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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ATLANTA
DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE
AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB Plaintiffs, v.
HEARING BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of REQUESTED Georgia, in his official capacity, et al.,
Defendants, REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION
FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION Pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiffs in the
above-captioned case respectfully move the Court for an Order enjoining Defendants in the above-captioned
case from enforcing, until this Court renders a final judgment, (1) Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-568(a)(5) which imposes
felony penalties for ballot return assistance by assistors other than those set forth in Ga. Code Ann. §§ 21-2-
385(a); and (2) those provisions of Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-382(c)(1) that require counties to locate drop boxes
inside the offices of the board of registrars or inside advance voting locations, that require that such drop boxes
be closed when voting is not being conducted, and that require surveillance of such drop boxes be conducted by
an individual listed in that section. For the reasons set forth in detail in Plaintiffs' accompanying Brief in Support
of Plaintiffs' Motion for a Preliminary Injunction, and the evidence submitted in support thereof, Plaintiffs are likely
to succeed on the merits of their claims that these provisions violate the Americans with Disabilities Act (42
U.S.C. § 12131 et seq.) and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (29 U.S.C. § 794) by denying voters with
disabilities equal access to Georgia's absentee voting program. Enforcing these laws during the 2024 primary,
general, and any special or runoff elections would irreparably harm Plaintiffs and voters with disabilities across
Georgia; this harm outweighs any harm Defendants would suffer were the Court to order the relief sought by
Plaintiffs; the balance of hardships weighs in Plaintiffs' favor; and a preliminary injunction is in the public interest.
This Motion raises critical issues of voting rights and disability discrimination. It implicates Congress's promise of
equal access for voters with disabilities to participate in our democracy. Consequently, Plaintiffs believe that oral
argument would be helpful to resolve these issues. Plaintiffs therefore request a hearing on this Motion.
Respectfully submitted, this 17th day of May, 2023. /s/ Caitlin May Caitlin May (Ga. Bar No. 602081) Sophia Lin
Lakin (pro hac vice) cmay@acluga.org slakin@aclu.org Rahul Garabadu (Ga. Bar No. 553777) Davin M.
Rosborough (pro hac vice) rgarabadu@acluga.org drosborough@aclu.org Cory Isaacson (Ga. Bar No. 983797)
Jonathan Topaz (pro hac vice) cisaacson@acluga.org jtopaz@aclu.org ACLU FOUNDATION OF Dayton
Campbell-Harris (pro hac vice) GEORGIA, INC. dcampbell-harris@aclu.org P.O. Box 570738 Casey Smith (pro
hac vice) Atlanta, Georgia 30357 csmith@aclu.org Telephone: (678) 981-5295 ACLU FOUNDATION Facsimile:
(770) 303-0060 125 Broad Street, 18th Floor New York, New York 10004 Susan P. Mizner (pro hac vice)
Telephone: (212) 519-7836 smizner@aclu.org Facsimile: (212) 549-2539 ACLU FOUNDATION, INC. 39 Drumm
Street Brian Dimmick (pro hac vice) San Francisco, CA 94111 bdimmick@aclu.org Telephone: (415) 343-0781
ACLU FOUNDATION, INC. 915 15th Street NW Leah C. Aden (pro hac vice) Washington, D.C. 20005
laden@naacpldf.org Telephone: (202) 731-2395 John S. Cusick (pro hac vice) jcusick@naacpldf.org Debo P.
Adegbile (pro hac vice) Alaizah Koorji (pro hac vice) debo.adegbile@wilmerhale.com akoorji@naacpldf.org
Alexandra Hiatt (pro hac vice) NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE AND alexandra.hiatt@wilmerhale.com EDUCATIONAL
FUND, INC. WILMER CUTLER PICKERING 40 Rector Street, 5th Floor HALE AND DORR LLP New York, New
York 10006 250 Greenwich Street Telephone: (212) 965-2200 New York, New York 10007 Facsimile: (212) 226-
7592 Telephone: (212) 230-8800 Facsimile: (212) 230-8888 Anuja Thatte (pro hac vice) athatte@naacpldf.org
George P. Varghese (pro hac vice) NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE AND george.varghese@wilmerhale.com
EDUCATION FUND, INC. Stephanie Lin (pro hac vice) 700 14th Street, NW stephanie.lin@wilmerhale.com
Washington, DC 20005 Mikayla C. Foster (pro hac vice) Telephone: (202) 682-1300
mikayla.foster@wilmerhale.com Arjun Jaikumar (pro hac vice) Tania Faransso (pro hac vice)
arjun.jaikumar@wilmerhale.com tania.faransso@wilmerhale.com Sofia Brooks (pro hac vice) WILMER CUTLER
PICKERING sophie.brooks@wilmerhale.com HALE AND DORR LLP Lucas Fortier* (pro hac vice) 2100
Pennsylvania Ave. NW lucas.fortier@wilmerhale.com Washington, D.C. 20037 WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
Telephone: (202) 663-6000 HALE AND DORR LLP Facsimile: (202) 663-6363 60 State Street Boston,
Massachusetts 02109 Nana Wilberforce (pro hac vice) Telephone: (617) 526-6000
nana.wilberforce@wilmerhale.com Facsimile: (617) 526-5000 WILMER CUTLER PICKERING HALE AND DORR
LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs Sixth District of 350 South Grand Avenue, Suite 2400 the African Methodist Episcopal
Los Angeles, California 90071 Church, Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Telephone: (213) 443-5300 Georgia ADAPT,
Georgia Advocacy Facsimile: (213) 443-5400 Office, and Southern Christian Leadership Conference * Pro hac
vice forthcoming CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE I hereby certify that the foregoing document has been
prepared in accordance with the font type and margin requirements of L.R. 5.1, using font type of Times New
Roman and a point size of 14. Dated: May 17, 2023 /s/ Caitlin May Caitlin May Counsel for Plaintiffs
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE I hereby certify that on May 17, 2023, I electronically filed this document with the
Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system which will automatically send email notification of such filing to the
attorneys of record. Dated: May 17, 2023 /s/ Caitlin May Caitlin May Counsel for Plaintiffs
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AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB Plaintiffs, v.
HEARING BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of REQUESTED Georgia, in his official capacity, et al.,
Defendants, REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. AME PLAINTIFFS' BRIEF
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PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION v Case No. 1:21-MI-55555-JPB 5 INTRODUCTION Georgia voters with disabilities
rely heavily and disproportionately on absentee voting. Some voters with disabilities have no accessible
transportation to the polls. For some, standing in line to vote in person is too strenuous. And for many, simply
leaving the house is an extraordinary effort. But Senate Bill 202 (enrolled Mar. 25, 2021) ("S.B. 202") made
absentee voting less accessible to Georgians with disabilities in two key ways. First, S.B. 202 adds felony
penalties to a state law that purports to prohibit anyone from returning an absentee ballot for a voter with
disabilities unless that person is a family or household member or the voter's "caregiver," a term that is undefined
in the statute. S.B. 202 makes this assistance a felony even though prior state legal guidance confirms that
federal law allows voters with disabilities to choose their assistors, with narrow exceptions. Second, S.B. 202
requires counties to both move absentee ballot drop boxes from outdoor locations to less accessible inside
locations, and also restrict their hours of operation. These S.B. 202 provisions violate the Americans with
Disabilities Act ("ADA") and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 ("Section 504") by unjustly burdening—
and in some cases completely disenfranchising—Georgians with disabilities and denying them full and equal
opportunity to access and participate in the State's absentee voting program. By imposing felony penalties on
PLAINTIFFS' BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 1 Case No. 1:21-MI-
55555-JPB 5 help from, for example, friends, neighbors, or institutional staff, Defendants make the absentee
voting program less accessible—and sometimes entirely inaccessible— to thousands of voters with disabilities
who depend on others for assistance to return a ballot. By mandating that counties place drop boxes inside
buildings and restricting their availability to certain times, Defendants make absentee voting an onerous ordeal
for some voters with disabilities and completely impossible for others. Plaintiffs move for a preliminary injunction
to ensure these provisions do not deny voters with disabilities equal access to Georgia's absentee voting
program in the 2024 elections. Plaintiffs' request is simple: that the Court return Georgia's absentee voting
program to the pre-S.B. 202 status quo for these two challenged provisions. Such an order would protect
disabled voters from irreparable harm, promote the public interest, and pose minimal, if any, burdens to
Defendants. STATEMENT OF FACTS Citizens with disabilities in Georgia and nationwide face "myriad barriers"
to accessing the ballot. Ex. 1 (Expert Report of Dr. Lisa A. Schur ("Schur") 3, 13, 24- 26). Georgia voters include
people with a range of disabilities, including older adults1 with physical impairments such as arthritis and other
mobility difficulties; as 1 In Georgia, the disability rate climbs dramatically with age, from 8% of the population
among those ages 18-34 to 26.4% among those ages 65-74, 43.7% among those ages 75-84, and 70.5%
among those ages 85 or older. Ex. 1 (Schur 16, 55). PLAINTIFFS' BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 Case No. 1:21-MI-5
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ATLANTA
DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE
AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN
KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants, REPUBLICAN NATIONAL
COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF BRIAN DIMMICK IN SUPPORT OF AME
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 1 I, Brian Dimmick, hereby declare as follows: 1. All
facts set forth herein are based on my personal knowledge, and if called upon to testify as to the contents of this
Declaration, I could and would do so. 2. I am an attorney with the ACLU Foundation and serve as counsel for
Plaintiffs Sixth District of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Georgia ADAPT,
and Georgia Advocacy Office in the above- captioned matter. 3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct
copy of the Expert Report and declaration of Dr. Lisa A. Schur dated January 13, 2023. 4. Attached hereto as
Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the declaration of Empish Thomas dated March 24, 2023. 5. Attached
hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of the declaration of Patricia Chicoine dated March 21, 2023. 6.
Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the declaration of Shannon Mattox dated April 13,
2023. 7. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5A is a true and correct copy of the declaration of Devon Orland dated May
3, 2023, along with Exhibits 5B-E accompanying that declaration. 8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and
correct copy of the 3 declaration of Matt Hargroves dated May 10, 2023. 9. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true
and correct copy of the declaration of Suzanne "Zan" Thornton dated May 5, 2023. 10. Attached hereto as
Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of the declaration of Wendell Halsell dated April 28, 2023. 11. Attached hereto
as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the April 13, 2023 deposition transcript of Ryan Germany as
a designee of the Georgia Secretary of State's Office. 12. Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct
copy of excerpts of the March 9, 2023 deposition transcript of the Hall County Board of Elections & Registration.
13. Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the March 23, 2023 deposition
transcript of the Columbia County Board of Elections. 14. Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy
of excerpts of the April 5, 2023 deposition transcript of the DeKalb County Board of Elections. 15. Attached
hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the March 14, 2023 deposition transcript of Marie
Frances Watson. 16. Attached hereto as Exhibits 14A and B are true and correct copies of 4 excerpts of the
February 20, 2023 and February 22, 2023 deposition transcripts of Suzanne "Zan" Thornton, respectively. 17.
Attached hereto as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of the September 23, 2022 deposition transcript of the
Athens-Clarke County Board of Elections and Voter Registration. 18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 16 is a true and
correct copy of the Expert Report and declaration of Dr. Daniel G. Chatman dated January 27, 2023. 19.
Attached hereto as Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the February 23, 2023 deposition
transcript of Joseph Blake Evans. 20. Attached hereto as Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of the declaration
of Jacqueline Wiley dated May 15, 2023. 21. Attached hereto as Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of excerpts
of the February 27, 2023 deposition transcript of Devon Orland Christopher. 22. Attached hereto as Exhibit 20 is
a true and correct copy of excerpts of the February 28, 2023 deposition transcript of Shannon Mattox. 23.
Attached hereto as Exhibit 21 is a true and correct copy of excerpts of the April 6, 2023 deposition transcript of
Robert Gabriel Sterling. 5 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Dated: May 17,
2023 /s/ Brian Dimmick Brian Dimmick Counsel for Plaintiffs 6 Exhibit Description Cites 1 Expert Report of Dr.
Lisa A. Schur Full 2 Decl. of Empish Thomas ("Thomas") Full 3 Decl. of Patricia Chicoine ("Chicoine") Full 4
Decl. of Shannon Mattox ("Mattox") Full 5 Decl. of Devon Orland ("Orland") Full 6 Decl. of Matt Hargroves
("Hargroves") Full 7 Decl. of Zan Thornton ("Thornton") Full 8 Decl. of Wendell Halsell ("Halsell") Full 9 Georgia
Secretary of State's Office ("SOS") 1, 111-114, 195-198, 200-201, 213 Dep. 10 Hall Cnty. Bd. of Elections and
Registration 1, 65-66, 68, 69, 70, 76, 132, 151-153, ("Hall") Dep. 155, 157 11 Columbia Cnty. Bd. of Elections
("Columbia") 1, 161 Dep. 12 DeKalb Cnty. Bd. of Elections ("DeKalb") Dep. 1, 226-229 13 Marie Frances Watson
("Watson)" Dep. 1, 183 14 Suzanne Thornton ("Thornton") Dep. Day 1 and 1,28, 89, 108-110, 113 Day 2 1, 10-
11, 19, 33-34, 40 15 Athens-Clarke Cnty. Bd. of Elections and Voter 1, 114-116, 121-122, 123, 124, 127
Registration ("Athens-Clarke") Dep. 16 Expert Report of Dr. Daniel G. Chatman Full 17 Joseph Blake Evans
("Evans") Dep. 1, 215, 228 18 Decl. of Jacqueline Wiley ("Wiley") Full 19 Devon Orland Christopher ("Orland")
Dep. 1, 161-162 20 Shannon Mattox ("Mattox") Dep. 1, 90-91 21 Robert Gabriel Sterling ("Sterling") Dep. 1, 72-
73, 157-158, 162, 223 7
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3 EXHIBIT 1 3 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ATLANTA
DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 MASTER CASE NO. 1:12-MI-55555-JPB CONCERNED BLACK
CLERGY OF METROPOLITAN ATLANTA, INC., et al., Plaintiffs, v. Case No. 1:21-CV-01728-JPB BRAD
RAFFENSPERGER, in his official capacity as the Secretary of the State for the State of Georgia, et al.,
Defendants. SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Plaintiffs, v. CIVIL
ACTION BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et Case No. 1:21-CV-01284-
JPB al., Defendants. 3 Expert Report of Dr. Lisa A. Schur Lisa A. Schur, Ph.D. Department of Labor Studies and
Employment Relations 50 Labor Center Way, Rutgers University New Brunswick, NJ 08903 On behalf of
Plaintiffs in the two above captioned cases. 3 Declaration of Professor Lisa A. Schur, Ph.D. 1. I, Lisa Schur, do
hereby declare as follows: 2. I have been retained to act as an expert witness for the Plaintiffs in the above-
captioned action. 3. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and accurate copy of my January 13, 2023 Report in
support of Plaintiffs' case, and the exhibits attached thereto (collectively, my "report"). 4. My report describes the
primary data and other information I considered in forming my opinions. 5. My CV is attached as Appendix A to
my report, and sets forth my qualifications and all publications I have authored in the past 10 years. 6. Within the
last four years, I have been an expert witness in one other case in 2020: Corona et al. v. Cegavske et al., No. 20
OC 00064 1B, First Judicial District Court In and For Carson City, State of Nevada. 7. I am compensated for work
on my report at a rate of $200 per hour. 8. I respectfully adopt and incorporate into this Declaration my report,
which describes the testimony I am offering in support of Plaintiffs' case. 9. I understand and intend that my
report is to be presented to the Court with the same weight and consequences as if I had stated the report orally,
under oath, in a court of law. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of
my knowledge, information, and belief. 10. I am aware that discovery in this case is ongoing, and I reserve the
right to continue to supplement the foregoing report in light of additional facts, testimony, and/or materials that
may come to light. 1 3 11. Executed this January 13, 2023 in Mercer County, New Jersey. Lisa A. Schur 2 3
EXHIBIT A 3 PURPOSE OF ENGAGEMENT 1. I have been retained by Plaintiffs in Sixth District of the African
Methodist Episcopal Church v. Kemp, No. 1:21-CV-01284 and Concerned Black Clergy of Metropolitan Atlanta,
Inc., et al. v. Brad Raffensperger, et al., No. 1:21-CV-01728-JPB / 1:21-MI-55555 to provide my expert opinions
on issues related to the ways in which SB 202 erects barriers that harm voters with disabilities by impeding their
access to voting in the State of Georgia. QUALIFICATIONS 2. I am a Professor and former Chair of the
Department of Labor Studies and Employment Relations at Rutgers University, and Co-Director of the Program
for Disability Research. I joined the faculty at Rutgers University in 1998 after completing my Ph.D. in Political
Science at the University of California-Berkeley in 1997. I also obtained a J.D. from the Northeastern University
School of Law in 1987. My research focuses on political participation and employment among people with
disabilities. 3. I have authored or co-authored 42 peer-reviewed journal articles or book chapters, and am first
author of the book People with Disabilities: Sidelined or Mainstreamed? published by Cambridge University
Press in 2013. My articles have appeared in leading peer-reviewed academic journals, including the Political
Research Quarterly, Election Law Journal, ILR Review, Social Science Quarterly, Behavioral Sciences and the
Law, Human Resource Management, Journal of Occupational Rehabilitation, and British Journal of Industrial
Relations among others. I was also invited to prepare a White Paper titled "Reducing Obstacles to Voting for
People with Disabilities" for the Presidential Commission on Election Administration in 2013. My curriculum vitae
is attached to this affidavit as Exhibit A. My 1 3 published research uses a variety of methods common to the
field, including development and analysis of quantitative and qualitative analysis data from surveys, interviews,
and field and laboratory experiments. My research has been cited over 4,000 times according to Google Scholar.
4. I have substantial expertise on the topic of voting among people with disabilities. I have been principal
investigator (PI) or Co-PI on five grant-funded national surveys on the voting experiences of people with and
without disabilities. Three of these surveys were funded by the U.S. Election Assistance Commission (EAC).
Following the release of key results, the data were further analyzed with results published in peer-reviewed
journals; one of these articles received a major award from the Western Political Science Association. In addition
to these surveys, I have analyzed U.S. Census microdata after each election since 2008 and co-authored fact
sheets with detailed analyses of disability and voter turnout in each election, along with pre- election fact sheets
projecting the number of eligible voters with disabilities in 2016 and 2020. The most recent fact sheet analyzing
the 2020 election was jointly released with the EAC. 5. On February 8, 2022, I gave invited testimony before the
U.S. Senate Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions Committee summarizing the employment status and
barriers facing people with disabilities during the pandemic. 6. I have been PI or Co-PI on 12 grants with total
funding of $7.5 million. Currently I am PI or Co-PI on four disability-related grants, including two 5-year grants for
centers funded by the National Institute on Disability, Independent Living, and Rehabilitation Research in the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 2 3 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 7. This report finds that: 8. Voting-
eligible people with disabilities vote at lower rates than those without disabilities, vote by mail significantly more
often than those without disabilities, and experience barriers to voting—both in person and by mail—more
frequently than people without disabilities. Any impediments to the vote by mail process, such as those that SB
202 implements, increase the burden on voting for people with disabilities, because voting by mail is often the
most accessible – or only accessible – means of voting for them. 9. At least 16%, or 1.3 million, of voting-eligible
Georgians have disabilities. 10. Voting-eligible citizens in Georgia with disabilities face myriad barriers in
accessing the ballot. These barriers stem from high rates of needing assistance in activities of daily living, higher
likelihood of living alone, lower likelihood of having a vehicle they can drive, other barriers to travel, lower
likelihood of Internet access, and lower average education levels compared to those without disabilities. Voting-
eligible disabled citizens in Georgia are more socially isolated, which limits their support networks for assistance
in voting. They also must contend with well-documented social stigma that both reflects and reinforces their
social isolation and increases the barriers to obtaining necessary resources and assistance in exercising the right
to vote. Because people with disabilities often must receive assistance to be able to vote – either in person or by
mail – restrictions on who can assist them, or burdens on the assistors, will inevitably create additional barriers
for disabled people's access to the ballot. 11. Only 62.8% of voting-eligible people with disabilities in Georgia



voted in 2020, compared to 66.4% of those without disabilities. If the rate of voter turnout had been the same 3 3
between people with and without disabilities, an additional 28,600 people with disabilities would have voted in
Georgia in 2020. 12. Among Georgia voters in 2020, 44.7% of people with disabilities and 26.7% of people
without disabilities voted using a mail ballot. 13. In 2020, 5.4% of Georgia registered voters with disabilities
reported that they did not vote because they were not allowed to vote even though they were registered, found it
was too much trouble, or were dissuaded by the long lines, compared to only 0.7% of Georgia registered voters
without disabilities. This represents 48,300 Georgians with disabilities who did not vote due to one of these
problems. 14. Among those who were able to vote in 2020, national data show that 21.3% of in- person voters
with disabilities either required assistance or had difficulties in voting, which is almost twice the 11.9% rate
among voters without disabilities. There was also a disability gap among mail-in voters, where 14.0% of voters
with disabilities either required assistance or had difficulties in voting compared to 3.2% of voters without
disabilities. While detailed representative data on specific voting difficulties and assistance in Georgia are not
available at this time, the disability types and demographic characteristics of Georgians with disabilities are
similar to those of people with disabilities in the United States as a whole, and it is likely that these national
patterns apply to Georgia. 15. Based on these findings, and in my expert opinion, several provisions of SB 202
will impose barriers on Georgia citizens with disabilities who wish to exercise their right to vote. 16. The sections
restricting the ability to vote by mail include Sections 47 and 25 to 27: 17. Criminal penalties on assistance in
voting by mail: Section 47's new felony penalties for violation of the restriction that only family members,
household members, and 4 3 caregivers can help people with disabilities mail or deliver absentee ballots to an
election office will potentially impact a large number of Georgians with disabilities. An estimated 168,800
Georgians with disabilities receive assistance in activities of daily living from friends, neighbors, or other non-
relatives who would not be eligible to help with an absentee ballot under this section (unless they happen to be
poll workers). The new penalties for violating restrictions on assistance for voters with disabilities in returning
absentee ballots are confusing and contradictory. SB 202's criminalization of violations of these requirements will
likely deter well- meaning and potentially legally permissible assistors who may be the only means for some
disabled Georgians to vote. The cumulative effect of these restrictions on top of existing restrictions will add to
the voting difficulties faced by Georgians with disabilities. 18. Limitations on time window and process for
obtaining mail ballot: Sections 25 and 27 limit access to mail ballots, through restrictions on the time window and
process for requesting and returning mail ballots. This will burden many people with disabilities who either need
to vote by mail due to their disabilities or find it less difficult to vote by mail due to their disabilities. As noted
above, 44.7% of Georgians with disabilities voted by mail in 2020. 19. Limitations on drop boxes: Section 26
restricts the availability of drop boxes, which will likely make it harder for many people with disabilities to vote due
to transportation difficulties and mobility challenges in getting to and going inside an election office to deliver a
ballot. Close to one-sixth (15.7%) of voters with disabilities in the United States used a drop box in 2020. 20. The
sections restricting the ability to vote in person include Sections 33 to 35, 28, 15, and 20: 5 3 21. Decreasing
assistance at polling places: Section 33 places restrictions on assisting voters, which will burden many people
with disabilities who require assistance in voting. Restricting the availability of assistance wi
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2 EXHIBIT 2 2 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF EMPISH THOMAS
IN SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 DECLARATION OF
EMPISH THOMAS (Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746) My name is Empish Thomas. I am over the age of 21 and am
fully competent to make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following statement based on my
personal knowledge: 1. I currently live in Lithonia in DeKalb County, Georgia. I have been a registered voter
since I was 18 years old, first in Florida and then in Georgia after I moved there. 2. I am 51 years old, and I am
Black. 3. I have been voting since about 1996. Over the years, I have become politically involved, and I try to
vote in almost every election. Sometimes, I have tried to vote absentee, but usually, I have tried to vote in person
because I do not find absentee voting accessible to me. 4. Around 1999 or 2000, I became completely blind. I
have been completely blind for 22 years. It is not that I am visually impaired; I have no vision. 5. As a result of
having no vision, I don't drive myself to vote. Most of the time, I have been transporting myself to vote by taking
the MARTA bus. MARTA Mobility is a reservation service that picks you up and drops you off in a fixed window of
time that you reserve in advance. A couple of times, I have taken a rideshare service like Uber or Lyft to vote,
and sometimes I have used rides-to-the-polls programs or walked to the precinct with a sighted friend if it is
located close enough to me. 6. I generally rely on MARTA to get me to the polls for a few reasons. First, because
rideshares are very expensive. Second, sometimes I don't have anyone in the area to give me a ride to the polls.
Also, I have tried ride to the poll programs and had the person not show up. That is why I rely on booking MARTA
rides to vote. 2 2 7. I have received assistance with voting ever since I lost my vision in about 1999 or 2000, both
when voting absentee and when voting in-person. I have voted absentee twice since becoming blind, with
assistance, once in 1999 and once in 2020. 8. The second time I tried to vote absentee, it was during the 2020
primary election. My friend who is sighted assisted me. Even with her assistance, I found the process of
requesting and filling out the ballot complicated. Fortunately, I was able to get my sighted friend, who I trusted to
come over, to mark my ballot and mail it for me. 9. Because of the barriers with the absentee ballot process, I do
not feel that absentee voting is accessible to me as a person with a disability, and I have decided that voting in
person is generally the only way for me to vote going forward. 10. The increased barriers to absentee voting
under Senate Bill 202 are part of the reason I am not willing to try absentee voting again. Before Senate Bill 202,
it was already a barrier to find a trusted sighted person to help me fill out my absentee ballot. It has to be
someone who I trust to mark my ballot the way I want them to and who I know won't change my vote. It's always
a question in my mind whether I can trust a person with information like that, and it's hard to find someone I know
that I can trust with my ballot. 11. With the new penalties in SB202 adding a criminal penalty for incorrectly
providing me with assistance, and the requirement that I and anyone who helps me must fill out a confusing and
intimidating oath, now, trying to locate the right person to help me with my ballot is even harder. Not only would I
have to find someone who is eligible to assist me who I can trust with my private information and with respecting
my political choices; it also has to be someone who is willing to sign their own name on the voter assistance oath
and risk criminal penalties if they made a mistake. I believe that the criminal penalties 3 2 create a further barrier
because I know a lot of people would be intimidated by the idea of facing a criminal penalty or a legal issue if
they help me. I know, for instance, some people who have refused to help me fill out paperwork at the doctor's
office in the past because the paperwork included technical, legal language about HIPAA. 12. I also know that if I
tried to get someone to help me return my absentee ballot, I'd face insurmountable barriers to doing so. First of
all, I don't have any family members living in Georgia. Second, I don't have anyone who I consider a caregiver.
I'm a functional, independent person with a disability, and I don't even think I am eligible for most caregiving
services based on my level of income and my level of daily functioning. 13. It's a misconception about people
with disabilities that we always rely on caregivers to help us. Out of my friends in the blind community in Atlanta,
most of them live independently, and I wouldn't say they have "caregivers." 14. I have an assistant who is
someone who comes over about once a month, or sometimes less. It ebbs and flows. Generally, I pay her to do
different tasks for me. Sometimes I don't have the money to pay her, so I don't meet with her in a given month.
She gives me rides places and helps me with things like paper mail, reading inaccessible websites, household
chores, shopping, dealing with my printer, filling out forms that aren't accessible, or other tasks. When I worked
as a contractor, I paid her through my business to do business-related tasks, like helping me with my blog and
website. I don't consider my assistant a caregiver because she doesn't provide me with care, and I don't see her
regularly. 15. I think it's confusing that the new voting law doesn't say who a caregiver is because I've come to
believe that someone in a caregiver role is doing a lot more than what my assistant is doing (visiting me
occasionally to help with tasks). While I don't know how the state is 4 2 defining the word "caregiver" in its
election laws, I would assume there are certain criteria to meet, like living with you or helping you more regularly,
and that my assistant wouldn't be considered a "caregiver." Also, when I've applied for benefits in the past, I was
told that this kind of occasional assistance didn't count as "caregiving." I think people might have a lot of different
definitions of what they consider a "caregiver." Clarity in the law would be really helpful to someone in my
situation to know if my assistant would count as a caregiver and could return my ballot. 16. In short: with the new
requirements in Senate Bill 202, I believe I would be committing a crime any time I tried to have someone return
my ballot because I would need to ask someone other than a family member or a caregiver. The new criminal
penalties are one of the big reasons I don't feel that absentee voting is accessible to me at all. 17. I traditionally
have had problems with my mail being slow. It sometimes takes three full days for my mailman to come pick up
my mail. If the election drew close and I were in a rush, trying to return an absentee ballot, I believe I would need
to go all the way to a dropbox to return my ballot. But I can't get to dropboxes easily at all; in my experience,
public transportation isn't going to drive me up and let me drop off my ballot and then take me home immediately
after. I believe I would need to set up two separate trips to the dropbox with MARTA simply to drop off my ballot
and get home, or pay my assistant to drive me. 18. The new requirement that dropboxes remain open for fewer



hours makes dropboxes even less accessible. That is because I'm dependent on someone else to drive me, and
I'm beholden to when MARTA or my assistant can take me and when they're available. If I didn't reach the
dropbox in the given window of time that the county establishes, I wouldn't 5 2 be able to drop off my ballot. At
that point, I might as well just go in person and vote. Maybe it's convenient for able bodied persons to have a
dropbox, but as the program stands, it's not accessible to people like me, who have a visual disability and rely on
a ride from another person. 19. Because I feel that absentee voting is not accessible to me, I now generally vote
in-person. 20. Ordinarily, with in-person voting, poll workers help me with filling out any paperwork on Election
Day; I give the poll worker my Georgia-state identification card, and the poll workers fill out the form that I sign.
Next, poll workers escort me to an accessible voting machine. The poll workers make sure that I am seated and
that the machine is properly functioning before they walk away. I also get escorted by a poll worker to the voting
machine to cast my ballot and turn in my plastic voter card. Lastly, I receive assistance from a poll worker as an
escort to the door to sit and wait on the MARTA bus to return home. 21. In May 2022, I went to vote in-person at
my precinct, New Birth Missionary Baptist Church. I live right near there, but I got a ride from MARTA and had
them drop me off at the precinct, and I booked a second trip for them to come back and pick me up after voting.
22. When I arrived at the precinct, I had to wait over an hour for a poll worker to fix the accessible voting
machine. Because I had to wait over an hour, I was worried that I would miss my scheduled ride on the MARTA
bus and have to book another reservation with MARTA and come back another day. 23. My experience with
waiting for over an hour at my precinct encouraged me not to ever vote at that location again. 6 2 24. On
Monday, October 24, 2022, I went to vote early in-person in the 2022 general election. I took the bus to the old
Sam's Club in Stonecrest in DeKalb County. When I arrived, a poll worker told the MARTA mobility driver to have
me sit at a table. Another poll worker came over and asked if the MARTA driver was going to help me with my
form. I explained that the MARTA driver worked for MARTA and was only dropping me off. The poll worker then
went off to find someone to assist me. I was surprised that the poll worker did not agree to assist me because,
ordinarily, poll workers help me with my election paperwork. 25. I sat there and patiently waited. I was confused
because the precinct was not crowded. After waiting for approximately 15 or 20 minutes, I got up and walked
toward where I could hear people and asked when someone was coming over to assist me. This process
seemed strange because I have voted in elections since 1996, and I have never been told to sit and wait at a
table, especially when the precinct appeared not to be busy. 26. At that point, a poll worker told me that the poll
workers could no longer help me with voting and that the poll workers would have to get another voter to assist
me. 27. I was very angry at what the poll worker told me and insisted that this information cannot be true. The
poll workers insisted that this information was true and referenced Senate Bill 202. In fact, one of the poll workers
told me that she called and spoke to her director to confirm what she told me. 28. I pushed back against what
she told me and shared about a blind friend who went to vote at the headquarters location on Memorial Drive. I
told the poll worker that my blind friend didn't have this problem and voted on the first day of early voting. Still,
the poll workers insisted that the information they shared with me was correct and refused to help me. 7 2 29. In
every prior election where I voted in person, poll workers have been willing to help me, except for this experience
on October 24, 2022. 30. All my assistance with voting on October 24, 2022, came from a stranger, and that is a
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EXHIBIT 3 I N R E G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2 0 2 M a st e r C a s e N o.: l: 2 1- MI- 5 5 5 5 5- J P B SI X
T H DI S T RI C T O F T H E A F RI C A N M E T H O DI S T E PI S C O P A L C H U R C H, Ci vil A cti o n N o.:
1: 2 1- c v- 0 1 2 8 4- J P B B RI A N K E M P, G o v e r n o r of t h e St at e of G e o r gi a, i n hi s offi ci al c a p a
cit y, R E P U B LI C A N N A TI O N A L C O M MI T T E E, D E C L A R A TI O N O F P A T RI CI A C HI C OI N E
(p u rs u a nt t o 2 8 U. S. C. § 1 7 4 6) M y n a m e is P atri ci a C hi c oi n e. I a m o v er t h e a g e of 2 1 a n d f
ull y c o m p et e nt t o m a k e t his d e cl ar ati o n. U n d er p e n alt y of p erj ur y, I d e cl ar e t h e f oll o wi n g
b as e d u p o n m y p ers o n al k n o wl e d g e: 1. I c urr e ntl y li v e i n R os w ell i n F ult o n C o u nt y, G e or
gi a. I h a v e b e e n r e gist er e d t o v ot e i n G e or gi a si n c e 2 0 0 6. 2. I a m 7 6 y e ars ol d a n d w hit e.
3. D u e t o m y a d v a n c e d a g e, I h a v e diffi c ult y w al ki n g a n d st a n di n g f or l o n g p eri o ds of ti m
e. I h a d t w o k n e es r e pl a c e d a n d I h a v e art hr itis i n m y b a c k t h at m a k es w al ki n g p ai nf ul. O
n b a d d a ys, I h a v e t o dri v e t o t h e m ail b o x i n fr o nt of m y h o us e j ust t o pi c k u p m y m ail. I us e a
c a n e f or w al ki n g a n y dist a n c e l o n g er t h a n v er y s h ort tri ps. F or e x a m pl e, if I h a v e t o m ail a
l ett er, I will us e a c a n e t o w al k t o t h e m ail c o u nt er fr o m m y c ar. M y dis a bilit y s u bst a nti a ll y li
mits s o m e of m y m aj or lif e a cti viti es, i n cl u di n g w al ki n g a n d st a n di n g. I str u g gl e t o st a n d i n
li n e t o v ot e b e c a us e of m y dis a bilit y a n d b ef or e S e n at e Bill 2 0 2, I w o ul d t y pi c all y v ot e a bs
e nt e e b y m ail. 4. I n 2 0 2 0, I t h o u g ht t h at t h er e w er e c h a n g es an d t ur m oil at t h e U. S. P ost al
S er vi c e t h at c o ul d i nt erf er e wit h v oti n g b y m ail, s o t o b e s ur e t h at m y v ot e w o uld b e c o u nt e
d, I d e ci d e d t o v ot e i nst e a d b y a bs e nt e e b all ot t h at I c o ul d pla c e dir e ctl y i n a dr o p b o x. T h
at w as a n e as y w a y t o v ot e; it w as p erf e ct a n d it h el p e d m e a l ot. F or t h e 2 0 2 0 pr esi d e nti al el
e c ti o n, it f elt li k e dr o p b o x es f or a bs e nt e e b all ots w er e e v er y w h er e. I d e p osit e d m y b all ot f
or t h at el e cti o n at t h e R os w ell Br a n c h Li br ar y at 1 1 5 N or cr oss Str e et, i n R os w ell, G e or gi a, 3
0 0 7 5, w h er e t h e dr o p b o x w as l o c at e d o utsi d e t h e b uil di n g a n d I di d n't h a v e t o e nt er t h e
li br ar y. It w as a v er y c o n v e ni e nt l o c ati o n f or m e, o nl y a fi v e- mi n ut e dri v e fr o m m y h o m e, a
n d b all ots c o ul d b e d e p osit e d at a n y 2 ti m e of d a y. 5. T his o pti o n w as c o n v e ni e nt a n d m a d
e it m u c h e asi er f or m e t o c ast m y b all ot b e c a us e I c o ul d p ar k i n a n a c c essi bl e s p ot ri g ht b y
t h e o ut d o or dr o p b o x. I w as a bl e t o e asil y w al k u p t h e o ut d o or r a m p a n d dr o p off m y b all ot,
wit h o ut a n y diffi c ult y w al ki n g t o or a c c essi n g t h e dr o p b o x. It is h ar d f or m e t o pl a c e m y b all
ot i n a n i n d o or dr o p b o x b e c a us e a c c essi bilit y c a n b e u n pr e di ct a bl e a n d t h e h o urs t h e y
ar e o p e n ar e li mit e d. A d diti o n all y, gi v e n m y a d v a n c e d a g e, I a v oi d gr o c er y s h o p pi n g, r u
n ni n g err a n ds, a n d dri vi n g d uri n g b usi n ess h o urs w h e n t h er e ar e m or e p e o pl e a n d tr affi c o
n t h e r o a d. T h e a bilit y t o us e a n o ut d o or dr o p b o x d uri n g a n y ti m e of t h e d a y all o ws m e t o o
nl y b e o n t h e r o a d d uri n g ti m es w h e n it is c o mf ort a bl e f or m e t o dri v e. 6. I n 2 0 2 1, m ost dr o p
b o x l o c ati o ns w er e eli mi n at e d, i n cl u di n g t h e o ut d o or l o c ati o n at t h e R os w ell Br a n c h Li
br ar y t h at I pr e vi o usl y us e d. I l e ar n e d t h at t h e dr o p b o x n e ar est t o m y h o m e n o w w as at t h
e Al p h ar ett a Br a n c h Li br ar y at 1 0 P ar k Pl a z a, Al p h ar ett a, G e or gi a 3 0 0 0 9, a t w e nt y-fi v e-
mi n ut e dri v e fr o m m y h o m e at b est, d e p e n di n g o n tr affi c. It's als o l o c at e d i n a v er y c o n g est
e d p art of Al p h ar ett a. 7. O n O ct o b er 2 1, 2 0 2 1, I arri v e d at t h e Al p h a r ett a Br a n c h Li br ar y t o
d e p osit m y b all ot. I p ar k e d i n a n a c c essi bl e p ar ki n g s p a c e o u tsi d e t h e li br ar y b ut di d n ot
bri n g m y c a n e wit h m e b e c a us e I e x p e ct e d t h e dr o p b o x t o b e c o n v e ni e ntl y l o c at e d i n t
h e l o b b y. H o w e v er, I s a w n o dr o p b o x i n t h e l o b b y. A li br ari a n dir e ct e d m e t o t h e v oti n g
ar e a, w hi c h w as at t h e ot h er e n d of t h e b uil di n g at t h e e n d of a n e xtre m el y l o n g h all – as f ar
a w a y as p ossi bl e fr o m t h e li br ar y fr o nt d o or. It a n g er e d m e t h at t h e l o c ati o n w as s o i n c o n
v e ni e nt. 8. Wit h o ut m y c a n e, I h a d diffi c ult y a n d it t o o k m e s o m e ti m e t o m a k e m y w a y d o
w n t h e h all t o a s m all r o o m w h er e t h e dr o p b o x w a s l o c at e d. I h a d t o s u p p ort m ys elf w al ki
n g b y h ol di n g o nt o c h airs a n d d es ks a n d t a ki n g m a n y br e a ks al o n g t h e w a y. T hr e e ol d er
m e n w er e 3 s e at e d i n t h e r o o m, a p p ar e ntl y o bs er vi n g t h e dr o p b o x. Aft er I h a d d e p osit e
d m y b all ot, t h e y dir e ct e d m e t o e xit t h e b a c k of t h e b uil di n g b y a n ot h er h all w a y. I t ol d t h e
m t h at w as ri di c ul o us, a n d t h at I w o ul d n ot t a k e t h at l o n g er w a y o ut, b ut w o ul d r et ur n b y t h
e s a m e h all w a y I h a d c o m e b y, w hi c h l e d m or e dir e ctl y t o m y c ar. I c o m pl ai n e d t o t h e m t h
at t h e l o n g w al k w as v er y h ar d f or m e, a n d t h at it w as n ot a c c e pt a bl e t h at t h er e w e r e n o h
a n dr ails i n t h e h all w a y or a n y ot h er a c c o m m o d ati o ns f or el d erl y or dis a bl e d p ers o ns. T h e
y l o o k e d a m us e d b y m y c o m pl ai nts. Ulti m at el y, it t o o k m e 6 0- 9 0 mi n ut es t o v ot e t h at d a y,
i n cl u di n g dri vi n g t o a n d fr o m Al p h ar ett a. 9. A w o m a n w e ari n g a pi n, w h o a p p e ar e d t o b e
a v oti n g offi ci al, t h e n a p pr o a c h e d m e. S h e w as n ot a li br ari a n. S h e a p ol o gi z e d t o m e f or
m y tr o u bl e i n r e a c hi n g t h e dr o p b o x l o c ati o n. S h e t ol d m e t h at t h e dr o p b o x h a d ori gi n
all y b e e n l o c at e d i n t h e li br ar y l o b b y, b ut t h at t h e y h a d g ott e n a c all fr o m " d o w nt o w n " i
nstr u cti n g t h e m t o m o v e t h e b o x fr o m t h e l o b b y t o t h e s e p ar at e v oti n g ar e a. S h e s ai d I
w as n ot t h e first p ers o n w h o c o m pl ai n e d t h at d a y a b o ut t h e i n a c c essi bl e l o c ati o n of t h e
dr o p b o x i n t h e b uil di n g. H a vi n g a dr o p b o x o utsi d e w o ul d h a v e b e e n m or e e asil y a c c essi
bl e f or m e t h a n h a vi n g t h e dr o p b o x i n t h e l o b b y; b ut h a vi n g t h e dr o p b o x l o c at e d at t h e
e n d of a l o n g h all w a y w as es p e ci all y fr ustr ati n g aft er I h ad t o dri v e s u c h a l o n g dist a n c e a n
d e nt er t h e li br ar y i n t h e first pl a c e, r at h er t h a n t h e dr o p b o x si m pl y b ei n g o utsi d e t h e e ntr
a n c e. 1 0. T his pr o c ess w as s o diffi c ult t h at I c h os e t o v ot e e arl y a n d i n- p ers o n i n t h e M a y 2
0 2 2 pri m ar y el e cti o ns. B ef or e t h e n e w v oti n g l a ws li mit e d dr o p b o x es, I w o ul d h a v e us e d t
h e dr o p b o x i n R os w ell a n d t h e e ntir e pr o c ess w o ul d h a v e t a k e n 2 0- 3 0 mi n ut es i n cl u di n
g tr a ns p ort ati o n. I di d n ot w a nt t o dri v e all t h e w a y t o t h e dr o p b o x i n Al p h ar ett a a g ai n a n d
h a v e t o g o i nsi d e t h e b uil di n g, s o I c h os e t o v ot e i n- p ers o n d uri n g e arl y v oti n g. T h er e w as
a li n e a n d I h a d t o w ait st a n di n g u p f or a b o ut 2 0 mi n ut es b ef or e I as k e d a p oll w or k er f or a c
h air b e c a us e 4 st a n di n g h a d b e c o m e s o diffi c ult. I w as n ot t ol d t h at I c o ul d g o t o t h e fr o nt
of t h e li n e or sit d o w n. I di d n't s e e a n y si g ns t elli n g m e I c o ul d s k i p t h e li n e or sit d o w n. T h e
pr o c ess still t o o k n e arl y a n h o ur a n d w as f ar m or e diffi c ult t h a n usi n g t h e ol d dr o p b o x i n R



os w ell. I w o ul d h a v e v ot e d a bs e nt e e, b ut I a m c o n c er n e d a b o ut t h e r eli a bilit y of m ail-i n v
oti n g a n d h a vi n g t o g o i nsi d e of t h e b uil di n g t o us e a dr o p b o x a g ai n. 1 1. I n t h e N o v e m b
er 2 0 2 2 el e cti o n, I v ot e d e arl y i n- p ers o n a g ai n b e c a us e of m y e x p eri e n c es wit h t h e dr o p
b o x, a n d b e c a us e I w a s c o n c er n e d a b o ut t h e s h ort er ti m e t o s u b mit a bs e nt e e b all ots. I
w as als o c o n c er n e d a b o ut pr o vi di n g a p e n- a n d-i n k si g n at ur e gi v e n t h at m y h a n d writi n g
h as d et eri or at e d o v er t h e y e ars. T h es e c h a n g es c o ntri b u t e d t o m y c h oi c e t o v ot e i n- p
ers o n, e v e n t h o u g h w al ki n g a n d st a n di n g i n li n e ar e diffi c ult f or m e. I h a d t o w ait a w hil e, a
b o ut 2 0 mi n ut es, a n d t h e n I s a w ar o u n d t h e c or n er t h at t h er e w as a s e ati n g ar e a. I t h e n
as k e d p oll w or k ers t o l et m e sit d o w n i n t h e s e ati n g ar e a I s a w, a n d w ait e d a b o ut 1 0 m or e
mi n ut es sitti n g d o w n. I w as n ot off er e d t h e o pti o n t o s ki p t h e li n e or t o sit d o w n, a n d h a d t o r
e q u est t h at t h e p oll w or k ers l et m e sit d o w n. I di d n't s e e a n y si g ns t elli n g m e I c o ul d s ki p t h
e li n e or sit d o w n. 1 2. I n t h e D e c e m b er 2 0 2 2 el e cti o n, I v ot e d b y e arl y, i n- p ers o n v oti n g b e
c a us e of all t h e iss u es I f a c e wit h a c c essi n g a bs e nt e e v otin g a n d dr o p b o x es, b e c a us e I d
o n't tr ust t h e m ail, a n d b e c a us e I w a nt e d t o a v oi d st a n di n g i n t o o l o n g of a li n e o n El e cti o
n D a y d u e t o m y p h ysi c al dis a biliti es. I w o ul d m u c h r at h er v ot e b y m ail, a n d m y c h oi c e w o
ul d b e t o g et a n a bs e nt e e b all ot a n d m ail it if t h at w er e a n o pti o n, b ut I d o n't tr us t t h at m y v ot
e w o ul d b e c o u nt e d a n d I d o n't f e el t h at dr o p b o x es ar e a c c essi bl e t o m e as a n alt er n ati v e
t o t h e m ail. W h e n I v ot e d i n p ers o n e arl y, I w as n ot t ol d t h at I c o ul d s ki p t h e li n e, b ut t his ti m
e, I s a w a si g n f or v ot ers wit h dis a biliti es t elli n g m e I w as a bl e t o s ki p t h e li n e, s o I as k e d p oll
w or k ers t o l et m e d o s o. 1 3. W h e n I w as y o u n g, v oti n g w as e as y t o d o. It is n ot ri g ht t h at t h e
pr o c e d ur e t o 5 e x er cis e t his b asi c ri g ht h as b e c o m e s o c o m p li c at e d a n d b ur d e ns o m e. I
alr e a d y f a c e si g nifi c a nt b arri ers t o b ei n g a bl e t o c ast m y b all ot, a n d S e n a t e Bill 2 0 2 m a d e
it e v e n h ar d er f or m e t o d o s o a n d will c o nti n u e t o m a k e it h ar d er i n t h e f ut ur e. I als o f e el t h
at p e o pl e wit h dis a biliti
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EXHIBIT 4 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF SHANNON MATTOX
IN SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION Pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
Section 1746, I hereby declare as follows: 1. I, Shannon Mattox, am over 21 years of age and competent to
make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following based upon my personal knowledge:
Background about The Arc Georgia 2. I have been a resident of Cobb County, Georgia since September 2021
and identify as Black. 3. I am the State Director of The Arc Georgia, an office of The Arc of the United States. I
have served as the State Director of The Arc Georgia since July 2021. 4. The Arc Georgia is a nonpartisan, non-
profit membership organization located in Smyrna, Georgia. 5. The Arc Georgia serves people with intellectual
and/or developmental disabilities (IDD) statewide, both directly and through our ten (10) affiliated member
chapters located throughout the state. 6. The Arc Georgia has approximately three thousand (3,000) members
throughout the state and reach more people with IDD and their families through our events and coalition work.
The Arc Georgia's members are people who share our values and support our mission, including people with IDD
and their families. We communicate with our members through emails, action alerts, social media, webinars, and
at our events. 7. The Arc Georgia's mission is to promote and protect the human rights of people with IDD and
actively support their full inclusion and participation in the community throughout their lifetimes. 8. To achieve this
mission, The Arc Georgia engages in public policy advocacy and develops programs to support people with IDD
to learn, live, participate in recreational activities, and work in their communities with the supports they need to
thrive. 9. The Arc Georgia has identified protecting the rights of voters with IDD through voter outreach,
education, and registration as a priority. The Arc Georgia is committed to making sure that voting is accessible to
voters with disabilities who are eligible to vote. 10. The Arc Georgia's position statement on Human and Civil
Rights—adopted from The Arc's national office—states in part: "People with IDD have the same human rights as
all people and are entitled to the same benefits and legal protection of their civil rights…Regrettably, even with
federal protections, people with IDD continue to face barriers to the full exercise and enjoyment of their human
and civil rights, including: discrimination in…voting…legislation and regulations that restrict or limit access to
voting or the ability to vote without undue barriers or hardship, including support to cast one's ballot." 2 11. In my
role as State Director, I am the sole employee of The Arc Georgia and am responsible for overseeing The Arc
Georgia's operations, including management and implementation of The Arc Georgia's programs in collaboration
with our local chapters across the state. I also oversee and train our volunteers, including those volunteers in our
Grassroots Connectors program. I also participate in approximately nine (9) coalitions across the state to further
our work. Our work includes state legislative advocacy; supporting our local chapters across the state;
conducting trainings for self-advocates and the community at large; overseeing programs on leadership
development for youth with IDD and accessible transportation; providing support, advocacy, and referrals for
people with IDD and their family members across the state regarding matters such as voting, education,
employment, housing, access to Medicaid services and healthcare, and transportation. 12. The Arc participates
in this action on behalf of its members who are qualified voters with disabilities across the state pursuant to the
Americans with Disabilities Act. The Arc Georgia's Activities Before S.B. 202 13. Before the passage of S.B. 202,
The Arc Georgia engaged in public policy and implemented programs to support the inclusion of people with IDD
into the community. This included, but was not limited to, trainings, outreach, and activities to: advance the rights
of students with IDD in special education; help Georgians with IDD access adequate Medicaid services through
federal Medicaid Waivers so that they could live in the community; promote integrated employment and post-
secondary educational opportunities for people with IDD; ensure that people with IDD have access to
transportation and assistive technology; and address stigma within the IDD community. 14. The Arc Georgia also
engaged in advocacy for voters with disabilities before S.B. 202. Over the years, this advocacy has included: a.
Leading the Register, Educate, Vote—Use your Power ("REV Up") Georgia program, a statewide volunteer
coalition of advocacy organizations that seeks to foster civic engagement and protect the voting rights of
Georgians with IDD. As part of this work, The Arc Georgia provided education and outreach to people with IDD to
help them understand the voting process, including resources to explain things like voter registration, and assist
with voter mobilization for Georgia ID requirements, transportation, guardianship and voting law, voting by mail,
and ballot access for deaf, hard-of-hearing, blind, and low-vision voters. b. The Arc Georgia also regularly
convened a group of "Grassroots Connectors" consisting of volunteer disability rights advocates from across the
state. These Grassroots Connectors support and advocate for voters with IDD, with a particular focus on
supporting Black voters with IDD in rural communities. Specifically, during the General Election in 2020 and
Runoff Elections, The Arc Georgia alongside our Grassroots Connectors, supported voters with disabilities by
coordinating transportation to the polls and to drop box locations; providing 3 food and water to voters waiting in
long lines; educating voters on the absentee ballot process; assisting voters with IDD with applying for and filing
out absentee ballots; engaging in a Get Out The Vote (GOTV) postcard campaign; arranging two virtual
presidential election town halls focused on issues relevant to voters with disabilities; organizing a virtual Senate
candidate disability forum that was broadcast to over eight thousand (8,000) viewers in Georgia and beyond; and
engaging in voter registration and outreach and assistance. Impact of S.B. 202 on The Arc Georgia's Activities
15. The passage of S.B. 202 caused a state of emergency in The Arc Georgia's work. At times, most of my work
as State Director has related to S.B. 202, including educating our members on the changes to the law and
supporting them as they navigate new barriers to voting. We have also had to increase the number of volunteers
through our Grassroots Connectors program to address our increased educational outreach on S.B. 202. 16. The
Arc Georgia has spent significant time and resources studying the implications of S.B. 202 to ensure our
activities comply with the changes in the law. We have had to train our volunteers and partners on the legislation
to ensure that they are providing accurate information. S.B. 202's addition of explicit felony penalties to the
assistance provisions of the law makes conveying this information even more important because of the risk to



our members of criminal penalties. 17. Since the passage of S.B. 202, The Arc no longer engages in certain
activities that are prohibited by the bill. Prior to the passage of S.B. 202, The Arc Georgia had participated in
handing out food and water to voters waiting in line at the polls. Regardless of the line length, The Arc Georgia
members' relief activities involved approaching voters within 25 feet of the voting line. Stacey Ramirez, the
previous State Director of The Arc Georgia, previously submitted a declaration in this case on May 11, 2022 that
describes in further detail The Arc Georgia's line relief activities before S.B. 202. Since the passage of S.B. 202,
we have had to cease our line relief activities entirely. 18. As a result of S.B. 202, The Arc has spent time and
resources developing new and costly training materials and educational programs about S.B. 202 to help our
members who are burdened by these changes in the law. The Arc Georgia conducted widespread trainings for
people with IDD about S.B. 202, including town halls, virtual events, meetings multi- day trainings, and other
grassroots activities. We created a documentary about S.B. 202 and the challenges it created for voters with
disabilities, which was posted to our website, disseminated to our members and the community, and screened at
events, including events held by our chapters. We also provided extensive support to one of our Grassroots
Connectors to create a weekly webinar that provided information about S.B. 202. This included training the
volunteer on the impact of S.B. 202, paying for a Zoom subscription so he could host the event, designing and
disseminating marketing materials, coordinating guests, and providing technical support during the webinars. I
have also responded to an increased number of calls from our members with questions about voting and S.B.
202. Our outreach and educational programming on S.B. 202 rose to levels that 4 well exceeded our typical work
on voting pre S.B. 202. Furthermore, the nature of our voting work changed. In addition to our efforts to expand
the disability vote, through helping people with disabilities register to vote and apply for absentee ballots, we
needed to conduct trainings on how people with disabilities could navigate new barriers to voting caused by S.B.
202 and assist existing voters with navigating these changes. 19. Prior to S.B. 202, The Arc Georgia helped
people with disabilities apply for and fill out absentee ballots. We also conducted educational programming and
outreach to the disability community, through our Grassroots Connectors, about how to apply for, fill out, and
submit absentee ballots. Now that S.B. 202 makes it felony to be an unauthorized handler of a completed
absentee ballot, we have had to retrain our volunteers and staff to ensure that they are clear with our members
and their assistors about the serious implications of unauthorized ballot return. Many people with disabilities rely
on the support of others to return their ballots and our members have relied on residential facility staff, neighbors,
and trusted friends to help them return their ballots due to their disabilities. We have had to divert resources to
educate people about the consequences of a person who is not a "caregiver" or family member returning their
ballot for them so that they are not guilty of a felony. 20. In light of S.B. 202, we needed to update our materials
to reflect the limitation on drop boxes, that they are only available during certain hours, and must be located
inside. We have conducted additional training for our volunteers so that they can better help people navigate
limited access to drop boxes. We have also conducted outreach to educate people with disabilities on how they
can return their ballots and have made referrals for transportation services to people who need to get to the polls
and drop boxes. We have also had to provide technical assistance and support to members about how to submit
their ballots. 21. During our training and outreach, I have listened to members of The Arc Georgia's stories about
how S.B. 202 made it harder for them to vote or kept them from voting. Some of the reasons members have
indicated that they were burdened or un
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4 EXHIBIT 5A 4 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF DEVON ORLAND IN
SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 4 Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1746, I hereby declare as follows: 1. I, Devon Orland, 1 am over the age of 21 and fully competent to make this
declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following based upon my personal knowledge: Background on
Georgia Advocacy Office (GAO) 2. I have been the Litigation Director at Georgia Advocacy Office ("GAO") since
May 2017. In this role, I lead the legislative and educational teams and work with our program managers to
facilitate legal issues, set priorities, and determine workload and case load. I work closely with our Executive
Director in ensuring GAO carries out activities in conformity with applicable laws, regulations, grants and
contractual requirements, and for ensuring that the organization is responsive to the advocacy needs of people
with disabilities in Georgia. I am an attorney, licensed to practice in Georgia. 3. GAO is incorporated as a non-
profit organization in the State of Georgia. 4. GAO has been designated by the State of Georgia since 1977 as
the State's protection and advocacy system ("P&A") to protect the legal and human rights of individuals with
disabilities in the state of Georgia. This designation is currently pursuant to the Protection and Advocacy for
Individuals with Mental Illness Act ("PAIMI"), 42 U.S.C. § 10801 et seq., the Developmental Disabilities
Assistance and Bill of Rights Act of 2000, 42 U.S.C. § 15041 et seq., and the Protection and Advocacy for
Individual Rights Program of the Rehabilitation Act, 29 U.S.C. § 794e. 5. As the designated P&A, GAO is
authorized to pursue administrative, legal, and other appropriate remedies to protect and advocate for the legal
rights of individuals with disabilities and to redress incidents of discrimination in the state. Central to our mission
is empowering Georgians with disabilities to participate fully and independently as active and engaged citizens.
GAO has the authority to prosecute actions in its own name and on behalf of its constituents. 42 U.S.C. §
15043(a)(2)(A)(i). 6. GAO's constituents are residents of Georgia with disabilities, as that population is defined by
federal and/or state law. 1 Legally my full name is Devon Orland Christopher, but professionally I use Devon
Orland. 2 4 7. GAO represents the interests of, and is accountable to, members of the Georgia disability
community, and its funding is dependent on compliance with a governance structure that ensures oversight and
control by the disability community. a. GAO has a multi-member governing board, which is responsible for the
planning, design, implementation, and functioning of the protection and advocacy system. This Board of
Directors annually establishes GAO's advocacy priorities. Over 80 percent of GAO's Board of Directors are
individuals with disabilities and family members of individuals with disabilities. b. GAO has a statutorily mandated
PAIMI Advisory Council, whose responsibility is to provide GAO with independent advice and recommendations
about people with psychiatric disabilities. One hundred percent of GAO's PAIMI Advisory Council members are
people with psychiatric disabilities. c. GAO regularly seeks public inputon the direction of its work. This
information is obtained through its Board of Directors, public meetings, and the PAIMI Advisory Council, public
forums, presentations, and advocacy. d. Members of the disability community have the right to file grievances if
they disagree with actions taken by GAO or believe they were wrongly denied services by GAO. 8. GAO has
been an organizational plaintiff in a number of cases. For example: • GAO v. Jackson: In 2019, a federal district
court found that GAO has associational standing on behalf of women with mental illness in a case involving jail
conditions at the South Fulton Jail (Georgia Advoc. Off. v. Jackson, No. 1:19-CV-1634-WMR-JFK, 2019 WL
12498011, at *2 n.1 (N.D. Ga. Sept. 23, 2019), modified on other grounds, No. 1:19-CV- 1634-WMR-RDC, 2020
WL 1883877 (N.D. Ga. Feb. 26, 2020), and order vacated, appeal dismissed on other grounds, 4 F.4th 1200
(11th Cir. 2021), vacated on other grounds, 33 F.4th 1325 (11th Cir. 2022)). • GAO v. State of Georgia: GAO's
assertion of associational standing has not been challenged in a lawsuit filed in 2017 involving students with
disabilities being placed in segregated educational settings. The court denied Defendants' motion to dismiss and
subsequent motion for 3 4 judgment on the pleadings on other grounds and the case is ongoing. Case No. 1:17-
CV-3999-MLB (N.D. Ga.). • GAO v. Reese: In a case filed in 2015, GAO was granted summary judgment and
permanent injunction against Defendant Department of Community Health for failure to provide mental health
records pursuant to GAO access authority. GAO's standing was not challenged. Case No. 1:15-cv-03372 (N.D.
Ga.). GAO's Voting Work 9. GAO is the designated agency in Georgia to receive an annual grant, called
Protection and Advocacy for Voting Access ("PAVA") pursuant to the Help America Vote Act ("HAVA"), requiring
GAO to promote access and engagement in the electoral process for voters with disabilities. Based on our work
under this grant, we know that our constituents have an interest in voting as a way to elevate their political
interests and take a role in their communities. They are uniquely impacted by many laws that affect their ability to
live independently and access education, among other rights, and they understand that their vote matters to their
priorities. Our constituents frequently express an interest in voting and concerns about barriers in the voting
process. GAO's current workplan goals for the PAVA program are: a. To ensure full participation in the electoral
process for individuals with disabilities. b. To train and educate election officials, poll workers,, and service
providers regarding the rights of voters with disabilities and best practices in supporting individuals with
disabilities. c. To provide education, training, and assistance to individuals with disabilities, promoting
participation in the electoral and complaint processes, self-advocacy, and self-determination. 10.GAO's
constituents for our voting program include all voters with disabilities throughout Georgia, including people who
are in institutions, such as nursing facilities, psychiatric hospitals, group homes, and other congregate settings.
11.GAO participates in this action on behalf of its constituents who are qualified voters with disabilities
throughout the state, pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act. 4 4 12.Ensuring and promoting access to
voting by people with disabilities is germane to GAO's purpose and is directly in keeping with GAO's overarching
purpose: the protection of, and advocacy for, the rights of Georgians with disabilities. 13.GAO's funding for its
voting work comes, in large part, from the federal PAVA grant. Under this formula grant, GAO receives a set
amount of funding each year to conduct voting advocacy. This grant is relatively small but enables us to employ a
PAVA Coordinator who also has other, nonvoting, responsibilities, and enables us to allocate PAVA funds to our



advocates who work on voting, as well as other issues. We do not have anyone working full-time on PAVA or
other voting work. We do not generate income under this grant. Time spent by our staff on one voting issue, such
as assisting people to navigate the changes in voting due to Senate Bill 202 directly diminishes the time that can
be spent on other work. 14.Prior to the passage of Senate Bill 202, GAO's PAVA work was specifically geared
towards protecting the disability vote using a combination of supporting self-advocacy, citizen involvement, staff
advocacy, and legal advocacy to protect and advocate for the rights of Georgians with disabilities. Among other
efforts during the absentee voting period, early voting and on Election Day, GAO has: a. Educated voters with
disabilities about their rights in the voting process through webinars and in-person events, often in collaboration
with other non-partisan disability rights and voting organizations; b. Responded to violations of voting rights of
Georgians with disabilities and educated voters with disabilities, including those who are in congregate care
facilities; c. Conducted voter outreach to individuals in nursing facilities and psychiatric hospitals, which includes
talking to residents about their rights in the voting process and providing absentee ballot applications to residents
who find it challenging or impossible to vote at the polls; d. Created and shared educational videos and written
guidance, answered voter questions, and provided information about voting processes and voting rights to all
individuals with disabilities, including people in nursing homes or psychiatric facilities; 5 4 e. Contributed funds to
Get Out the Vote programs operated by Plaintiff The Arc; f. Run a nonpartisan election protection hotline to
support voters with disabilities who experience problems while voting and, when necessary, escalated
complaints to the Secretary of State or testified before the state legislature about the problems reported by voters
with disabilities; and g. Collaborated with the Secretary of State's office on voter education, including hosting a
"We Vote Education" day in our office in which we invited voters with disabilities to try out new voting machines
provided by the Georgia Secretary of State's office. Impact of Senate Bill 202 on GAO's Constituents and Work
15.GAO was aware of, and monitored, the legislative process that led to the passage of Senate Bill 202. We
were concerned about its provisions affecting voters with disabilities and those who assist them, as well as the
way it was rushed through the legislative process. We met with other advocacy organizations regarding
concerning provisions of Senate Bill 202 and other voting bills in the same legislative session and joined with
other organizations to submit comments about various proposals. 16.Senate Bill 202, and specifically the
assistance and drop box provisions, have had a significant impact on the ability of Georgians with disabilities to
exercise their right to vote. Specifically, they might need to rely on people other than family members to assist
them with absentee ballots. We have received reports of people who could not get rides to the polls and people
whose staff at their nursing facility refused to help them vote. Those barriers compound upon other new issues
Senate Bill 202 created; for instance, the requirement that individuals provide an ID number to apply for an
absentee ballot, or alternatively a photocopy of other documentation. This negatively impacts many people who
face poverty and mobility limitations, and especially people in institutions, including group homes, nursing
facilities, psychiatric hospitals, or other congregate settings. 17.In one case, a disabled individual who had
previously been able to drive to a drop box and submit his absentee ballot without leaving his car was surprised
in November 2022 to find that the drop box was no longer 6 4 accessible to him. He can ambulate about 10
yards, using either a manual wheelchair or a walker, but he could not see where the drop box was located, and
believed that the distance to enter the building and locate the drop box would be too great for him given his
mobility limitations. He asked a poll worker for assista
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8 EXHIBIT 5B 8 EXHIBIT A 8 Georgia's Voter Identification Card Georgia Voter ID Card GAO SAMPLE JO
SAMPLE 123 ANYWHERE STREET MY CITY, GA 12345 CARD ISSUED 16/09/200 HOT B GT: 150 DOB:
01/01/1950 Georgia offers a FREE Voter Identification Card that can be issued at any local county election office.
GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia
COUNTY005 Eyes BROWN SEX FEMALE To receive a voter ID card, the voter must provide: ● A photo identity
document or approved non-photo identity document that includes full legal name and date of birth •
Documentation showing the voter's date of birth • Evidence that the applicant is a registered voter •
Documentation showing the applicant's name and residential address 9 GAO-000687 8 SAMPLE JO SAMPLE
123 ANYWHERE STREET MY CITY, GA 12345 CARD ISSUED 05/28/2008 HGT: 5 WGT: 150 DOB: 01/01/1950
Georgia Voter ID Card GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People
with Disabilities in Georgia COUNTY #: 029 Eyes: BROWN SEX FEMALE 10 GAO-000688 8 Who Can Vote?
•Unless you are currently serving a sentence for a felony conviction, you can vote in Georgia. ● Can people with
a guardianship vote? Yes, unless your guardianship papers specifically state that you cannot vote. If the
guardianship papers do not contain those words, then you can vote. GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE the
Pretion and Advarday Syst Jer Pople with this in Gorgus 11 GAO-000689 8 What if You Need Help with Voting?
GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in
Georgia •Ask a poll worker at your voting place •Ask any other person of your choosing, except your employer or
a worker's union 12 GAO-000690 8 What if You Can't Get to the Polls? ● ● You do not have to go to a polling
place to vote! Any voter can request a mail-in/absentee ballot ● No excuse is needed in Georgia for a mail-
in/absentee ballot • You can request a mail-in ballot online or at your county Board of Registrars Office GAO
GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Praction and Advocary System for People with Disabilities in Georgia
……………………………….…… OFFICIAL ABSENTEE/PROVISIONAL/CHALLENGED BALLOT OFFICIAL
GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION BALLOT OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA NOVEMBER 5, 2013 Tovucen the
Over to the can of your orbe Tovare ora personne namenot one baanly WRITE or her in the win section and
socken the Oto the wen section you desire to you YES OF NAPROPOSED QUESTION, como Ova Use ony e or
tack pen or penc. Do not vote for more candidates than the moves to saccoce De macros dudor en you we or
make other marks on the boot or ear the ballot, your vote may not so you cge your or make may he or by wings
actes the ce are art and rem ape You may then all the set to you of stors, and you will be another official storey at
Amativery, you may sunder the home manager of any voting sewn your county or the precind to which you are
assigned you wit then be per Prof unty MATEM CITY OF ATLANTA For Mayor (Vote for One) OAL BARTELL
OFRASER DUKE KASIM REED framking OGLENYS WRIGHTSON O Writin For City Council President (Vote for
One) RACHELE FRUIT FULTON COUNTY CEASAR MITCHELL mante Whiten For City Council Member Post 1
At Large (Vote No One) MICHAEL JULIAN BOND For City Council Member Post 2 At Large (Vote for One)
MARY NORWOOD OMARON WATSON For City Council Member Post 3 At Large (Vote for One) O ANORE
DICKENS OH LAMAR WILLIS pambel) Whilen For City Council Member District 1 Vote for One TRONTA
PROOF ONLY 1904131224. BILL POWELL CARLA SMITH be 0 ROBERT WELSH Wilein For City Council
Member District 2 (Vote for One OKWANZA HALL Munted Waitin TURN BALLOT OVER TO CONTINUE
VOTING. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 GAO-000691 8 New Georgia Voting Laws with Absentee Ballots ● Georgia cuts
off citizens' ability to apply for an absentee, mail-in ballot 11-days before the final election day without any
provisions for emergencies. The deadline for the General Election is October 28, 2022 The drop boxes are NOT
available 24/7, they are only available during business days and hours: Monday-Friday; 9 AM to 5 PM GAO
GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Potection and detay St 14 GAO-000692 8 Have you had a problem voting?
We want to hear about any problems you have had voting. GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Prrection
and Advocacy System fon Pople with Disabilities in Georgia 15 GAO-000693 8 Examples of Voter Discrimination
Against People with Disabilities eorgia Voter Georgio Voter ● • Polling staff questioning if you are able to vote
because of your disability •Polling staff refusing to assist you or refusing to allow someone of your choice to
assist you ● Polling staff refusing to supply a reasonable accommodation such as ballots in Braille or
headphones to listen to the computerized ballots •No signs marking the location of the accessible entrance mia
Georgio Voter • Inaccessible parking or inaccessible polling location GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The
Protection and Advocy System for ople with Disabilitin in Gra Ge 16 GAO-000694 8 Minimizing Problems Prior to
Election Day, talk to your local election officials about: • Polling place accessibility Specific accommodations you
need on Election Day On Election Day: Vote early in the day • Take your photo identification with you Ask for help
if you need it • Read the voting instructions carefully Take your time; there is no time limit in the voting booth ● ●
GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for ople with Disabilities in Georgis
17 GAO-000695 8 Whom Should I Vote For? First, think about what issues are important to you. Then, research
the issues by: • Getting a copy of the ballot from your local election board Contacting the Secretary of State's
office • Watching TV news channels ● Going to the library • Reading the newspaper • Checking websites like
www.nod.org or ● ● www.votesmart.org • Calling the Voter's Research Hotline at 1-888-VOTE- SMART (1-888-
868-3762) GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Fenecting and Advorary System for People with Driabilities
in G 18 GAO-000696 8 Encountering Problems on Election Day If you are a Georgia citizen with a disability and
you encounter problems with voting, please call: • The Georgia Advocacy Office (GAO) Voter Hotline The hotline
is available from the time polls open (7:00 AM) until the time polls close (7:00 PM) Call (404) 885-1234 or (800)
537-2329 The Elections Division of the Secretary of State's Office Call (404) 656-2871 GAO GEORGIA
ADVOCACY OFFICE The Diction and Adary System for ople with D 19 GAO-000697 8 2022 Important Election
Dates Voter Registration General Election Voter Registration Deadline... October 10, 2022 General Election
Advanced (In-Person) Voting Begins....... Last Day to Submit Absentee Ballot Application...... Recommended
Absentee Ballot Return Deadline...... General Election Date...... GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Pond
Advocacy Systém for Heaple with mildin Gorgia ..... October 17, 2022 .October 28, 2022 .November 1, 2022
..November 8, 2022 20 GAO-000698 8 "Vote as if your life depended on it, because it does." Justin Dart
Godfather of the ADA GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People
with Disabilities in Georgia The people you vote for decide what programs and services get funded. Your life



really does depend on it. Vote. It is important. 21 GAO-000699 8 OFF PAPER? YOU CAN VOTE. GEORGIA
Unless you are currently serving a sentence for a felony conviction, you can vote in Georgia. Register. IT'S
YOUR RIGHT. Your VOTE is your VOICE. GJP.org/voting 22 GAO-000700 8 Voting with a Criminal Record ● Off
paper means that you have completed ● incarceration, parole, and probation. ● A Certification of Completion
demonstrates that a person with a felony conviction is not longer under correctional control and has completed
their sentence The Certificate is issued by the Department of Community Supervision You can obtain the
certificate by contacting your original DCS probation office, or request from your local probation office. 23 GAO-
000701 8 DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SUPERVISION CERTIFICATE OF SENTENCE COMPLETION
Awarded to Firstname Middle Lastname For completing supervision requirements with the Georgia Department
of Community Supervision John Jane Doe, Coordinating Chief COMUNITY RTME OF DEPA TE O EN 2013 NT
OF SUPERVISION Phone No Date 24 GAO-000702 8 Can I vote if I am on Probation? ● If you are on probation
for a misdemeanor, you can vote. ● ● If you are serving a felony First Offender or Conditional Discharge
sentence, and the status hasn't been revoked, you can vote while still serving the sentence. But if you were
convicted of a felony or had your felony First Offender or Conditional Discharge revoked and are still on
probation, you are not eligible to vote until you complete your sentence, including any time on non-report status.
If you have served more than three years on probation, you may qualify for early termination. 25 GAO-000703 8
What if I still owe fines and fees? • The Georgia Secretary of State website states, "[y]our felony sentence is
considered completed even if you have outstanding monetary obligations other than fines, such as unpaid
restitution, fees, costs, or surcharges," and fines that were imposed as a condition of probation "are automatically
cancelled upon completion of probation." ● • If you are not sure if you have outstanding fines or if your sentence
is complete, contact DCS for a Certificate of Sentence Completion. GAO GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE The
Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia 26 GAO-000704 8 Can I vote if I pled
Nolo contendere to a felony offense? •Yes •If you pled "Nolo," you can vote, even while serving your sentence.
•Nolo pleas are rare for felonies. 27 GAO-000705 8 Do I need a pardon or other documentation to register to
vote? ● • No. ● • Your right to vote is automatically restored upon completion of your sentence-you do not need
your record expunged or pardoned. • You are not required to provide documentation about your criminal history
to register. 28 GAO-000706 8 Reminding You to Vote GAO **** YOUR VOTE Presented by the Georgia
Advocacy Office (GAO) The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia GEORGIA
ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia COUNTS
✰✰✰✰✰✰ EXHIBITKF GAO 9 2/27/23 GAO-000679 8 Georgia Advocacy Office (GAO) GAO envisions a
Georgia where all people have value, visibility and voice; where even the most difficult and long-lasting
challenges are addressed by ordinary citizens acting voluntarily on behalf of each other; and where the
perception of disability is replaced by the recognition of ability. GAO VISION GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE
The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia 2 GAO-000680 8 I'm off paper, but
they still tell me I can't register. What can I do? ● • Unfortunately, some people are incorrectly told this. ● • To
resolve this, present to the Voter Registration Office one of the following: a Certificate of Sentence Completion
from DCS, a termination letter from DCS, a court order terminating your probation, a signed letter from your
probation officer, or an email sent directly to the Voter Registrar from DCS or probation officer. GAO GEORGIA
ADVOCACY OFFICE The Protection and Advocacy System for People with Disabilities in Georgia 29 GAO-
000707 8 Can I vote if I'm in jail? ● • If you are in jail because of a pending case or are serving a sentence for a
misdemeanor conviction, you can vote. • But if you have been convicted of a felony and are awaiting transfer to a
state prison, you cannot vote until your sentence is complete. • In order to register and vote absentee, you will
need an acceptable form of
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EXHIBIT 5C EXHIBIT B To: Secretary of State, 2016 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 02 (2016) 2016 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 02
(Ga.A.G.), Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 16-2, 2016 WL 3467245 Office of the Attorney General State of Georgia
Official Opinion No. 2016-2 June 15, 2016 Re: The mere possession of another voter's absentee ballot does not
constitute unlawful possession of an absentee ballot under either O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a) or § 21-2-574. *1 To:
Secretary of State Questions have repeatedly been raised by cases before the State Election Board ("Board")
whether possession of another voter's absentee ballot constitutes a violation of either O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a) or
§ 21-2-574. My opinion is that the mere possession of another voter's absentee ballot does not constitute a
violation of either statute. The statute containing directives on how voters are to return their absentee ballots,
O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385, instructs voters to place their absentee ballot inside the secure envelope which is marked
"Official Absentee Ballot." O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a). The voter then puts that ballot envelope inside another
envelope which contains an oath for the voter and anyone assisting the voter with the ballot. The statute then
provides: Such envelope shall then be securely sealed and the elector shall then mail or personally deliver same
to the board of registrars or absentee ballot clerk, provided that delivery by a physically disabled elector may be
made by any adult person upon satisfactory proof that such adult person is such elector's mother, father,
grandparent, aunt, uncle, brother, sister, spouse, son, daughter, niece, nephew, grandchild, son-in- law,
daughter-in-law, mother-in-law, father-in-law, brother-in-law, sister-in-law, or an individual residing in the
household of such disabled elector. O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a) (emphasis added). In the past, cases have been
considered by the Board where individuals have aided voters, typically the elderly or disabled, by transporting the
absentee ballots of those voters to a designated mail receptacle. Other cases have addressed situations
involving a person carrying a single ballot to be mailed to well over a dozen ballots being carried to a mail
receptacle. Similarly, cases have been considered when the possession consists of walking down the sidewalk
or driveway to place the ballot in the voter's own mailbox as well as when the ballots have been carried into the
local post office for mailing. None of those situations, however, violate the express statutory terms of O.C.G.A. §
21-2-385(a) for two distinct reasons. First, the statute draws a distinction between mailing and delivery of the
absentee ballot, modifying only delivery with the adverb "personally." This distinction is evidenced both by the
limitation on those who can deliver the ballot of a disabled voter and grammatical construction. Second, the
statute is directed only at the elector and does not expressly proscribe the conduct of others. While O.C.G.A. §
21-2-385(a) provides that, in the event of a physical impairment, certain specified persons may deliver the
envelope "upon satisfactory proof that such adult person is [one of the persons permitted by statute]," the statute
is silent as to how voters permissibly may have their ballots mailed, i.e., by personally walking to the mailbox or
by asking someone else to place the ballot in the U.S. mail. Id. The statute clearly contemplates personal
delivery when discussing delivery to the election © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S.
Government Works. 1 To: Secretary of State, 2016 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 02 (2016) office by anyone other than the
voter because proof of the person's identity as someone permitted by statute to deliver the ballot is required.
Therefore, "mailing" an absentee ballot cannot be considered "delivery" under the statute. *2 Rules of
grammatical construction also support this reading of O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a). The adverb "personally" follows
the disjunctive "or" but immediately precedes the verb "deliver." Therefore, the word "personally" modifies the
word deliver and not mail. See Chicago Manual of Style § 5-155 (15th ed. 2003) (describing proper placement of
adverb as "near as possible to the word it is intended to modify."); 30 (3d ed. 1979). The Georgia Supreme Court
has instructed that we are to read statutory text "in its most natural and reasonable way, as an ordinary speaker
of the English language would." Deal v. Coleman, 294 Ga. 170, 172-73 (2013). Applying rules of grammatical
construction, "if the statutory text is 'clear and unambiguous,' we attribute to the statute its plain meaning, and
our search for statutory meaning is at an end." Deal, 294 Ga. at 173 (quoting Opensided MRI of Atlanta v.
Chandler, 287 Ga. 406, 407 (2010)). Here, the plain meaning of the statute is clear: the modifier "personally"
describes only the manner of hand delivery to election officials and not the antecedent steps necessary to use
the postal service. Finally, the statute instructs only the voter casting an absentee ballot to mail the envelope
containing the absentee ballot; it does not expressly prohibit others from any conduct. There is no language in
this statute expressly prohibiting others from holding, possessing, or mailing the absentee ballot. Therefore,
administrative actions against persons for "possessing" or ""mailing" another voter's absentee ballot find no
textual support in O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a). A related statute, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574, makes it a felony to possess a
ballot outside of the polling place. The statute provides: Any person, other than an officer charged by law with the
care of ballots or a person entrusted by any such officer with the care of the same for a purpose required by law,
who has in his or her possession outside the polling place any official ballot shall be guilty of a felony. O.C.G.A. §
21-2-574 (emphasis added). This statute uses only the term ballot and does not include the term absentee ballot.
The cardinal rule of statutory construction requires ... [c]ourt[s] to look diligently for the intention of the General
Assembly [O.C.G.A. § 1-3-1], and the golden rule of statutory construction requires us to follow the literal
language of the statute unless it produces contradiction, absurdity, or such an inconvenience as to [e]nsure that
the legislature meant something else. Absent clear evidence that a contrary meaning was intended by the
legislature, we assign words in a statute their ordinary, logical, and common meanings. Turner v. Ga. River
Network, 297 Ga. 306, 308 (2015) (quoting Judicial Council of Georgia v. Brown & Gallo, LLC, 288 Ga. 294, 296-
97 (2010)). Here, the plain meaning of the words in the statute does not support a reading of the term ballot to
include an absentee ballot. Additionally, the legislature uses the term absentee ballot throughout the election
code when referring to absentee voting and the fact that it does not use that term in O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574 further
supports construing the statute more narrowly to refer only to ballots at the polling place. "[U]nder the rules
governing statutory construction, 'statutes in pari materia, i.e., statutes relating to the same subject matter, must
be construed together."D' Lue v. Eady, 297 Ga. 321, 326 (2015) (quoting Willis v. City of Atlanta, 285 Ga. 775,
776 (2009)); see also Zaldivar v. Prickett, 297 Ga. 589, 605 (2015) (same). *3 Moreover, the prohibition against
possession of a ballot outside of the polling place applies to anyone "other than an officer charged by law."
O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574. The statute makes no exception for absentee voters to possess their own ballots outside of
the polling place. Since absentee voters necessarily lawfully possess their ballots outside of the polling place, the
word "ballot" in this statute cannot include an absentee ballot. Such a reading is likewise supported by two of the



main canons of statutory construction: 'expressio unius est exclusio alterius (expression of one thing implies
exclusion of another) and expressum facit cessare tacitum (if some things are expressly mentioned, the
inference is stronger that those not mentioned were intended to be excluded).' © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No
claim to original U.S. Government Works. 2 To: Secretary of State, 2016 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 02 (2016) Turner v.
Ga. River Network, 297 Ga. 306, 308 (2015) (quoting Hammock v. State, 277 Ga. 612, 615 (2004)). The relevant
statutory language lists only the officer charged by law or someone entrusted by that same officer as permissibly
possessing a ballot outside of the polling place. Notably absent from the list of individuals exempted from
criminal liability under an impermissibly expansive reading of O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574 are the absentee voter or, in
the case of a disabled elector, an individual entrusted by the elector with delivery of the absentee ballot. See
O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385(a) ("delivery by a physically disabled elector may be made by any adult person" who is one
of a delineated set of relatives or who lives in the household of the disabled elector). The statutory language
simply makes no sense if the word ballot is construed to include an absentee ballot. Likewise, the inclusion of the
term ""outside the polling place" gives further evidence that the General Assembly intended that this provision
does not apply to absentee ballots under the canon of noscitur a sociis, where the meaning of a word can be
known from the accompanying words in the statutory provision. See, e.g., Warren v. State, 294 Ga. 589, 590-91
(2014) (the terms in statutory provisions "should be understood in relation to each other, since '[w]ords, like
people, are judged by the company they keep.' (quoting Hill v. Owens, 292 Ga. 380, 383 (2013))). The historical
use of the term official ballot in Georgia's election code also weighs against expanding the term to include
absentee ballots. In 1964 the Georgia legislature enacted a comprehensive election code. 1964 Ga. Laws 26.
The 1964 law included the nearly identical statutory language currently codified at O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574. 1 See
1964 Ga. Laws 26, 189. This comprehensive Act included a provision for "official absentee ballots" to "be in
substantially the form for ballots required by Chapter 34-11," which governed the form of official ballots. Ga.
Code Ann. § 34-1403 (1980). The legislature's distinction between official ballot and official absentee ballot in the
1964 legislation is important because the language making it a felony to possess an "official ballot" outside of the
polling place has not substantively changed since 1964. The 1964 legislation clearly prohibited only the
possession of an official ballot, not an official absentee ballot. *4 Additionally, O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574 is a criminal
statute, with violations punishable as felonies. In interpreting O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574, then, one must read the
statute narrowly, construing any ambiguity against the state and in favor of the individual accused of violating the
statutory provisions. See Mitchell v. State, 239 Ga. 3 (1977) ("It has always been the law that criminal statutes
must be strictly construed against the state."). Additionally, "[s]tatutes should be read according to the natural and
most obvious import of the language, without resorting to subtle and forced constructions, for the purpose of
either limiting or extending their operation, and this principle is particularly compelling when interpreting criminal
statutes." State v. Johnson, 269 Ga. 370, 371 (1998). Here, the most natural reading of the statute, based on
both the plain language of the statute as well as the historical evolution of the election code, makes clear that the
appropriate interpretation of O.C.G.A. § 21-2-574 is that it applies only to official ballots issued, and cast, at the
polling place, rather than a forced construction that is read to include absentee ballots within the statute's ambit.
Finally, the voting assistanc
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EXHIBIT 5D EXHIBIT C To: Secretary of State, 1984 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 34 (1984) 1984 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 34
(Ga.A.G.), Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 84-15, 1984 WL 59886 Office of the Attorney General State of Georgia Opinion
No. 84-15 February 23, 1984 *1 The restrictions contained in O.C.G.A. § 21-2-409 limiting the class of persons
permitted to assist disabled or illiterate electors at the polls and the restrictions contained in O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385
limiting the class of persons permitted to assist disabled or illiterate electors voting by absentee ballot cannot be
enforced in the Presidential Preference Primary nor can the limitations contained in these Code sections
concerning the number of persons one individual may assist be enforced. To: Secretary of State This is in
response to your recent request for my official opinion concerning the effect of Section 208 of the Voting Rights
Act of 1965, as amended, on the conduct of the Presidential Preference Primary scheduled for March 13, 1984.
Section 208 is a new provision of the Voting Rights Act enacted in 1982 as a part of the Act which extended and
modified certain provisions of the Voting Rights Act. Section 208, which went into effect on January 1, 1984,
provides that: 'Any voter who requires assistance to vote by reason of blindness, disability, or inability to read or
write may be given assistance by a person of the voter's choice, other than the voter's employer or agent of that
employer, or officer or agent of the voter's union.' To determine the effect of this provision of the Voting Rights
Act, it is important to note that, in the conduct of federal elections, Congress has the ultimate supervisory power
to oversee the elections (Oregon v. Mitchell, 400 U.S. 112, 124 (1970)), and that, with respect to matters over
which Congress is given the power to legislate, under the Supremacy Clause of Article VI of the United States
Constitution [U.S. Const. Art. VI], federal laws are given precedence over any conflicting state law. Therefore, to
the extent that the Georgia election laws conflict with Section 208 of the Voting Rights Act, the Georgia election
laws must give way and may not be enforced. The Georgia Election Code contains two provisions dealing with
voter assistance. The first is O.C.G.A. § 21-2-409 which provides in subsection (b) that: '(b) Any elector who is
entitled to receive assistance in voting under this Code section shall be permitted by the managers to select (1)
any elector, except a poll officer or poll watcher, who is a resident of the precinct in which the elector requiring
assistance is attempting to vote; or (2) the mother, father, sister, brother, spouse, or child of the elector entitled to
receive assistance, to enter the voting compartment or booth with him to assist him in voting, such assistance to
be rendered inside the voting compartment or booth. No person shall assist more than ten such electors in any
primary, election, or runoff.' Amended by Ga. Laws 1982, p. 1512, § 5; 1983, p. 140, § 1. The second provision of
the Georgia Election Code which deals with voter assistance is O.C.G.A. § 21-2-385, which concerns the
procedures for voting by absentee ballot, which provides in subsection (b) that: *2 '(b) A physically disabled or
illiterate elector may receive assistance in preparing his ballot from one of the following: any elector who is
qualified to vote in the same county as the disabled elector or the mother, father, brother, sister, spouse, son,
daughter, mother-in-law, father-in-law, brother-in-law, or sister-in-law of the elector. If the disabled elector is
sojourning outside his own county, a notary public of the jurisdiction may give such assistance and shall sign the
oath printed on the same © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 1 To:
Secretary of State, 1984 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 34 (1984) envelope as the oath to be signed by the elector. No
person shall assist more than ten such electors in any primary, election, or runoff.' Amended by Ga. Laws 1983,
p. 140, § 1. Since the Presidential Preference Primary is a federal election, the provisions of Section 208 of the
Voting Rights Act would take precedence over these provisions of state law. Thus, in the Presidential Preference
Primary, a disabled or illiterate elector may choose any person to assist him in voting, except that the elector may
not choose his employer or an agent of that employer or an officer or agent of his union. 1 Based upon the
foregoing, it is my official opinion that the restrictions contained in O.C.G.A. § 21-2-409 limiting the class of
persons permitted to assist disabled or illiterate electors at the polls and the restrictions contained in O.C.G.A. §
21-2-385 limiting the class of persons permitted to assist disabled or illiterate electors voting by absentee ballot
cannot be enforced in the Presidential Preference Primary nor can the limitations contained in these Code
sections concerning the number of persons one individual may assist be enforced. Michael J. Bowers Attorney
General Footnotes 1 Please note that this opinion does not address the effect of Section 208 of the Voting Rights
Act of 1965, as amended, on the conduct of purely state and local elections. 1984 Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. 34
(Ga.A.G.), Ga. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 84-15, 1984 WL 59886 End of Document © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No claim
to original U.S. Government Works. © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 2
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EXHIBIT 6 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST
EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., V. Plaintiffs, BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official
capacity, et al., Defendants, REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. Master Case
No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB DECLARATION OF MATT HARGROVES IN
SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION DECLARATION OF MATT
HARGROVES (pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746) My name is Matt Hargroves. I am over the age of 21 and fully
competent to make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following based upon my personal
knowledge: 1. I currently live in Athens in Athens-Clarke County, Georgia, and am a registered to vote here. 3. I
am 32 years old and white. 4. I am a staff member at the Athens Area Homeless Shelter. I work with clients
experiencing homelessness. 5. I would estimate that over 90% of our clients are experiencing some sort of
physical or mental disability, although some of these are undiagnosed. 6. Almost all of our clients lack a reliable
means of transportation. 7. Because of this lack of transportation, many of their disabilities, and other barriers,
voting in person is often difficult or impossible for our clients. Many of them must vote absentee if they want to
vote at all. 8. Our staff has helped clients get registered to vote in the past and get their free voter identification
cards. 2 9. I did not learn of restrictions on who could return ballots until after the passage of S.B. 202. 10. If the
law were changed to decriminalize assistance, I would be willing to bring applications and completed ballots for
my clients facing various obstacles to vote, including disabilities and lack of access to transportation. Specifically,
I would be willing to bring blank ballot applications to the shelter and return completed applications and ballots
via drop box. 11. I believe that assisting our clients in voting is a part of our role in helping them fully participate in
society and exercise their rights. Since the passage of S.B. 202, staff members do not assist clients with
absentee ballots, including bring them blank applications and returning completed applications and ballots
because our understanding is that we may not handle those ballots. 12. Many of these clients do not have
regular contact with their families. 13. Most of our clients do not have someone who helps them with personal or
medical care. We have not been informed of who qualifies as a caregiver and whether we as staff would be
considered a caregiver so that we could assist with absentee ballots without being afraid of 3 prosecution.
Without knowing who counts as a caregiver, staff cannot take the risk of helping clients with their absentee
ballots. 14. Without transportation or the ability for staff members to drop off their ballots, many of our clients will
be unable to vote. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on this 10th
Matt Hengson Matt Hargroves day of 4 May 2023
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EXHIBIT 7 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF SUZANNE "ZAN"
THORNTON IN SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION Pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 1746, I hereby declare as follows: 1. I, Suzanne "Zan" Thornton, am over the age of 21 and fully
competent to make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following based upon my personal
knowledge: Background about ADAPT 2. I am a resident of DeKalb County, Georgia. I am the Co-Chair of the
Executive Board of Georgia ADAPT. 3. I'm a veteran of the 401st Chemical Corps, where I served in the reserves
from 1982-88. I have a degree in social work from Georgia State University, and a degree in interpreting for the
Deaf. I was also certified as an addiction counselor and I worked as an addiction counselor for Deaf and hard-of-
hearing individuals. I have training and certifications in nonviolence training, including how to communicate
effectively and to deescalate situations. 4. Georgia ADAPT is a nonpartisan, statewide disability rights
organization, that is fiscally sponsored by the Fund for Southern Communities and the New Disabled South. 5.
Georgia ADAPT's mission includes two primary aims: 1) to use civil resistance and principled nonviolence to end
institutional bias against Georgians with disabilities, and 2) to empower the disability community by encouraging
use of their voice and vote, as well as to educate candidates about how to reach and serve the disability
community. 6. Georgia ADAPT's members are people who share our values and support our mission. We do not
charge dues or membership fees to be a part of Georgia ADAPT. We stay in touch with members via emails and
our members attend our rallies and events. ADAPT's Election Activities Before S.B. 202 7. Prior to the passage
of S.B. 202, ADAPT spent about 80 percent of our time helping Georgians with disabilities get access to
Medicaid services through federal Medicaid Waivers to help them get out of nursing facilities and other
institutions and live in the community with the supports they need. The 2 remainder of our time (about 20
percent) was spent on election-related activities. 8. For our election-related work, we helped people with
absentee ballot applications by providing sign language interpretation for Deaf voters who may not read, write, or
understand English well, and supporting blind voters by reading the application and describing the colored
envelopes to them. We also educated voters with disabilities and volunteers about the voting process as well as
services ADAPT could provide, through Facebook, other social media, and press coverage. 9. We would arrange
or provide rides to the polls through a Roll to the Polls program, and our Native 2 Natives with Disabilities
program. We used to provide people waiting in line with snacks, water, and personal protective equipment. Since
I and some of our volunteers are wheelchair users, we were easily able to carry food and water to offer to people
when the lines were long. We also sometimes provided limited seating. This program also sometimes
transported people to drop off their absentee ballots in a drop box during the 2020 election cycle. In the January
2021 runoff, we had about five people offering this service. Impact of S.B. 202 on ADAPT's Members and
Election Activities 10. S.B. 202 was passed without consideration for the effect on people with disabilities, which I
found to be incredibly frustrating. I was supposed to testify at the hearings, as a person with disabilities and as a
veteran, but the process was so rushed that I wasn't able to. So legislators who voted on the bill didn't even get
to hear from the people who would be harmed by the changes they were putting into place. 11. Since S.B. 202
passed, we put more energy in getting rides to the polls and helping people drop off absentee ballots. Now,
about 80 percent of Georgia ADAPT's energy and time goes to getting people to the polls, helping them request
and receive their absentee ballots, and then following up if they don't get their absentee ballots. Prior to S.B. 202,
we would receive about 200 calls in a major election cycle and provide about 150 rides. In 2022, after S.B. 202
passed, we received about 2000 calls, and provided about 788 rides between the primary, the general election,
and then the runoff, including over about 450 rides for the runoff alone. In our experience, many 3 people with
disabilities have been very worried about new absentee voting requirements and have decided to vote in person
as a result. 12. Because of the demand for rides, we had to apply for more grant funding to rent wheelchair
accessible vans. We also had to increase the number of volunteer and paid drivers to take people to the polls,
which means recruiting, training, and managing a large number of people. In 2022, we had about 32 volunteers,
including drivers and attendants who could help people who need more than just transportation, but also need
help to get down stairs to get their ride, for example. In my experience, no other organizations in Georgia provide
this type of assistance for voters with disabilities. 13. One reason our service is so valuable is that public
transportation options are not timely or accessible for voters with disabilities. Public transportation is virtually
nonexistent in some places and the paratransit service provided by the Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit
Authority (MARTA) has to be reserved in advance, sometimes even weeks in advance. For voting in person or
dropping off an absentee ballot, these are not practical or feasible options for many people with disabilities. For
example, if people have to wait in line, it is difficult or impossible to predict when to schedule a return ride home
using paratransit. For people who need attendants or interpreters, we can stay with them in line which is
something that other groups or services cannot do. And if someone gets a ride to their polling place, and it turns
out to be the wrong polling place, they have no way of getting a ride to the correct location. 14. Part of the
change to our work has been that we, and our volunteers, need to understand the restrictive new rules in S.B.
202. For example, since volunteers cannot provide food, water, or seats while voters are waiting in line, they
must be trained not to violate the law if they are assisting a voter with a disability. 15. Another difficulty we have
faced is that the cumulative effect of the new rules has increased our workload. For example, because of the
compressed runoff period, we have less time to schedule rides in each location, whereas previously, we could
plan to be in a geographic area for a few days during early voting and schedule rides over that time. People have
gotten confused about new absentee ballot rules and timelines, or didn't have or couldn't get 4 proper ID, and
have ended up needing our support to vote in person, which meant we have needed to provide more rides to the
polls. 16. Also, when drop boxes were outside and available 24/7, voters with disabilities could get a ride to drop
off their ballot or have a family member drop it off. Now, some of those people are forced to vote in person, which
has made the lines and wait times longer and strains our volunteer capacity. Some of the people we assist



require a lot of help to get into and out of the van, and also to navigate the polling place and voting equipment.
Sometimes, we have had to educate poll workers and also make sure that the voter gets the help they need with
voting equipment at the polling place. We had to take one 93-year-old woman who used a wheelchair to three
polling places because her polling place had changed. No one else could drive her because she needed
assistance getting from inside her house to the van. We had to provide a lot of advocacy and assistance to make
sure she was able to cast her ballot. 17. A big problem is that people didn't receive their absentee ballots and
now have less time to request another one so they are forced to vote in person, even though the reason they
prefer to vote absentee is because of the barriers they face getting to and waiting at the polls. We are aware of at
least 15-20 people who we helped get to the polls to vote in person because of this. We assisted a voter who
was taking care of her mother out of state. She doesn't drive because of her disabilities and she was determined
to vote, so she took the bus from North Carolina back to Fulton County, where we picked her up and drove her to
her polling place. She voted, got back on the bus, went back to see her mom, and the ballot never came. 18. We
worked with one woman who lived in Savannah. She applied for, but didn't receive her absentee ballot and didn't
have time to request another one, so she was forced to vote in person. Unfortunately, her parents work so they
have limited time to take her to the polls. For her to vote in person, they would have to pick her up, get her in the
car, fold her wheelchair, take her to the polling place, assist her out of the car, and wait for her to vote. Because
her parents were unable to take her, ADAPT was asked to take her to vote and provide the assistance she
needed. 19. During the 2022 runoff, I went to a polling place on Memorial Drive in DeKalb County where the
disability line was one and one-half hours long. 5 One of the people we were transporting has diabetes but
because she was not in a wheelchair, she was not permitted to go to the front of the line. We were not permitted
to give her any food or water or a chair while she was in line, which concerned me a lot. If she had had a medical
crisis, we would have been forced to break the law in order to do the right thing and assist her. 20. Another
concern I had that day was that I saw people leave because they didn't want to or couldn't wait that long. I saw at
least four people walk away. When I encouraged them to stay, they said, "the line is too long, it's too hard." 21. In
addition, the line went out the door, and so people who wanted to drop off their absentee ballot waited in line and
didn't know to go inside and drop it off, because the line blocked the door, and the drop box for absentee ballots
is inside. There was not much room for people in wheelchairs and people who wanted or needed to pass by. If
the drop box were outside like it used to be, there would not be an access problem and the line would have been
much shorter. 22. Since S.B. 202 passed, we have also stopped providing some services that we used to
provide. We no longer help people apply for absentee ballots. Before S.B. 202, we helped people apply for
absentee ballots, especially voters who are Deaf or who have vision impairments. Now, because of the potential
punishment for unauthorized ballot assistance and the confusing rules about who can assist and when, we do
not provide ballot assistance and refer those individuals to other organizations instead. We have also started to
refer people to Georgia Advocacy Office if they have questions that we feel need to be answered by a lawyer,
since the rules are now much more complicated and we do not understand all of the legal requirements. This
means fewer voters with disabilities can receive assistance because fewer organizations are equipped to help
them. 23. We also changed our policy to no longer do anything involving touching an absentee ballot. Prior to
S.B. 202, we would transport a disabled voter to a drop box and place the ballot in the drop box for them. Now,
we will only help them out of the car or van,

















Full Text

EXHIBIT 8 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF WENDELL
HALSELL IN SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION DECLARATION
OF WENDELL HALSELL (pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746) My name is Wendell Halsell. I am over the age of 21
and fully competent to make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury, I declare the following based upon my
personal knowledge: 1. I currently live in Lithonia in DeKalb County, Georgia. I have been a Georgia voter for
over 30 years. 2. I am 65 years old and African American. 3. I am permanently disabled because I have lost the
use of my right leg. This makes it extremely difficult for me to stand for any period of time and to walk far. I also
experience breathing problems, and I have early stage COPD. 4. I voted in person on Election Day in the May
2022 primary elections because by the time I tried to request my absentee ballot, the deadline had already
passed for its return. Ultimately, I had to be driven to the polling place by my nephew since I prefer not to drive
myself due to my disabilities. My polling place was New Birth Missionary Church in DeKalb County. 5. I expected
the voting area to be near the church's entrance as it had been in years past. Before, if you parked in
handicapped parking, the polling location was located directly next to the entrance ramp, but this year was
different. Instead, I had to walk what felt like nearly a half mile to access the voting area. The trip, once I was
already inside the building, required me to use a walker and take multiple breaks for rest along the way. I had
recently had two heart procedures and walking this distance to access the polling place was very difficult.
Fortunately, another voter saw I was struggling and pushed me on my walker the rest of the way toward the 2
voting area. My nephew had been waiting in the vehicle because I had no idea that the walk into the polling place
would be so difficult this time. Before, I remember the process being much more easily accessible so I did not
expect to need his assistance. 6. In the November 2022 general election, I tried again to vote absentee. I applied
for an absentee ballot online around August 28. Later, I received an absentee ballot in the mail. 7. I voted via
dropbox in November 2022 and December 2022 because sending mail is nearly impossible for me. There are no
mail boxes near me. And, I live in a condo where there is no way to notify the postman that I have a letter to go
out unless I actually see him. My mailbox does not fit large envelopes, so I am forced to leave the envelope
beside or on top of the mailbox and hope the postal worker picks it up. The mail man usually won't even come to
my mailbox if he doesn't have mail for me. 8. My nephew drove me to the dropbox located on Memorial Drive in
DeKalb County. The voting location is about 8-9 miles from my house. The box was not located outside, so one
of my nephews helped me out of my car and then stayed in the car. I had gone in with the intention of simply
dropping it in the dropbox outside and didn't realize the dropbox would be located inside. I thought I would just be
able to pull up and stay inside the vehicle sitting in the passenger side and deposit my ballot from the passenger
window of the vehicle. I was under the assumption I needed to return my ballot myself; no one has given me
information about who can return my ballot and with the confusing rules about getting help with absentee ballots I
would be nervous about asking my nephew to do something that might be illegal. Also, although my nephew
might have been able to put my ballot in the dropbox, it is important to me to see that my vote is being cast. 9. I
had to have someone assist me up a ramp to get into the building. I found this 3 process very exhausting. When
I got into the building, I needed several minutes to recuperate. One of the workers there gave me a chair to sit in
to recover, but told me they couldn't offer me any water because it's illegal. 10. I cast my ballot at the dropbox
inside the building, but the exhausting experience made me wonder, "What is the point of voting absentee if I
have to do all of this?" Using mail is not a better option for me because of all the obstacles I described before. In
the December 2022 runoff election, I voted via absentee ballot and again returned it to a dropbox. Again, the
process did not go well at all. Because the dropbox is no longer outside, I wondered again what the purpose is of
voting absentee at all. I had to park, get out, and go inside the polling place. Again, it was difficult for me to do
that, and again, the poll workers could not provide water. I don't understand how this is even absentee voting,
and I wish I could have voted with the convenience of the dropbox process like other voters, who don't have
disabilities. I was deprived of the convenience of using the dropbox as a disabled person because of the way it
has been implemented. 11. I came up through the civil rights movement. I spent my summers with family in
Alabama and remember being served out of the back window because we were not allowed to enter the front
door. 12. My vote matters. My vote is how I help impact who is in power and what policies are put in place. Voting
is something I talk about with all the young people in my life. I help them register. I help them understand the
importance of exercising this right. I know my ability to vote shouldn't be compromised as a result of my
disabilities or age. 4 I iltcl:lrc Ltllder llfllit lt-\ r,1 l;crirrr") titiit rltc lirrcqitirrg is tt-Llc lii,.il irrt.i,,--t,l I I rr','.itr'r1,,,,
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3 EXHIBIT 9 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1 ·1· · · · · · IN
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · · · · FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ·2· · · · · ·
· · · · · ATLANTA DIVISION ·3· ·______________________________ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·: ·4· ·IN RE
GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202: Master Case No. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB ·5· · · · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · ·: · · ·______________________________: ·6 ·7 ·8 ·9 10 11 12· · · · · VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF C.
RYAN GERMANY 13· · · · · · · IN A 30(b)(6) CAPACITY FOR THE 14· · · · · · GEORGIA SECRETARY OF
STATE'S OFFICE 15· · · · · · · · · · · ATLANTA, GEORGIA 16· · · · · · · · · THURSDAY, APRIL 13, 2023 17 18 19
20 21 22 23· ·REPORTED BY:· TANYA L. VERHOVEN-PAGE, · · · · · · · · · ·CCR-B-1790 24 · · ·FILE NO.·
J9553809 25 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE
GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 111 ·1· · · · ·Q· · ·Does your office receive Federal ·2· ·financial assistance? ·3· · ·
· ·A· · ·Yes. ·4· · · · ·Q· · ·What are the sources of that Federal ·5· ·financial assistance? ·6· · · · ·A· · ·The
financial assistance that our office ·7· ·has received has come from HAVA, which is basically ·8· ·distributed by
the EAC, and then it's come from ·9· ·the -- we have some CARES funds, as well, which were 10· ·also
distributed by the EAC. 11· · · · ·Q· · ·Any other Federal funds you're aware of 12· ·besides the HAVA and
CARES Act funding? 13· · · · ·A· · ·I believe they all -- there's been 14· ·different kind of tranches of HAVA
funding, but I 15· ·think it's basically been those two.· So like we got 16· ·some cyber security funding, which I
think is through 17· ·HAVA, but I'm not exactly sure about that. 18· · · · ·Q· · ·And do you -- do you spend these
funds 19· ·that you receive or are there circumstances where you 20· ·grant them out to counties to do the work?
21· · · · ·A· · ·Both. 22· · · · ·Q· · ·What sorts of Federal funding do you 23· ·distribute to counties? 24· · · · ·A· ·
·We do distribute funds to counties for 25· ·disability access for polling places.· We had 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL
202 112 ·1· ·distributed funds to counties for PPE and COVID ·2· ·personal protective equipment or whatever.· I
can't ·3· ·remember -- is that what -- COVID kind of protective ·4· ·equipment and other COVID-related supplies.·
We ·5· ·did -- I think we did a grant for drop box ·6· ·availability. ·7· · · · · · · ·We also -- I don't -- I don't think we
·8· ·actually distributed to counties, but we made ·9· ·available a -- an absentee ballot fulfillment vendor 10· ·in
2020 that basically took some of those costs off 11· ·of counties or made it available for them to use, 12· ·just
because the volume was so much more than I think 13· ·they had anticipated. 14· · · · ·Q· · ·So you paid some of
the costs of that 15· ·vendor for four counties; is that right? 16· · · · ·A· · ·I believe we paid the full costs, at 17·
·least for -- in the primary I know we paid the full 18· ·cost for the vendor, and then I think -- after that 19· ·it
would have been maybe voluntary if counties wanted 20· ·to utilize that vendor and the State pay or they 21·
·could do it themselves. 22· · · · ·Q· · ·So you mentioned, I think, drop box 23· ·funding, PPE, the absentee
voting fulfillment.· Any 24· ·other purposes the Federal funding is used for? 25· · · · ·A· · ·It has been used for
accessibility at 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13,
2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 113 ·1· ·polling places, as well. ·2· · · · ·Q· · ·Okay.· Anything else? ·3·
· · · ·A· · ·From a grant-to-counties perspective? ·4· · · · ·Q· · ·Yes. ·5· · · · ·A· · ·Because it has been used for
other things ·6· ·that we've spent it on. ·7· · · · ·Q· · ·Sure. ·8· · · · ·A· · ·I think -- I think what I mentioned ·9·
·covers the -- what counties have utilized for grants. 10· · · · ·Q· · ·And in terms of the funds that you 11·
·yourself spend, what do you use those for? 12· · · · ·A· · ·So the Secretary of State's Office has 13· ·spent funds
on absentee ballot fulfillment. I 14· ·believe we used those funds for absentee ballot 15· ·applications, as well,
mailing out the absentee 16· ·ballot applications.· We used it to, I think, put in 17· ·place the absentee ballot
tracking system through a 18· ·vendor called BallotTrax that was put in place in 19· ·2020. 20· · · · · · · ·We've
used it for certain cyber security 21· ·upgrades for the voter registration system.· We used 22· ·it for COVID
personal protective equipment and other 23· ·kind of COVID-related supplies, cleaning equipment. 24· ·We used
it for kind of voter education, PSA type 25· ·stuff, as well. 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3
C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 114 ·1· · · · ·Q· · ·So you said
you used it for the -- to ·2· ·provide or mail absentee ballots? ·3· · · · ·A· · ·I believe -- well, we used it for the ·4·
·applications, I believe. ·5· · · · ·Q· · ·Okay. ·6· · · · ·A· · ·And then for the mailing absentee ·7· ·ballots, we did
provide -- used that vendor.· We made ·8· ·that vendor available to counties and we covered the ·9· ·cost of that.
10· · · · ·Q· · ·Was that done -- has that been done since 11· ·the 2020 election cycle or was that just something
12· ·that happened during the 2020 cycle? 13· · · · ·A· · ·So the absentee ballot fulfillment, that 14· ·vendor
would was only paid for by the State, with 15· ·Federal funds I believe, in 2020.· Other things 16· ·have -- we still
use the BallotTrax.· I'm not sure if 17· ·it's continued to be paid with Federal funds or not. 18· ·We still provide
voter education, like PSA type 19· ·stuff, although there was a lot more money for that 20· ·in 2020 because of
COVID than there has been since. 21· · · · ·Q· · ·Are you familiar with Section 208 of the 22· ·Voting Rights Act?
23· · · · ·A· · ·I'm not sure I could tell you what 24· ·section specifically that is. 25· · · · ·Q· · ·Sure.· We'll get to
that. 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE
GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 195 ·1· ·evidence to recommend a violation, and I'm not sure ·2· ·what action the
State Election Board took. ·3· · · · ·Q· · ·Okay. ·4· · · · ·A· · ·As I read this, what really strikes me is ·5· ·this is
kind of a good case showing some of the ·6· ·difficulties that are, I think, unique to absentee ·7· ·ballots for --
from an election official perspective. ·8· · · · ·Q· · ·Now, SB 202 imposes criminal penalties on ·9· ·unauthorized
return of absentee ballots, but permits 10· ·ballots being returned by family members and 11· ·caregivers,
correct? 12· · · · ·A· · ·Correct. 13· · · · ·Q· · ·Does the law define what it means to be a 14· ·caregiver? 15· · · ·
·A· · ·No. 16· · · · ·Q· · ·Has the State Election Board taken any 17· ·steps to define what a caregiver is? 18· · · ·
·A· · ·I guess I should say, when we're talking 19· ·about the law, SB 202, to my knowledge, doesn't 20· ·define
what it means to be a caregiver, and I don't 21· ·think the State Election Board has defined that 22· ·either. 23· · ·
· ·Q· · ·Has your office defined what it means to 24· ·be a caregiver? 25· · · · ·A· · ·No, I don't believe so.
800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE
GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 196 ·1· · · · ·Q· · ·And no -- has there been any information ·2· ·or guidance
communicated to counties on what it means ·3· ·to be caregiver? ·4· · · · ·A· · ·Not that I'm aware of. ·5· · · · ·Q·
· ·And there's no public information ·6· ·available about what it means to be a caregiver, ·7· ·correct? ·8· · · · ·A· ·
·I'm not sure. ·9· · · · ·Q· · ·You're not aware of any? 10· · · · ·A· · ·I'm not aware of any. 11· · · · ·Q· · ·Okay.· So



residents of a nursing home and 12· ·nursing home staff would not have any way to know who 13· ·counts as a
caregiver for purpose of assisting 14· ·voters? 15· · · · · · · ·MR. FIELD:· Object to form. 16· · · · · · · ·THE
WITNESS:· I wouldn't agree with 17· · · · ·that. 18· ·BY MR. DIMMICK: 19· · · · ·Q· · ·How would they know? 20·
· · · ·A· · ·Well, I think they kind of have to 21· ·evaluate their situation and determine whether they 22· ·are a
caregiver or not.· Again, it's a word that, you 23· ·know, I think can be known.· It's not -- and they can 24·
·evaluate that and determine, are they a caregiver to 25· ·that person. 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY· 30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL
202 197 ·1· · · · ·Q· · ·But there's nothing for them to go on ·2· ·other than the definition of the word, correct? ·3·
· · · ·A· · ·I don't know that I would agree with ·4· ·that. ·5· · · · ·Q· · ·And someone in that position, for example
·6· ·a nursing home staff, who wanted to assist a voter ·7· ·would be subject to criminal -- criminal penalties ·8·
·for returning the ballot if they were not, in fact, ·9· ·an authorized caregiver? 10· · · · ·A· · ·I don't know about the
word authorize. 11· · · · ·Q· · ·Well, presumably the law has, you know, 12· ·something in mind when it -- you
either are a 13· ·caregiver under the law or you're not.· So is there 14· ·any -- how would they know whether they
were a 15· ·caregiver or not, I guess is my question. 16· · · · · · · ·MR. FIELD:· Object to form. 17· · · · · · · ·THE
WITNESS:· I think it's a 18· · · · ·determination that they have to make 19· · · · ·given their situation. 20· ·BY MR.
DIMMICK: 21· · · · ·Q· · ·And there's no guidance that you're aware 22· ·of on, for example, whether the
definition caregiver 23· ·would include clerical or administrative staff of a 24· ·nursing home? 25· · · · ·A· · ·Could
you be more specific about -- I 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 3 C. RYAN GERMANY·
30(b)(6) April 13, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 198 ·1· ·mean, I don't think I could agree there's no
guidance ·2· ·on that, but could you be more specific? ·3· · · · ·Q· · ·What guidance would you identify -- say ·4·
·if -- let's say the activities director of a nursing ·5· ·home wanted to know whether they qualified as a ·6·
·caregiver.· What guidance would be available to them? ·7· · · · ·A· · ·Well, I mean, they could Google it and ·8·
·see, like, hey, what -- how was this sort of defined. ·9· ·That's what I do a lot when I have a question. 10· · · ·
·Q· · ·But there's no guidance from your office 11· ·or from the SEB, correct? 12· · · · ·A· · ·Correct. 13· · · · · · ·
·(Plaintiffs' (Germany) Deposition 14· · · · ·Exhibit No. 441 was marked for the 15· · · · ·record.) 16· · · · · · · ·MR.
DIMMICK:· Could we introduce 17· · · · ·this one.· I'll introduce what I think is 18· · · · ·
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4 EXHIBIT 10 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1 ·1· · · · · · · IN
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ·2· · · · · · · FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ·3· · · · ·
· · · · · · · ATLANTA DIVISION ·4 ·5 ·6· ·IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202· · · · · Master Case No: · · · · · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · 1:21-MI-55555-JPB ·7· ·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ·8 ·9 10 11· · · · · · · · · ·
30(B)(6) DEPOSITION OF 12· · · · HALL COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS AND REGISTRATION 13· · · · · · ·
· · · · · ·(LORI WURTZ) 14· · · · · · · · · · · · ·March 9, 2023 15· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·9:35 a.m. 16· · · · · · · · · · 2875
Browns Bridge Road 17· · · · · · · · · Gainesville, Georgia 30504 18 19 20 21 · · · · · · · · · · Marcella Daughtry,
RPR, RMR 22· · · · · · Georgia License No. 6595-1471-3597-5424 · · · · · · · · · · · California CSR No. 14315 23
24 25 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA
SENATE BILL 202 65 ·1· · · · A· ·After the polls close, the ballots are brought ·2· ·back to our office, and they are
researched.· And we pull ·3· ·the -- we have to duplicate a ballot so that we can ·4· ·duplicate it on their correct
ballot so that the ·5· ·ballot-by-precinct count will be accurate.· And it's no ·6· ·different than the rest of the
process. ·7· · · · Q· ·Okay.· And has that process changed since S.B. ·8· ·202? ·9· · · · A· ·No. 10· · · · Q· ·If the
out-of-precinct ballot provisions of 11· ·S.B. 202 were to be changed back to the rules as they 12· ·were in 2020,
would your office have to undertake any 13· ·changes to adapt to that? 14· · · · A· ·No.· We -- we would process
more provisional 15· ·ballots, most likely as a result of that, but other than 16· ·that, no. 17· · · · Q· ·Talking about
drop boxes now.· When did Hall 18· ·County first decide to use drop boxes? 19· · · · A· ·In 2020. 20· · · · Q·
·Who made that decision? 21· · · · A· ·The board. 22· · · · Q· ·Okay.· Why did your office and the board decide
23· ·to start using drop boxes? 24· · · · A· ·The pandemic.· It made it a lot harder for 25· ·voters to get out and
come inside a building to vote. 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6)
March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 66 ·1· · · · Q· ·So there was a benefit to having drop boxes
·2· ·available outdoors so people could access them without ·3· ·going inside? ·4· · · · A· ·Yes. ·5· · · · Q· ·Were
there other benefits to voters for using ·6· ·drop boxes? ·7· · · · A· ·I imagine.· They -- they wanted the
convenience ·8· ·of being able to drive by and deposit their ballot. ·9· · · · Q· ·So again, to drive up and drop it off
was a 10· ·convenience for voters? 11· · · · A· ·Uh-huh. 12· · · · · · MS. BLOODWORTH:· Make sure you say yes
or no. 13· · · · · · THE WITNESS:· Yes. 14· · · · Q· ·BY MR. DIMMICK:· Who in your office has 15· ·responsibility
for setting up and maintaining drop boxes? 16· · · · A· ·Myself and the elections manager. 17· · · · Q· ·How many
drop boxes did Hall County operate in 18· ·2020? 19· · · · A· ·We started with one, and then we had one that 20·
·was given to us, so we had two.· And we still have two, 21· ·only use one. 22· · · · Q· ·So you operated at first
one and then two 23· ·during the 2020 election cycle? 24· · · · A· ·Yes. 25· · · · Q· ·And how many do you
currently operate? 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09,
2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 68 ·1· · · · A· ·No. ·2· · · · Q· ·They were available 24/7, correct? ·3· · ·
· A· ·Yes. ·4· · · · Q· ·And currently, when are they available -- when ·5· ·is it available? ·6· · · · A· ·Only when
early voting hours are open, when ·7· ·early voting is taking place. ·8· · · · Q· ·Okay.· And voters in 2020 could
drive up and ·9· ·drop off their ballot from the car, correct? 10· · · · A· ·Yes. 11· · · · Q· ·And they cannot do that
now, correct? 12· · · · A· ·Yes. 13· · · · Q· ·Whose responsibility is it to collect ballots 14· ·from drop boxes? 15· ·
· · A· ·We have a team that is headed up by our 16· ·absentee ballot coordinator, and so she and two other 17·
·staff members collect that. 18· · · · Q· ·Okay.· And then what happens to the ballots 19· ·deposited in the drop
box? 20· · · · A· ·They are brought downstairs and recounted and 21· ·handed off to the third person, and then
they go into the 22· ·stream of ballots that are being processed. 23· · · · Q· ·Are they kept separate from other
ballots or do 24· ·they just go into the regular stream? 25· · · · A· ·They go into the process. 800.211.DEPO
(3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL
202 69 ·1· · · · Q· ·Okay.· Do you keep track of the number of ·2· ·ballots that are collected from drop boxes? ·3·
· · · A· ·We do on our form that we complete when we ·4· ·remove ballots from the box. ·5· · · · Q· ·Okay.· Okay.·
But then once they are collected, ·6· ·they just go into the regular stream, and you can't tell ·7· ·where any
particular ballot was dropped off? ·8· · · · A· ·Yes. ·9· · · · Q· ·How often do you collect ballots from drop 10·
·boxes -- the drop box? 11· · · · A· ·A minimum of two times a day, but often, more 12· ·than two times a day. 13·
· · · Q· ·Has that timeline changed or was there a 14· ·different timeline before S.B. 202? 15· · · · A· ·No. 16· · · ·
Q· ·Did Hall County or did your office have any 17· ·concerns about the security of drop boxes as they were 18·
·implemented in 2020? 19· · · · A· ·No. 20· · · · Q· ·Did your office have any concerns about the 21· ·integrity of
ballots dropped off in drop boxes in 2020? 22· · · · A· ·No. 23· · · · Q· ·Did your office or the board receive any
24· ·feedback from citizens on the availability of drop boxes 25· ·in 2020? 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 70
·1· · · · A· ·They liked it.· We just randomly heard that. ·2· ·We didn't have any official feedback. ·3· · · · Q· ·But
you received positive reactions -- ·4· · · · A· ·Yes. ·5· · · · Q· ·-- from voters? ·6· · · · · · Has your office or the
board received any ·7· ·reaction from the public to the changes made by S.B. 202 ·8· ·and the reduced
availability of drop boxes? ·9· · · · A· ·The only thing, to my knowledge, sometimes as 10· ·the voter is walking to
the drop box, they will, you 11· ·know, make a comment that they at least got to see our 12· ·pretty faces as they
come in to drop the ballot, but they 13· ·didn't get to drive it through.· Some of them are a 14· ·little bit sour about
it, but they've not really made a 15· ·big fuss. 16· · · · Q· ·Yeah.· But some people have expressed that they 17·
·would have preferred to be able to drop it off outside? 18· · · · A· ·That is correct, yes. 19· · · · · · (Deposition
Exhibit 9 was marked for 20· ·identification.) 21· · · · Q· ·BY MR. DIMMICK:· Do you recognize this 22·
·document? 23· · · · A· ·Yes. 24· · · · Q· ·And it's an e-mail to you, correct? 25· · · · A· ·Yes. 800.211.DEPO
(3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL
202 76 ·1· · · · Q· ·Okay. ·2· · · · A· ·I don't. ·3· · · · Q· ·Would you say it's less than a week after the ·4· ·date of
the general election? ·5· · · · A· ·Definitely. ·6· · · · Q· ·Okay. ·7· · · · A· ·There's a process that where we have to
go ·8· ·through and submit everything, receive it back; proofread ·9· ·everything, submit that back.· It has to go to
the ballot 10· ·builder, the ballot printer.· There are a lot of steps 11· ·involved in that, which makes it really hard
to conduct a 12· ·runoff in four weeks.· But definitely, yes, more than a 13· ·week. 14· · · · Q· ·And how long
does the logic and accuracy 15· ·testing take? 16· · · · A· ·Weeks.· It takes weeks. 17· · · · Q· ·Okay.· So you
had said that the time frame of 18· ·the runoff is a problem.· Can you sort of describe why 19· ·that is a problem



now with the shortened time frame? 20· · · · A· ·By the time we get the information that we need 21· ·on our
ballot proofed to be able to begin L&A testing, we 22· ·could be here working night and day just to make the 23·
·cutoff that we have to make to vote, have an election 24· ·ready in four weeks.· There are no shortcuts. 25· · · ·
Q· ·Yeah.· Yeah.· So it's, you know, you are having 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI
WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 132 ·1· ·for some people with disabilities,
an absentee by mail ·2· ·ballot is the only accessible means of being able to ·3· ·vote? ·4· · · · A· ·Possibly, yes.
·5· · · · Q· ·Are you aware of any studies or reports about ·6· ·the likely or actual impact of S.B. 202 on voters
with ·7· ·disabilities? ·8· · · · A· ·Not that I recall. ·9· · · · Q· ·Okay.· Do you have an understanding of how S.B.
10· ·202 impacts voters with disabilities? 11· · · · A· ·I think so. 12· · · · Q· ·What would that understanding be?
13· · · · A· ·That they can no longer drive through and drop 14· ·their ballot in a drive-thru drop box.· They can
still 15· ·vote an absentee by mail and have their relative or 16· ·caregiver deliver it for them to our office or mail
it. 17· · · · Q· ·Anything else? 18· · · · A· ·Not specifically, no. 19· · · · Q· ·Okay.· Would you agree that some
people with 20· ·disabilities would benefit in having access to food and 21· ·water while waiting in a line at a
polling place? 22· · · · · · MS. LaROSS:· Objection as to form. 23· · · · · · MS. BLOODWORTH:· Objection as to
form. 24· · · · · · THE WITNESS:· Possibly. 25· · · · Q· ·BY MR. DIMMICK:· And would you agree that some
800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f 4 LORI WURTZ· 30(b)(6) March 09, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA
SENATE BILL 202 151 ·1· ·canceled. ·2· · · · · · But voters in Hall County are aware that there ·3· ·are many
opportunities for voting, and I can't imagine ·4· ·that that circumstance would happen.· I'm not sure how I ·5·
·would handle it if it did, and I think I would start with ·6· ·a phone call to the Secretary of State's Office. ·7· · · ·
Q· ·BY MR. DIMMICK:· Does your office have the ·8· ·authority to waive the rules about out-of-precinct voting ·9·
·on election day as a reasonable modification for a voter 10· ·with a disability? 11· · · · · · MS. LaROSS:·
Objection as to form. 12· · · · · · THE WITNESS:· Not to my knowledge. 13· · · · Q· ·BY MR. DIMMICK:· Okay.·
Do you know whether 14· ·there are any groups, either minority voters or voters 15· ·with disabilities, that are
more likely to use drop 16· ·boxes? 17· · · · A· ·No idea. 18· · · · Q· ·Would you agree that voters with disabilities
19· ·benefit from the wider availability of drop boxes? 20· · · · · · MS. LaROSS:· Objection as to form. 21· · · · · ·
MS. BLOODWORTH:· Form. 22· · · · · · THE WITNESS:· Possibly.
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EXHIBIT 11 NANCY GAY March 23, 2023 IN RE: GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1 ·1· · · · · · · · ·IN THE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · · · · · · FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ·2 ·3· ·IN RE:· · · · · ·
· · · · · · ·) · · ·GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202,· · · ·) ·4· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·5· · · · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·6· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) CASE NUMBER: · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·)
1:21:MI-55555-JPB ·7· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·8 ·9· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·************** 10·
·The following deposition of Nancy Gay was taken pursuant to 11· ·stipulations contained herein, the reading and
signing of the 12· ·deposition reserved, before Stephen Mahoney, Certified Court 13· ·Reporter, 4921-4880-
0199-0656, in the State of Georgia, at 801 14· ·Broad Street, 7th Floor, Augusta, Georgia 30901 on 15· ·March
23, 2023 at 9:30 a.m. 16 17 18 19· · · · · · · · · · · Stephen Mahoney, CVR, CCR · · · · · · · · · · · Esquire
Deposition Solutions 20· · · · · · · · · · · · 1500 Centre Parkway, · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Suite 100 21· · · · · · · · · · ·
· · Atlanta, GA 30344 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · (404)495-0777 22 23 24 25 800.211.DEPO (3376)
EsquireSolutions.com NANCY GAY March 23, 2023 IN RE: GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 161 ·1· · · · · · ·THE
WITNESS:· I have no idea. ·2· ·BY MS. MAY: ·3· · · · Q.· ·Okay. ·4· · · · · · ·Do you understand the definition of
·5· ·caregiver in this? ·6· · · · A.· ·I like to think I do. ·7· · · · Q.· ·Okay. How do you define caregiver? ·8· · · · A.·
·Somebody who assists somebody with their ·9· ·daily functions. 10· · · · Q.· ·Okay. Do you know if caregiver is
defined 11· ·anywhere? 12· · · · A.· ·I'm sure it is, but I -- but I have no 13· ·idea. 14· · · · Q.· ·Okay. 15· · · · · ·
·Have you received any guidance from the 16· ·state about what a caregiver is? 17· · · · A.· ·I can't recall
anything. I don't know. 18· · · · Q.· ·Okay. 19· · · · · · ·Do you think it would include, let's say, 20· ·a -- a secretary
in a nursing home? 21· · · · A.· ·No. 22· · · · Q.· ·Okay. 23· · · · · · ·What about other administrative staff, 24· ·like
an activity instructor? 25· · · · A.· ·I have no idea. 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f







Full Text

EXHIBIT 12 In the Matter Of: IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1:21-MI-55555-JPB KEISHA SMITH April 05,
2023 KEISHA SMITH April 05, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 226 ·1· · · · A.· ·Uh-huh. ·2· · · · Q.·
·Are you familiar with those pro- ·3· visions? ·4· · · · A.· ·Yes. ·5· · · · Q.· ·I'm going to refer to this pro- ·6· vision
as "third-party ballot returns." ·7· · · · · · ·Is that okay? ·8· · · · A.· ·Yes. ·9· · · · Q.· ·What do you understand the
defini- 10· tion of "caregiver" to be in the context of 11· assisting voters in returning ballots? 12· · · · A.· ·Yes.· So
that -- in my, you know, 13· research and, you know, study of the law and 14· Code and guidance since I've been
here, I've 15· seen -- I don't know that I -- if there's one 16· definition, you know, that's -- that I've -- 17· I've seen
used across, you know, the various 18· rules and regulations; but, when it's, you 19· know, listed -- I mean, when
it -- when you 20· look at, you know, applications and guidance 21· and things, there are family members, you
22· know, that are listed; and I would consider, 23· you know, caregivers to be inclusive of, you 800.211.DEPO
(3376) EsquireSolutions.comYVer1f KEISHA SMITH April 05, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 227 ·1·
know, family members. ·2· · · · Q.· ·Is "caregiver" defined anywhere in ·3· the statute? ·4· · · · A.· ·I don't recall
seeing a definition ·5· for that but I don't -- I can't recall at ·6· this moment. ·7· · · · Q.· ·Are you aware of any
public infor- ·8· mation defining "caregivers" as it relates to ·9· the third-party ballot returns? 10· · · · A.· ·As it
relates to who can return a 11· ballot for a voter? 12· · · · Q.· ·As in who's defined as a care- 13· giver. 14· · · ·
A.· ·I know that there is a, you know, 15· again, types of family -- you know, the type 16· of family member that's
identified but I do 17· not know that -- you know, like mom, dad; but 18· those -- but I don't know that I can recall
a 19· definition of "a caregiver," no.· I don't -- 20· I can't recall.· So I'll have to say no, I -- 21· I'm not aware. 22· ·
· · Q.· ·Would you understand then a cleri- 23· cal or administrative staff in a nursing home 800.211.DEPO
(3376) EsquireSolutions.comYVer1f KEISHA SMITH April 05, 2023 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 228 ·1·
to be a caregiver? ·2· · · · A.· ·So -- ·3· · · · Q.· ·Sorry. ·4· · · · A.· ·Go ahead. ·5· · · · Q.· ·No.· You go ahead. ·6·
· · · A.· ·Well, I have a background in pub- ·7· lic health so my understanding of "caregiver" ·8· may not be the
same as someone else's. ·9· · · · · · ·So, in my experience, that could 10· be possible, yes. 11· · · · Q.· ·And
what about a human resources 12· director? 13· · · · A.· ·That wouldn't -- a human resources 14· director of a
facility? 15· · · · Q.· ·Yes. 16· · · · A.· ·I mean, that's -- legally, I mean, 17· so my understanding would be -- is
that, you 18· know, that could be possible if -- you know, 19· if the -- that could be possible. 20· · · · Q.· ·And on
what basis are you trying 21· to distinguish who would be a caregiver and 22· who wouldn't? 23· · · · A.· ·Right.·
So we would not -- we 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.comYVer1f KEISHA SMITH April 05, 2023 IN RE
GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 229 ·1· don't want to have to determine who would be ·2· a caregiver and who
would not be a caregiver ·3· if that -- if there was a situation where a ·4· question -- you know, if there was a gray
·5· area like that, we would consult our attorn- ·6· eys on that. ·7· · · · Q.· ·Thank you.· Would you agree that ·8·
some people who need assistance will not be ·9· able to easily attain it from a family member 10· or caregiver as
you understand it? 11· · · · · · ·MS. VANDER ELS:· Object to the 12· form of the question. 13· · · · A.· ·I don't
know.· Yeah, I don't know. 14· · · · Q.· ·(By Mr. Campbell-Harris) If the 15· third-party ballot return penalty as
stated 16· in SB 202 was lifted, would your office have 17· to undertake any changes to adopt that? 18· · · · A.·
·The training of staff, yes.· The 19· training of, you know, staff on the -- you 20· know, the lift and the poll worker,
you know, 21· anyone that was election -- working in -- in 22· during the election cycle. 23· · · · Q.· ·How long
would that training take? 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.comYVer1f
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EXHIBIT 13 MARIE FRANCES WATSON March 14, 2023 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1 ·1· · · · · · ·IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · · · · ·FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ·2 ·3 ·4· ·IN
RE:· · · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·5· · · GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202· ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·)
·6· · · · · · Plaintiff,· · · · · ·) · · ·vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) Civil Action No. ·7· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) 1:21:MI-55555-
JPB · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·8· · · · · · Defendants.· · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·9· ·- - - - - - - - -· - - - - -·)
10 11· · · · · · · · · · VIDEOTAPE DEPOSITION OF 12· · · · · · · · · · · MARIE FRANCES WATSON 13 14· · · · ·
·Tuesday, March 14, 2023, 9:34 a.m.(EST) 15 16 17 18 19 20· · · · · ·HELD AT: 21· · · · · · · Taylor English Duma
LLP · · · · · · · · 1600 Parkwood Circle, Suite 200 22· · · · · · · Atlanta, Georgia· 30339 23 · · · · · ----------------------
----------------------- 24· · · · · ·WANDA L. ROBINSON, CRR, CCR, No. B-1973 · · · · · ·Certified Shorthand
Reporter/Notary Public 25 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com MARIE FRANCES WATSON March 14,
2023 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 183 ·1· · · · A· · Okay. ·2· · · · Q· · After the passage of SB 202, did you ·3·
·receive any complaints about caregivers assisting ·4· ·individuals with their absentee ballots? ·5· · · · A· · Not
that I recall. ·6· · · · Q· · Does your office have a definition for ·7· ·what a caregiver is? ·8· · · · · · ·MS. LaROSS:·
Objection as to form. ·9· · · · A· · I don't know if there is a specific in the 10· ·code for caregiver. 11· · · · Q· · And
has the Secretary of State's Office 12· ·given your division any direction on what a 13· ·caregiver is? 14· · · · · ·
·MS. LaROSS:· Objection as to form. 15· · · · A· · Not specifically that I recall. 16· · · · Q· · Did your office -- in
2020, prior to the 17· ·passage of SB 202, during the 2020 elections, did 18· ·your office receive any complaints
about assistance 19· ·in nursing homes specifically? 20· · · · A· · For 2020? 21· · · · Q· · Yes. 22· · · · A· · I
believe there was at least one.· In 23· ·addition to that, I can't -- without reviewing, I 24· ·couldn't say. 25· · · · Q·
· Can you describe to me the details of that 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f
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EXHIBIT 14A Suzanne Zan Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re
Page 1 1 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 2
ATLANTA DIVISION 3 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL Master Case No: 4 202 1:21-MI-55555-JPB 5 6 RULE
30(b)(6) VIDEO DEPOSITION OF GEORGIA ADAPT By Witness Suzanne "Zan" Thornton 7 Taken by Remote
Conference and In-Person February 20, 2023 8 10:43 a.m. Taylor English Duma LLP 9 1600 Parkwood Circle
Suite 200 10 Atlanta, Georgia 11 Valerie N. Almand, RPR, CRR, CRC David Ramirez, Legal Video Specialist 12
13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 Suzanne Zan
Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 28 1 anything about
who's running or who's there. 2 We're here to get you to the polls and make sure 3 that you have access. And
that has to be 4 clarified, because we can't give food and drink 5 anymore, and the lines are -- are incredibly long
6 in some places. 7 Also with the absentee ballots, before 8 S.B. they had the boxes outside so you could drop 9
off your ballot inside. For example, Jessica in 10 Savannah, her parents work till 9 and she can't 11 get to the
polls until her parents get home. They 12 have to pick her up, get her in the car, fold her 13 chair, take her down
there, and after S.B. 202 14 it's impossible for her to go vote while her 15 parents are working. 16 Q. Did Jessica
vote by using the absentee 17 ballot process? 18 A. She requested an absentee ballot but 19 didn't get it in time.
20 Q. So then she went to go vote in person? 21 A. Yes. 22 Q. And y'all provided her a ride there? 23 A. Yes. 24
Q. Was she able to vote? 25 A. Yes. Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 Suzanne Zan
Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 89 1 A. (Indicating.) 2
Q. Sure, let me try and rephrase it. Are 3 you aware of any statutory provision prior to 4 S.B. 202 that required a
County to provide a drop 5 box? 6 A. I'm not a lawyer, I don't know that 7 answer. I do know that from my
experience like in 8 Savannah, a lot of disabled people complained 9 because -- after 202, but prior to 202 they
could 10 drop it off at any time. And so their parents 11 could drop it off for them or a friend could drop 12 it off for
them. 13 But after 202 you can't do that, but 14 that's how they felt and that's how we feel. I'm 15 not a lawyer.
Like I said, I've been arrested 16 before, but I don't want to be arrested and lose 17 the chance to vote or have
somebody lose the 18 chance to vote because of me. 19 Q. No, and I understand that. You said that 20 before. I
know that there were drop boxes 21 specifically in 2020 because of the pandemic, 22 everything was different in
2020. Prior to that 23 were there any requirements that you're aware 24 of -- understanding that there might have
been, 25 you're unaware of it, or however, that would Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
Suzanne Zan Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 108 1 Q.
Yes. I'm trying to eliminate the 2 pandemic year, and we're talking before S.B. 202. 3 A. We learned about the
locations when we 4 dropped the people off, or got the call for them. 5 I do not know locations right off the top,
no. 6 Q. Currently under S.B. 202 there's a drop 7 box in each early voting location plus the 8 supervising
election office; is that right? 9 A. I don't know. 10 Q. Are you aware of any drop boxes outside 11 of early voting
locations? 12 A. No. 13 Q. Have you had any members being unable to 14 return an absentee ballot because
they didn't have 15 access to a drop box? 16 A. Yes. 17 Q. How many folks have told you they did not 18 return
their absentee ballot because they could 19 not get to a drop box? 20 A. More than five. 21 Q. What reasons did
they have for being 22 unable to return the ballot? 23 A. The boxes weren't available in the 24 primary because
they didn't get there, and we 25 couldn't reach the boxes. For example, Memorial Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696 Suzanne Zan Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate
Bill 202, In Re Page 109 1 Drive, they didn't know that they didn't have to 2 wait in line. 3 Q. Now, the height of
the drop box is such 4 that a voter is unable to reach it to insert it, 5 can they hand it to a poll worker? 6 A. From
what I saw, no. The polls were 7 under -- there was not enough poll workers to do 8 such. 9 Q. Did you see a poll
worker refuse to 10 accept an absentee ballot from a voter? 11 A. No. 12 Q. Did you have any member tell you
that 13 it's because of a lack of a drop box they were 14 unable to actually mail their ballot back? 15 A. Yes. 16
Q. How often -- why were they unable to mail 17 their ballot? 18 A. Time constraints. 19 Q. Do you know why
they had time 20 constraints? 21 A. Post office couldn't get their ballot in 22 quick enough. 23 Q. Do you know
why there was a delay in the 24 attempt to return the ballot? 25 A. Post office, they couldn't get to the Veritext
Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 Suzanne Zan Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT February 20, 2023
Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 110 1 post office, they couldn't take it from their 2 mailbox and ensure that it
would make it to the 3 county office in time. 4 Q. Were there any circumstances that you're 5 aware that
prevented them from mailing it earlier? 6 A. From my understanding, they wanted to 7 drop it off and they
couldn't get a ride to drop 8 it off, and by the time it became too close to 9 mail it. It's difficult for disabled people
to 10 get rides. 11 Q. Section 5 under section F of the first 12 amended complaint on page 94 deals with section
13 28, runoff early voting restrictions. We talked 14 earlier about the runoff being closer to the 15 general election
so there's less time between the 16 general and the runoff, correct? 17 A. Correct. We talked about the time is 18
really fast, yes. 19 Q. Okay. Other than the difficulty in 20 arranging and helping people get to the vote in a 21
shorter time period, any other impacts that you 22 have seen on ADAPT members from the change in the 23
timing of a runoff election? 24 A. Confusion, like DeKalb County had voting 25 after I think Thanksgiving but they
had to take a Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 Suzanne Zan Thornton, 30b6 Georgia ADAPT
February 20, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 113 1 or return if not a family member or caregiver. 2
You mentioned to me earlier that one of 3 the things that y'all had done prior to S.B. 202 4 is driving the voter to a
drop box, you might 5 assist them by actually putting it into a box for 6 them. But you didn't harvest or collect
them from 7 anyplace and drive it. 8 A. Correct. 9 Q. Any other changes that ADAPT has done to 10 comply with
this provision of S.B. 202? 11 A. We don't touch them. I'm scared. We 12 tend to refer people out. 13 Q. So
under S.B. 202 when you drive the 14 voter to the drop box or to the polling place, 15 they have to physically
take it in and put it in 16 the box. 17 A. Correct. 18 Q. Section 9.a. or topic 9.a. on Exhibit 1 19 references, The
specific steps the organization 20 has taken to address those laws, policies, and 21 protocols it advocates are
unconstitutional or 22 violate federal law in its involvement in this 23 action and the process by which these steps
were 24 determined. And then b. is very similar. It 25 says, The specific steps the organization took to Veritext
Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
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EXHIBIT 14B 30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 1 1 IN
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 2 ATLANTA
DIVISION 3 IN RE:) MASTER CASE NO.) 4 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202) 1:21-MI-55555-JPB 5 6 7 8 9 10
VOLUME II 11 VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION OF SUZANNE "ZAN" THORNTON 12 (Taken by State Defendants)
13 February 22, 2023 14 10:03 a.m. 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 Reported by: Debra M. Druzisky, CCR-B-
1848 Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023
Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 10 1 S.B. 202 on Georgia ADAPT's ability to coordinate 2 with other
organizations in serving the disabled 3 community? 4 A. I don't know how to answer that really. 5 Specifics? 6 Q.
Well, have you -- have you found because 7 of George -- because of S.B. 202 that the 8 relationship between
Georgia ADAPT and one of its 9 other organizational partners has been negatively 10 impacted? 11 A. Yes. The
agencies that are in the state 12 want to avoid anything related to voting. They'll 13 do a G.O.T.T., Get Out the
Vote, but they don't 14 want anything to do with voting or taking people to 15 the polls. So it's -- it's a negative for
us. 16 Q. So other organizations have decided to not 17 provide rides to the polls? 18 A. Not support voting -- not
support, like, 19 paying for food and water or supporting voting 20 rides and stuff like that, absentee ballots, that
21 kind of stuff. 22 Q. And as we talked on Monday, the absentee 23 ballots would be driving the person with the
24 absentee ballot to the drop box to deposit the 25 ballot? Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 11 1 A. Correct. 2 Q.
So -- 3 A. They don't want anything to do with it. 4 Q. Including donating to ADAPT to allow you 5 to provide the
increased number of rides we talked 6 about? 7 A. We have decreased funds in some of that 8 area, yes. 9 Q.
Any other direct impact on Georgia ADAPT 10 with its relationship with other organizations as a 11 result of S.B.
202? 12 A. The polling places, our -- our memberships 13 and some of the people that were part of our 14
coalition are hesitant to talk about it because 15 it's unclear to them, and it's very confusing to 16 me, but -- I'm
trying to give you a good example. 17 We know that poll workers, and maybe this 18 is off topic, poll -- poll
workers haven't -- have 19 been less and that the groups that were supporting 20 people to become poll workers
has decreased. 21 Q. And other groups in sponsoring or 22 supporting poll workers, that was an activity that 23
they did? 24 A. They did, yes. 25 Q. Did those other groups coordinate with Veritext Legal Solutions
800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re
Page 19 1 Q. Are you aware of anybody who was unable to 2 vote because a mobile voting unit wasn't available
3 to them in 2022? 4 A. I don't have an example in front of me, 5 but I've heard people say that, if they had the 6
mobile voting, they would have been able to vote 7 easier. And so some people missed voting because 8 there
was no accessible mobile voting. 9 Q. Is there any reason why they couldn't go 10 to an early voting polling
place? 11 A. Transportation is tough. If you use MARTA 12 Mobility, you have to plan ahead of time. And then 13
if you go to the wrong poll place, then you have to 14 reschedule it. So it's difficult to schedule 15 transportation
even in -- in Atlanta area. 16 Q. Anything that prevented them from using 17 absentee voting? 18 A. It's not
accessible to blind people. 19 Q. Are you aware of any blind person who was 20 unable to vote because there
wasn't a mobile voting 21 unit? 22 A. No. 23 Q. Do you know how many disabled voters used 24 the mobile
voting unit in Fulton County in 2020? 25 A. I do not know. Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 33 1 legality of that. 2
Q. Has anyone informed you or are you aware 3 that drop boxes that were made available in 2020 4 were based
on an emergency authorization related to 5 the pandemic? 6 A. Actually, most people didn't know that. 7 Q. They
just saw the drop boxes happened to 8 be there and were able to -- 9 A. They saw the news they have -- they
have 10 drop boxes because of COVID. And disabled people 11 were very ecstatic to have a way to do it without
12 having to go in -- to go in. 13 Having the boxes outside was accessible to 14 them. Having the boxes inside,
you have to get out 15 of the car or -- or you know, somebody helps you. 16 But you've still got to get out of the
car, go into 17 the place, open the box, get in there. 18 And often the lines were long just to get 19 into the voting
place, and that's where the ballot 20 box are after S.B. 202. 21 Q. How many of the drop boxes in 2020 were 22
drive-up drop boxes? 23 A. I don't know. 24 Q. We talked previously about the 28 days 25 provided for under
S.B. 202 between the general Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan"
Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 34 1 election and a run-off. 2 Are you aware of
any of the ADAPT members 3 who were unable to vote because of the 28-day time 4 period? 5 A. Yes. 6 Q. And
how many people were unable to vote? 7 A. I don't have the data in front of me, but 8 more than ten. 9 Q. And
what prevented them from going to 10 early voting? 11 A. Work or the attendants, the personal 12 attendants on
the waivers. You have to schedule 13 your attendant to help you go places. And so not 14 being able to schedule
their attendants, not able 15 to have access to transportation, and not knowing 16 the law and the confusion in
the law did result in 17 that. 18 Q. And would the notes that you took from 19 folks record how many people
called and provided 20 that information? 21 A. Can you clarify? 22 Q. Sure. The notes that you made -- 23 A. Uh-
huh. 24 Q. -- to go with your summaries -- 25 A. Uh-huh. Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
30(b)(6) Suzanne "Zan" Thornton February 22, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 40 1 Q. -- them to
another place? 2 So they called an Uber, then, to take them 3 back home? 4 A. I assume so. 5 Q. Are you aware
of any ADAPT members who 6 were unable to vote because they didn't have a 7 family member or caregiver to
assist them with the 8 voting process? 9 A. Several. 10 Q. And why did they -- why were they unable 11 to find a
family member or caregiver to assist? 12 A. They were working. Family was working. 13 Q. So the family couldn't
drive them to the 14 polls? 15 A. They couldn't drive them to the polls 16 because they were at -- they were
working. 17 Q. Any reason the family member could not 18 have assisted them with an absentee ballot? 19 A.
From what they told me, the ballot boxes, 20 they couldn't come during the regular hours, so if 21 they had an
absentee ballot and the family's 22 working and they can't get there during the voting 23 hours, they weren't able
to drop off the ballot. 24 Q. Could they have mailed it? 25 A. Possibly. Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958
770.343.9696
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0 EXHIBIT 15 0 · · · · IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
GEORGIA · · · · · · · · ·ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
·MASTER CASE · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·FILE NUMBER · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·1:21-MI-55555-JPB
________________________________ · · · · · · ·VIDEOCONFERENCE VIDEOTAPED · · · · · · · ·30(B)(6)
DEPOSITION OF · · · · · · ·ATHENS-CLARKE COUNTY BOARD · · · · ·OF ELECTIONS & VOTER
REGISTRATION · · · · · · ·THROUGH CHARLOTTE SOSEBEE · · · · · · · · ·September 23, 2022 · · · · · · · · · ·
·10:05 a.m. · · · · · · · · · One Press Place · · · · · · · · · · ·Suite 200 · · · · · · · · · Athens, Georgia · · · · ·Tom
Brezina, CRR, RMR, CCR-B-2035 YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee
09/23/2022 Page 114 01:21:50 ·1· · · · Q· · · ·Why does your office make drop boxes 01:21:52 ·2· ·available?
01:21:55 ·3· · · · A· · · ·As a service to our voters and to help 01:21:58 ·4· ·with the convenience of a person or
voter returning 01:22:02 ·5· ·an absentee ballot. 01:22:05 ·6· · · · Q· · · ·And who -- and are there particular
01:22:09 ·7· ·types of voters that you think benefit more from 01:22:11 ·8· ·having drop boxes? 01:22:13 ·9· · · ·
A· · · ·No. 01:22:16 10· · · · Q· · · ·Would you agree that people with 01:22:16 11· ·disabilities benefit from the
wide availability of 01:22:19 12· ·drop boxes? 01:22:21 13· · · · A· · · ·No, I don't.· I agree -- I mean, I just
01:22:25 14· ·think everybody benefits from it, so -- 01:22:31 15· · · · Q· · · ·What reasonable modifications or
01:22:33 16· ·accommodations does your office provide to voters 01:22:35 17· ·with disabilities who have
difficulty accessing the 01:22:38 18· ·drop box? 01:22:43 19· · · · A· · · ·Well, I mean, our office is ADA 01:22:47
20· ·compliant, and if a voter needed to put -- deposit 01:22:54 21· ·their absentee ballot into our drop box, that
it's 01:22:57 22· ·accessible, but that's -- that's it. 01:23:04 23· · · · Q· · · ·And now I want to ask you a few
01:23:05 24· ·questions about the security of the drop boxes, and 01:23:09 25· ·first I want to focus on the
security of the drop Central Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376 www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re:
Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022 Page 115 01:23:11 ·1· ·boxes prior to SB 202.·
Prior to SB 202 were you 01:23:16 ·2· ·aware of any breaches of security of the drop boxes 01:23:19 ·3· ·in your
county? 01:23:21 ·4· · · · A· · · ·No. 01:23:29 ·5· · · · Q· · · ·And what measures were put in place 01:23:31 ·6·
·prior to SB 202 to protect the ballots in the drop 01:23:34 ·7· ·boxes? 01:23:37 ·8· · · · A· · · ·We were very
particular about who we 01:23:40 ·9· ·purchased our drop boxes from, and we -- I don't 01:23:44 10· ·recall the
company, but they're secure drop boxes. 01:23:51 11· ·Keys are available for opening and closing those
01:23:56 12· ·drop boxes.· We want to make sure that the drop 01:24:00 13· ·boxes were not -- nobody could
put like their hand 01:24:04 14· ·inside the box to retrieve whatever was placed 01:24:08 15· ·inside. 01:24:13
16· · · · · · · · They were mounted to the ground for -- 01:24:17 17· ·for another -- another security issue.· We
also 01:24:24 18· ·installed video cameras at all of our drop box 01:24:30 19· ·locations, and only sworn-in clerks
were allowed to 01:24:41 20· ·remove ballots from those drop boxes.· There was 01:24:44 21· ·never one
person who retrieved ballots from the drop 01:24:49 22· ·boxes.· We had those removed daily. 01:24:54 23· · · · ·
· · · And there was a chain of custody form 01:25:01 24· ·that was completed from the time that the ballots
01:25:04 25· ·were removed, indicating the number of ballots that Central Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376
www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022
Page 116 01:25:08 ·1· ·were retrieved from the boxes, and then the person 01:25:13 ·2· ·who received those --
those ballots also verified 01:25:18 ·3· ·the number on the chain of custody. 01:25:23 ·4· · · · · · · · But, yeah, we
did everything that we 01:25:25 ·5· ·could as far as making sure that we were going by 01:25:28 ·6· ·the
guidelines that were listed in the state 01:25:31 ·7· ·election board rule. 01:25:33 ·8· · · · Q· · · ·And would you
agree that those measures 01:25:35 ·9· ·prior to SB 202 kept ballot drop boxes safe and 01:25:39 10· ·secure?
01:25:42 11· · · · A· · · ·Yes. 01:25:46 12· · · · Q· · · ·I'm going to hand the court reporter an 01:25:49 13·
·exhibit.· I believe we are on Number 10. 01:26:02 14· · · · · · · · MR. SOWELL:· Nine. 01:26:03 15· · · · · · · ·
MS. WINICHAKUL:· Nine. 01:26:04 16· · · · · · · · MS. HAMILTON:· Nine. 01:26:06 17· · · · · · · · MS.
WINICHAKUL:· Okay.· So I'm handing 01:26:07 18· · · · · the court reporter what we will mark as 01:26:09 19· · ·
· · Exhibit Number 9.· This is Bates labeled -- 01:26:19 20· · · · · · · · MR. FLAX:· 2027123. 01:26:21 21· · · · · · ·
· MS. WINICHAKUL:· All right.· One 01:26:22 22· · · · · second.· Sorry.· Just one second.· All right. 01:27:07 23·
· · · · We're back.· I'm sorry.· This is the wrong 01:27:10 24· · · · · document, so now I'm handing the court
01:27:17 25· · · · · reporter what is marked as Deposition Exhibit Central Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376
www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022
Page 121 01:33:52 ·1· ·because, will it be confusing to our voters when 01:33:55 ·2· ·they drive by and see a
drop box still sitting 01:33:58 ·3· ·there?· Or if we needed to leave them until another 01:34:04 ·4· ·decision was
going to be made? 01:34:07 ·5· · · · Q· · · ·What about this part where he says, 01:34:09 ·6· ·moving them -- he
references moving those drop boxes 01:34:13 ·7· ·from week to week during advance voting? 01:34:16 ·8· · · ·
A· · · ·I'm not sure. 01:34:21 ·9· · · · Q· · · ·Based on your experience were you in 01:34:23 10· ·favor of
restricting the drop boxes? 01:34:28 11· · · · A· · · ·No. 01:34:31 12· · · · Q· · · ·Can you tell us a little bit more
about 01:34:32 13· ·that? 01:34:33 14· · · · A· · · ·Well, I've always thought drop boxes 01:34:37 15· ·was a great
idea before it became a emergency 01:34:45 16· ·practice from COVID.· Always thought that it was a 01:34:48
17· ·great idea because that's a -- that's a service for 01:34:52 18· ·our voters, and it gives them a little more, I'm
01:34:58 19· ·going to say, access to returning their absentee 01:35:02 20· ·ballots. 01:35:04 21· · · · · · · · So
I'm -- I'm not against drop boxes. 01:35:10 22· ·I like the idea that we have them.· I think they 01:35:13 23· ·were
secure the way we -- the way the -- the state 01:35:18 24· ·election board rule was written from the beginning.
01:35:22 25· ·I'm not sure about other counties because I know Central Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376
www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022
Page 122 01:35:25 ·1· ·other counties use different types of drop boxes. 01:35:30 ·2· · · · · · · · And so -- and, be
honest, now that I 01:35:36 ·3· ·remember, when we first found out that we could use 01:35:40 ·4· ·drop boxes,
we bought a box from, I want to think 01:35:47 ·5· ·maybe Uline that to me looked like it was pretty -- 01:35:51
·6· ·it was a pretty good box until I saw one that was 01:35:54 ·7· ·being used by another county, and I was, like,
wait 01:35:57 ·8· ·a minute; I don't think our box is as secure as that 01:36:01 ·9· ·one. 01:36:01 10· · · · · · · · It
was -- it was bolted down on the 01:36:02 11· ·ground, but it was still -- it still appeared that 01:36:06 12·
·somebody's hand could go inside the box.· So that's 01:36:11 13· ·when I had that particular box removed and



purchased 01:36:14 14· ·the ones that -- I want to think it was Cobb County 01:36:18 15· ·that had that box, and
so I -- I -- I spent -- we 01:36:23 16· ·spent some -- spent money getting the one that I 01:36:25 17· ·liked and
the one that I felt was more secure. 01:36:29 18· · · · · · · · So I am going to say that it was -- 01:36:33 19·
·before it was moved into our office and we could 01:36:38 20· ·only have one, I feel we -- that Clarke County
was 01:36:40 21· ·pretty secure as far as our boxes were concerned. 01:36:44 22· · · · Q· · · ·Rather than
remove drop boxes or limit 01:36:48 23· ·the number of drop boxes, would you be in favor of 01:36:52 24· ·an
alternative such as requiring a certain level of 01:36:55 25· ·security of the type of drop box purchased? Central
Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376 www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate Bill 202 30(B)(6)
Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022 Page 123 01:36:58 ·1· · · · A· · · ·Yes. 01:37:02 ·2· · · · Q· · · ·Would that
alternative also allow more 01:37:05 ·3· ·voters to access drop boxes? 01:37:13 ·4· · · · A· · · ·I -- I believe that.
01:37:16 ·5· · · · Q· · · ·If the rules regarding drop boxes 01:37:19 ·6· ·reverted back to those in place prior to SB
202, 01:37:24 ·7· ·what would your office have to do to implement those 01:37:26 ·8· ·changes? 01:37:27 ·9· · · ·
A· · · ·Take them back.· We would have our 01:37:31 10· ·facilities management -- because we still have them.
01:37:34 11· ·We have them, I'm hopeful.· We spent money on them. 01:37:38 12· ·We need to use them, and
our voters used them, so 01:37:41 13· ·all we'd have to do is our facility management is 01:37:43 14· ·just put
those back out there.· We put our security 01:37:47 15· ·cameras back out, and that would be it. 01:37:49 16· · ·
· Q· · · ·How long would that take to implement? 01:37:51 17· · · · A· · · ·Oh, about two days. 01:37:57 18· · · ·
Q· · · ·Based on your experience, if the county 01:37:59 19· ·were to make those changes that you just
described, 01:38:01 20· ·would that result in voter confusion? 01:38:06 21· · · · A· · · ·In a good way, yes.
01:38:09 22· · · · Q· · · ·What do you mean by that? 01:38:10 23· · · · A· · · ·It would be confusing because they
01:38:11 24· ·would think that we don't have the drop boxes 01:38:14 25· ·anymore, but in a good way is it would
be, oh, Central Litigation Services· |· 800.442.3376 www.litigationservices.com YVer1f 0 In Re: Georgia Senate
Bill 202 30(B)(6) Charlotte Sosebee 09/23/2022 Page 124 01:38:19 ·1· ·there's a drop box; I'll drop my absentee
ballot in 01:38:22 ·2· ·there, you know.· That would be -- I think it would 01:38:25 ·3· ·be confusing because it's
taken, put back.· Now it's 01:38:30 ·4· ·-- now we're putting it back again.· Yeah, I think 01:38:33 ·5· ·that would
be confusing. 01:38:35 ·6· · · · Q· · · ·So now that SB 202 has been 01:38:36 ·7· ·implemented, how do you
believe these new 01:38:39 ·8· ·restrictions on drop boxes impact voters in your 01:38:43 ·9· ·counties? 01:38:45
10· · · · A· · · ·Well, I do know we've had some voters 01:38:49 11· ·express that it's not accessible because the
drop 01:38:54 12· ·box is located inside of our office, and it's only
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was retained by Plaintiffs' counsel to estimate the travel times associated with access to ballot drop boxes, early
voting locations, and photo ID procurement locations (Department of Driver Services (DDS) offices) in the state
of Georgia; to compare ballot drop box access before and after implementation of Senate Bill 202 (SB 202); and
to assess the relative travel times associated with access to these locations across the major racial/ethnic groups
in the state and by disability status. The purpose of this analysis is to investigate how the aggregate and
cumulative effects of state rules on access to voting methods (such as ballot drop boxes and early voting
locations) and on identification documents for voting (including photo ID) affect the ease or difficulty of voting,
comparing these different demographic groups to each other. 2. I investigated the travel burden that would be
incurred by citizens of voting age (CVAs) in the course of dropping off a ballot at a drop box in 2020 before the
implementation of SB 202, dropping off a ballot at a drop box in 2022 after the implementation of SB 202,
accessing an early voting location in 2022, or traveling to a DDS office to apply for a photo identification card.
Analyses of these travel scenarios were done separately. I focus on the time required to access these locations
by car, via public transportation, or on foot, and to return home, as time is the most salient and readily
quantifiable of the various costs involved in travel. The main output of this analysis are estimates of travel time
across the population of CVAs, by race/ethnicity and by disability status. 3. I find that the distribution of ballot
drop boxes, early voting locations, and photo ID procurement locations places a more substantial travel burden
on CVAs without access to a vehicle, who in turn are much more commonly found among three groups: people
with disabilities, Black voters, and to a less marked extent, Latinx voters. I define a "travel burden" as having to
travel more than an hour round-trip, which would more than double the average amount of 1 2 discretionary
household travel for a Georgia resident. (For access to DDS locations, as explained below, I use a 90-minute
travel burden definition.) 4. The percentage of CVAs who would incur a travel burden to access any of the
relevant locations for voting in the state of Georgia is very low for those who live in a household with access to a
personal vehicle, but very high for those without access to a car, a demographic that comprises about 4.6
percent of CVAs in the state. For example, in 2020 about 65 percent of CVAs without access to a car would have
had to spend more than 60 minutes to deliver their ballot to a drop box location and return home. In 2022, with
the reduction of ballot drop boxes, this figure increased to about 85 percent of CVAs. The average round-trip
duration for these burdened individuals without access to a car in 2022 was more than 3 hours and 38 minutes,
due to a significant number of those who would be required to travel for long distances on foot. 5. This burden is
disproportionately borne by Black voters in comparison to non- Hispanic white voters, and disproportionately
borne by people with disabilities compared to people without disabilities, as described in each of the sections
below. About 9 percent of Black voters in Georgia lack a vehicle in the household (three times as high as non-
Hispanic white voters), while about 11 percent of voters with disabilities lack vehicle access (more than three
times as high as voters without disabilities). Partly as a result of this, Black voters and voters with disabilities are
two to three times more likely to have travel burdens across all three destination types: ballot drop boxes, early
voting locations and DDS offices. These burdens can be expected to reduce the probability of voting by members
of these groups. 6. The median total time to travel on public transportation from home to the nearest in-county
drop box location increased 61 percent between 2020 and 2022, to 1 hour and 24 minutes. 2 2 7. In 2020, Black
voters statewide were 36 percent more likely than non-Hispanic white voters to have a round-trip exceeding an
hour to access a ballot drop box. In 2022, the difference increased dramatically: Black voters statewide were 146
percent more likely than non- Hispanic white voters to have a round-trip that exceeded an hour. 8. In 2020,
voters with disabilities were 141 percent more likely than voters without disabilities to have a round-trip
exceeding an hour to access a ballot drop box. In 2022, this difference increased substantially: voters with
disabilities statewide were 193 percent more likely than voters without disabilities to have a round-trip exceeding
an hour. 9. Whether households experience a travel burden to access a ballot drop box, early voting location, or
DDS location is highly correlated with poverty status. That is because experiencing such a travel burden is
almost entirely associated with individuals not having access to a car, and one of the best predictors of whether a



person owns a car is their household income. The median income of households without cars in Georgia
($36,000) is half of that for households who have a car ($72,000) (U.S. Census Bureau 2017 American
Community Survey Public Use Microdata Sample). II. QUALIFICATIONS 10. I am an Associate Professor of City
and Regional Planning at the University of California, Berkeley. I have taught undergraduate and graduate
courses in urban and regional transportation planning, transportation and land use planning, and research
methods. 11. I received a B.A. degree from the University of California, Berkeley in 1991, a Master's degree in
Public Policy from the Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University in 1997, and a Ph.D. in Urban
Planning from the University of California, Los Angeles in 2005. From 2005 to 2009, I was Assistant Professor in
the Bloustein School of Planning and Public Policy at Rutgers University, where I also served as Director and
Research Director of the Alan 3 2 M. Voorhees Transportation Center. I was appointed as Assistant Professor at
U.C. Berkeley in 2009, and was promoted to Associate Professor with tenure in 2014. I am currently Chair of the
Department of City and Regional Planning at U.C. Berkeley. My curriculum vitae (CV) is attached to this report.
12. I conduct research on travel behavior and the built environment, immigrants and travel in the United States,
the relationships between public transportation services and the economy, and other topics related to
transportation and land use planning. I have published more than 50 peer-reviewed journal articles, book
chapters, research reports, and lay articles, and have given more than 100 invited or refereed talks on these
topics. I have been principal investigator on transportation and land use research grants and contracts totaling
more than $3.3 million in funding. 13. I have been involved with four voting cases in which I provided my services
as an expert witness in the area of transportation and land use studies, and was qualified as an expert in all of
those cases in which I wrote reports and/or provided testimony. 14. In 2014, I provided a report and testified as
an expert in a federal voting case in Texas, Veasey v. Perry, No. 2:13-cv-193 (NGR) (S.D. Tex.). My analysis and
testimony concerned the racial/ethnic and income distribution of transportation burdens associated with newly
imposed photo identification requirements for voter eligibility in Texas. 15. In September 2020, I provided a report
and testified in a federal voting case in Ohio, A. Philip Randolph Inst. of Ohio v. LaRose, No. 1:20-cv-01908-DAP
(N.D. Ohio). My analysis and testimony concerned travel burdens and queuing delays associated with a State of
Ohio rule requiring that ballot drop boxes be provided exclusively at the county board of elections in each county.
4 2 16. In October 2020, I provided a report and testified in a state voting case in Texas, The Anti-Defamation
League Austin v. Abbott, No. D-1-GN-20-005550 (Texas State District Court, Travis County, 353rd Judicial
District), and provided a report in a related federal case in Texas, Texas State Conference of NAACP Branches v.
Abbott (W.D. Tex.). My analysis and testimony in these cases concerned the travel burdens and queueing delays
associated with a State of Texas restriction on the number of ballot drop boxes that could be made available by
counties. 17. I am being compensated at the rate of $500 per hour for my work on this case. My compensation is
not contingent on or affected by the substance of my opinions or the outcome of this case. III. OVERVIEW OF
ANALYSIS 18. I defined and carried out the analysis of travel burden in four parts. First, I identified a simplified
set of home starting points for trips that would be undertaken by those who seek to access a ballot drop box,
early voting location, or a
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EXHIBIT 17 JOSEPH BLAKE EVANS February 23, 2023 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 1 ·1· · · · · · ·IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · · · · ·FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ·2 ·3 ·4· ·IN
RE:· · · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·5· · · GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202· ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·)
·6· · · · · · Plaintiff,· · · · · ·) · · ·vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) Civil Action No. ·7· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) 1:21:MI-55555-
JPB · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·8· · · · · · Defendants.· · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) ·9· ·- - - - - - - - - -· - - - - -)
10 11· · · · · · · · · · · · ·DEPOSITION OF 12· · · · · · · · · · · JOSEPH BLAKE EVANS 13 14· · · · · ·Thursday,
February 23, 2023, 9:02 a.m.(EST) 15 16 17 18 19 20· · · · · ·HELD AT: 21· · · · · · · Taylor English Duma LLP · ·
· · · · · · 1600 Parkwood Circle, Suite 200 22· · · · · · · Atlanta, Georgia· 30339 23 · · · · · --------------------------------
------------- 24· · · · · ·WANDA L. ROBINSON, CRR, CCR, No. B-1973 · · · · · ·Certified Shorthand
Reporter/Notary Public 25 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com JOSEPH BLAKE EVANS February 23,
2023 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 215 ·1· · · · · · ·Like I remember at the county level ·2· ·performing many
ADA site surveys at polling ·3· ·locations and that kind of thing.· So that wouldn't ·4· ·be something our office
would do, but that would be ·5· ·something the county would do. ·6· · · · Q· · I think these questions are going to
be ·7· ·fairly general.· I'm not going to quiz you about the ·8· ·provisions of the act. ·9· · · · · · ·So are you aware
one way or the other 10· ·whether the Secretary of State's Office receives 11· ·federal funds for administering
elections? 12· · · · A· · Yes. 13· · · · Q· · Are you aware of what the source of those 14· ·funds is? 15· · · · A· ·
We get HAVA funds. 16· · · · Q· · And do you have an understanding of what 17· ·those funds are used for? 18· ·
· · A· · Generally, yes. 19· · · · Q· · And generally what is your understanding 20· ·of what they're used for? 21· · ·
· A· · So I know that we can use them for 22· ·training county election officials.· I believe that 23· ·2020 we also
got dollars that we could distribute to 24· ·counties for election security grants. 25· · · · · · ·So those are the two
big umbrellas that I 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f JOSEPH BLAKE EVANS February 23,
2023 GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 228 ·1· · · · A· · I'm not sure there's anything there for a ·2· ·county to
implement. ·3· · · · Q· · Fair enough. ·4· · · · · · ·And in terms of -- are you aware of the ·5· ·provision in SB 202
which imposed new criminal ·6· ·penalties for ballot collection? ·7· · · · A· · Yes. ·8· · · · Q· · If those penalties
were struck down, in ·9· ·your experience is there anything your office would 10· ·need to do, apart from issuing
guidance to counties? 11· · · · · · ·MR. TYSON:· Object to form. 12· · · · A· · Not that I'm aware. 13· · · · Q· · And
you're aware of the provision in SB 14· ·202 which changed the rules regarding the acceptance 15· ·of out-of-
precinct provisional ballots; is that 16· ·right? 17· · · · A· · Yes. 18· · · · Q· · If a court were to strike down the
changes 19· ·that SB 202 made to those provisions, based on your 20· ·experience what would your office need
to do to 21· ·implement those? 22· · · · · · ·MR. TYSON:· Object to form. 23· · · · A· · We would -- going back to
the original 24· ·answer, I would speak with our counsel, with our 25· ·attorneys, and then based on their
guidance we could 800.211.DEPO (3376) EsquireSolutions.com YVer1f









Full Text

EXHIBIT 18 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH
DISTRICT OF THE AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB
Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants,
REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. DECLARATION OF JACQUELINE
WILEY IN SUPPORT OF AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION My name is
Jacqueline Wiley. I am over the age of 21 and fully competent to make this declaration. Under penalty of perjury,
I declare the following based upon my personal knowledge: 1. I currently live in DeKalb County, Georgia. My son,
Donald Wiley, and I are registered voters in DeKalb County. He is 45 years old and has been registered in
DeKalb County since he was 18. I have been registered in DeKalb County since I was 21. We are members of
The Arc Georgia. My son and I strive to vote in every election. 2. I live with my son who has cerebral palsy which
substantially impacts his major life activities. He needs assistance to vote, whether by absentee ballot or in
person. He uses a power wheelchair, and when he votes in person, I sometimes need to assist him with
navigating up to the machine. He also has some motor control issues with his hands, which can make it difficult
to correctly hit buttons on voting machines and to carefully fill out absentee ballots. If he is voting in person, I
sometimes help him make his selections on the voting machines, and I help him mark his ballot if he is voting
absentee. 3. We prefer to vote in person because we want to make sure our ballots are counted on time.
However, we voted absentee in 2021 because of concerns about COVID-19. In the future, we would like to vote
in person when possible and maintain the option of voting absentee. My son is in a wheelchair and I use a cane,
so I am worried that Senate Bill 202's prohibitions on food and water assistance will make waiting in a line worse.
My son also has acid reflux and sometimes quickly needs water to handle this condition; if we did not have
access to water while in line, we would have to leave the line. 4. I am concerned that with the new law, a lot of
people with disabilities will not vote. The school Donald used to attend would help voting-eligible students in the
voting process but now I'm not sure they would provide that assistance anymore under the new law. I am also
concerned that students won't be able to fill out all the paperwork themselves, and that they won't be physically
able to go vote with the restrictions on food and water in long lines. 5. In November 2022 my son and I voted
absentee. We would have preferred to vote in person, but we had concerns about the changes to the rules about
waiting in line under the new law. As a parent of a voter with a disability, I am concerned that the inability to
receive water or food while in line is a sign that the disabled community and those who support them are being
ignored by politicians. I feel like I never hear politicians mention the needs of disabled people like my son, and
this law is another sign that the disabled community is not being recognized by elected leaders. If my son or
another disabled person needs water to take medicine, or if they start coughing in line, I feel it should not be
illegal for water to be provided. I know other parents of disabled voters who feel they can no longer risk voting in
person, and who feel, like I do, disgusted that the state is making it harder for disabled people to vote. 6. Prior to
deciding to vote absentee in 2022, I visited my polling location during early voting to see if the layout would be
accessible to my son in his power wheelchair. When I arrived, I saw that there was a long line, with no separate
line for disabled voters, and that once inside the building, it was very crowded. I knew it would be difficult for my
son to navigate through the crowds. There was a sign at the front of the line mentioning assistance for people
with disabilities, but the crowd of the line meant you could not see it easily. As a result, there was no separate
line formed for people with disabilities. I told the poll worker there I would not be able to bring my son to vote
because the current set-up did not allow space for a power wheelchair to get through. We'd want to go in person
to vote if we could, but feel too concerned about the accessibility issues we might face in doing so. 7. I assisted
my son in filling out his absentee ballot in November 2022 by selecting the choices he communicated to me. I
signed the ballot as his assistor, noting that I was his mother. I returned his ballot and my absentee ballot by
dropping them off at the drop box inside our polling location. I chose the drop box because it is a safer and more
convenient option to vote without dealing with long lines or last-minute changes to polling locations. I went
without my son because although he would have liked to deposit his own ballot, it was going to be too difficult for
him to exit our vehicle and navigate inside the building. I was glad we made that decision because when I went
inside, I noticed that the front room where the drop box was located was very narrow and it would have been
tight for my son or someone else using a walker or wheelchair to navigate and difficult to maneuver past the
other people there. The room with the drop box was crowded with people, which would make it hard for my son
to navigate. If the drop box had been located outside, he could have deposited his ballot himself. I want the state
to make the drop box location available to people with disabilities to vote by themselves and hope they
eventually make this change. 8. My son and I voted in the December 6 runoff election by depositing our
absentee ballots in the drop box. I went inside and deposited our ballots because the hallway to the drop box
was so narrow and inconvenient for him as a voter with a disability. 9. I, along with other family members of
individuals with disabilities, feel that politicians do not speak about the community of people with disabilities
enough, and it is very important for my son to exercise his right to vote to make sure that politicians pay attention
to the issues that affect him. Under the new law, the drop box program is not accessible to my son. I am
extremely concerned about people with disabilities who need assistance to vote and who do not have a family
member available to assist them, and what they will do in order to vote in the future. I am concerned that the new
law prevents people like me from offering simple assistance that helps enable people like my son to have their
voices heard and I think it is not right that people could go to jail for helping with voting. It feels like the state does
not think about us as people with disabilities at all when they pass laws like this. I hope that the state will hear us
and recognize that we exist and change these laws so that voters in the disabled population will feel like they can
vote.
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EXHIBIT 19 30(b)(6) Devon Orland Christopher February 27, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 1 1 IN
THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 2 FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 3 ATLANTA
DIVISION 4 IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202)) 5) Master Case No.) 6 1:21-MI-55555-JPB)) 7 8
VIDEOTAPED 30(B)(6) DEPOSITION OF 9 THE GEORGIA ADVOCACY OFFICE 10 THROUGH 11 DEVON
ORLAND CHRISTOPHER 12 February 27, 2023 13 10:00 a.m. 14 Taylor English Duma, LLP 15 1600 Parkwood
Circle 16 Suite 200 17 Atlanta, Georgia 18 19 Robin K. Ferrill, CCR-B-1936, RPR 20 21 22 23 24 25 Veritext
Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Devon Orland Christopher February 27, 2023 Georgia
Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 161 1 MS. LIN: Well, so these were a downgrade. 2 After we put our privilege log
together, we 3 realized that, you know, some of them we were 4 probably overcautious and so we produced
them 5 and that changed the privileged log. 6 Q. (By Mr. Bartolomucci) Okay. So if a 7 document is on the
amended privilege log but not on 8 the second amended privileged log, does that mean it 9 was produced?
Those are the ones that -- 10 MS. LIN: It should. If there is something 11 missing, let me know. But, yes, that was
the 12 intention was when we rereviewed the privilege 13 log to produce anything that was not privileged. 14
MR. BARTOLOMUCCI: If a downgraded document 15 was produced, would it have the Bates number at 16 the
far left column with the "GAO PRIV" prefix? 17 MS. LIN: I cannot answer that one right -- 18 sitting here right
now. But if you follow up 19 with me after the deposition, I can provide you 20 with that information. 21 MR.
BARTOLOMUCCI: Thank you very much. 22 A. Are you done with this? 23 Q. (By Mr. Bartolomucci) We are
done with 24 that. 25 Is the GAO aware of any person in Georgia Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958
770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Devon Orland Christopher February 27, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 162 1
who was not able to vote because of the provisions of 2 SB202 that are being challenged in this case? 3 MS.
LIN: Objection. 4 A. Anecdotally, we have heard about people not 5 being able to vote because they couldn't get
rides or 6 because they couldn't get their nursing facility 7 staff to help them or they got to the polls and 8 weren't
able to -- the poll workers refused to help 9 and they didn't have anyone else to help. So we have 10 some
anecdotal stories, but not specifics tied to -- 11 in that way, no. 12 Q. (By Mr. Bartolomucci) Do you know the
names 13 of any of those voters? 14 A. I do not. 15 Q. When you say "anecdotally," did the stories 16 come from
the voters themselves or from someone else? 17 A. Different people. Sometimes from the 18 voters themselves.
Sometimes from family members. 19 Sometimes from people who knew them. 20 Q. Are you able to quantify
how many voters we 21 are talking about? 22 A. No. 23 Q. Is it a lot or a few? 24 A. Those stories we have are
few. We know 25 that it was -- that people struggle. And a lot of Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958
770.343.9696
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EXHIBIT 20 30(b)(6) Shannon Mattox February 28, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 1 1 IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 2 ATLANTA DIVISION 3
IN RE: 4 GEORGIA SENATE BILL MASTER CASE 5 202. NO. 1:21-MI-55555-JPB 6
______________________ 7 VIDEOTAPED 30(B)(6) DEPOSITION 8 of The Arc of the United States 9 10
TESTIMONY OF SHANNON MATTOX 11 February 28, 2023 12 9:30 a.m. 13 14 Taken by Remote Video
Conference 15 Atlanta, Georgia 16 17 18 ANGELA ADAMS, RPR, CCR-B-1404 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 Veritext
Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Shannon Mattox February 28, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill
202, In Re Page 90 1 difficult time getting around or getting out because 2 they lack financial resources because
of all of the 3 needs of their loved one. So for many reasons. 4 Q. And has Arc determined if any of its 5
individuals, individual members or those it assists in 6 voting or mobilizing to vote have had their right to 7 vote
denied by the provisions challenged in this 8 action? 9 A. Well, again, I don't -- I can't give you 10 specific
examples. I have had many, many, many 11 conversations and meetings, groups, virtual sort of 12 town hall type
of, you know, forums where people have 13 definitely expressed how this has either kept them from 14 or made
it harder for them to vote. 15 Q. And based on the answers that you have 16 provided by not being able to point
to specific 17 examples, would it be fair to say that you would not be 18 able to identify how many members were
not able to vote 19 because of the challenge presented? 20 A. I don't have any numbers, and it is not that 21 I
can't say. It is just that there is so many. Right 22 now in this moment, I don't have an example for you. 23 Q. And
of those examples that you are thinking 24 of of members who were not able to vote, can you 25 recollect why
those members were not able to vote? Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696 30(b)(6) Shannon
Mattox February 28, 2023 Georgia Senate Bill 202, In Re Page 91 1 A. For the reasons that I stated like two 2
questions ago. Maybe they don't write. They can't 3 write. They are physically unable to, you know, use 4 their
hands. They can't get out. They lack the 5 resources to pay for transportation. They don't drive. 6 They are
unable to drive. They -- limited number of 7 drop boxes. 8 Different -- for many reasons, depending on 9 their
circumstance and where they are, what they have 10 access to or don't have access to, it impacted people 11
with color and people with disabilities. 12 Q. And of those members that you just 13 identified in those examples
that you are thinking of, 14 were there alternative means based on those burdens? 15 So for example, not being
able to drop off 16 at the drop-off -- the drop boxes? Were there 17 alternative means that were provided or
discussed with 18 those members on how to exercise their right to vote? 19 A. We provided -- to my knowledge
and from my 20 experience, we provided the community that we serve 21 with as much information about the
laws of -- so that 22 they could be as prepared as possible. I can't tell 23 you what alternative each individual had
in their 24 household or if they -- every -- you know, how many 25 people could or couldn't drive or is unable to
Veritext Legal Solutions 800.808.4958 770.343.9696
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EXHIBIT 21 R O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L
2 0 2 1 ·1· · · · · · · IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT · · · · · · · FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
GEORGIA ·2 ·3 · 4· IN RE:· · · · · · · · · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · 5· · ·GEORGIA SE NATE BILL 202 · ·) · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · 6· · · · · ·Plai ntiff,· · · · · ·) · · vs.· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) Civil Action No. · 7· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
·) 1:21:MI-55555-JPB · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · 8· · · · · ·Defe ndant s.· · · · ·) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·) · 9· - - - - -
- - - - - · - - - - -) 10 11· · · · · · · · · · · VIDEOTAPE DEPOSITION OF 12· · · · · · · · · · · ROBERT GABRIEL
STERLING 13 14· · · · · · Thursday, April 6, 2023, 10:08 a.m.(EST) 15 16 17 18 19 20· · · · · HELD AT: 21· · · · · ·
· · · Taylor English Duma LLP · · · · · · · · · · 1600 Parkwood Circle, Suite 200 22· · · · · · · · · Atlanta, Georgia ·
30339 23 · · · · ·--------------------------------------------- 24· · · · · WANDA L. ROBINSON, CRR, CCR, No. B-1973 · · ·
· · Certified Shorthand Reporter/Notary Public 25 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o m R
O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2 0 2 72 ·1· · ·
·A· · Yes, ma'am. ·2· · · ·Q· · I'd like you to look at the third ·3· paragraph, beginning with "Raffensperger." ·4· · ·
· · · It states:· "Raffensperger noted numerous ·5· security measures in place to secure the vote and ·6· increase
public confidence in the electoral ·7· process." ·8· · · · · · Do you have any reason to doubt the ·9· accuracy of
that statement? 10· · · ·A· · Of the statement of what we knew at the 11· time, no, I have no doubt about that. 12·
· · ·Q· · Okay.· The press release goes on to list 13· several bullet points regarding the numerous 14· security
measures mentioned. 15· · · · · · The first is that absentee drop boxes were 16· locked at 7 p.m. on -- p.m.,
Tuesday evening, 17· preventing illegal voting or potential fraud. 18· · · · · · Is that correct? 19· · · ·A· · Is the
statement correct?· Because we do 20· now evidence that some counties were a couple 21· minutes late locking
them.· But essentially they 22· were within -- I think the latest one was maybe 23· eight minutes, that we're
aware of.· That's not a 24· hundred percent accurate but it's pretty darn close. 25· · · ·Q· · So with the exception
of a few counties 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o m YVer1f R O B E R T G A B RI E L
S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2 0 2 73 ·1· possibly picking up eight
minutes after the 7:00 ·2· p.m. deadline, this is an accurate statement? ·3· · · ·A· · Or locking them. ·4· · · ·Q· ·
Sorry. ·5· · · · · · -- locking them, it's an accurate ·6· statement? ·7· · · ·A· · Yes. ·8· · · ·Q· · Okay.· The second
bullet is something you ·9· mentioned earlier.· It says:· "Surveillance cameras 10· monitored drop boxes at all
times." 11· · · · · · Is that an accurate statement? 12· · · ·A· · As far as we're aware, yes. 13· · · ·Q· · And based
on your knowledge and experience 14· as the voting system implementation manager during 15· 2020, and a
little late 2019, were you confident 16· that the existing security measures in place for the 17· absentee ballot
drop boxes during the 2020 election 18· were in fact adequate to prevent widespread illegal 19· voting? 20· · ·
·A· · Yes. 21· · · ·Q· · Mr. Sterling, is it true that counties 22· were authorized to use drop boxes prior to SB 202?
23· · · ·A· · Not statutorily.· Only by a SEB rule. 24· They were pursuant to an emergency order, and that 25·
emergency order expired.· But for SB 202, drop boxes 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o
m YVer1f R O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2
0 2 157 ·1· · · ·A· · You said through Page 7, Line 11, we're ·2· going? ·3· · · ·Q· · Page 5, Line 11. ·4· · · ·A· ·
But the ending point. ·5· · · ·Q· · Yes, Page 7, Line 11.· My apologies. ·6· · · · · · (Witness reviews exhibit.) ·7· · ·
·A· · Okay. ·8· · · ·Q· · So if I can direct you first to Page 5, ·9· Lines 23, and then a couple lines on the next
page. 10· · · ·A· · Uh-hum.· (Affirmative.) 11· · · ·Q· · You refer to the jox pop -- the drop box 12· provision as
"probably the most easily claimed as 13· making a barrier that didn't exist before." 14· · · · · · Is that correct? 15·
· · ·A· · Yes. 16· · · ·Q· · And then if we go to Page 6, Lines 10 17· through 14, you say:· "Personally, I would
have said 18· the whole point of the drop box is to have it 19· outside so they can go drop off ballots 24 hours a
20· day.· We had them under video surveillance.· There 21· was ways to do that better than putting them inside
22· the room." 23· · · · · · Did I read that correctly? 24· · · ·A· · Yes. 25· · · ·Q· · And so you said that the whole
point of 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o m YVer1f R O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R
LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2 0 2 158 ·1· the drop box is to have it outside,
correct? ·2· · · ·A· · In my personal opinion, yes. ·3· · · ·Q· · Why? ·4· · · ·A· · Well, the intention before was
because of ·5· COVID to have them outside and that way you could be ·6· outside of other business hours,
which might be ·7· easier for some people to do, and I personally think ·8· that having them under video
surveillance was a ·9· better level of security than the preexisting system 10· was where they could take them
and drop them into a 11· USPS box 24 hours a day, in a similar kind of way, 12· without video surveillance. 13· · ·
· · · So I believe drop boxes, the intention of 14· them was to make it as easy as possible for voters 15· to vote.· I
personally -- and, again, but I'm not a 16· legislator, so I didn't get to make that decision. 17· That's why I said I
would have written it 18· differently had I -- if I was king for a day, but I 19· don't have that luxury. 20· · · ·Q· ·
Because now that the drop boxes are inside 21· the buildings, they are not open for dropoff 24 22· hours a day,
correct? 23· · · ·A· · Yes.· And even when I stood in line to 24· early vote for about 20 minutes in Sandy Springs,
I 25· saw eight people go in and drop them off.· So it 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o
m YVer1f R O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S E N A T E BI L L 2
0 2 162 ·1· I believe.· But, again, a lot -- a lot of the way ·2· legislation is done, regardless of elections or ·3·
anything else, is anecdotes and individuals going to ·4· legislators saying I think this, I feel this, I saw ·5· this, I
heard this. ·6· · · · · · So that is what is driving parts of this, ·7· I'm sure.· Or back at that time. ·8· · · ·Q· · And
you said that you disagreed with the ·9· legislators who felt that the security of the 10· cameras for drop boxes
wasn't good enough, correct? 11· · · ·A· · Personally I did, yes. 12· · · ·Q· · Let's go to another question and
answer in 13· this interview. 14· · · · · · You can start on the top of Page 12, and 15· go to the end of that answer,
near the top of Page 16· 13. 17· · · · · · (Witness reviews exhibit.) 18· · · ·A· · Through Line 4? 19· · · ·Q· · Yes.
20· · · ·A· · Okay. 21· · · · · · (Witness reviews exhibit.) 22· · · ·A· · Okay. 23· · · ·Q· · So you said that as a result
of SB 202, 24· there are fewer drop boxes in Fulton County, 25· correct? 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir
e S ol uti o n s. c o m YVer1f R O B E R T G A B RI E L S T E R LI N G A pril 0 6, 2 0 2 3 I N R E: G E O R GI A S
E N A T E BI L L 2 0 2 223 ·1· harvesting.· So that in and of itself actually does ·2· make it more secure. ·3· · ·
·Q· · But as you testified previously, you ·4· disagree with folks who said that the drop -- that ·5· the security
provisions for drop boxes prior to SB ·6· 202 were in any way inadequate, correct? ·7· · · ·A· · Correct. ·8· · · ·Q·
· You can put that away. ·9· · · ·A· · Okay.· Coming back to it or done with it, 10· you think? 11· · · ·Q· · We're



done with it. 12· · · · · · Do you know what the American Legislative 13· Exchange Council is, or ALEC? 14· · ·
·A· · Yes.· Before we get into this. 15· · · · · · MR. TOPAZ:· Can we go off the record, 16· · · ·please. 17· · · · · ·
THE VIDEOGRAPHER:· The time is 3:44 p.m. 18· · · · · · We're off the record. 19· · · · · · (A recess was taken.)
20· · · · · · THE VIDEOGRAPHER:· The time is 3:52 p.m., 21· · · ·and we are back on the record. 22· BY MR.
TOPAZ: 23· · · ·Q· · Mr. Sterling, we were talking just before 24· the break about your familiarity with ALEC, or
the 25· American Legislative Exchange Council? 8 0 0. 2 1 1. D E P O (3 3 7 6) E s q uir e S ol uti o n s. c o m
YVer1f















Full Text

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA ATLANTA
DIVISION IN RE GEORGIA SENATE BILL 202 Master Case No.: 1:21-MI-55555-JPB SIXTH DISTRICT OF THE
AFRICAN METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, et al., Civil Action No.: 1:21- cv-01284-JPB Plaintiffs, v. BRIAN
KEMP, Governor of the State of Georgia, in his official capacity, et al., Defendants, REPUBLICAN NATIONAL
COMMITTEE, et al., Intervenor-Defendants. [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING AME PLAINTIFFS' MOTION
FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION THIS MATTER comes before this Court on Plaintiffs' Motion for a
Preliminary Injunction. Upon considering the Motion and supporting authorities in this Motion, the responses from
the Defendants, and the evidence and pleadings of record, this Court finds that: 1. Plaintiffs are highly likely to
succeed on the merits of their claim that the provision of Ga. Code Ann. 21-2-568(a)(5) felonizing ballot return
assistance by assistors other than those set forth in Ga. Code Ann. §§ 21-2- 385(a) violates the Americans with
Disabilities Act (42 U.S.C. § 12131 et seq.) and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (29 U.S.C. § 794); 2.
Plaintiffs are highly likely to succeed on the merits of their claim that restricting the location and available hours
of absentee ballot drop boxes as set forth in Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-382(c)(1) violates the Americans with
Disabilities Act (42 U.S.C. § 12131 et seq.) and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act (29 U.S.C. § 794); 3.
Plaintiffs will be irreparably harmed because voters with disabilities will be denied equal access to the State's
absentee voting program if this motion is not granted; 4. The balance of equities tips in Plaintiffs' favor; and 5.
The requested equitable relief is in the public interest. It is hereby: ORDERED that Plaintiffs' Motion for a
Preliminary Injunction is GRANTED, and 1. Defendants, their respective agents, officers, employees, and
successors, and all persons acting in concert with them, are hereby ENJOINED from enforcing, until this Court
renders a final judgment, the provisions of Ga. Code Ann. § 21- 2-568(a)(5). Defendants are also hereby ordered
to modify the voter and assistor oath on absentee ballots required by Ga. Code Ann. §§ 21-2-384(b) and (c), and
relevant instructions to the public and election officials as required by Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-384(b), to state that,
notwithstanding the limitations contained in Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-385(a), voters with disabilities are entitled to
receive assistance in mailing or delivering their completed absentee ballots from the person of their choice, other
than their employer or agent of that employer or officer or agent of their union. 2. Defendants, their respective
agents, officers, employees, and successors, and all persons acting in concert with them, are hereby ENJOINED
from enforcing, until this Court renders a final judgment, those provisions of Ga. Code Ann. § 21-2-382(c)(1) that
require counties to locate drop boxes inside the offices of the board of registrars or inside advance voting
locations, that require that such drop boxes be closed when voting is not being conducted, and that surveillance
of such drop boxes be conducted by an individual listed in that section. IT IS SO ORDERED this _____ day of
________, 2023. _____________________________ Hon. J. P. Boulee United States District Judge Northern
District of Georgia






