate was served on al |
7 parties shown herein on and filed
8 wth the Qerk.
9 | further certify that | amneither counsel for,
10 related to, nor enployed by any of the parties in the
11 action in which this proceeding was taken, and further
12 that | amnot financially or otherwise interested in the
13 outcone of this action.
14 Further certification requirements pursuant to
15 Rule 203 of the Texas ode of Avil Procedure wil be
16 conplied wth after they have occurred.
17 Certifiedto by ne onthis ___ day of
18 ,
19
20 Z
21 Teigsc"é'cfa' 5 ‘M%'
29 B(H r gigpm rolz 31/ 2019
23 %w“e?mcgugrgpo rtSejlrtse 220
24 Frone: " (850267 6098
25
1 FURTHER GERT A CATI ON UNDER TRCP RULE 203
2
3 The original deposition was/was not returned to the
4 deposi tion of ficer on
5 If returned, the attached Changes and S gnature
6 page(s) contain(s) any changes and the reasons therefor.
7 If returned, the original deposition was delivered
8 to M. Navjar, Qustodial Attorney.
9 $  isthe deposition officer's charges to the
10 Haintiffs for preparing the original deposition and any
11 copies of exhibits;
12 The deposi tion was delivered in accordance with Ril e
13 203.3, and a copy of this certificate, served on all
14 parties shown herein, was filed with the derk.
15 Gertifiedtoby ne onthis _ day of
16 ,
17
18
ra Canl zal es drﬂ'fa&f.éa},

19 Texas CSR 5360

Expiration: 12/ 31/2019
20 FI & Ronero

Cértlfled Qurt Reporters
21 3700 N 10th Sreet, Suite 220

MA len, Texas 78501
22 Phone:  (956) 287- 8398
23
24
25
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1 3
1
IN THE N TED STATES O STR CT GOLRT 2 1 NDEX
FR SQUTHERN O STR CT OF TEXAS
MALLEN DM S ON 3 PAGE
LEN A A GALVAN AND MARTI E ) 4 YOQANDA MARTI NEZ
GRIA VEA )
) 5 Bxamnation by M. Ngjvar ......................... 4
Vs ) CASE NO 7:18-C-00113 Examnation by M. Hiudson ........................ 19
) 6 Sgnature Page ... 20
ROANDOPABLGS INHS ) Qourt Reporter's Gertificate ..................... 22
GH A AL CAPAOTY AS TEXAS) 7
SERETARY G- STATE AND )
ARVAND NA MARTI NEZ, ALMA ) 8
GAROA AlQADAGERTY )
NO 1, ALIQA DOGERY ) 9
N 2, YOANA MRRTINEZ )
RAL CEPAE TTON 10
YOANDA MARTI NEZ 11
Sept enber 13, 2018 12
13
CQRAL DEPCH T ON GF YOANDA MARTINEZ,  produced as a 14
wtness at the instance of the Aaintiffs and duly 15
sworn, was taken in the above-styl ed and nunbered cause 16
on the 13th day of Septenber, 2018, from10:00 a m to 17
10:24 a.m, before Dora Canizales, Certified Shorthand 18
Reporter in and for the Sate of Texas, reported by 19
conput eri zed stenotype nachine at the Garcia Law 20
Gfices, 509 N San Antonio, Ro Gande dty, Texas 21
78582, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Qvil Procedure 22
and the provisions stated on the record or attached 23
hereto. 24
25
2 4
APPEARANCES 1
2 YOANDA MARTI NEZ,
FOR PLAI NI FFS 3 having been first duly sworn, testified as fol | ows:
Jerad Vdyne Ngj var 4 EXAM NATI ON
Ngjvar Law Frm PLLC
2180 North Loop Veést, Suite 255 5 Q (BY R NAVJAR ood norning. M. Mrtinez,
Houston, Texas 77018
Enail: jerad@aj varl aw com 6 right?
7 A Yes.
8 Q M nameis Jerad Ngjvar. And | think you know
FCR CEHFENDANTS ARVAND NA MARTINEZ, ALMA GAROA ALTAA
DOJGERTY, ALl A DOJGERTY, AND YOANDA MARTI NEZ 9 me fromthe other case, the el ection contest, right?
Jose Garza 10 A Yes.
Garza Gl ando Mran, PLLC
Mrtin Gl ando 11 Q Sol'mrepresenting a couple of plaintiffs who
405 N Sain tMrys, Suite 700
Enail: nartin. gol ando@nai | . com 12 have filed a chal | enge basically dealing with the review
13 process for nail-in ballots.
14 Are you general ly avare that you re here
FOR DEFENDANT ROLANDO PABLCE
15 to answer sone questions about that today?
Eic A Hidson
Assistant Attorney General 16 A Yes.
P.Q Box 12548, Gapitol Sation
Austin, Texas 78711 17 Q  And have you ever given a deposition before?
Enail: eric.hudson@ag. t exas. gov
18 A Like this?
19 Q  Yes.
20 A N
21 Q (kxay. Sojust sone ground rules to begin. The
22 court reporter has to take down everything, so please
23 let ne finish ny question before you answer and I'Il do
24 the sane for you before | ask ny next question.
25 If you need to take a break, just let ne
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5 7
1 know | don't think we'll get there, it should go very 1 Hection Day, were you notified or, you know did you
2 quickly. But if youto need a break, just let ne know 2 find out that you were on this board?
3 And | would just ask that you finish answering the 3 A It was long before. They were trying to find
4 question on the table before we take the break. 4 soneone and | really didn't want to doit, but they
5 And if anything is unclear, just let ne 5 couldn't find anybody el se, so | went ahead and didit.
6 know and | can restate the question. 6 Q kay. So when you found out you were on the
7 A ay. 7 board, or you agreed to accept the position, did you
8 Q (kay. So can you state your nane for the 8 understand what this would entail?
9 record, please? 9 A Yes.
10 A Yolanda Mrtinez. 10 Q DOd anybody describe to you what your duties
11 Q  And where do you resi de? 11 would be?
12 A Ro Gande Qty. 12 A Yes.
13 Q Wat's your residence address? 13 Q Wo?
14 A 309 South @ox. 14 A The Hections. Lupita nostly.
15 Q Hbwdo you spel |l @x? 15 Q Lupita Wat's her full name?
16 A GOX 16 A Lupita Gnzal ez, | think.
17 Q  And how are you enpl oyed? 17 (kay. \Mat did she tell you?
18 A Sarr Qunty Payroll. 18 A That we had to get the box. And when we got
19 Q You said payrol | ? 19 the box, we were to open the box. V¢ opened the seal s,
20 A Yes. 20 take nunbers off the seals. Wite the nunber down. And
21 Q Hwlong have you been enpl oyed t here? 21 then there was supposed to be a sheet of paper on there
22 A Snce 2006. 22 ontop of the boxes, not al of them That sone of
23 Q Wat departnent is that under? 23 those ballots woul d need to be taken out because they
24 A Hinan Resources. 24 vere already counted. So they didn't want to count them
25 Q Do you work with Arnandi na Mrtinez? 25 twce.

6 8
1 A Yes. 1 And then after that we got -- we got a
2 Q Wat is your work relationship with her in 2 bat ch of envel opes, all of us, and we woul d open them
3 terns of the hierarchy? 3 Q So are you talking about what you did on
4 A She's adirector. |'ma supervisor. 4 H ection Day?
5 Q (kay. Have you -- well, what was your role 5 A Yeah
6 wth regard to the Mrch 201 Prinary Hection in Sarr 6 Q (xay. Let ne start alittle earlier than that.
7 Qunt y? 7 Ckay. DO d you receive any kind of
8 A | vas one of the judges. 8 training before Hection Day?
9 Q The judges. Wat judges? 9 A Yeah. It was alittle bit of training. Wat
10 A | forgot. 1 don't reneniber what they call 10 I'mexplaining to you right now yes.
11 them Sone kind of board. 11 Q  So can you describe -- can you describe the
12 Q Wat was your function? 12 training wth respect to how you were supposed to revi ew
13 A | was to look at ballots. Qpen envel opes, | ook 13 thenmail-in ballots to decide whether to accept the
14 at ballots, check signatures. 14 balot?
15 Q And was this the first tine you served on that 15 A If the signatures are different.
16 board? 16 Q (kay.
17 A N Second. 17 A QO if thereis not a signature there.
18 Q  Wen was the first tine? 18 Q Wthregardto-- soif thereis no signature
19 A | think it's when President Trunp was comng 19 there, what were you instructed to do?
20 intooffice. | think that was the last tine. |'mnot 20 A Ryect.
21 exactly sure of the date. | don't renener which ones. 21 Q xay. |If thereis asignature there, did they
22 Q kay. But definitely for two el ections, you ve 22 describe -- did the Hections Departnent, anybody in the
23 done the sane work, is that what you are sayi ng? 23 Hections Departnent describe for you howyou are
24 A Yes. 24  supposed to reviewthe signatures?
25 Q S howfar in advance of the election, of 25 A W, they saidjust toseeif they are
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9 11

1 different or not. | nean, nore likely, sonething | ooks 1 individually, all five of us at the sane tine. V¢ woul d
2 different. If they were different signatures or it was 2 open up the box. Get those -- get those envel opes out,
3 witten different. 3 and then we woul d divi de the envel opes between the five
4 Q kay. Andis this Lupita who is giving you 4 of us.
5 this instruction? 5 And the first thing to do was to open up
6 A Yes. 6 the first envel ope, which is a white envel ope.
7 Q  Wds John Rodriguez al so there for the training? 7 Everybody woul d do the sane thing through
8 A  Hewasinand out. 8 the whol e batch, they would get all the envel opes,
9 Q (kay. Sodid Lupita or John or anybody el se 9 separate them rubber-band them and put themin the
10 conducting this training, did they give you any nore 10 box.
11 specifics in terns of howyou are supposed to deternine 11 Then the next envel ope, we woul d open up
12 signatures if they natch or not? 12 aso. And they woul d separate the envel ope fromwhat
13 A N, not that | recall. 13 was inside. Get all the enpty envel opes, rubber-band
14 Q Can you renenber what they actually told you? 14 them put themin the box until we got to where we
15 Like what their words were to you in terns of review ng 15 checked the signatures on the the envel ope as the -- |
16 the signatures? 16 guess it's the application, I'mnot for sure. That's
17 A \erbatim no, | can't renenber exactly. Just 17 when we doubl echecked the signatures to see if we reject
18 if the signature is different, then you need to reject. 18 or accept.
19 O you can ask the person next to you if they think it 19 Fromthere, it was either reject or accept
20 looks different or not. 20 or ask the person next to you what they thought, if it
21 Q kay. Db you have any kind of fornal training 21 was reject or accept.
22 inreviewng signatures? 22 And then we woul d separate the rejected
23 A N 23 ones and the accepted ones. But we had to stanp it
24 Q Do you have any kind of fornal trainingin 24 either way if it was reject or accepted.
25 forensic docurent anal ysis? 25 Al the rejects, we would send themto

10 12
1 A N 1 Tina and she woul d wap themall up and put themin a
2 Q To your know edge -- well, how nany ot her 2 box.
3 peopl e served on the Ball ot Board? 3 And then the accepted ones, we woul d open
4 A Four other peopl e besides nyself. 4 themup, take the ballots out, face down, and put the
5 Q  To your know edge, did any of those other 5 envel opes together and put themin a box. After each
6 individual s have any fornal training in handwiting 6 step, we counted the envel opes just to nake sure they
7 anal ysi s? 7 nat ched the anount we first started.
8 A | do not know 8 And then we woul d stack up the ballots and
9 Q kay. So | think you nentioned that -- were 9 then Armandina or Alicia would put it through the
10 youinstructed at the training -- 1'msorry. 10 nachine.
11 Wre you instructed at the training that 11 Q Véuld put which ones through the nachi ne?
12 you could request an additional signature sanple if you 12 A The ballots.
13 had a question? 13 Q kay. But the ones that were accepted?
14 A | don't renenber if it was the training or 14 A The ones that were accepted. The ones that
15 during that day. | don't renenber. 15 vere rejected go back into the box.
16 Q kay. And solet's goto Hection Day itself. 16 Q \Men you reject a mail-in ballot, what are you
17 Gan you describe what happened when you arrived to work 17 actually stanping? Wat do you actual |y stanp? \Mat
18 as a nenber of the Ballot Board? 18 docunent are you stanpi ng?
19 A Ve just vent straight into the room 19 A The envel ope.
20 Q kay. And describe for ne the process of 20 Q  Wiich envel ope?
21 reviewng the nail-in ballots. Hwdidit start? 21 A The one that was rejected because we didn't
22 A (kay. The boxes were in there and we were 22 open it because it was rejected.
23 instructed first that if there is a piece of paper in 23 Q kay. Wlere does the ballot -- where is the
24 there stating we need take those ball ots out because 24 balot wthregardto arejected nail-in ballot? \ere
25 they had already voted. So we did each box 25 isthe ballot after it's rejected?
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13 15
1 A In the envel ope inside the box. 1 vhet her the signatures natched enough that the ballots
2 Q  So does that envel ope stay cl osed? 2 shoul d be accept ed?
3 A Yes. 3 MR HDSON jection as to the word
4 Q Sowere you -- did you have -- were you 4 "hard."
5 reviewng a stack of ballots yourself to decide whet her 5 A Yeah, it was a couple of tines.
6 to accept and reject? 6 Q (BY R NAVJIAR And what woul d nake it
7 A Yes. 7 difficult or hard?
8 Q DOd you have your own stanp to use? 8 A | guess it just looks a little different. |
9 A Yes. 9 nean, that's all | can think of.
10 Q (kay. Hbwoften did you -- or did you ever ask 10 Q W, let ne ask you this. You said you didn't
11 another nenber of the Ballot Board for helpin 11 have any fornmal handwiting training, right?
12 deternining whether a ballot shoul d be accepted? 12 A N
13 A | cannot reca | how nany tines, but | know that 13 Q Sowhat kind of -- what kind of narkers or
14 | did ask her a fewtines. | don't know how nany tines. 14 characteristics of the signatures are you looking at to
15 Q  You say "her," who do you nean? 15 determne vhether they are the sane or not?
16 A Qe of the Aiice's. 16 A The shapes of the letters or if they are going
17 Q (kay. Wiy would you ask one of Alicia s? 17 forwards or backwards. Just that.
18 A Because she was sitting next to ne. 18 Q xay. During the -- in the instances when you
19 Q Qu of the all ballots you reviewed, can you -- 19 would ask for, | think you said Alicia s opinion, right?
20 can you recal | approxi nately how nany, you know what 20 A UWh-huh
21 percentage of the tine you were aski ng the person next 21 Q DOdyouand Alicia have a discussi on about
22 to you, you know for their opinion? 22 specific aspects of a signature?
23 A | realy couldn't. 23 A | would just ask her, does it | ook the sane or
24 MR HDSON @pjection, form foundation. 24 not, vwhat do you think?
25 Q (BY R NAVIAR I'msorry. G ahead. 25 Q ay. And what if you and her di sagreed?

14 16
1 A | realy couldn't tell you what the percentage 1 A | don't think | had that instance, realy. |
2 was. 2 don't renenber having where we both di sagreed.
3 Q kay. Db youthink it was half or nore than 3 Q Aside fromlooking just at the signatures
4 hal f or less than hal f? 4 thensel ves, did you ever -- was there anything el se you
5 A It was less than hal f. 5 consi dered in deternning whether a signature natched or
6 MR HIDSON @jection, form Qpjection, 6 not ?
7 asked and answered. (pjection, calls for specul ation. 7 A If there wasn't a signature there or there was
8 Q (BYr MR NAJAR Just so you know he can 8 a different nane.
9 object for the record. A the deposition, there is no 9 Q Wat do you nean a "different nane"?
10 judgnent. He can nake his objection for the record and 10 A | had about, | think, one or two that had a
11 then you can continue wth your answer. 11 different nane that was on there fromthe other
12 Ckay. Sowth regard to reviewng the 12 envel ope.
13 signatures, what signatures are you actually | ooking at? 13 Q Likeadfferent nane entirely or just a
14 Wiat signatures are you conparing? 14 different -- you know because sonetines sonebody naybe
15 A W, thereis two envel opes. | know there was 15 could wite -- naybe on one signature they don't wite
16 one envelope. It was two different envel opes. 16 the mddle nane init, and the other one they include a
17 Q (xay. 17 niddleinitia or sonething. I|s that what you are
18 A Avhite one and a yell owone. Those two vere 18 talking about or conpletely different nanes?
19 the ones that we' re checking. 19 A  Qonpletely different nanes.
20 Q DOd you ever have any troubl e decidi ng whet her 20 MR HDSON jection, form
21 the signatures were sufficiently sinilar that you shoul d 21 Argunentive.
22 accept the ballot? 22 Q (BY MR NAJAR tbwnany tines do you renenier
23 A Gan you repeat that, please? 23 asking for another signature sanpl e fromthe H ections
24 Q DOd you ever have any troubl e deciding -- did 24  Departnent?
25 you ever see like -- was it hard for you to deternine 25 MR HDSIN (jection, form
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1 A | don't renenber asking for any nyself. 1 EXAM NATI ON
2 Q DOdyou ever refer to any other infornation 2 Q (BY MR HIDSON Have you ever worked -- ny
3 that you had about a voter, whether it's on the 3 nane is Bic Hidson. I'mwth the Gfice of the
4 application or whether it's sonething, you know 4 Atorney General. | represent the plaintiffs in the
5 personal |y to deternine whether signatures natched? 5 case. | have one question. Have you ever worked for
6 A | don't know | don't know 6 the Texas Secretary of Sate?
7 Q W, like, just for an exanpl e, hypothetical 7 A N
8 exanpl e, you night -- naybe there was an occasi on where 8 MR HDSON  Tender.
9 you got a ballot and you know the person or you know 9 (Deposi tion concluded at 10:24 a.m)
10 their famly, and you know sonet hi ng about themt hat 10
11 night play into howyou reviewtheir signature, you 11
12 know Q naybe you consider the person's age, if you 12
13 knowthem or if you look at the application. DOid you 13
14 consider any kind of information like that, that you can 14
15 recall? 15
16 MR HDSON @pjection, form Foundation. 16
17 jection, asked and answered. (hjection, calls for 17
18 specul ation. 18
19 A N 19
20 Q (BYyMR NAJAR DOdthe Ballot Board s work 20
21 extend beyond Hection Day? Like did you have any 21
22 responsibility after Bection Day as a Ballot Board 22
23 nenber? 23
24 A N 24
25 Q DOd anybody contact you after the el ection 25
18 20
1 about about |ike whose bal | ots had been rejected and 1 CHANGES AND S GNATLRE
2 asking questions or protesting in any way? 2 PACE LINE GHANGE REASON
3 A N 3
4 Q Aeyou avare of whether anybody contacted the 4
5 B ections Departnent -- 5
6 A No. 6
7 Q -- about areected nail-in ballot? 7
8 A 1 don't know 8
9 Q (kay. Let's go back to the training you 9
10 received before Hection Day. Vés that training just 10
11 wverbal or didit include witten naterials that you 11
12 received? 12
13 A It was verbal and then she was just show ng us 13
14 the envel opes that we would go through, that was it. 14
15 Q Od you recei ve anything that gave you -- any, 15
16 any witten nateria that provided any el aborati on on 16
17 how you are supposed to revi ew si gnat ures? 17
18 A N 18
19 Q Odyou ever try to research your finding, any 19
20 guidance on that on your own wth respect to howyou are 20
21 supposed to know whet her the signatures natched or not? 21
22 A N 22
23 MR NAVJAR Nbo further questions. 23
24 MR GARZA V¢ will reserve questions 24
25 until tine of trial. 25
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1 I, YQA\DA MARTINEZ, have read the foregoi ng 1 officer at the tine said testinony was taken, the
2 deposi tion and hereby affix ny signature that sane is 2 followng includes all parties of record and the anmount
3 true and correct, except as noted above. 3 of tine used by each party at the tine of the
4 4 deposi ti on:
5 5 MR NAVJAR 00: 08:41
HDBON  00: 04: 00
6 YOANDA NARTI NEZ 6 M GRA 00:00:00
7 7 That a copy of this certificate was served on all
8 THE STATE OF ) 8 parties shown herein on and filed
9 QAN 9 wth the Qerk.
10 10 | further certify that | amneither counsel for,
11 Bt this d 11 related to, nor enployed by any of the parties in the
ore ne, , on this day
12 all od YOANDA MRTINZ. K ‘ 12 action in which this proceedi ng was taken, and further
personal |y appear nown to ne or
13 that | amnot financially or otherwise interested in the
13 proved to ne on the oath of or through ‘th
14 outcone of this action.
14 description of identity card
¢ a Y 15 Further certification requirenments pursuant to
15 or other docunent) to be the person whose nane is . .
16 Riule 203 of the Texas (ode of Avil Procedure wll be
16 subscribed to the foregoi ng i nstrunent and acknow edged 17 conplied with after they have occurred
17 to ne that he/she executed the sane for the purpose and 18 ertified to by me on this day of
18 consideration therein expressed. 19
19 Gven under ny hand and seal of office on this 20
20 day of ) 21 (/, P
21 A& a Cea m&ZHH
ra Canizales © r‘M!a
22 22 Texas CR 5360
ExPiraIion: 12/ 31/ 2019
23 NOTARY PUBLI C I N AND FOR 23 HIl & Ronero
Gertified Qurt Reporters
24 THE STATE GF 24 3700 N 10th Sreet, Suite 220
MA | en, Texas 78501
25 M Qonmission Expires: 25 Phone:  (956) 287- 8898
22
1 1 RURTHER GERT H CATI ON UNDER TRCP RULE 203
2 IN THE UN TED STATES O STR CT GOLRT 2
FCR THE SQUTHERN O STR CT OF TEXAS
3 MALLEN DMV S ON 3 The original deposition was/was not returned to the
4 4 deposi tion officer on
5 LEN A A GLVAN AND Eg 5 If returned, the attached Changes and S gnature
6 Vs g CASE NO 7: 18- O 00113 6 page(s) contain(s) any changes and the reasons therefor.
7 ROANDD PARLCS, INHS g 7 If returned, the origina deposition was delivered
8 %%%g&mm 8 to M. Ngjvar, Qustodial Attorney.
9 R0 A AL:\%RAHEZZ ALMA g 9 $ is the deposition officer's charges to the
10 m % ALIGAEIlﬂ'EsTEY g 10 Paintiff for preparing the original deposition and any
11 ’ 11 copies of exhihbits;
12 s A ONE 12 The deposi tion was delivered in accordance with Rile
13 203.3, and a copy of this certificate, served on all
13 CGRAL CEHRCH T ON GF YOLANDA MARTT NEZ
14 parties shown herein, was filed wth the Qerk.
14 Sept enber 13, 2018
P 15 Gertified to by ne on this day of
15 I, Dora Ganizales, Certified Shorthand Reporter in 16
16 and for the Sate of Texas, hereby certify to the 17
17 followng: 18
18 That the wtness, YO ANDA MARTINEZ, was duly sworn 19
19 and that the transcript of the depositionis a true Iﬁﬂé@% (’L@%ﬁiﬁa}'
20 record of the testinony given by the wtness; 20 Te)r(asca(g?zglsg ’
Expi ion: 1 201
21 That the deposition transcript was duly subnitted on 21 H f’ir?hgﬂm 2/ 31/ 2019
Gertified Gourt Reporters
22 to the witness or to the attorney for 22 37210|N 10th Sreef? Qiite 220
MA l'en, Texas 78501
23 the wtness for exanination, signature, and return to ne 23 Phone:  (956) 287- 8898
24 by 24
25 That pursuant to information given to the deposition 25
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