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IN THE SUPERI OR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON
IN AND FOR THURSTON COUNTY

WASHI NGTON COALI TI ON FOR OPEN

GOVERNMENT, a non-profit,

nonparti san Washi ngt on

or gani zati on, No. 21-2-02069-34
Pl aintiff,

VS.

THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON, a

St at e governnent, acting through
THE WASHI NGTON STATE
REDI STRI CTI NG COW SSI ON, a
Washi ngton State Agency, et al.,

Def endant s.

N N N N N’ N’ N N N N N N N N N N N

Deposi ti on Upon Oral Exam nati on
of

SARAH AUGUSTI NE

Taken via Zoom

DATE: January 10, 2022

REPORTED BY: Wade J. Johnson, RPR
CCR No. : 2574
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I N THE SUPREME COURT

OF THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON

WASHI NGTON COALI TI ON FOR OPEN

GOVERNMENT, a non-profit,

nonparti san Washi ngt on

or gani zati on, No.
Pl aintiff,

VS.

THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON, a

St at e governnent, acting through
THE WASHI NGTON STATE
REDI STRI CTI NG COW SSI ON, a
Washi ngton State Agency, et al.,

Def endant s.
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REMOTE; MONDAY, JANUARY 10, 2022
9:04 A M
--000- -

(Exhibit 1 marked for

I dentification.)

SARAH AUGUSTI NE, deponent herein, having been
first duly sworn on oath, was
exam ned and testified as

foll ows:

EXAMI NATI ON

BY Ms. MELL:
Q State your nane.
A Sar ah Augusti ne.
Q Were are you?
A | amin Yaki ma, Washi ngton.
Q s that where you live?
A. Il Ttve in Wiite Swan, Washi ngton.
Q Where in Yaki ma, WAshington are you situated for

today' s deposition?
A Today, |I'mat ny workplace, which is D spute
Resol ution Center of Yakima and Kittitas Counti es.

Q s there anyone in the roomwth you?

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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A No.
Q What did you do to prepare for this deposition?
A | met with nmy attorneys to prepare.
Q How | ong?
A | believe we net for approximately 3 hours.
Q When?
A W nmet on Friday.
Q Any ot her tinme?
A No.
Q I n person?
A By Zoom
Q What's your residence address?
A My address is 3500 Island Road, \Wite Swan,

Washi ngt on 98952.

Q What ' s your phone nunber?

A My cell phone nunber is (509) 985-6280.

Q Did you have a different phone nunber for purposes
of redistricting work?

A | did.

Q Do you know that nunber?

A | don't know, but if you can give ne a mnute, |
can look it up for you.

Q Ckay.

A That nunber is (509) 201-2147.

Q What ' s your highest |evel of education?

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES
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A | have a nmaster's degree.

Q What is your naster's degree in?

A My master's degree is in whole systens design, with
an enphasis in group conflict transformation.

Q Where did you obtain this master's degree?

A Antioch University, Seattle.

Q What year?

A 2006.

Q Do you have an undergraduate degree?

A | do.

Q What is that?

A | have a BA in sociology and psychology. It's a
doubl e maj or.

Q From what school ?

A Uni versity of New Mexi co.

Q Wien did you obtain that degree?

A 1996.

Q Have you been a redistricting conmm ssioner prior to
20217

A No.

Q What was your experience with redistricting prior
to 20217

A | had no experience.

Q Are you affiliated wth any partisan political
party?

253.627.6401 B:AL.T.GAT.ON S schedule@balitigation.com
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A No.
Q Are you a registered voter?
A Yes.
Q Where are you registered?
A |'mregistered in Yaki ma County.
Q And for the purposes of the primary, which party do
you vote?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form
A In ny area, | vote for the candidate that | think

| S nost appropriate.

Q Have you been required to vote along partisan |ines
at any point in your voting history?

A No. Actually, let ne ask for clarification. Can
you clarify your question?

Q Yes.

For purposes of voting in an election, has there
been a vote taken fromyou at any tinme where you had to
sel ect a candidate of a partisan party?
MR, PEKELIS: bject to form

A |'msorry to say that |'m probably not very well
schooled in this specific question. So | would say |
remenber needing to choose a party in a primary election in
order to vote for the general election. So, in that way,
yes. But | can't tell you when that was. | don't renenber

If that's the way it is in Washington State. It may have

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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been New Mexico when | was voting there. | don't renenber.

Q Ckay. You picked up on what | was asking about.
That is what | was asking about.

And so do you renenber what party you sel ected?

A Yes, Denocratic Party.

Q Qther than that selection have you been involved in
Denocratic politics at all?

A. No.

Q Have you served in a governnent position before?

A | don't believe so.

Q Have you wor ked for governnent ?

A Let ne tell you about the position that | hold now,
and you can help ne determ ne whether yes or no. | serve as
the chair of the Ofice of Cvil Legal A d Oversight
Committee. That's a volunteer position. And the oversight

commttee is an advisory commttee only.

Q Is it a paid position?

A No.

Q I's it an appointed position?
A It is.

Q Who appoi nted you?

A The Suprene Court.

Q How did they identify you for purposes of
appoi nt nent ?

A | applied for the position.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES
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Q Wiy did you apply for the position?

A ' m part of Resolution Washington, which is the
statew de association of nediation centers. And I was on a
listserv for the statew de association. And nediators in
general -- our statew de association has an interest in
participating in civil legal aid bodies. So | applied as a
representative of the statew de association.

Q And who do you report to in that appointed

posi tion?
A | don't believe | report to anyone.
Q Wio do you do work for?
A The Ofice of Civil Legal Aid.
Q Does the Ofice of Cvil Legal Oversight Conmttee
meet ?
A Yes.
Q Does it follow open public governnent |aws?
A It does.
Q How | ong have you been doing that service?
A | believe | started nmy first termin 2017.

Q So what do you understand open governnent |aws to
require?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form Calls for a
| egal concl usi on.
A In the context of the Ofice of Gvil Legal Ad

meetings, nmy understanding is that those are open to the

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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public. Because the oversight commttee does not take
action, that is to say, we don't have any -- we are sinply an

are conducted in an open public neeting.

Q On Novenber 15th, 2021, you were chair of the
Washi ngton State Redistricting Comm ssion, correct?

A Yes.

Q And on that date, you held a regular neeting.
that correct?

A. Yes.

period for action items. |s my understanding correct on
t hat ?

A Yes.

Q How did you know to nove the neeting into the
action itemportion of the neeting?

A | followed the agenda that had been publi shed.

I tenf?
A | sinply followed the agenda.
Q The agenda wasn't tine-specific, was it?
A "' msorry?
Q The agenda was not tine-specific, was it?
A No. | noved into the action as soon as the

di scussi on had concl uded.

advi sory conmttee, ny understanding is that those neetings

I's

Q And during that regular neeting, there was a tine

Q But how did you know when to nove into the action

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES
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Q Did you nove continuously fromthe discussion into
action itens wthout any breaks?

MR, PEKELIS: oject to form

A Can you repeat the question, please.

Q Was there a break in between the discussion portion
of the neeting before the action portion of the neeting?

A | don't remenber. | nean, | can try and recall.
think we took a 5-m nute break.

Q Ckay. So why did you take a 5-m nute break?

A W took a break because ny staff were saying that
there was a Zoomissue. W were having trouble getting
everybody on Zoom That had been goi ng on throughout the
meet i ng.

Q What do you nean, your staff had been saying that
you were having trouble getting people on Zoon? Who were you
having troubl e getting on?

A My understanding at this tine is that there were
audi o i ssues and there were Zoomissues with various
conm ssi oners.

Q But you canme up with that at this time. | want to
know what you recall specifically at the time you were in the
meet i ng.

At the tine you had chaired the neeting, did you
intentionally take a 5-mnute break between the discussion

time and the action tinme so that you could confer with the

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N oo o B~ O wWw NP

N N N N NN P B P PR PR PR
O N W N P O © 0 N O O M W N B O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022

Page 13

comm SSi oners?
MR PEKELIS: nject to form
A No.

between the action tine and the -- or in between the

di scussi on period and the action period?

A | don't believe so. |If there was, it was very

Q VWhat tinme was it?

A What tine was it?
Q What tine did you end the discussion?
A | don't recall that.
Q Way not ?
A ["msorry?
Q Why not ?
MR PEKELIS: nject to form
A It was a very chaotic tine.

Q Was it your job to nake sure that you net the
jurisdictional requirements by acting by m dnight?

A No.

Q You had no communi cation wth any conmm ssioners in

chaotic. The communication was very chaotic. And if there

was conmmuni cation, it was related to getting people on Zoom

or audio. So, | think, if I recall, there were phone calls
and al so text nmessages trying to -- going back and forth. |
don't renenber personally being involved in those. It's
possi ble that -- | don't remenber, honestly.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES
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MR. PEKELIS: oject to form Calls for a

| egal concl usion.

conmm ssioners took action prior to mdnight?

A No.

at any tinme prior to taking action?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form
Can you answer the question.
| said no.
| didn't hear you, sorry.
|''msorry, yeah.
Do you know Laurie Jenkins?
Not personally.
Do you know who she is?
| do.

Who is she?

> O >» O >» O >» O > O

Laurie Jenkins is the speaker of the house.
Q Was she in comunication with you or any of the
conmm ssi oners on Novenber 15th?
MR PEKELIS: Form Foundati on.
A | do not know.
Q You don't recall whether or not you had any
comuni cation with her?

A. | did not have communication with her on

Q So you took no responsibility for making sure the

Q Did you have any communi cations wth Laurie Jenkins

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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Novenber 15.

Q Did any comm ssioner tell you they had been in
communi cation with Laurie Jenkins on the 15th?

A No.

Q Did you have any know edge of who the conm ssioners

were communi cating wth on Novenber 15th?

A No.
Q Why not ?
A | don't know how to answer that question.

Q Did you feel responsible at all for ensuring that
t he comm ssioners were not violating open public neeting | aws
on the activities that they were undertaking with respect to
redistricting?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | felt responsible for conducting nyself in a way
t hat was professional and in conpliance with all of ny
duti es.

Q And woul d you agree --

Ch, I'msorry.

A | acknow edge that | don't have control over what
ot her peopl e do.

Q What do you think your job responsibilities and
duties are as a chair of a redistricting conm ssion?

A | can try to give you the duties that | can think

of at this nonment, and that's what | can tell you. At the

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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tine of the neeting, | sawit as ny responsibility to
facilitate the neeting and to provide the support necessary
to the comm ssioners and their caucus staff so that they
could participate fully.

| believe it was ny responsibility to follow the
guidelines for facilitating a public neeting, to organize a
meeting process that was clear. Those are the
responsibilities | can think of at the tine.

Q So | understand you felt like it was your
responsibility to nake sure that you provided support to the
Conmi ssi on and caucus staff so that they could participate
fully. D d |l understand that correctly?

A Ri ght.

Q You did not simlarly state that you felt it was
your duty to support the public in participating fully. |Is
that correct?

A You are correct that | didn't say -- | did not just
now say that, yes.

Q Havi ng an opportunity to consi der whether or not
t hat was one of your duties and responsibilities, what do you
say at this point?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | took very seriously throughout the entire process

full engagement of the public, yes.

Q Ckay. So, if you took it very seriously, what did

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 17

you do to inplenment your seriousness?
MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A |'msorry, | don't know how to answer that.

Q Can you think of anything that you did to ensure
that the process was open?

A | worked hard for the comm ssioners to be on canera
and to share fully, as fully as | could, on canera.

Q | didn't hear one of those words. And to be
sonething fully on canera. | didn't hear what that word was.

A To share fully, as fully as they felt they could,
on caner a.

Q To share what ?

A The proposal s that they were working on.

Q So is it correct that they worked on their
proposal s outside the public neeting?

MR. PEKELIS: nject to form

A | don't know.

Q Wiy don't you know?

A They were not sharing with nme what they were doing
out si de what they were sharing with the public in the public
meet i ng.

Q So is it your testinony that your only
comuni cation with the conm ssioners was in the public
nmeeting?

A No.

253.627.6401 B:AL.T.GAT.ON S schedule@balitigation.com
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Q Ckay. So you had sone opportunity to know what
t hey were doing, correct?

A No. | would not say that, no.

Q Ckay. So then help explain what you did relative
to what the conmm ssioners did.

A Every hal f-hour, | was calling or asking themto
get on caner a.

Q Where were you?

A | was in the hall. | was in the hall next to the
ice machine at a hotel.

Q That sounds horri bl e.

Wiy were you in the hall next to an ice machine in
a hotel ?

A | was very careful not to be -- | was working hard
to not be in violation of the OQpen Public Meetings Act. And
where other fol ks fromthe Comm ssion were doi ng what they
were doing, | was trying to conduct a neeting, and the
qui etest place that | could find was in the hall

Q So what hotel are you tal king about?

A ['msorry to say that | can't recall. | was
instructed not to have any notes with ne here today, so |
don't have any notes. | can't tell you that.

Q Do you have notes that woul d refresh your
recol l ection as to what you were doing those days?

A | have -- | probably have the address of the hotel

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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i n nmy phone.
Q Do you have notes beyond the address of the hotel

about what you were doing those days?

A | do have notes. | believe all of those were
submtted. | scanned and submtted nmy notebooks.
MS. MELL: | have not seen any notes produced.
Counsel, do you want to address that? |'mobviously going to

need her notes to take her deposition, and they have not been
produced.

MR PEKELIS: | don't believe any discovery
deadl i nes have past in this case. |'mnot sure what
rel evance that would have. You're referring to your public
records request of the Commssion. | can't speak directly to
that. Those public records requests were handl ed by the
Commi ssion staff itself. |If you would like to discuss it
outside -- off the record -- |'d be happy to, but |I'm not
sure what nore | can say.

MS. MELL: Well, the representations from your
side of the process has been that we would nove forward with
t hese depositions with the records having been effectively
produced through the public disclosure request. And so now
|'mhearing that -- | see Sarah Augustine is noddi ng her head
affirmatively -- | understand now that you have w thhel d sone
notes that are specifically relevant to this case.

So whether you intend to produce themvia

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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public records request or via discovery, | obviously need
themto take her deposition.

MR. PEKELIS: Counsel, you have not pointed
out, No. 1, what public records request you're even talking
about, to which such notes m ght be responsive.

MS. MELL: Honestly, Counsel --

MR. PEKELIS: Second, you're the one who is
aware of whatever you have received in the public records
request that you submtted fromthe Commission. And now if
there are notes that you think should be responsive to that,
we can address that off-line, but | can't possibly see you're
st oppi ng this deposition.

MS. MELL: Are you going to make her notes
avai | abl e right now so I can continue with the dep?

MR. PEKELIS: | don't have those notes.

Q Sarah Augustine, do you have those notes with you?

A | don't. However, they were scanned and sent, per
your public records request. Those were scanned before
Chri st nas.

Q Ckay.

A Subm tted before Christmas, so far as | know. Not
by nme, by our staff.

Q Ckay. So who woul d be the person who has your
scanned copi es?

A Do you nmean in ny office?

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
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Q Well, | don't know who you' re tal ki ng about
scanning them You're saying they were scanned. Are you
tal ki ng about Ms. McLean has then?

A Ms. McLean has them yes.

MS. MELL: So, Counsel --

THE WTNESS: And you have them | assune,
because they were given to you. They were for your records
request.

Q Ckay. | don't see any handwitten notes in what |

have been provided. Let ne just doubl e-check here. So,

actually, "Il have ny office search that again and get back
to me, and we'll mark those as an exhibit if |I've got them
If not, I'Il have to check with Ms. MLean and see

I f she can get those to nme right away because | don't think
that | have those. | have a file specific to you that says,
"Augustine official emails, Sarah official phone texts, texts
on personal devices," and | don't see any notes, handwitten
not es.
But they are handwitten notes? |s that what your

testinmony is?

A (Nods head.)

Q And when did you take those notes?

A | believe the notes are from Novenber -- they are
for Novenber 13, 14, and 15.

Q But not the 16th?
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A | don't have notes fromthe 16th, no.

Q Wiy don't you have notes fromthe 16th?

A | wasn't neeting with the Conm ssion on the 16th,
and | didn't have any -- | wasn't in neetings on the 16th, so
| woul dn't have had notes.

Q Were you at the hotel on the 16th?

A No.

Q Wien did you | eave the hotel ?

A | left the hotel at 4:00 a.m on the 16th.

Q Ckay. Wiy did you select that tinme to | eave?

A Because | was very tired, and | still had to drive

an hour to Aynpia, to nmy hotel.

Q Wiy were you staying in a hotel in dynpia?

A Because | live in Yakima, and ny staff and ny
offices are in Aynpia. So | was staying in a hotel near ny
staff and offices in A ynpia.

Q Wien you say your staff and offices are in O ynpia,
are you tal king about the Redistricting Conm ssion?

A Yes.

Q So why were you at a hotel in Federal \Way?

A | was at a hotel in Federal Way to provide space to
t he house dyad, who asked for help in negotiation.

Q And you can't right now renmenber what hotel it was
a hotel in Federal \Way?

A W were in nore than one hotel between the 13th,
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14t h, and 15th.
Q Wien you say we, who are you tal king about?
A | ' mtal ki ng about mysel f, Conm ssioner G aves, and

Conmi ssi oner Si ns.

Q Graves, Sinms, and you stayed in one hotel or three
separate hotel s?

A W weren't staying in hotels. W blocked space,
hotel space in Federal Way, because it was a convenient
| ocation to conduct negoti ati ons.

Q |"msorry, | didn't | nmean to interrupt you. D d
you have to finish?

A To the best of my know edge, Conm ssioner G aves
and Comm ssioner Sins were not staying in hotels, they were
staying in their own honmes. | was staying in a hotel because
| live in Yakim, and, to drive back and forth through the
negoti ation process where they requested ny help, would have
meant | would have been driving 6 hours a day.

Q Sur e.

But you had two different |ocations that you
centered your work, both in Federal Way and in O ynpia?

A | don't understand that.

Q |"mtrying to understand, when you decided to go to
A ynpia, what was that for? And then when did you decide to
be in Federal Way, and what was that for?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form
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Q So let's break it down.

A | scheduled a trip to Oynpia because it was the
| ast --
No, pl ease.
Q Yeah, I'msorry, | just want to break down the

questions because the record got very convoluted right there.
So let's start with: Wen did you go to dynpia
and why?

A | went to AOynpia on the 12th of Novenber.

Q And when you went to A ynpia on the 12th of
Novenber, did you stay in Aynpia that night?

A | did.

Q Wiy were you in Oynpia on Novenber 12th, staying
in a hotel ?

A Throughout the Redistricting Comm ssion, | went to
Aynpia to neet with the nonpartisan staff many tinmes. And
on this particular occasion, we were preparing to receive and
transmt the final redistricting plans, that is, assum ng
that there would be plans.

Q So on the 12th, what did you do?

A | would have to | ook back to nmy cal endar, but |
believe | had a full day of neetings in Yakima, and all | did
on the 12th was drive over and check into my hotel.

Q Ckay. So then when were you in Federal Way?

A | went to Federal Way on the 13th.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 25

Q Wiy did you go to Federal Way on the 13th?

A Paul Graves called ne on the evening of the 12th
and told nme that he and Conm ssioner Sins were having trouble
moving forward in their negotiation, and he asked for ny
help. So | asked Lisa, the executive director, to instruct
her staff to book sonme space so that we could hold a
negotiation -- or, actually, nore |like a nediation -- between
Commi ssi oner Graves and Conmi ssioner Sins on Saturday, the
13t h.

Q So Sins and Graves did not stay at the hotel, but
you di d?

A No.

Q You didn't stay at that hotel either?

A No. We only had roons. W had |ike a conference
space for a block of hours. | can't tell you the block of
hours, but it was -- | don't know how | ong we were there, but
| think we left by early evening.

Q Ckay. So, on the 13th, you go and neet Sins and

Graves at the hotel in that conference space?

A Yes.

Q Did you take anyone else with you?

A No.

Q So who is Sins?

A April Sims is the conm ssioner for the Denocratic

House Caucus.
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Q So she has a partisan position as a representative
of the Denocratic House Caucus?
MR, PEKELIS: oject to form
A That's right.
Q And who is Paul Gaves?
A Paul Graves is a conm ssioner who i s appointed by
t he House Republican Caucus.
Q So he had a partisan appointnment, as well?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form
Actual ly, strike that.
A Yes.
Q And you understood your role on that day was to
medi ate agreement on a redistricting plan to submt to the
| egi sl ature?
A. No.
Q | understood you to say that you were asked to act
in a nmediator role. Did | msunderstand that?
A No. | was asked to act in a nediator role.
Q So did you take on the role of nmediator?
A | did, but not in the project that you descri bed.
Q How did | describe the project in a way that was
di stinct fromwhat you were nedi ati ng?
A My role on that day was to provide themthe support
that they needed to communicate with each other and continue

negotiations on a legislative district map.
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Q Was the nediated discussion on that day limted to
the legislative district map?
A Yep.
Q Was it your understanding that the [ack of
consensus was as to the legislative district map?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form
A No.
Q Was there a | ack of consensus as to topics other
than the legislative district map?
MR PEKELIS: nject to form Foundati on.
A | don't know how to answer that because your
question is not related to what we were actually tal king
about. So, | guess, yes, it was other than the legislative
di strict map.
Q Had t here been consensus al ready on the
congressional district map?
MR. PEKELIS: Foundati on.
A | have no i dea.
Q So, when you nmet with Sins and Gaves in Federal
Way, you didn't know what the status of the congressiona
district maps were?
A That's right.
Q Did you know whet her or not there had been any
metrics discussed about that?

A About the congressional district nmap?
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Q Correct.
A | was not included in negotiation regarding the

congressional district map.
Q Wiy were you excluded from negotiations on the
congressional district maps?
You're a conm ssi oner, correct?
Whi ch question would you like me to answer first?

You' re a comm SSioner, correct?

> O >

Yes.

Q Wiy woul d you have been excl uded from negoti ations
on the congressional district maps?

A That is a question for the voting conm ssi oner.

Q So did you cone to an agreenment with the voting
congressional district -- strike that.

Did you cone to an agreenment wth the voting

comm ssioners as to what your role woul d be?

A No.

Q So then how conme you know that | should ask the
voting conm ssioners why you were excluded fromthe

congressional district map process?

A Respectfully, Ms. Mell, | can't tell you what other
people think or what their intentions are. | don't know
that. | can only explain to you what | know nyself.

Q VWl |, as a conm ssioner and a chair, why woul dn't

you have necessarily invol ved yoursel f?
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MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A As the chair, | checked in with the voting
comm ssioners regularly, | offered support to them and |
made suggesti ons.

Q Ckay. So you were involved in congressiona
district map process?

A | was not involved in the negotiation process.

Q Ckay. |Is there a difference between a negotiation
process and you providing support to thenf

A Yes. Providing support, fromny point of view,

I ncl udes a host of other things.

Q Ckay. Explain to ne what providing support was.

A Ensuring that they were connected with the
nonpartisan staff for technical support; ensuring that they
were connected to nonpartisan staff for |egal support;
ensuring that they had tools that they needed to conmunicate
W th each other in a very tense and partisan environment and,
mght | add, a conflicted environnent.

Q What did that conflicted environnent |ook like to
you?

A It | ooked Iike an environment of m strust based
upon partisan positions.

Q And how did you see that play out?

A There were various events that occurred throughout,

bet ween February and Novenber, that strained relationships.
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Q Tell me what those were.

A One was -- one that | can speak to directly --
woul d be in an open public neeting having a party official
testify -- sorry, testify is probably the wong word --
publicly speak, calling for the renmoval of Comm ssioner Joe
Fain. That certainly did not contribute to building a
foundation of trust between the conm ssioners.

Q Ckay. So who was that? Podol ski or whatever her
name is? Tina? Sonething |ike that?

A | don't remenber her nane. | apol ogize for that,
but the chair of the Denocratic Party is what | recall.

Q So the chair of the denocratic party did what?

A Publicly testified -- or naybe testified is not the
right word -- but in an open public nmeeting calling for his
-- for himto be renoved.

Q | didn't hear the very first part. Al | heard was
public nmeeting. Did you say testified in a public nmeeting?

A Yeah. | nean, testified -- is that the right word?
She spoke in a public neeting.

Q Spoke. Spoke. Okay. | just didn't hear the word.

Ckay. Spoke in a public neeting, asking for Fain
to be renoved?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. And what was done about that?

A | mean, | don't know how to answer that. You have
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to be nore specific.

Q Did you take action on that?

A "' msorry?

Q Did the Conm ssion take action on her public
testi nony?

A How coul d we take action? Anyone who wanted to
speak at a public neeting was invited to do so. | don't know
what you nean by take action.

Q Did you do anything after she spoke on that
subj ect ?

A No.

Q Was there anything el se that occurred that you
think led to the conflicted environnent?

A Yes.

Q What was that?

A The Barreto report was released in the press before
It was discussed in any forum any Comm ssion forum

Q And what is the Barreto report?

A It was a report that was comm ssioned by the
Denocratic Senate Caucus, claimng that the draft maps to
that date were in violation of a voting rights -- the Voting
Ri ghts Act.

Q Did the Comm ssion do anything about that?

A | don't know how to answer that.

Q VWell, how did you find out that it was a rel ease?
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A It was in the press. | read about it in the press,
| i ke everyone el se.
Q Ckay. And so was there any conversation you had

wth the comm ssioners about it?

A | believe it was discussed nmultiple tinmes in
meet i ngs.

Q Ckay.

A Special neetings. | think it was nuch di scussed.

Q Ckay. Were there discussions outside the public

about that?
MR, PEKELIS: oject to form Foundati on.

A Not with ne.

Q So, in between neetings, how would you
comuni cate -- in between public neetings -- how would you
conmmuni cate with the conm ssioners?

A | comunicated with themvia email, text nmessage,
and phone call .

Q Did you use instant nessagi ng?

A | don't believe so.

Q So, on the 13th, were you standing in the hallway
of the hotel ?

A The 13t h?

Q Yes.

A The 13th of Novenber, | was either driving over the

Cascades, checking into ny hotel, or in ny hotel roomin
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d ynpi a.

Q So the first day you were in Federal Way was the
14t h, not the 13th?

A The 14th, | was in Federal \Way.

Q So, on the 14th, were you in the nmeetings roons
wth the two conm ssioners, or were you in the hallway?

A No, | was in the nmeeting roomwth the two
conmm ssi oners.

Q Ckay. |In the nmeeting roomwith the two
comm ssioners, how |l ong were you all there?

A | think we were there for 6 hours. | could consult
nmy phone. | think it was sonething Iike that, 6 hours.

Q Wio el se was in the roonf?

A Conmi ssi oner Sins and Conm ssi oner Fain.

Q Wre there any staff people in the roonf

A | don't remenber. Yes. There were, | believe.
Q Wio were they?

A Anton Grose and Gsta -- | don't renmenber Osta's

| ast nane at the nonent.

Q And who is Gsta?

A Csta is the caucus staff that was assigned to
Commi ssioner Sins by the Denocratic House Caucus.

Q And who is Anton?

A Anton is the caucus staff that was assigned to

Commi ssi oner Graves by the senate -- |'msorry -- by the
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Republ i can House Caucus.
Q Were there any nonpartisan staff in the roon?
No.
Wiy were partisan staff in the roonf?
| don't know.
Did you invite thenf
No.

> O >» O »F

Q Did you make sure that they had an ability to

comuni cate wi th one anot her?
MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | don't understand the question.

Q Vel l, you said one of the things that you did as a
support person was to nmake sure people were able to
comuni cate wi th one anot her

A Yes. | was there to help Conm ssioner G aves and
Conmi ssi oner Sins communi cate, yes.

Q Did you also help their caucus support people do
that, too?

A No.

Q Do you know how t he caucus staff were conmmunicating
and wi th whonf?

A No.

Q Did you observe the caucus staff working on
conput ers?

A | don't remenber. They had conmputers there.
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O

Did they have phones?

| suppose. Everyone has phones.

Did you see themusing their phones?
No.

Did you have a phone?

Yes.

Did you have a conputer?

No.

Did you have nore than one phone?
No.

Did you just have your personal phone?
No.

Did you just have your work phone?

Yes.

o >» O >» 0 >0 >» 0 > O > O P

Did you make calls to any of the conm ssioners who
weren't there during the tinme you were in the roon?

A No.

Q Did you go outside the roomand nmake calls to any
of the other comm ssioners?

A No.

Q Do you know whet her or not the caucus staff were
conmuni cating with other caucus staff assigned to the other
conmi ssi oners?

A | don't know.

Q Did you hear either Comm ssioner Sins or Fain
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comuni cate with any ot her conm ssioner?

A Commi ssioner Fain was not in the room

Q So who was in the roon?

A Conmi ssi oner Graves and Conm ssioner Sins.

Q Ch, Graves and Sins, sorry.

Ckay. So did you hear Comm ssioner Sins

comuni cating with any other comm ssioner while in the roonf

A. No.

Q Did you hear Comm ssioner Gaves conmunicate with
any ot her comm ssioner while in the roonf

A No.

Q But they both were communicating with you, correct?

A. Yes.

Q And the purpose of the comunications was to
negotiate a legislative district. 1s that correct?

MR. PEKELIS: nject to form

A No.

Q What was the -- | though you said that that's what
you were nedi ating.

A | was nmediating their inability to go on
comuni cating with each other. They were at an inpasse.

Q And they were at inpasse on the |legislative
district, correct?

A They were.

Q Ckay. So you were there to nediate the inpasse on
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the legislative district, correct?

A Yes.

Q All right. And you were there to nediate the
| npasse, not just between Sins and G aves, because they were
on the same page, correct?

A No.

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A They were not on the sane page.

Q Ckay.

A That's why | was there.

Q Ckay. So you were nediating the differences
between Sins and G aves?

A. Yes.

Q Ckay. And what were the positions of Fain and
Wl ki nshaw?

MR, PEKELIS: Foundati on.

A | don't know. They were not part of negotiating
the legislative district map, to ny know edge. To ny
know edge, no.

Q Did you, at sone point in time, know whether or not

Fai n and \Wal ki nshaw agreed to the legislative district?

A No.

Q Did you know prior to nmoving to the action itens on
Novenber 15th whether or not there was consensus on a

| egi slative district?
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MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A No.

Q What did you think -- when you convened the action
part of the meeting, why did you invite a notion on the
| egislative district map, if you didn't know whether or not
t here was consensus?

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A W achi eved consensus through voting in an open,
public nmeeting. | was calling for themto share with ne
whet her they were ready to nove on to that place. They were
bringing forward proposals, in ny understanding. |
under st ood they were bringing forward proposals.

Q And how did you come to that understanding?

A We had been discussing it in public neetings for
many weeks.

Q Had you been discussing it outside of the public
meetings, as well?

A Not to my know edge.

Q And what do you call the neeting you had on the
14t h?

A Ckay. So, yes, you are right. You are correct.
W had a neeting on the 14th for Conm ssioner G aves and
Conmi ssioner Sins to get through an inpasse.

Q What was the inpasse?

A | was told on that day that they were getting close
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to a proposal for the legislative district map, a proposal
that they would then bring to the Conm ssion at a regul ar
nmeeting. However, that proposal and the agreenents they had
made around that proposal were in jeopardy because there was
a perceived violation of trust.
Q What were the agreenents nmade around that proposal?
MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A | do not know.

Q Vel |, substantively, if you don't know what the
agreenents were nmade around the proposal, how were you goi ng
to nediate it? Didn't you need to know where the conflict
was and where the agreenent was?

A "Il do nmy best to answer your question. | feel
| i ke you have a couple of questions there. Do you want to
give nme which one you want nme to answer first?

Q Well, as a nediator, it was your role to achieve
consensus, right, break the deadl ock?

A | was there on that day to help themrebuild the
trust they needed so they could go forward in their
negoti ati on.

Q Ckay. But you weren't there to help themrebuild
trust in |liking one another, you were there to rebuild trust
around the | egislative congressional districts, correct?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | was there to help them comunicate and say what
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t hey needed to say to each other so they could nove forward.

Q Ckay. So, if you were there to help them
comuni cate, as the nediator, did you spend any tine trying
to identify what they were conmuni cating about ?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So what did you discover in terns of where
the conflict was?

A The Secretary of State had been appointed to the
Bi den Admi ni stration, and the governor made an appoi nt ment
of, | believe the representative of the 44th, the sitting
representative of the 44th. And when that occurred,
Comm ssioner Graves felt that that was a violation of trust
w th Conm ssioner Sins.

Q So explain to me how the conversation went, who
sai d what about that.

MR PEKELIS: nject to form

A | think | told you what | can tell you about that.
| mean, it was nuch di scussed over many hours. So | don't
know what nore | can tell you about it.

There was a belief -- one person felt that that
appoi ntment had been a violation of trust. The other person
felt they didn't have know edge of it and it wasn't their
responsibility. So we tal ked about that.

Q Ckay. So how long did you tal k about that?

A Al day. So however |long we were together. |
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think we were together approximtely 6 hours.

Q Ckay. During that 6 hours, did you have any
comuni cations with one another about the |egislative
district?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form

A Which district?

Q Any legislative district. D d you talk about
| egislative districts in that 6 hours?

A Yeah, |'msure. Most likely, we were tal king about
| egislative districts. They were --

Q Ckay. So what do you recall being said about the
| egislative districts in that 6 hours?

A They referred to the joint proposal that they were
working on that they felt was nearly conplete to bring
forward to the full comm ssion and that that proposal that
they had tentative agreenents about was in jeopardy due to
this suspicion that this appointnent was being nade in bad
faith.

Q You don't remenber the nane of who was appoi nted?

A | would have to | ook back in my notes. | don't
remenber. | could look it up. It's Google-able.

M5. MELL: Ckay. So let's see if we can get
those marked. It looks |like they were in the court
reporter's box.

Did you get those received, M. Court
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Reporter?

THE REPORTER | haven't seen anything yet,
but I could check at a break.

MR PEKELIS: Joan, we've been going a little
over an hour. Wuld now or soon be a convenient time for a
break?

MS. MELL: Yeah, let's go ahead and figure out
how to get those notes all narked.

MR PEKELIS: Well, what | can report is that
Ms. Augustine's notes that she referred to have been upl oaded
to the Google Drive, to which you have access. That public
records responses have been made by the Conm ssion. So you
shoul d have access to Ms. Augustine's handwitten notes now,
t hat we were speaking about, about a half hour ago.

MS. MELL: Yeah, and | believe they're with
the court reporter. So | have to figure out why he can't see
t hem

MR, PEKELIS: Ckay.

MS. MELL: Let's just take a quick 10-m nute
br eak.

MR PEKELIS: Ckay.

(A brief recess was taken.)
Q (By Ms. Mell) So, on the 14th, there were 6 hours
of meeting tine with you and two of the comm ssioners,

correct?
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A No.

I'msorry. \Wen we were in the breakout room |
was -- it was pointed out that | had m sspoken the schedul e.
So | arrived in Oynpia on the 12th, and then | net with
Conmi ssi oner Graves and Conmi ssioner Sinms on the 13th, which
I s a Saturday.

Q Ckay.

A For 6 hours on the 13th, approximately 6 hours. |
don't know exactly the tinme. | think it was about 6 hours.

Q Ckay. How did that neeting end?

A At the conclusion of the neeting, both parties just
voi ced being exhausted and wanting to stop.

Q Ckay. Did anyone reach agreenent on anyt hing?

A So keep in mnd they were working together on a
proposal to present to the Commssion. And so | think the
agreenent that they cane to was that they were willing to
keep tal king to each ot her.

Q And when were they going to keep talking to each
ot her ?

A Then we agreed to neet again on Sunday, the 14th.

Q Ckay. So what happened then?

A On 14th, we arranged a different -- by we, | nean
Lisa and her staff -- arranged a different venue because the
space on the 13th was no | onger avail abl e,

Q Ckay.
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A So they arranged anot her venue, and we net at a
different hotel in Federal Way, Conmm ssioner G aves,
Comm ssi oner Sins, and nysel f.

Q Did you have any conmuni cations with any of the
ot her Commi ssioners between the 13th and the 14th?

A | don't renenber, but | don't believe so.

Q Di d Comm ssi oner Wl ki nshaw or Conm ssi oner - -

actually, what did you just say? You said Sinms and Fai n?

A ["msorry?

Q You said Sins and G aves, right?

A | was working exclusively wwth Sinms and G aves.
Q Sorry, | keep witing that w ong.

So Fain and Wl ki nshaw -- was there any
comuni cation with Fain and Wl ki nshaw between the 13th and
the 14th?
MR PEKELIS: nject to form
| don't know.
Did you have any conmuni cations with then?

| don't renenmber, but | don't believe so.

o > O >

All right. So why was it Sinms and G aves?

A Comm ssioner Graves called ne and asked for help
because himand Conm ssioner Sins were in a deadl ock for the
reason | described earlier.

Q Did he explain how | ong they had been in deadl ock?

A No.
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Q What did you know about the negotiations at the
point intime he called you and told you about a deadl ock?

A | knew that the bipartisan house dyad was
negotiating a proposal for the legislative district map, and
t he senate dyad was negotiating a congressional district nmap.

Q So the house was working on |egislative, and the
senat e del egati on was wor ki ng on congressional ?

A That's what | knew.

Q Wio made that deci sion?

A Once again, | would have to | ook back in the
record, but it was discussed at a neeting several weeks
prior. Sonetine between the tine when the draft nmaps were
rel eased, sonetine after that and the begi nning of the
negotiation schedule, it was discussed in a neeting that they
would do it that way, there would be a house dyad and a
senat e dyad.

Q What purpose did dyads serve?

A From ny point of view, you have four people doing a
conplex task in a very abbreviated tineline. |t made sense
that they would work on those tasks in an efficient way,
which is to say they woul d work together to devel op proposals
that they could then bring to the full conmm ssion.

Q Ckay. So why do the work in dyads, as opposed to
just publicly neeting?

A From ny point of view, to acconplish this task
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woul d take hundreds of hours, and we did not arrange to hold
public meetings for hundreds of hours.

Q Way dyads?

MR PEKELIS: njection. Asked and answered.

A Wth a conm ssion of four voting conm ssioners, it
made sense, with some very conplex, difficult, technica
work, that, to be efficient, they would break that work up
anmong them

Q WAs there any significance to only having two
menbers in the roomat a tine negotiating?

A | nmean, | don't know how to answer that question.

The negotiation, fromny point of view, did not

occur in roons. | nmean, | don't -- I'mnot privy to that.
So | don't know what you nean by that.

Q Wll, did you have a belief that, if two
conmi ssioners net and negotiated, it wasn't a neeting?

A There was a conplex task to acconplish. And for
t he conmm ssioners to break into dyads so that they could
negoti ate, because they were bipartisan dyads -- the
negotiation is between -- it's a bipartisan process -- they
can negotiate proposals to bring to the full conm ssion, was
a reasonable, felt like a reasonable strategy for
acconplishing very conplex work in an abbreviated tineline.

MS. MELL: Move to strike.

Q Did you believe there was sone significance to
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meeting in twos rather than three?
MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A | believe that neeting in twos was the nost
efficient way to acconplish the work.

Q In your mnd, did neeting in twos have sone
significance to open public neeting | aw?

MR. PEKELIS: bjection. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

A | don't know.

Q Do you know what a neeting is for purposes of open
gover nnent ?

MR. PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A | was not privy to the negotiation that was going
on within these dyads. So | don't know how to answer your
guestion because | don't know how they were negotiating or
what that |ooked like. And | can't answer for them So |
hope that you will direct these questions to the voting
conm ssi oners.

Q VWl l, you were the chair, so | want to know what
you did to ensure open governnent.

So was the fact that the conm ssioners were neeting
In twos designed to ensure that open governnent standards
were net?
MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A The strategy for how to achieve a very conpl ex task
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In an abbreviated tineline was only discussed in a public
meeti ng where conment was -- where the public was able to
comment .

Q Have you had any conversations wi th anyone where
anyone has tal ked to you about working in twds as opposed to
a mjority of the Conmm ssion?

A No.

Q So do you have any idea of how nmany conm ssioners
It takes to have a neeting?

A | do.

Q How many conmm ssioners does it take to have a
meeti ng?

MR PEKELIS: (Objection, to the extent it
calls for a legal conclusion.

A My understanding is that three voting conm ssioners
make a quorum

Q I's there sonme significance to having three voting
conmm ssioners communi cating for purposes of open governnent?

MR. PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A |'msorry, | don't understand the question.

Q What do you know about open governnent requirenents
wth regard to the nunber of conm ssioners who can be
comuni cating in any given tine?

MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A | understand that, when there are three voting
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comm ssioners together, it's considered a public neeting,
that it nust be a public neeting.

Q Ckay. So, during your tenure as chair of the
Redi stricting Commssion, did you do anything to ensure that
three voting nenbers of the Conmm ssion were comunicating in
public, as opposed to privately?

A | worked hard to encourage the voting conmm ssioners
to communi cate as robustly as possible in public neetings.
The neetings that |'maware of that pertain to conm ssioners
occurred in the neetings that | facilitated. Those are the
meetings |'maware of. | did ny best as chair to conduct
those in keeping with the OQpen Public Meetings Act.

Q So did you do anything to nake sure the
conm ssioners weren't tal ki ng anongst one another on the
12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th, outside of the public?

A No.

Q Do you know if the comm ssions were tal ki ng anongst
each other, either digitally or in person, on the 12th, 13th,
14t h, 15th, and/or 16th outside of the public?

A Yes.

Q Did you at any time communi cate the position of one
conmi ssi oner to another conm ssioner during the 12th, 13th,
14t h, 15th, or 16th outside of the public?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A No.
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Q So there was never a point in tinme when you spoke
to Fain about statements or positions Gaves was taking?

A No.

Q Did you ever talk wwth or comuni cate or share
Sins's position on redistricting with anyone outside the

public neeting?

A | took a position in the hallway, | believe, at
approximately 7:00 p.m on the 15th.
Q And when you say the hallway, who else was in the

hal | way?
A Daniel Pailthorp was in the hallway wth ne.
Q Did you have conputers?
A | had a conputer.
Q And he did not?
A No.
Q What was his job?
A Dani el Pailthorp is on the independent Conm ssion

staff, and he was there to assist ne because | was conducti

this meeting away fromthe office or ny regular place that

A No.

Q How di d you know what the conm ssioners were doi ng?
A | did not know what the conm ssioners were doing.

Q At what point intinme -- strike that.

Wien did you first take a position in the hallway?

ng
I

conducted the neeting. So Daniel helped me with making sure
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| had an Internet signal. He was staffing ne. So providing
food. He was serving as staff for ne.

Q So when you ended the -- well, strike that.

Whose agenda was it? Did you create the agenda
order of business?

A | did.

Q Vell, why would you put discussion itens before
there's a notion?

A That is how | have always, to ny nenory, conducted
our neeting agendas. First we discuss the item and then we
vote on the itens.

Q So, when did you -- who nmade the decision that
there were itens to vote on?

A For many weeks |eading up to the 15th, we as a
comm ssion had di scussed the process for concluding our work
together. So we had di scussion about the agenda, about what
itenmrs woul d need to be on the agenda, assuned that the
comm ssioners would conplete their work. W all understood
there was a chance they m ght not conplete their work, but
assum ng the best, that they would conplete their work. W
di scussed all of that well in advance.

Q When you concl uded the di scussion segnent and t ook
a break on Novenber 15th before nmoving into the action itens,
was there a congressional district identified in any map?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form
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A So | think what you said just now was, was there a
congressional district in a nmap?

Q Was there any identifiable congressional district
at the tinme you concluded the discussion portion of your
meeting on Novenber 15th?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form Foundati on.

A | don't know.

Q Have you seen a map of a congressional district
when you concl uded the di scussion section on Novenber 15th?

A | had seen the draft maps that were provided to the
public and posted on our website.

Q Had you seen anything during the discussion
section?

A | did not see a proposal on a congressional
district map, no.

Q Did you see a proposal on a legislative district
map during the discussion section?

A No.

Q Were there any witten docunents before the
Commi ssi on when they were engaged in a public discussion?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form Foundati on.

A No.

Q Did you have any documents you were working from
whi | e conducting the discussion portion of the neeting?

A. Yes.
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Q What were you working fronf

A The agenda.

Q Anyt hi ng ot her than the agenda?

A No.

Q Wio was nmonitoring the tinme?

A | was responsible to nonitor the tinme, and ny staff

menbers, Daniel Pailthorp and Lisa MLean, were giving ne --
were texting and calling periodically to urge nme about tine.
Real |y, the nmeeting was being staffed out of the Aynpia

office. So our tech support were marking tine on ny behalf.

Q How were they marking tine?

A | don't understand your question.

Q How were they keeping track of time? You said they
were marking tine. How?

A | think they were | ooking at a clock and checking
in every 30 m nutes.

Q And then after -- so the tinme then that you --

Strike that.
So you end the discussion section. You go into the
break. What did you do on that break?

A | received a text from Conm ssioner Sins asking if
we woul d take a vote. So | believe | called her or texted
her and said, "It is time for a vote."

Q What did you think that there would be a vote on?

A | believed there would be a vote on the proposal
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that the comm ssioners had been working on.

Q Did you understand that there weren't any proposals
that had been articulated into any maps?

A No.

Q Did you know when you convened the action portion
of the neeting that there was nothing in witing for themto
consi der ?

A. No.

Q Was there anything in witing considered during the
action portion of the neeting?

MR, PEKELIS: Foundati on.

A Can you repeat the question, please.

Q Was there anything in witing during the action
portion of the neeting?

A | assuned that the proposals that the conm ssioners
had been working on were prepared, and | assunmed that when we
transmtted the transmttal letter, which had been prepared
I n advance, and a resol ution which had been prepared in
advance, the maps woul d acconpany them

Q They didn't. |Is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q When were the maps prepared?

A | believe one plan was submtted to the Comm ssion
| ndependent staff in the early hours of the norning of the

16th. That was the congressional district map, was submtted
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in the early hours on the 16th. And the legislative district
map was submtted to the independent staff in the afternoon,
the late afternoon of the 16th.

Q And do you understand that the map is what defines
the district boundaries?

A Yes.

Q Do you understand that wi thout a map there are no
i dentifiable district boundaries?

A Yes.

Q So, when you prepared your declaration to the
Suprene Court, what did you rely on for purposes of
testifying to the Suprene Court that there was an agreenent
anmong the comm ssioners at the tine of the vote?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A The comm ssioners brought forward and seconded
resolution. Based on that, | carried forward.

Q So you based your testinony to the Suprenme Court on
what happened in the public neeting?

A Yes.

Q And there was nothing in witing to back up that,
what occurred in the public neeting?

A So there was a resolution, and there was a
transmttal letter, and those were in witing.

Q And those were inconplete at that tine, correct?

A They were conpl ete when they were subm tted.
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Q Wien the comm ssioners voted on the transmttal
letter, it was not finished, correct?

A It needed to be signed by the conm ssioners.

Q Did the content need to be conpleted wth respect
to the legislative congressional districts identified in it?

A No, it was conplete.

Q Ckay. So there was no substance to the transmttal
letter. |Is that correct?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A |'msorry, can you repeat the question.

Q There was no substance to the transmttal letter,
in ternms of identification of the congressional or
| egi sl ative districts, correct?

A Yes.

Q And with regard to the resolution, there was no
i dentified congressional or legislative districts in the
resolution that was voted on, correct?

A Yes.

Q When the resolution was voted on, was it in witing
before all of the conm ssioners?

A The resol ution?
Yes.
Yes.

Was it conpl eted?

> O > O

It was not signed. It was circulated for signature

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022

during the neeting.

Q Was the content of the resolution with respect to
the identification of the congressional and |egislative
district maps i nconplete when voted on?

A | don't know how to answer that question.

Q WAs there were there any blanks or infornmation that
was filled in on the resolution after it was voted on?

A | don't believe so.

Q There were no words changed or no identifiers
changed?

A | don't believe so. | believe the only thing that
had to change was the signature.

Q So do you believe that there was a specific
desi gnation of congressional or legislative districts in the
resol ution?

A | don't know how to answer that question.

Q Does the resolution contain identifiers of the
| egi sl ative and congressional districts that were viewabl e at
the time the conm ssioners voted on it?

A No.

Q Was there legislative and congressional district
i dentifiers added to the resolution after it was voted on?

A No. | don't believe so.

Q WAas the resolution signed by any of the

comm ssioners before it was noved?
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A Yes. | believe | signed it in advance. Once
again, this was sonething we had di scussed doing to snooth
the process along. So we had tal ked about that,
understanding it was a tine-sensitive transm ssion, and |
believe | signed it in advance because | and Lisa MLean
conposed it.

Q Did you say there was an agreenent to execute it as
it came through the palns of the conm ssioners?

A ' msorry?

Q You said there was an agreenent that you had
di scussed signing it as it was transmtted anong the
comm ssioners as opposed to when it was noved in the public
meeting. |s that correct?

A | think we had discussed it in the prior regular
meetings. That woul d have been the October regul ar neeting,
but | think we also discussed it in the Septenber regul ar
meeting. It had been reviewed by the comm ssioners and |
think amended, if I'mnot mstaken. O maybe it was a
special nmeeting, | don't remenber, but we had -- we had
prepared those docunents in advance.

Q Ckay. Was it comuni cated between the di scussion
portion of the neeting and the action portion of the neeting
outside the public that the resolution should be signed, was
prepared for signature?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N T R N R N I S T T T T e e R e e R
g A W N P O © 0 ~N O U M W N B O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 59

A Not to nmy know edge.

Q Do you know whet her or not any of the voting
conm ssi oners executed the resolution prior to being noved?

A |"msorry, | don't know what that neans.

Q Did any of the voting conm ssioners sign the
resol ution before there was a notion to approve it in the
action portion of the meeting?

A Not to ny knowl edge. And | believe those
signatures are tine stanped.

Q Do you know what tine there was a notion on the

resol ution?

A | don't.
Q Do you know whether or not the legislative
district --
VWl l, what was the notion on the |egislative
district?

MR. PEKELIS: nject to form
A | believe there was a notion to adopt the
| egi sl ative district plan.
Q D d you understand when that notion was nade that
there was no legislative district plan?

MR. PEKELIS: Object to form

A No.
Q | didn't hear you.
A No.
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Q Did you believe that there was a | egislative
district plan at the time the notion was nmade?

A Yes.

Q Wiy did you believe that there was a |l egislative
district plan at the tinme the notion was made?

A Because one of the voting conm ssioners nmade a
nmotion and anot her voting conm ssioner seconded it.

Q Did you later learn that there wasn't a |legislative
district plan at the time the notion was made?

A No.

Q Do you know that, at the tine the notion was nade,
there was no legislative district identified?

MR. PEKELIS: oject to form
A |''msorry, can you repeat the question?
Q Yes.
You had previously told nme you knew at the tine of

the notion that the legislative district maps were not
conpl eted identifying the boundaries, correct?

A That's right.

Q How is the legislative district map distinct from
the plan?

A The plan has nmultiple elements init. And fromny
under st andi ng, they had agreed upon a plan and ran out of
tine in devel oping the maps. Because the maps that reflected

their plan, the plan that they voted on, took |onger than
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they assunmed it woul d take to make.

Q So what had they agreed upon?

MR, PEKELIS: (nbjection. Foundation.

A They had agreed upon a plan for how the |egislative
district map woul d be and how the congressional district map
woul d be.

Q What was the plan for the legislative district that
was agreed upon at the tine the notion was nmade?

MR, PEKELIS: Foundati on.

A | don't know.

Q Ckay. So then how do you know that there was an
agreenent ?

A | know there was agreenent because one comm Ssi oner
called for a vote and anot her comm ssioner seconded it.

Q Is there any way to identify what the agreenment was
at the time the notion was nmade?

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A | don't know.
Q So you can't testify -- you have no persona
know edge -- as to whether there was an agreenent at the tine

the vote was taken over any |egislative or congressional
district, correct?

A | believe there was agreenent.

Q On what ?

A | believe there was agreenent on a proposal that
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had been negotiated. If we're talking just the legislative
district plan, there was a proposal that had been negoti at ed
over many weeks. And | believe that the parties that were
negoti ati ng understood what nmade it up, and that's what |
bel i eve they were voting on.

Q Wiy do you have a belief that the comm ssioners
under st ood what they were voting on?

A Because they called for a vote, and they voted.

Q You were the one that called for the vote, correct?

A Well, what | did was | called for resol utions,
which is ny function as the chair, and they brought forward
resol utions.

Q Did any conm ssioner bring forward a specific
resolution and put it in front of the other conm ssioners
during the notion?

A Not that | recall.

Q Was there any --

VWell, why didn't you open up any of the notions on

the 15th to di scussion?

A | don't know. Honestly, it was late. | was very
tired. It was a chaotic setting. That's --
Q Is it correct that you didn't open up any of the

motions for discussion because you understood there was
al ready an agreenent and you were trying to get the notions

voted on prior to mdnight?
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MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A No.

Q How di d you ascertain whether or not there was
agreenent on -- what there was an agreenent on?

A | assuned that there was agreenent on the proposals
that the dyads had been working on. That was nmy assunption
at the tine,

Q Did you just assune that because Sinms had said it's
tine for a vote?

A | assunmed it because there were conm ssioners --
that the dyad pairs had been working strenuously in
negotiation for weeks and days. They're down to the wire.
So | assunmed that they were ready to carry those proposal s
f orward.

Q In terns of the conponents of a plan, what do you
bel i eve there was an agreenent on, if there was no agreenent
as to the maps?

MR, PEKELIS: Foundati on.

A What | understood was that the dyads, the
bi partisan dyads, had requested time to confer with their
party counterpoints, counterpart, in sonme kind of caucus.
And that's what they requested in the early part of the
meeting on the 15th. So | assuned at that tine they were
conferring about their various proposals.

Q Wiy were they nmeeting in caucus rather than on the
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record?
A | don't know.

Q Wiy did you allow themto neet in caucus rather
t han conduct their deliberations on the record?
A | believed it was all owabl e.
Q Wiy did you believe it was all owabl e?
A | won't answer that, based on privilege.
Q Does that nean that you relied upon | egal advice?
MR PEKELIS: ojection. Calls for a
viol ation of attorney-client privilege, and | instruct the
W tness not to answer.
Q Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that
questi on based on advice of counsel?
MR PEKELIS: | instruct the wtness not to
answer. Attorney-client privilege.
Q Ms. Augustine, are you going to refuse to answer
t hat question based on the advice of counsel?
MR PEKELIS: Again, | instruct the wtness
not to answer.
MS. MELL: M. Pekelis, | amentitled to voir

dire the witness as to whether or not she intends to follow

your instruction, and | need a response. |It's not
privileged. It's not protected.

A Yes.

Q Wth regard to -- is it your position that whether
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or not you relied on counsel to know whether or not the dyads
or caucuses conplied wth OPMA?

MR, PEKELIS: WII you read back the question,
pl ease.

MS. MELL: | will rephrase the question. ['Il]l
just ask it again.

Q I's it your position that, as chair, you relied upon
t he advice of counsel to know whether or not the dyads or
caucuses conmplied with OPMA?

MR PEKELIS: Attorney-client privilege.

| nstruct the witness not to answer.

Q Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that
questi on?

A Yes.

Q And is your basis because you believe whether or
not you relied on the advice of counsel is privileged?

MR, PEKELIS: | instruct the witness not to
answer. Attorney-client privilege.

MS. MELL: Al right. | believe you're
overstepping the privilege. Wether or not sonebody relied
on counsel is discoverable. There's nothing privileged about
that. Do you want to rethink that?

MR. PEKELIS: | think you're asking her
whet her she took an action or refrained fromtaking an action

on the basis of advice of counsel, and I believe that is
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privil eged.
MS. MELL: | disagree. | think that, if
sonebody relied upon counsel, it has certain inplications

that are not privilege, and we are entitled to know that.
You can |l et her answer it, and you can retain the right to
argue about the privilege, or you can instruct her not to
answer, then |I'll seek sanctions, sanctions for having to
bring her back on that issue and to litigate it.

MR PEKELIS: | believe that the question
seeks, directly seeks, the advice that the w tness sought or
recei ved fromcounsel, and, therefore, it directly inplicates
privileged conversations with the Comm ssion's counsel, and,
therefore, | stand by the objection and ny instructions that
the w tness should not answer the question.

Q Ms. Augustine, did you have any i ndependent
know edge about whether or not dyads or caucuses conpli ed
wth OPMA, other than fromlegal counsel?

MR. PEKELIS: bjection. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

MS. MELL: Her personal know edge does not
call for a legal conclusion.

MR PEKELIS: M. Johnson, could you read the
question back, please.

MS. MELL: I'Il just ask it again.

Q What personal knowl edge did you have whet her or not
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dyads or caucuses conplied wth OPMA?

MR, PEKELIS: That does call for a |egal
concl usion. (bjection.

MS. MELL: It absolutely does not. What is
her personal know edge about whether or not dyads or caucuses
conply with OPMA governnment standards? That's not a | ega
concl usi on.

MR PEKELIS: Wat know edge you have about
conpliance with a statute? Sure, it calls for a |lega
concl usi on.

MS. MELL: Well, no, it doesn't. It can be
specifically related to what her training and experience is.

MR. PEKELIS: |'mnot instructing the wtness
not to answer. |'mmaking ny objection for the record.

MS. MELL: Al right. That's fine. D d you
i nstruct her she can go ahead and answer?

MR, PEKELIS: Ms. Augustine, you can answer
t he question. M objection stands.

THE WTNESS: Yes. Repeat it, please.

Q What was your knowl edge about whether or not dyads
or caucuses nmet with open governnent standards?

MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A W had never been in a caucus before in an open
public nmeeting. It was newto nme. And | would say |

bel i eved we were in conpliance.
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Q But you had never convened a neeting and worked in
caucuses before?

A No.

Q WAs counsel consulted during the course of the
meeting on the 15th?

A Yes.

Q At what point in tinme?

A At multiple tines.

Q And who was that?

A That was the AGO counsel that was assigned to the
Conmi ssi on.

Q And were you the one responsible for nmaking those

contacts?
A | don't remenber.
Q Do you know a nane?
A O counsel ?
Q Yes.
A Tara Heinz and Emma G unber g.
Q How di d you conmmuni cate with thenf
A By phone.
Q Were they with you at the hotel ?
A No.

Q Wiere were the conm ssioners during the 15th during
t he neeting?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form
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A | don't know.

Q At 7:00, were all of the conm ssioners at the same
| ocati on when the neeting comrenced?

A | don't know.

Q Were any of the conm ssioners staying at the hotel ?

A Staying at the hotel? No, not to ny know edge.

Q Was there an announcenent as to the neeting
occurring -- strike that.

Was there an announcenent that the conm ssioners
woul d be in a hotel in Federal Way during the neeting?

A No.

Q Do you know if any of the conm ssioners were in the
hotel where you were during the neeting?

A Yes.

Q How many conm ssioners were at that hotel ?

A | know that three conm ssioners were there on the
15th at sonme tine.

Q Wio were those conm ssioners?

A Comm ssi oner Graves, Conmmi ssioner Sins, and
Conmi ssi oner Fai n.

Q Did you conmmuni cate with Graves, Sins, and Fain at
the hotel from7:00 on the 15th to 4:00 in the norning, when
you left, on the 16th?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A Yes.
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Q Wien were you comunicating wwth G aves, Sins, and
Fai n?

A | had a brief comunication with Sins by text
message between the discussion and the vote. | had a
conversation with all four of them between, say, 12:30 a.m
and 4:00 a.m on the 16th.

Q Were all of the comm ssioners convening at the
hotel on the 16th?
| don't know what you nean by conveni ng.

Wre you all there in the sane roonf?
Yes.

At what tinme did that start?

Maybe 12: 30.

o » O >» O P

What were you discussing at 12: 307

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A Conmi ssioners were -- well, | should just speak for
nyself. | felt a sense of relief that the meeting was over
and chatted with Comm ssioner Sinms about ny grandchildren and
her chil dren.

| tal ked with Conm ssioner Fain about fantasy

football, | believe, sone football thing. | talked with
Commi ssi oner Fain al so about his vacation plans for the
hol i days.
| talked with Conm ssioner Wal ki nshaw, | think, a

little bit about the holidays. And | think that's -- and

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 71

let's see --
And Conmi ssi oner Graves definitely tal ked about his

wi fe and children, the children's book that his wfe wote,
yeah.

Q When did you text with, | think you said it was
Fai n, between the discussion and the action?

A It was Conmi ssioner Sins.

Q Sims. What did you text with her?

A | don't remenber exactly what those texts say, but
t hose have all been submtted through your records request.

Q What do you recall the purpose of the conmunication
to be?

A Sins texted to ask if we were going to call for a
vot e.

Q And what did you say?

A | don't remenber saying anything, but maybe | did.
If I did, I would have said, this is the tine, that the
di scussi on was over.

Q Do you renmenber neeting with conm ssioners to
di scuss -- well, did you renmenber nmeeting with the
comm ssioners to discuss the status of the maps on the 16th?

A The status of the maps?

Q Correct.
A. No.
Q

Do you recall, on the 16th, there being work done
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on the maps?

A Yes.

Q What do you recal |l ?

A The caucus staff were working together nmapping.

Q Did you observe the caucus staff comunicating with
t he comm ssi oners?

A No.

Q Were the caucus staff working on the mapping with
conm ssi oners present?

A W were in a ballroom And what | renmenber is that
the caucus staff were in one corner working with their
mappi ng software, and the conm ssioners were chatting and
mlling around in the other area.

Q Were the comm ssioners di scussing whet her or not
maps woul d be published?

A | don't know. | can only speak to what they spoke
to me about.

Q Did you hear any conm ssioner say anything about
t he maps when they were all convened together?

A | don't believe so.

Q Did you hear any conm ssioner say anything about
transmttals to the Suprenme Court?

A No.

Q Did you hear any of the conm ssioners say anything

about whether or not there was a need to conply with OPMA
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during the course of the neeting on the 16th?

A Yes.

Q What did you hear?

A | remenber that there was discussion of whether it
was appropriate for us to all be in the sane room and, since
we were chatting about our personal lives, that it wasn't
related to conm ssion business. It's the first tinme the four
of us had ever seen each other face-to-face at once.

Wio said what exactly?

|"msorry, | don't recall.

Do you have any notes fromthat time period?
No.

> O > O

MR, PEKELIS: M. Mell, we've been going about
another hour. Are you nearing a point where we mght be able
to take another break or perhaps the end of your questions?

MS. MELL: |[|'mgetting close, and | want to be
attentive. W' ve got another deposition starting here in a
bit.

MR. PEKELIS: So how much | onger?

MS. MELL: |'Il just keep going.

Q Did you answer that question?
A Sorry, did you ask a question?

MR PEKELIS: | don't think there is a

guestion pending, M. MlI.

Q | nmust not have heard your answer.
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MR. PEKELIS: Could we ask M. Johnson to r
back the | ast question and answer.
(The previous question and answer
was read back.)
MR PEKELIS: M. Mell, how nuch | onger wou

you say you have?

MS. MELL: | don't know. | just want to ke
going. | think that we have a hard stop at one because we
have anot her dep -- or noon.

MR, PEKELIS: W have a hard stop at noon?

M5. MELL: | believe we have a hard stop at
noon because | believe Ms. O Neil is on then.

MR PEKELIS: M. ONeil?

Can we just take a 5-mnute break off the

record, and then we can di scuss what's next.

to take a break for very long because we're runni ng out of
time.

PEKELI S: Just five mnutes then.

MELL: Are you | eaving the neeting?

2 5 D

PEKELI'S: | do plan to | eave, yes.

MS. MELL: Ckay. Wit a mnute. It |ooks
like it said one your tine. Yeah, one.

MR, PEKELIS: M. Johnson, are we off the

record?

MS. MELL: What is the question? | don't want

ead

| d

ep
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THE REPORTER  You guys have to tell me that.
MS. MELL: | just want to keep novi ng because
| think we have the next dep, but it now looks to ne like it
starts at one, your tine. |s that your understandi ng?
MR PEKELIS: It is.
MS. MELL: Ckay. Al right. So | guess we
can go off the record for five m nutes.
MR. PEKELIS: Thanks, so much.
(A brief recess was taken.)
Q (By Ms. Mell) Ms. Augustine, when did you al
convene in the neeting roomat the hotel on the 16th?
A So I'mnot sure | know what you nmean by convene.
Q Wien were you all sitting together on the 16th?
A It was after the conclusion of the neeting, and |

want to say it was maybe begi nning around 12:30, is what |

recal | .
Q Were you staying at the hotel ?
A No.
Q Were any of the conm ssioners staying at the hotel ?
A Not that | know. Not to ny know edge.

Q So how | ong did you stay wth the other
conmm ssi oners?

A | stayed in that ballroomuntil approxi mtely
4:00 a. m

Q So how many hours?
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A Three and a half hours.

Q In that 3 1/2 hours, is it your testinony that you
di scussed fam |y and social circunstances and you didn't
di scuss any busi ness?

A That's right.

Q Wiy did you stay with the conm ssioners for 3 1/2
hours just to discuss famly and social matters?

A | believed at that tinme that the mappi ng was
nmonents away, and so | was waiting for the transmttal of
t hose maps to i ndependent staff.

Q So is it correct that you were waiting for business
to be conducted?

A | was just -- | was waiting there to ensure that
those maps were transmitted in accordance with our plan,
whi ch had been planned and di scussed heavily over the prior
meeti ngs.

Q Ckay. So what did you do to ensure that the nmaps
were transmtted in accordance with the plans during that --

A Not hing. Nothing. Honestly, | was waiting for
caucus staff to say, "Ckay, we hit send, that was it," so |
coul d comuni cate to the i ndependent staff, they should be
t here.

Q They shoul d be where?

A W' re tal king about through virtual space, so. |If

the caucus staff hit send, | assuned it would show up in the
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Q
A.
Q

A.
staff,

Q

A

computers of the independent staff who were waiting. They
were in the Aynpia office waiting for the maps to be

transmtted.

Wiy were they waiting for the maps to be

transmtted to thenf

Because we believed that they were nonents away.
What needed to be done with thenf

Once they were transmtted to the independent

that would be transmtted with the transmttal letter

and the resolution to the legislature.

Were there any transmttals to the |egislature or

t he Suprenme Court w thout maps?

Yes, there were. The transmttal letter and the

resolution were submtted to the legislature at the

concl usi on of the neeting.

Q Wt hout maps?

A Yes.

Q Wio nade the decision to do that?

A It was an admnistrative task, and we had practiced
doing that for weeks. | think -- yeah. | don't know that

was a decision nade. That decision had already been nmade in

the prior neeting.

Q What deci si on?
A To the process for transmttal.
Q And who made that decision?
253.627.6401 BALITIGATION  VICES schedule @balitigation.com



© 00 N oo o B~ O wWw NP

N N N N NN P B P PR PR PR
O N W N P O © 0 N O O M W N B O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022

t here?

A

Q
A

O > O

A The Comm ssion nade that decision.

Q Prior to the 16th?

A The transmttal process was nuch discussed in the
previous regular neeting, | think in the two prior previous
meetings. That woul d have been the Septenber neeting, the

Oct ober neeting, and, perhaps, even in special neetings that
were called. | don't recall, but it was discussed, that
transmttal process. So, when the neeting concluded, those
docunents that were in hand were transmtted.
Q
A
Q

no maps when a vote was taken prior to the neeting, was

But there were no maps at that tine, correct?
That's right.

So it hadn't been anticipated that there would be

That's right.
When was that deci ded?

| don't think it was decided. | don't recal

havi ng a di scussion about it.

Q

have a map to know what the |egislative or congressional

Was there ever a conversation about the need to

district would be?
A

Do you nean during the neeting on the 15th.
Anyti ne.
| don't recall

WAs there any docunment transmtted to the
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| egislature or to the Suprene Court that identified district
boundaries for the legislative district or the congressional
district, on the 15th?

A You' re asking many questions in one question.
Coul d you nmaybe one at a tinme. |'mnot sure.

Q WAs there any docunent transmtted to the Suprene
Court or to the legislature on the 15th that identified
| egislative districts or congressional districts?

A No.

Q What docunents exist to identify |legislative
districts?

A What docunents exi st now?

Q Right. Well, at any tine. Wat docunents are
necessary to identify a legislative district?

A A legislative district?

Q Correct.

A There's a |l egal description and al so a map.

Q So was a | egal description conveyed to the
| egi slature or to the Suprene Court on the 15th?

A No.

Q There was no | egal description conmunicated to the
| egislature or to the Suprene Court for either district,
congressional or legislative, correct, on the 15th?

A There are nore than two districts. So | don't

under stand your questi on.
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Q Was there any docunent identifying district
boundaries for either the legislative districts or the
congressional districts on the 15th?

A No.

Q What portion of the plan existed on the 15th at the
tine of the vote?

MR, PEKELIS: Foundati on.

A | don't know. | believed, at the tine of the vote,
that it all existed.

Q ALl right. So you were under the m staken belief
t hat maps existed at the tinme of the vote?

A | believed that the mapping staff were nonents away
fromsubmtting those maps at the tine of the vote, yes.

Q So you knew the maps were not conpleted at the tine
of the vote?

A | didn't know, honestly.

Q Wth regard to your notes in Exhibit 1, you have a
nunber of pages that have nunmeric designations, for instance,
2969, the Bates nunber on the bottom right-hand corner.

A | wonder if you would be willing to project that
because | don't have that document in front of ne here.

Q Can you open it fromthe chat roonf?

A Ch, it'sinthe chat. I'min the chat. 1Is there a
docunent in the chat?

Q Correct.
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A |"'msorry, | don't see anything in the chat.
MR, PEKELIS: | don't see it either. It may

have di sappeared because we went into a breakout room and
t hen came back.

MS. MELL: Okay. Let nme put it back in there.
Just a second.

Q Tell me about the dyads. What did that nean?

A What | recall is the Conm ssion strategy was to --
was for bipartisan dyads to work together to devel op and
negotiate proposals to bring to the Commssion. So the
senate dyad would work on a proposal on the congressional
district plan, and the house dyad would work to develop a
proposal, negotiate a proposal, to bring for the |legislative
district plan.

Q What's the difference between the dyads and
caucusi ng or the caucus?

A So the dyads, fromny point of view, were devel oped
as a designation for how the work woul d be broken up, who
woul d do what, how the work woul d be assigned. The caucus,
that was a newtermto ne when | heard it on the evening of
the 15t h.

Q What does it nean?

A That there was a request that the partisan
comm ssioners would be able to confer with each other.

Q Ckay. So who nade that request?
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A | don't remenber, but | believe it was Joe Fain.

Q And what did it nean?

A From ny point of view, it neant that these dyads
had been working on proposals, and they wanted to confer
together with their -- wth the other nenber of their party.

Q Ckay. So the caucus was partisan?

That's what | understood.
But dyads were nonpartisan?
Ri ght .

Al right. So --

Nonpartisan. Sorry, bipartisan,

o >» O » O >

Bi parti san.
Ckay. So the first caucus neeting was on the 15th?
A The first caucus neeting | ever heard of occurred
on the 15th.
Q After the neeting started?
A Yes.
Q Do you understand then that the two Denocrat
conmm ssioners were speaking and then the two Republican
conmm ssi oners were speaking?
A That's what | understood, yes.
Q And where were they doing their conversations?
A | don't know.
Q And do you know if the Rs and the Ds were

conmuni cating with one anot her?
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A |'msorry, you nean -- | understood that the
Denocrats were neeting together and the Republicans were
meeti ng together.

Q And they were communi cating anong each other to try
to reach consensus?

A Not to nmy knowl edge. M understandi ng was the
Denocrats were neeting together and the Republicans were
meeti ng together.

Q WAs there an express conmuni cation anong the
comm ssioners when neeting in dyads to only neet in groups of
two and not have three conm ssioners comuni cating?

MR, PEKELIS: oject to form Foundati on.

A What | understand was that, in order to acconplish

a very conplex and technically difficult task --
MS. MELL: Move to strike.

Q That's not my question. Let ne strike that
questi on.

Is it your understanding -- well, strike that.

Was it ever conmuni cated that, when the dyads
convened, that there should be no nore than two conm ssioners
comuni cating in dyads?

MR PEKELIS: Object to formand foundati on.

A You're asking ne if --

Q What was comuni cated? Wat was communi cat ed?

MR PEKELIS: Sane objections.
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A What was conmuni cated was that there was a really
big job to do and not very nuch tinme to do it in, and, if we
were going to get it done, we would need to, for efficiency's
sake, assign work. And that work --

MR, PEKELIS: M. Mell, please |let the wtness
conpl ete her answer.

MS. MELL: That's okay. She's not answering
t he question. Myve to strike the answer. And nove to strike
t he question.

Q Ms. Augustine, was it ever communi cated that the
dyads should be restricted to two people, two conmm ssioners,
two voting conm ssioners, at any given tinme?

MR PEKELIS: (Object to formand foundati on.

A | don't recall. Wat | recall is --

Q If you don't recall, that's a conplete answer.
A Ckay.

Q |s there anything that woul d refresh your

recol |l ection?

A | don't know.

Q Is it your understanding that the dyad was a
concept created on the public record?

A Yes.

Q And with regard to the caucuses, the first time the
caucus was brought up was before the neeting on the 15th?

A The first tine | heard of it was at the neeting on
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t he 15t h.

Q Was it in the public portion of the meeting or
prior to the nmeeting started?

A | believe it was in the public portion. That was
the first | had heard of it.

Q Al right. So, if none of them communicated to you
about caucusing in the public forum how did you learn to
caucus and break for caucus?

A | heard about the request fromlLisa MlLean. That's
what | recall.

Q And did you break the public neeting for caucus at
Li sa McLean's direction?

A What | renenber is having a conversation wth Lisa,
where she said, "There's a request to caucus." And so we
conferred. And so we allowed that tinme -- | allowed that
time for caucus.

Q And was, every tine that the Comm ssion off screen,
were they in caucus?

A As far as | knew. That was ny understandi ng and, |
bel i eved, our agreenent.

Q And di d anyone nonitor comuni cations anong the
comm ssioners while in caucus?

A No.

Q Did you have any communi cations with them about

deci si ons nmade i n caucus?
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A Not that | recall.

Q Can you see your notes now in the chat roon?

A Yes.

Q Can you tell ne what the nuneric designations are,
for instance, on the fifth page. It's Bates nunber 2969.

A So this is tal king about party performance and the

various districts.

Q Is that what all these nuneric designations are,
| i ke on 2970, 2971, 29727?
A Yeah.

Q So are these your notes deliberating over where the
caucus boundary should be -- where the district boundary
shoul d be?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | never participated in any deliberation.

Q What were you witing these nunbers down for?

A As a trained nediator, | take extensive notes when
people are talking so that | can nmake sure | understand what
t hey' re saying.

Q So you were present when they were deliberating the
districts because that's what these nunmbers reflect, right?

A | was certainly present when they were -- when they
wer e engagi ng i n comuni cati on about on the 14th about the

| oss of faith, yeah.

Q Well, you are specifically taking
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Vell, strike that.
Exhibit 1 are notes from when?

A These notes -- | nean, they're not dated, but
they're throughout this time period, the 13th, the 14th, and
t he 15t h.

Q So, throughout this tinefrane, you were in a room
or a location with the conm ssioners, real tinme or digital
tine, jotting down their conmmunications about districts,
correct?

A Yeah, Graves and Sins.

Q Ckay. And so there's no information about what any
of the other comm ssioners thought about these?

A | was not in communication with the others. They
had their own negotiation, | was not privy to.

Q Were these nunbers reflecting partisan politics?

MR. PEKELIS: nject to form

A Can you rephrase the question. | don't understand
what you nean by that.

Q Do these nunbers reflect partisan statistics from
various districts?

A These nunbers reflect party performance.

Q And when you say party performance, what do you
mean?

A | mean, based on el ection data, how the parties had

performed in prior elections.
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Q In specific districts?
A Yes.

Q Where were these statistics comng fronf
MR, PEKELIS: (njection. Foundation.
A To ny know edge, the Sins and G aves dyad was

using, | think it was the treasurer race, the nost recent
treasurer race. | think it says in the notes here -- let ne
|l ook -- | think they were using the treasurer race. n,
yeah, "Treasurer data," it says on 2965.

Q Al right. And so your notes reflect that Pau
Graves and April Sins reached agreenment on the 44th?

A No.

Q Does that nean they didn't reach agreenent on the
44t h?

A Graves and Sins did not reach agreenent on the 44th
at any tinme, that | was aware of. | assune that, ultinmately,
they -- | nean, not at any tine | was involved in their
conversation

Q Are these nunbers netrics?

A Can you give ne a page nunber.

Q 2969 or 2970. Are these nunbers at any tine
referred to as netrics?

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

A | don't know.

Q WAs there ever a tinme where you heard di scussion
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about netrics?

A The word "netric" used?

Q Yes.

A | don't remenber. | don't remenber that being a
substantive part of the conversation, but | don't know.

Q What did you say during the course of this
conversation to facilitate sone sort of conmmunication between
Sinms and G aves?

A | was asking questions to nmake sure | understood
what their shared proposal was, prior to their agreenent
bei ng conprom sed as a result of this appointnent to the
Secretary of State's office.

Q What was their shared agreenent?

A | don't know. These notes reflect what |
under stood that to be.

Q Are all of these notes nuneric designations of
parti san performance?

A Well, no. For exanple, it says, "Tulalip. Current
Marysville to stay in the 38th." So that's not about
parti san performance. There's also a |lunch nenu on here.

Q But the nuneric designations, those are partisan
per f or mance?

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form

Q | s that correct?

A. | believe so.
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Q And on the page 2969, where it references, "Current
Marysville to stay in the 38th," the nunbers on the right
reflect the partisan performance of that 38th District,
correct?

A | don't think so. | think these are nunbers of
districts.

Q And what is it the D, LD, S, LR SR nean?

A | think LD is |ean denocratic, LR is |ean
Republican, SR is safe Republican. | don't renenber what D
stands for. It has something to do with denocratic. So what

t hese are tal king about is how many districts of each one or
the districts.

Q Wat does safe nmean?

MR, PEKELIS: (nbjection. Foundation.

A | really think these questions are really nore
appropriate for the voting conm ssioners. As you can tell,
this is not nmy purview

Q Well, they're your notes. | amjust wanting to

know what you thought you were writing down.

A So, fromny point of view-- forgive ne -- they
know what they nean by saying safe. [It's not inportant that
| understand what they nean by safe. |['mwiting down, hey,

this is what their interests are, and | amtrying to help
t hem nove through the gridlock that they're in so that they

can get their interests net.
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So | don't know what safe neans, honestly. et her
it's |l ean denocratic or |ean Republican, these are the kinds
of things that the voting conmm ssioners could tell you. |
don't know how those are defi ned.

Q Did you wite your declaration to the Suprene
Court?

A | did.

Q How di d you decide what tinmes to put on the
chronol ogy?

A | wote ny declaration to be in conpliance with the
request of the Supreme Court order.

Q That's not what | asked.

| asked how you figured out what tines you put on

A | put the tines that | believe the Supreme Court
request ed.

Q And how did you identify those tinmes?

A The Suprenme Court -- | don't have their declaration
in front of me -- or their order in front of ne -- but what |
remenber is that they asked for the tines of the votes. They
asked for -- | don't remenber.

Q | ' m aski ng how you knew what tines to put. \Were
did you cone up with the times?

A Yeah. We have an official record that's kept by a

court recorder that's tinestanped.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 92

Q Do you know how it was tinestanped?

A | don"t. | know that there were also -- it could
be that -- | honestly take that back and say I'm not exactly
sure. But it could also be when the emails were submtted to
Lisa. So the electronic tool that was used for signature has
a timestanp on it, too.

Q Do you know whet her or not the -- strike that.

Did you rely on TVWto televise your neetings or
publicize your meetings?

A TVW br oadcast our neetings. W advertise our
meetings in a variety of ways.

Q Did you rely on TVWto broadcast your neetings to
the public, or did you allow the public to attend in Zoonf®?

A The public was encouraged to sign up for coment
and attend via Zoom

Q On the 15th, did you invite the public to nmake
commrents and attend via Zoonf

A | don't remenber.

Q Do you renmenber allow ng the public to be present
I n Zoomon the 15th or 16th?

A | don't remenber.

Q Do you renmenber review ng TVWfootage to verify
whet her or not the tinme stanps you conveyed to the Suprene
Court were accurate?

A No. And | don't -- yeah, | believe -- | don't --
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don't remenber. | would have to reflect on where those tine
stanps cane from but | believe they cane fromthe record and
probably from signature.

Q Was anybody actually timng the neeting?

A From ny point of view, the independent staff were
doing that, and, by that, | nmean our tech support.

Q Do you know that the notion on the |legislative
districts came on the 15th and the affirmative votes were
reflected on the 16th on the TVW footage?

A No.

Q Do you know whet her or not there was any
alternative to viewing the nmeeting on the 15th and the 16t h,
ot her than through TV

A | assunme it was also streaned on YouTube because,
typically, our neetings are streaned on YouTube. | am not
sure.

Q Are neetings streanmed |live on YouTube?

A ' m not sure.

Q So do you know if the public had access to the
meeting on the 15th and the 16th?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form

A | assune our neeting on the 15th was conducted in
the way that all of our neetings were conducted, but | did
not verify that, so | couldn't speak to it directly.

Q Ckay. Do you have any personal know edge as to
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whet her or not the public could participate in the neeting on
the 15th or the 16th?

A Yes.

Q And what's your personal know edge?

A Readi ng about it in the press on Tuesday norning.

Q Do you have any personal know edge that relates to
deci si ons you nade?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A |'"'msorry, | don't understand the question.

Q Do you have any personal know edge about whether or
not the public was able to access the neeting on the 15th and
the 16th, other than what you read in the nedia?

A | assumed, based on the detailed nature of what |
read in the nmedia, that | assuned that those neetings were
broadcast in the way that they had been historically.

Q Prior to submtting a declaration to the Suprene
Court, did you identify whether or not the Conm ssion had
reached an agreenent prior to finalizing the boundaries of
the three districts referenced?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form

A |'msorry, | don't understand the question.

Q Prior to submtting, under oath, the declaration to
the Suprene Court, did you speak to anyone about whether or
not the Conmm ssion had actually reached an agreenent and on

what at the tinme they voted?
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A The conm ssioners, including nyself, participated
in a press avail on, | believe it was Thursday. And in that
press conference, | heard all of the comm ssioners describe
what they had voted on.

Q What did you hear that they had voted on?

A | heard in that press conference that they had
voted on a framework and that the technical aspect of
conpleting the maps did not occur by the statutory deadline
and that is why they were noving on -- the jurisdiction wuld
nmove on to the Suprenme Court.

Q So was it your understanding, at that press
conference, that the comm ssioners agreed that they did not
conplete their work by m dni ght?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A. Yes.

Q Was it your understanding that the comm ssioners
agreed, at the time of the press conference, that they had
not reached a final agreenment on congressional or district
maps at the tinme of the vote?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form

A What | understood at the press conference is that
they agreed that we had -- that the Conm ssion had lost its
statutory authority.

Q And were the conm ssioners collectively together at

the time of the press conference?
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A Yes. Collectively, via Zoom though in the virtual
space.

Q Was that press conference tel evised or nade
publicly avail abl e?

A | don't know.

Q Who decided to hold a press conference?

A The press conference had been schedul ed before our
regul ar neeting, and it was schedul ed for Tuesday. And as a
result of the |ate night Mnday, it was rescheduled to
Thursday. So it was schedul ed by our conmmunications
director, Jam e N xon

Q Did the conm ssioners agree to that schedul e?

A. Yes.

Q Did they agree to that schedule in a public
meeti ng?

A | don't know.

Q Wio made the final decision that the maps were
conpleted for transmttal ?

A My understanding is that the conm ssioners assigned
caucus staff to conplete mapping, to conplete the mapping.

Q Did the conm ssioners all approve --

A |'msorry, what? Do you want nme to finish
answering?

Q If you're still going, yeah.

A Yeah, I'mstill going.
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Q Ckay.

A The comm ssioners instructed the caucus staff to
then submt the maps to the independent staff so that they
could be posted. So, once the caucus staff -- fromny point
of view, the caucus staff were enpowered to submt those
maps. Once the maps were submtted, they were upl oaded by
t he i ndependent staff, and the independent staff posted them
on the website. That was the process.

Q Ckay. And was that process decided on the 16th?

A That process was decided in the Septenber and
Oct ober neeting, either the regular or the special neetings
of the Conm ssion.

Q In the Septenber and October neetings, there was a
decision to transmt the nmaps after the vote?

A There was a deci sion nade for the process for
transmttal. And so we carried out that process even though
we mssed the vote. W just followed the same process.

Q So was there a decision made to follow that process
on the 16th, even though you had m ssed the deadline?

A There was no discussion of it. | assuned that's
what we woul d do, and so that's what we did.

Q So did the caucus deci de when the maps were
finalized?

A What do you nean by the caucus?

Q Vel |, whoever you're tal ki ng about, the caucus
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staff.

A The caucus staff, yes. Keep in mnd, please, that
there are four caucuses. So there were two caucus staff
assigned to each map. There was a Republican caucus staff
and a Denocrat caucus staff, and together they conpleted the
maps.

Q You nean there was two house caucus, two senate
caucus, Rs and Ds?

A There are four caucuses. There was one staff
assigned by each of the four caucuses.

Q So did the conm ssioners approve the final nmaps?

A | assume --

MR PEKELIS: nject to form

A | assunme that the maps that the caucus staff
submtted were with the authority of the conm ssioners that
t hey work for

Q Ckay. So did you assume that based on your
observation of how the work was perforned?

A | assunmed it based on how the work had been going
along for --

THE REPORTER:.  You're kind of breaking up
t here,

A | assunmed that the caucus staff were there mapping

for the conm ssioner they support ed.

Q Conm ssi oner WAl ki nshaw comuni cated to you that

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON

Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 99

t he Supreme Court received nmaps that he didn't approve.
Do you recall that communication?

A | recall getting a text fromhimsaying -- no, |
don't. | don't recall what you're saying, no.

Q What do you recall about \Wal ki nshaw s
conmuni cations with you about those naps?

A | recall himsaying that he had not seen the final
| egi slative district map and he was concer ned.

Q What did you do about that?

A There was nothing | could do about it, nothing.

Q Did you know that prior to comunicating to the
Suprene Court?

A. No.

Q So you had al ready comuni cated your declaration to
t he Suprenme Court when you heard from Wl ki nshaw t hat he had
not seen the map?

A Yes.

Q And you had prepared your declaration to that
effect?

A | don't understand.

Q Didn't you draft your declaration after \Wal ki nshaw
told you he had never seen the final map?

A He said that. And then at the press avail, he said
that he had -- in fact, | had a conversation with him

Thursday norning, and he said, "The maps reflect what we
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agreed upon.”

Q Was there any di scussion about whether or not the
maps didn't reflect what he had agreed upon?

A No.

Q Was there a period of tine where Wal ki nshaw and
Fain were in disagreenent over the boundaries?

MR. PEKELIS: (nbjection. Foundation.

A | have no idea.

Q You said that you had a conversation with
Wl ki nshaw about not seeing the maps, and he told you that
the maps refl ected what they agreed upon.

What did you think that he was referring to?

A | did not have a conversation with him | received
a text nessage from him

Q | thought you said you had a conversation with him
on a Thur sday.

A Ch, on Thursday. What he said on Thursday was, "I
bel i eve that the maps support what we voted on." Basically,
what | received was, disregard the previous text.

Q So are you of the inpression that Wl ki nshaw at one
poi nt was concerned about whether the maps confornmed with
what he wanted and then ultimtely decided that they did?

MR. PEKELIS: bject to form
A | couldn't say. | think that's a question for

Comm ssi oner \Wal ki nshaw.
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Q How did you take his conmunication to you?

A It sounded |ike he was concerned, and then he was
no | onger concer ned.

Q Have you reviewed all the conmunications anong to
conmm ssioners fromthe 15th and 16t h?

A No.

Q Have you conducted any kind of audit of the
conmuni cations to apply open governnent principles to those
comuni cati ons?

A ' msorry?

MR, PEKELIS: oject to form

Q Have you conducted any kind of audit of the
comuni cations of the conm ssioners to ascertain whether or
not they were in conformance with open governnent standards?

A. No.

Q What ki nd of open governnent training have you had?

A | followed the AGO website, self-guided training.

Q What do you nean, you followed the AGD website?

A | was instructed that there was a training
avail able on the Attorney General's Ofice website. | was
given a link to that site. | went to that site and foll owed

t he sel f-guided training.
Q What day did you do that?
A | didit over a series of weeks in February and

Mar ch.
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Q From what conputer?

Fromny redistricting conputer, | suppose.
And how nmuch tinme did you spend?

Probably [ ess than 10 hours.

What do you recall about the training?

> O >» O »F

It's a very extensive training, so | could use help
W th some nore specific questions.

Q Vel |, do you renenber |earning anything?

A Yes.

Q What do you remenber | earning fromthe training?

A | remenber |earning that all decisions needed to be
made at an open, public neeting.

Q Anyt hi ng el se?

A That the public had the right to attend neetings.
And there was discussion ensuring that we could do that,
given a COVI D environnent.

Q Do you renenber |earning anything about serial
meeti ngs?

A Yes.

Q What do you renenber?

A | remenber that comm ssioners could not agree about
sonething in a serial fashion, either by email or by phone
call or whatever, where they were formng an agreenment in a
series w thout being in an open, public neeting.

Q WAs it your understanding that an agreenent was the
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only course of conduct, subject to open governnent
principl es?

A No. Sone conm ssi on busi ness.

Q So any conm ssi on busi ness?

A " mnot going to designate nmy answer to any
conmi ssi on busi ness because, clearly, that would not be the
case, but certainly actions.

Q How about del i berations?

A How do you want ne to answer that? | am not sure
under st and what your question is.

Q Did you understand that the comm ssioners had to
del i berate publicly?

A. Yes.

Q Did you understand that the comm ssioners had to
negotiate publicly?

A Yes.

Q Did the comm ssioners negotiate publicly on
Novenber 15t h?

A From ny point of view, on Novenber 15, there was a
very chaotic neeting, and it's not clear to nme that they
presented their ideas clearly.

Q I n public?

A Ri ght.

Q So is there a question in your mnd whether or not

t he comm ssioners conplied with the Open Public Meeting Act
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based on their conduct on the 15th?
MR. PEKELIS: bjection. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

A | don't know.

Q Are you concerned about their conduct on the 15th
relative to the Qpen Public Meeting Act?

MR. PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A | don't know.

Q Did you at any point in tinme comunicate with the
commi ssioners on the 15th the need to cone into the public
meeting and di scl ose what they had been negotiating?

A Yes.

Q When did you do that?

A Thr oughout the neeting, |I was calling them and
asking themto get on canera.

Q And what do you recall about any of those
conversations?

A | renmenber calling themand asking themto get on
caner a.

Q Wio do you renenber talking to?

A | remenber talking to Conm ssioner Sins. |
remenber tal king to Conm ssioner Fain. And | assuned that
they were in their caucus, their caucuses, so | was calling
the two of themto say, please get on canera and tal k about

what you' re doi ng.
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Q Wiy were you doing that?

A To ensure the public had an opportunity to hear
about their proposals.

Q Did they get on canera and tal k about what they
wer e doi ng?

A They did, intermttently.

Q Did they do it less than what you required of them
or asked of thenf | guess | should say, did they conme out
and speak | ess than what you had asked themto do?

A | don't recall giving themspecific parameters with
timelines.

Q Was it your inpression that they were telling the
public | ess than what they were doing?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form Foundati on.

A It was ny inpression that there was -- that there
was a chaotic -- that there was chaos anong tired people.
That was my i npression.

Q Ckay. In addition to the chaos, did they say |ess
i n public than what you understood they were doing?

A | don't know.

MR, PEKELIS: nject to formand foundation.

Q Did you say --

A | don't know what they were doing.

Q Wiy did you not nmake it your job to know what they

wer e doi ng?
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MR. PEKELIS: nbjection. Argunentative.

A | was facilitating a neeting and trying to check in
wth the public every 30 mnutes. | did not know where
people were neeting. | was not privileged to what was going

on, and | did not tear around the hotel trying to find out.
So | don't know, | guess is the best way | can answer that.

Q My question is: D dyou feel like it was your duty
and responsibility to ensure the Conm ssion conplied with
OPMA?

A Yes.

Q Did you feel it was your duty and responsibility to
ensure the Commi ssion conplied with conm ssion regul ati ons?

A. Yes.

Q Did you understand that the comm ssion regul ations
or rules, the Washington Adm nistrative Code adopted by the
Conmi ssion, required themto act publicly?

MR, PEKELIS: bjection. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

A | understood that we were to conply with OPMA, yes.

Q Open what ?

A The Open Public Meeting Act.

Q Did you understand that the regulations required
nmore openness than the Open Public Meeting Act?

MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A. | don't know.
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Q Had you read the rules prior to becomng a
conmm ssi oner ?

A Prior to becom ng a conm ssioner? No.

Q Did you read the Washi ngton Adm ni strative Code
provi sions specific to the Comm ssion while acting as chair
or at any tinme as chair?

A | don't renenber.

Q Do you know whether or not the -- well, strike
that. Wen's the last tinme you read the rul es?

A | don't know.

Q Do you recall any of the provisions fromthe rules
wWth regard to transparency?

A | don't.

Q Do you believe the Comm ssion was transparent?

MR PEKELIS: njection, to the extent it
calls for a | egal conclusion.

A | don't know.

Q Do you believe there's anything that you shoul d
have done as the chair to ensure better transparency?

A G ven the context, no.

Q Wien you say given the context, what are you
sayi ng?

A |''msaying there was a very chaotic neeting anong
very tired people, and | believe | did ny job to the best of

ny ability, given the conditions.
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Q Wiy was it chaotic?

A The fact that there were conversations happening in
that location in Federal Way was inpronptu, it was not
schedul ed or planned. The Conm ssion had spent nearly a year
wor ki ng very hard on behal f of the people of Washi ngton, and
they were running out of their statutory authority. And
there were technical issues that we faced that we did not
anticipate, not the least of which is trying to nmaneuver very
conplex, difficult mapping software. And all of those things
together, with Internet outage, led to a chaotic environnent.

Q Who was responsible for controlling the chaos?

A "' mnot sure | know.

Q What kind of Internet outage did you have?

A My Internet was being run specifically through ny

hotspot. |'mnot sure how the other conm ssioners were
getting access to Internet. | heard, at |east fromJoe Fain
and | think -- I"lIl just speak for Jo Fain because | know

fromthe record of the neeting he lost Internet nultiple
tines throughout the course of that neeting.

Q Wiy didn't you guys just go into one room and
tel evise fromthere?

A Great question. | don't know.

Q Wio was in control of how you were neeting?

A From ny point of view, each adult has the ability

to control their own behavior, and so it's very difficult for

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 109

© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

one human being to control another. Each conm ssioner was in
control of thenselves and their conduct. It's a conm ssion
of five. Each person was determ ning how they were going to
conduct thensel ves.

Q Well, who made the plans to hold the neeting via
Zoom at the hotel ?

A The nmeeting via Zoom was pl anned weeks in advance
by the independent staff, just like all of our neetings were
hel d by Zoom as a result of the COVID environnent. | do not
bel i eve the conm ssioners called into zoom neetings fromthe
sanme | ocation at every single neeting.

There was never a plan that -- of where
comm ssioners woul d be physically when they called into the
meeting. Al of our neetings were via Zoom So there wasn't
a plan to do it that way. It happened that way because of
the | ateness of the hour.

Q You mean it happened at the hotel because of the
| at eness of the hour?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So there was not an advanced plan to have
the ot available for the conmm ssioners?

A No.

Q Did you at any time suggest everyone convene in one
roon?

A Yes.
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Q When?

A Miul tiple times over nonths of tine.

Q And how was the decision nmade not to convene in one
roon?

A Various comm ssioners had reasons why they didn't
want to. Paul Gaves -- | think his third child was born two
weeks before this nmeeting. He did not want to have to
travel .

Mostly, people didn't want to have to travel to
Aynpia to do the neetings. | asked that this final neeting
be held in Aynpia because it was convenient. And nost of
t he scheduling was done by independent staff over weeks of
tine. There was never a place agreed upon that everyone
woul d neet together face-to-face, although that was
request ed.

Q Do you know that the rules require to neet in
d ynpi a?

MR. PEKELIS: nojection, to the extent it
calls for a | egal conclusion.

A No.

Q WAs there ever a notion to neet other than in
A ynpi a?

A | don't understand.

Q WAs there ever a notion by the Conm ssion to

convene their neetings outside A ynpia?
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A Not that |I'm aware of, because we have been |iving
in a COvVID environment where virtually all meetings have been
t hrough Zoom for two years.

Q Did you print out training materials?

A No.

Q Do you have any docunentation that woul d establish
when you perfornmed any training work and what training work
you perforned?

A No.

Q Woul d your conputer's netadata docunent when you
went to the attorney general's website?

MR, PEKELIS: (nbjection. Foundation.

A | have no idea.

Q | didn't hear you, M. Augustine.

A | have no way of know ng that.

Q Have you searched for any netadata that woul d
docunment your participation in training?

A Wth respect, | don't know what netadata is.

Q Have you searched or had anyone exam ne your
conputer to ascertain whether or not they could |ocate
confirmation that you attended training?

A No.

Q Did anybody tell you that you compl eted sufficient
training to conply with OPMA?

A No.
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Q Do you believe that you trained sufficiently
OPMVA?

concl usi on.
You can answer.

A | don't know.

Q Did you, as a conm ssioner, try to schedule
training that would conmply wth OPMA?

A No.

Q D d anyone at the Comm ssion verify that you
conpl eted training?

A No. A question | have though is: Wo would

Ms. McLean? Did you do that on your own?

in

t hat

t he

be?

Q | don't know. The director?

A The director was hired by ne. So, when | did the
training, she was not even a director yet. | hired al
staff.

MR. PEKELIS: ojection. It calls for a |egal

Q Ckay. And so how did you nake the decision to hire

A | worked with the HR office of the legislature. W
put together a screening conmttee criteria. W posted a
recruitnment -- | guess it would be like a job description.
W conducted interviews. W conducted three |ayers of
interviews. | think nyself and HR did the first. The second
was conducted by nyself and the staff fromthe senate, the
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head staff fromthe senate and the house. And the third
interview was with all conmm ssioners.

Q Ckay. Did you nake a deci sion on executive
director in any follow up neeting?

A W did.

Q And how about the staff?

A The staff were directly hired by Lisa MlLean, in
conpliance with our WAGs.

Q So did you hire Lisa MLean prior to the other
conmmi ssi oners approving her publicly?

A | just explained to you the process by which we
hired Ms. McLean. They voted. | wasn't even in her final
interview The final interview was with the voting
conmi ssi oners.

Q At a public neeting?

A Yes.

Q Did they take a vote on hiring her?

A They di d.

Q Can you think of any decision that was nade on the
16th by the conm ssioners, the voting conm ssioners?

MR PEKELIS: nject to form

A Not in ny presence or to ny know edge.

Q Can you think of any deliberations that occurred
anmong the voting conm ssioners on the 16th?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form
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A Not in ny presence.
Q Were they ever outside of your presence on the

16t h?

A Certainly.

Q Par don?

A Certainly.

Q So when were they outside of your presence on the
16t h?

A | know various ones of themhad to go to the
bat hroom or call their spouses. | never --

Q Wre you done?
A Yes.
| didn't enforce any kind of nmandate that they had
to stay in that room
Q Did any of them share conmmunications that they had
wi th other voting comm ssioners?
A No.
MR PEKELIS: nject to form Foundation.
Q Did any of them share any conmuni cations that they
had from outsi de sources?
MR PEKELIS: Can you read back the question
for me, M. Johnson.
Q (By Ms. Mell) Did any of them share any
conmuni cations they had with outside sources?

A No.
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Q Did you do anything to ensure that third-party
input to the redistricting process was recorded and
publ i ci zed?

A W had held, | believe, 17 public input neetings,
and all of those neetings were public. And at every public
meeting prior to the 15th, there was an opportunity for
public coment. And so | think we worked really hard to
ensure that the public was engaged. W had an outreach pl an
and staff commtted to doing outreach to the public in terns
of input.

Q Did you make sure that conmunications to the
conmi ssi oners were publicized?

A No.

Q Did you understand that the redistricting process
Is not to be politicized?

MR PEKELIS: nject to form

A | don't understand the question.

Q Do you know that there's a limtation on how
political redistricting should be, in statute?

MR PEKELIS: nject to form
A | don't know what you nean by political.
Q Al ong partisan |ines.
MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.
A So |'d just appreciate a nore specific question.

Q Do you understand that there's a statutory and
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constitutional reference to how partisan redistricting should
be?

MR, PEKELIS: njection. Calls for a |egal
concl usi on.

A |"'msorry, | just don't understand the question.

| have read the statute, | understand what the
provi sions of the statute are, and I'mnot sure what you're
aski ng of ne.

Q Do you renenber any of the provisions of the
statute pertaining to partisan politics in redistricting?

MR PEKELIS: Sane objection.

A | don't understand. | nean, | guess | don't
under stand what you're asking. Yes, | recognize that it's a
bi parti san process and that there are features of the statute
that explain the priorities of the Conm ssion, yes.

Q Do you understand that the Conm ssion's plan should
not be drawn purposely to favor or discrimnate agai nst any
political party or group?

A Yes.

Q What did you do to ensure that?

A | held a nonpartisan staff to have a high standard
of nonpartisanship. | held the [ argest outreach public
outreach effort for any conm ssion, ever. And included a
tribal consultation policy and engaged in tribal consultation

for the first time any commttee had ever done that, to
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I ncl ude the | argest nunmber of people, including the nost
mar gi nal i zed, in the process.

Q Is it correct that the negotiations you directly
observed on the 15th were all about partisan priorities?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form

A | understand that the notes that | took at that
time reflect a discussion between two conm ssioners about
their interests regarding party performance.

Q Did you ever observe any negotiations where the
subject matter of the district maps was sonet hing ot her than
party performance?

A Yes.

Q When?

A Throughout these -- the 13th, 14th, and 15th, which
is the only negotiation | was directly a part of.

Q VWell, what did you observe with regard to
negotiations over districts that weren't based on party
performance?

A The nunber of majority-mnority districts and where
those districts would be; where to cross the Cascades in
terns of drawi ng boundaries; tribal consultation and how t hat
shoul d be addressed; communities of interest and how
comunities of interest should be reflected, given public
testinmony. That would include consolidating cities

t hr oughout vari ous geographi es.
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Q Anyt hi ng el se?

A There may be others. That's what | can recall at
this tine.

Q And what do you nean by nunber of mpjority-mnority
districts?

A Creating districts where ethnic mnorities would be
in the majority. There was al so extensive di scussion about
conpliance with the Voting Rights Act.

Q When did those discussions occur?

A The only negotiation | was part of was on the 13th,
the 14th, and the 15th.

Q And the only portion of the negotiations on the
13th, 14th, and 15th that were public was approxi mately
30 mnutes on the 15th after 7:00 and at close to mdnight?

A The negotiations | was part of were one dyad
wor ki ng on a proposal together.

Q Ckay.

A And | don't think their conversation was part of
the nmeeting on the 15th.

Q Ckay. So would you agree that the only public
portion of the negotiations that was -- strike that.

Wul d you agree that there was approximately
30 mnutes of redistricting activity nade public on the 15th?
A | believe that's what the record reflects.

Q Ckay. So there were negotiations ongoi ng between
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the 13th, 14th, and 15th that were not public?

A That was the ongoing work of the dyad that was
wor ki ng together on creating prelimnary agreenents for a
proposal to the legislative district plan.

Q But on the 15th, that converted into caucus work?

MR PEKELIS: Object to form

A | wouldn't say it converted into caucus work.

Q Well, the dyads weren't nmintained, it was now
caucus groups, right?

A That's what | understood, yes.

Q Ckay. So when in the negotiations on the 13th,
14th, and 15th were the majority and mnority districts
deci ded?

MR, PEKELIS: nject to form Foundati on.

A | don't know about decided. | don't even know that
anything was decided. |I'mtelling you what | heard. You
asked me what | heard, and | amtelling you, these are other
consi derations that | heard.

Q Actually, | asked you what you did to ensure it
wasn't political. And you said there were conversations that
you participated in specifically delineating sone of these
things. So | was wanting to know --

A Ms. Mell, you asked ne what | had done to ensure
conpliance with nmy duties, and | explained to you the

ext ensi ve outreach.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES

Page 119




© 00 N oo o B~ W N

N N N N N N P P P PP PP PR
aa b~ W N P O © 00 N O 0o A W N +— O

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 120

Q Are you trying to answer sonething? | didn't hear
you. Did we |ose you?

A | was frozen for a nonent.

Q | think you were. | didn't see any novenent there.

Ckay. So what conversations were you participating
In about the majority and mnority districts?

A What | recollect is that you asked ne if, on the
13th, the 14th, and the 15th, that there were any ot her
di scussi ons, other than partisan performance, and | said yes,
and | listed those.

Q Ri ght .

So now we're going to go through each and ask what
you heard and when.

So what discussions did you participate in about
the majority and mnority districts on the 13th, 14th, and
15t h?

A | know that mnority-majority districts were
i nportant to Comm ssioner Sinms, and she voiced that nultiple
tines as a priority for her.

Q So what did you hear them decide?

A As | said previously, they nade no deci sions.
Primarily, the things they were tal king about was repairing
their relationship, to the extent they would be willing to
wor k through the -- (inaudible).

Q Ckay. So what did you hear them di scuss about
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majority-mnority districts?

A As | said, April Sinms voiced that it was a priority
for her and justified sone of the things that she was asking
for as a result of that.

Q What did you hear her ask for, and who did she ask?

A As | said, the only group that | was ever a part of
was April Sims and Paul G aves.

Q Ckay. So what did you hear April Sinms ask for with
regard to majority-mnority districts?

A | don't recall. That is a really good question for
April Sinms because |'msure she has, in detail, her
under st andi ng of what happened there.

Q Do you see any of April's conmmunications about
majority-mnority districts in those three days of
negotiations reflected in your notes.

A |'mtrying to open the notes. | have them open,
but, for sonme reason, they're not -- they just keep cl osing.

| know that on RC 002969, she's tal king about
complying with Tulalip consultation, in terns of where they
woul d be in relationship to Marysville and what district.

Unfortunately, that's the only page | can see at
this monent. |f you or one of your staff would be willing to
share screen, it would be nuch easier for ne.

Q From what you see on 2969, what did you say that

that refl ects?
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A Conpliance with consultation with the Tulalip
Tri be.

Q And that's what the notation up in the top |eft
means, "Tulalip. Current Marysville to stay in the 38th"?
Yeah.

So what were you conveying or noting there?

That that was a priority for Sins.

That what was? That the Tulalip stay in the 38th?
That's what it appears to be.

Ckay.

So, on page RC 002966, on the right-hand side, it
says, "Sins. Agreenent on VRA, Voting R ghts Act, CVAP,

> O >» O » O »

Hi spani c, Republican performng." So that is talking about
maki ng sure that there's conpliance with Voting R ghts Act by
creating a CVAP district in Central WAshi ngton.

Q What does CVAP stand for?

A Let ne think about it for a mnute. Voting age
popul ation. Citizen Voting Age Popul ati on.

Q And so explain your notations. "Agreenent on VRA
CV-A-P HI-S P, dash, are performng." Wat does that nean?
A That means that the Voting R ghts Act -- to ne,

this says they agree that the Voting Rights Act is a
priority, and they' re working on a CVAP Hi spanic district.
It could be Republican perform ng.

Q Meani ng the district votes Republican?
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A Meaning that these are all elenments that they were
tal ki ng about.

Q But "R perform ng" neans the district votes
Republ i can?

A | didn't say that. | don't know. Al | was doing
was writing down what | heard. And | was not one of the
parties negotiating.

You asked ne to describe to you where in ny notes
they tal k about things other than party performance, and | am
telling you.

Q What about where to cross the Cascades, what was
your observations of the deliberations over where to cross
t he Cascades?

A | don't know that it's reflected in these notes. |
don't remenber themtal king about it.

Q What do you renenber?

A | remenber trying to decide -- themtrying to
decide -- where they would cross the Cascades. So that is to
say -- that is to say, it's inpossible, given the math of the

popul ati on and how we live in the state, that you could have
-- that you wouldn't have to cross the Cascades sonewhere.
There was a | ot of public comment. Fromny nenory,
this is what was discussed. There was public comment about
not having a big, long district that would be inconveni ent

that woul d have to cross the Cascades. So there was
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di scussi on about that and an acknow edgenent that there was
no way to not do that -- because | think there was sonething
| i ke in excess of 60,000 people -- in order to conply with
maki ng sure that all of the legislative districts were of

simlar size.

happen? Where are we going to put that -- draw that
popul ation from-- or how are we going to draw that?
Q Do you recall there being a decision on where to
cross the Cascades?
A No.
Q Do you recall there being a decision on any of
t hese points that you said you observed di scussed?
A No. As | said, | was part of a very small portion
of overall negotiation with only one dyad. So, no.
Q Did you ever meet with the caucuses?
No.
What do you recall about tribal consultation?

| attended every tribal consultation.

o » O >

What does that nean?

A We created a tribal consultation policy. And in
conpliance with that policy, federally recognized Indian
tribes were able to request consultation with the Comm ssion.
And in every event, | attended that consultation.

Q Wre those events public?

So that was discussed. Like where is that going to
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A No.

Q Wio attended those consultations?

A Menmbers of tribal government and, typically, nyself
and one conm ssi oner.

Q And did you specifically limt it to one conm ssion
so there weren't a mgjority of the voting conm ssioners in
attendance at those tribal consultations?

A W conducted tribal consultation according to the
conveni ence of the conm ssioners, all of whom have full-tine
j obs.

Q So were all of the comm ssioners invited to every
consul tation?

A. Yes.

Q And did you make the consultations public?

A. No.

Q Was there ever an instance when a voting
comm ssioner indicated they wanted to cone and were asked not
to conme because there was already a comm ssi oner goi ng?

A No. There was at | east one consultation where

there were two conmi ssioners, if | recall correctly.

Q And who were they?
A G aves and Sins.
Q And you?

A And ne.

Q

Did you understand that you had the ability to make
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deci sions for the Comm ssion?
A Yes, to a |limted degree.

Q And what was the scope of your decision-making

aut hority?

A | had the ability to set agendas, to convene
nmeetings, and that the agenda that | set would not -- would
not be -- could not be opposed without three votes to oppose

it.
Q And where did you cone up with that agreenent?
A | don't believe that's an agreenent. | believe
that's in the WAC
Q Why didn't you have public conment on the 15th?
| don't know. | don't recall.
But you set the agenda w thout public coment?
| did.
And the comm ssioners didn't oppose that?
That's right.
Did you have any di scussion about that publicly?

No.

> O > O » O >

Q What do you recall about communities of interest in
your negotiations on the 13th, 14th, and 15th?

A There was much di scussi on about conmunities of
interest that were related to specific geographies.
couldn't recall or recount for you all of them because there

are many. There are 49 districts across the state, and there
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are comunities of interest wwthin all of them and public
testimony fromall of them So | would have trouble
recal I ing what was sai d about each district in these
conversations. | don't recall.

Q Do you recall discussions about communities of
Interest pertaining to the physical maps?

A | don't understand the question.

Q Are comunities of interest affected by where the
district boundaries are designated on a map?

A Yes.

Q And w thout the map, you don't know where or how
the comunities of interest are affected, correct?

A Throughout this process on the 13th, 14th, and
15th, caucus staff were there mapping. There were draft nmaps
al ong the way.

Q And those maps were essential to identifying how
communities of interest were affected, correct?

A | don't know how to answer that. Essential to
whon? | nean, | wasn't a decision-nmaker. That would be a
question to ask the voting conm ssioners.

Q VWell, could you tell whether or not a community of
Interest was affected wi thout the nmap?

A There were maps in all of these conversations and
mappi ng goi ng on.

Q Ri ght .
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But without a final map, would you be able to tell
how t he conmunities of interests were affected?
A It would have been inproper for there to even be
consideration of a final map during this infornal

conversation when two people are trying to put together a

proposal .
Q | don't understand what you just said.
What do you nean?
A | mean -- so | would say | don't understand what

you said then, because | thought | answered you directly.

Q You said that it was inproper.

What was i nproper?

A There was no final map. It was an infornal
conversation between a working dyad.

Q Ckay.

A There were drafts. There were drafts. They were
referring to maps as they went al ong.

Q And were the maps essential to having the

conver sations about communities of interest?

A Yes.

Q What do you recall about consolidating? | think
wote down cities. |Is that right?

A | renmenber there being quite a | ot of discussion

around Brenerton.

Q What were the discussions?
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A |'msorry, | can't recall.
Again, I'mnot a decision-nmaker. Those questions

shoul d be directed towards voting comm ssioners.
Q Do you recall anything anyone said about Brenerton?
A It was discussion about how to -- where the |ines
should be to conply with the communities of interest in
Br enert on.
M5. MELL: It |looks |ike we have a new person

here that I'mnot famliar with. W is Henry Brudney?

MR. BRUDNEY: Joan, ny name is Henry. I'm
counsel for Ali O Neil, and | thought the deposition was to
start at 1:00 p.m | apologize for interrupting.

MS. MELL: |'mjust glad to know that you're

here because | was getting worried that we were at the tine
for you to be appearing. So | think we need to shut it down
and put you on.

s Ali ready to go?

MR. BRUDNEY: Yeah.

MS. MELL: Okay. We'Il end this Augustine
deposition, and we'll turn to Ali.

MR PEKELIS: Before we conclude this
deposition, | just want to nmake a statenent.

Before the |last break, Ms. Mel| asked several
guestions regardi ng whether the witness had consulted with

counsel for the Attorney Ceneral's Ofice regarding certain
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deci sions or procedures of the Conmission. | objected on the
grounds of attorney-client privilege and instructed the
W tness not to answer.

Ms. Mell took the position that privilege
shoul d not preclude the wtness from-- preclude Ms. Mell --
from aski ng about whether the wtness relied on advice of
counsel in taking a particular action.

And | continue to respectfully disagree.
Specifically, nmy concern is that, in allowing the witness to
answer such a question, it could inadvertently result in a
wai ver of attorney-client privilege. So | stand by those
i nstructions and my objection.

MS. MELL: Is it your position that, in order
to protect the privilege, that you need to have her answer
questions that aren't privileged? You need to protect her
from answering questions that aren't privileged?

MR PEKELIS: M position is that the
questions did call for attorney-client privileged, protected
I nf ormati on.

MS. MELL: Okay. | just wasn't sure what you
meant by inplied waiver.

All right. Let's nove on.

Thank you, Ms. Augusti ne.

MR. VWEST: | have --

THE W TNESS: Augustine. M nane is
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August i ne.

Zach, | wonder if you could give ne a call.

MR, PEKELIS: Ms. Augustine, if you could |
wait. It sounds like M. West is trying to say sonething.

MR WEST: | wonder if | could ask three or
four questions very quickly.

MR. PEKELIS: | have no objection to it.

MS. MELL: Arthur, | think that we need to
cone back. But if you really feel the need to do it, you
could. We've got another w tness waiting.

MR WEST: |If we're going to cone back to t
w tness, then | don't have to ask any questions today.

MS. MELL: | think you have the right to
depose her anytinme you want to.

MR PEKELIS: | disagree.

If M. West wants to exam ne this w tness,
woul d encourage himto do so right now.

MR. WEST: Ckay. | have just very short

questi ons.

EXAMI NATI ON
BY MR WEST:
Q On the 15th, who authorized the closure of the
nmeeting?

A | closed the neeting.

ust

hi s
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Q Ckay. \Who authorized the neeting, portions of the
meeting, not to be public?

A Sorry, | don't understand.

Q During the neeting, there were 31 mnutes that was
tel evised and transmtt ed.

Who aut horized the other portions of the neeting to
not be televised and transmtted?

A | did.

Q Ckay. On what basis?

A Commi ssi oners requested being able to talk in
caucuses, and | worked with the independent staff and sought
advi ce.

MR, PEKELIS: | have to stop you right there,
Ms. Augustine. | instruct you not to say anything with
respect to what advice you sought from counsel.

THE WTNESS: GCkay. Based on ny conversations
w th independent staff, | went forward with allow ng
caucuses.

Q (By M. West) AmI correct in assumng that there
were two dyads, one conposed of M. Gaves and Ms. Sins and
one conposed of M. Wl ki nshaw and M. Fain?

A At what time period?

Q Were there nore than two dyads?

A So the working dyads, the dyads that were assigned

the work of comng up wth proposals, were Gaves and Sins
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was wor ki ng on the congressional district map -- | mean, was
working on the legislative district map -- and Fain and
Val ki nshaw were wor ki ng on the congressional district nap.

Q Ckay. Were there other dyads besides those two?

A No.

Q Wien they went into caucuses, were they still in
t he dyads?

A. No.

Q What was that process, and who was involved in
t hat ?

A The two Denocrats were neeting together, and the
two Republicans were neeting together.

Q Ckay. So there's two types of neetings then, one
bi partisan in the dyads and one partisan that woul d be broken
up by party, correct?

A | don't know what you nean by neetings. So far as
|''maware, on the nmeeting on the 15th, it was just the
partisan caucus groups, two in each.

Q Ckay. But when they broke for the caucuses --

A It was Denocrats and Republicans.

Q Ckay. So, during that portion, the two Denocrats
and the two Republicans would then neet together, correct?

A Yes.

Q And woul d they be discussing matters that the dyads
had proposed at that point?
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A | don't know what they were di scussing.
Q Ckay. Thank you.

So after this chaotic and tiring event that |asted
from?7:00 until 12:30, you went to a neeting roomand stayed
until four in the norning. |s that correct?

A Yes.
MR. PEKELIS: bject to form
Q And during that period, your testinony is that the

Commi ssion only tal ked about famly matters for 3 1/2 hours?

A It wasn't -- yes.
Q Ckay.
A It was not Conm ssion business anyway. It

definitely was not Conm ssion business.

Q Was there at any point where the maps were
di scussed?

A Not with me and not that | saw and not in ny
heari ng.

Q Very good.

Ch, on the 16th, are you aware of any

comuni cations anong the comm ssioners involving the Fain
additions to any statenent?

A To the what agai n?

Q Are you aware of any conversations or actions
bet ween t he conm ssioners about any statenents that woul d be

| ssued? Was there any consensus formas to any statenents to
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be i ssued?

A Not that | was a part of.

Q Ckay. Were you aware of any of that?

A. No.
MR, VEST: kay. Thank you.
| " m done.
THE W TNESS: Thank you.
THE REPORTER: Are we off the record?
MS. MELL: Yep.

(Signature reserved.)

(Deposition concluded at 1:11 p.m)

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES



© 0 N oo g A~ w N P

=
o

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

WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN GOVERNMENT vs STATE OF WASHINGTON
Augustine, Sarah - January 10, 2022 Page 136

perjury that |

Si gnat ur e:

AFFI DAVI T

I, SARAH AUGUSTI NE, her eby decl are under penalty of

have read the foregoi ng deposition and that

the testinmony contained herein is a true and correct

transcript of ny testinony, noting the corrections attached.

Dat e:
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CERTI FI CATE

STATE OF WASHI NGTON )
) ss
COUNTY OF KI NG )

I, the undersigned Washi ngton Certified Court
Reporter, pursuant to RCW 5. 28. 010, authorized to adm ni ster
oaths and affirmations in and for the State of Wshi ngton, do
hereby certify: That the foregoing deposition of the w tness
named herein was taken stenographically before nme and reduced
to a typed fornmat under ny direction;

That, according to CR 30(e), the witness was given
the opportunity to exam ne, read and sign the deposition
after sane was transcribed, unless indicated in the record
that the revi ew was wai ved,;

That | amnot a relative or enpl oyee of any
attorney or counsel or participant and that | am not
financially or otherw se interested in the action or the
out cone herein;

That the deposition, as transcribed, is a full,
true and correct transcript of the testinony, including
questions and answers and all objections, notions and
exam nations and said transcript was prepared pursuant to the
Washi ngton Adm ni strative Code 308-14-135 preparation

gui del i nes. wo&b CQ

Wade J. Johnson, Certified Court
Reporter 2574 for the State of Washi ngton
residing at Seattle, WAshi ngton.
My CCR certification expires on 09/18/22.
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To:

X

CC:

B&A LI TI GATI ON SERVI CES
2208 NORTH 30TH STREET, SUI TE 202
TACOVA, WASHI NGTON 98403
253.627. 6401

January 18, 2021

Zachary Pekelis

Paci fica Law G oup, LLP

1191 Second Avenue, Suite 2000

Seattl e, WAshi ngton 98101

zach. pekel i s. jones@aci fi cal awgr oup. com

Case Nanme: WCOG vs. State of Washi ngton
Deposition of: SARAH AUGUSTI NE

Dat e Taken: January 10, 2022

Court Reporter: Wade J. Johnson, RPR

This letter is to advise you of the foll ow ng:

Signature was reserved. The Affidavit and correction
sheet are being forwarded to you in electronic form

Pl ease have the deponent review the transcript, note
any corrections on the corrections page, and return
the signed affidavit and correction page to us within
30 days of this notice. According to Court Rule 30(e),
t he deposition affidavit should be signed wthin
thirty (30) days or signature is considered waived.

Signature was reserved. The transcript is ready for
review and signature. Your office did not order a
copy of the deposition transcript. Please contact
our office to make an appoi ntnment for review
Signature nust be conpleted within 30 days of this
noti ce.

(Sent without signature to avoid del ay)

Wade J. Johnson, RPR

Joan K. Mel
Cristina Sepe
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 1                 REMOTE; MONDAY, JANUARY 10, 2022

 2                             9:04 A.M.

 3                              --oOo--

 4

 5                            (Exhibit 1 marked for

 6                             identification.)

 7

 8   SARAH AUGUSTINE,         deponent herein, having been

 9                            first duly sworn on oath, was

10                            examined and testified as

11                            follows:

12

13                       E X A M I N A T I O N

14   BY MS. MELL:

15        Q.   State your name.

16        A.   Sarah Augustine.

17        Q.   Where are you?

18        A.   I am in Yakima, Washington.

19        Q.   Is that where you live?

20        A.   I live in White Swan, Washington.

21        Q.   Where in Yakima, Washington are you situated for

22   today's deposition?

23        A.   Today, I'm at my workplace, which is Dispute

24   Resolution Center of Yakima and Kittitas Counties.

25        Q.   Is there anyone in the room with you?
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 1        A.   No.

 2        Q.   What did you do to prepare for this deposition?

 3        A.   I met with my attorneys to prepare.

 4        Q.   How long?

 5        A.   I believe we met for approximately 3 hours.

 6        Q.   When?

 7        A.   We met on Friday.

 8        Q.   Any other time?

 9        A.   No.

10        Q.   In person?

11        A.   By Zoom.

12        Q.   What's your residence address?

13        A.   My address is 3500 Island Road, White Swan,

14   Washington 98952.

15        Q.   What's your phone number?

16        A.   My cell phone number is (509) 985-6280.

17        Q.   Did you have a different phone number for purposes

18   of redistricting work?

19        A.   I did.

20        Q.   Do you know that number?

21        A.   I don't know, but if you can give me a minute, I

22   can look it up for you.

23        Q.   Okay.

24        A.   That number is (509) 201-2147.

25        Q.   What's your highest level of education?
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 1        A.   I have a master's degree.

 2        Q.   What is your master's degree in?

 3        A.   My master's degree is in whole systems design, with

 4   an emphasis in group conflict transformation.

 5        Q.   Where did you obtain this master's degree?

 6        A.   Antioch University, Seattle.

 7        Q.   What year?

 8        A.   2006.

 9        Q.   Do you have an undergraduate degree?

10        A.   I do.

11        Q.   What is that?

12        A.   I have a BA in sociology and psychology.  It's a

13   double major.

14        Q.   From what school?

15        A.   University of New Mexico.

16        Q.   When did you obtain that degree?

17        A.   1996.

18        Q.   Have you been a redistricting commissioner prior to

19   2021?

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   What was your experience with redistricting prior

22   to 2021?

23        A.   I had no experience.

24        Q.   Are you affiliated with any partisan political

25   party?

0008

 1        A.   No.

 2        Q.   Are you a registered voter?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   Where are you registered?

 5        A.   I'm registered in Yakima County.

 6        Q.   And for the purposes of the primary, which party do

 7   you vote?

 8                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 9        A.   In my area, I vote for the candidate that I think

10   is most appropriate.

11        Q.   Have you been required to vote along partisan lines

12   at any point in your voting history?

13        A.   No.  Actually, let me ask for clarification.  Can

14   you clarify your question?

15        Q.   Yes.

16             For purposes of voting in an election, has there

17   been a vote taken from you at any time where you had to

18   select a candidate of a partisan party?

19                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

20        A.   I'm sorry to say that I'm probably not very well

21   schooled in this specific question.  So I would say I

22   remember needing to choose a party in a primary election in

23   order to vote for the general election.  So, in that way,

24   yes.  But I can't tell you when that was.  I don't remember

25   if that's the way it is in Washington State.  It may have
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 1   been New Mexico when I was voting there.  I don't remember.

 2        Q.   Okay.  You picked up on what I was asking about.

 3   That is what I was asking about.

 4             And so do you remember what party you selected?

 5        A.   Yes, Democratic Party.

 6        Q.   Other than that selection have you been involved in

 7   Democratic politics at all?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   Have you served in a government position before?

10        A.   I don't believe so.

11        Q.   Have you worked for government?

12        A.   Let me tell you about the position that I hold now,

13   and you can help me determine whether yes or no.  I serve as

14   the chair of the Office of Civil Legal Aid Oversight

15   Committee.  That's a volunteer position.  And the oversight

16   committee is an advisory committee only.

17        Q.   Is it a paid position?

18        A.   No.

19        Q.   Is it an appointed position?

20        A.   It is.

21        Q.   Who appointed you?

22        A.   The Supreme Court.

23        Q.   How did they identify you for purposes of

24   appointment?

25        A.   I applied for the position.
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 1        Q.   Why did you apply for the position?

 2        A.   I'm part of Resolution Washington, which is the

 3   statewide association of mediation centers.  And I was on a

 4   listserv for the statewide association.  And mediators in

 5   general -- our statewide association has an interest in

 6   participating in civil legal aid bodies.  So I applied as a

 7   representative of the statewide association.

 8        Q.   And who do you report to in that appointed

 9   position?

10        A.   I don't believe I report to anyone.

11        Q.   Who do you do work for?

12        A.   The Office of Civil Legal Aid.

13        Q.   Does the Office of Civil Legal Oversight Committee

14   meet?

15        A.   Yes.

16        Q.   Does it follow open public government laws?

17        A.   It does.

18        Q.   How long have you been doing that service?

19        A.   I believe I started my first term in 2017.

20        Q.   So what do you understand open government laws to

21   require?

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Calls for a

23   legal conclusion.

24        A.   In the context of the Office of Civil Legal Aid

25   meetings, my understanding is that those are open to the
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 1   public.  Because the oversight committee does not take

 2   action, that is to say, we don't have any -- we are simply an

 3   advisory committee, my understanding is that those meetings

 4   are conducted in an open public meeting.

 5        Q.   On November 15th, 2021, you were chair of the

 6   Washington State Redistricting Commission, correct?

 7        A.   Yes.

 8        Q.   And on that date, you held a regular meeting.  Is

 9   that correct?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   And during that regular meeting, there was a time

12   period for action items.  Is my understanding correct on

13   that?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   How did you know to move the meeting into the

16   action item portion of the meeting?

17        A.   I followed the agenda that had been published.

18        Q.   But how did you know when to move into the action

19   item?

20        A.   I simply followed the agenda.

21        Q.   The agenda wasn't time-specific, was it?

22        A.   I'm sorry?

23        Q.   The agenda was not time-specific, was it?

24        A.   No.  I moved into the action as soon as the

25   discussion had concluded.
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 1        Q.   Did you move continuously from the discussion into

 2   action items without any breaks?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 4        A.   Can you repeat the question, please.

 5        Q.   Was there a break in between the discussion portion

 6   of the meeting before the action portion of the meeting?

 7        A.   I don't remember.  I mean, I can try and recall.  I

 8   think we took a 5-minute break.

 9        Q.   Okay.  So why did you take a 5-minute break?

10        A.   We took a break because my staff were saying that

11   there was a Zoom issue.  We were having trouble getting

12   everybody on Zoom.  That had been going on throughout the

13   meeting.

14        Q.   What do you mean, your staff had been saying that

15   you were having trouble getting people on Zoom?  Who were you

16   having trouble getting on?

17        A.   My understanding at this time is that there were

18   audio issues and there were Zoom issues with various

19   commissioners.

20        Q.   But you came up with that at this time.  I want to

21   know what you recall specifically at the time you were in the

22   meeting.

23             At the time you had chaired the meeting, did you

24   intentionally take a 5-minute break between the discussion

25   time and the action time so that you could confer with the
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 1   commissioners?

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 3        A.   No.

 4        Q.   You had no communication with any commissioners in

 5   between the action time and the -- or in between the

 6   discussion period and the action period?

 7        A.   I don't believe so.  If there was, it was very

 8   chaotic.  The communication was very chaotic.  And if there

 9   was communication, it was related to getting people on Zoom

10   or audio.  So, I think, if I recall, there were phone calls

11   and also text messages trying to -- going back and forth.  I

12   don't remember personally being involved in those.  It's

13   possible that -- I don't remember, honestly.

14        Q.   What time was it?

15        A.   What time was it?

16        Q.   What time did you end the discussion?

17        A.   I don't recall that.

18        Q.   Why not?

19        A.   I'm sorry?

20        Q.   Why not?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

22        A.   It was a very chaotic time.

23        Q.   Was it your job to make sure that you met the

24   jurisdictional requirements by acting by midnight?

25        A.   No.
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 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Calls for a

 2   legal conclusion.

 3        Q.   So you took no responsibility for making sure the

 4   commissioners took action prior to midnight?

 5        A.   No.

 6        Q.   Did you have any communications with Laurie Jenkins

 7   at any time prior to taking action?

 8                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 9        Q.   Can you answer the question.

10        A.   I said no.

11        Q.   I didn't hear you, sorry.

12        A.   I'm sorry, yeah.

13        Q.   Do you know Laurie Jenkins?

14        A.   Not personally.

15        Q.   Do you know who she is?

16        A.   I do.

17        Q.   Who is she?

18        A.   Laurie Jenkins is the speaker of the house.

19        Q.   Was she in communication with you or any of the

20   commissioners on November 15th?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Form.  Foundation.

22        A.   I do not know.

23        Q.   You don't recall whether or not you had any

24   communication with her?

25        A.   I did not have communication with her on
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 1   November 15.

 2        Q.   Did any commissioner tell you they had been in

 3   communication with Laurie Jenkins on the 15th?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   Did you have any knowledge of who the commissioners

 6   were communicating with on November 15th?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   Why not?

 9        A.   I don't know how to answer that question.

10        Q.   Did you feel responsible at all for ensuring that

11   the commissioners were not violating open public meeting laws

12   on the activities that they were undertaking with respect to

13   redistricting?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

15        A.   I felt responsible for conducting myself in a way

16   that was professional and in compliance with all of my

17   duties.

18        Q.   And would you agree --

19             Oh, I'm sorry.

20        A.   I acknowledge that I don't have control over what

21   other people do.

22        Q.   What do you think your job responsibilities and

23   duties are as a chair of a redistricting commission?

24        A.   I can try to give you the duties that I can think

25   of at this moment, and that's what I can tell you.  At the
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 1   time of the meeting, I saw it as my responsibility to

 2   facilitate the meeting and to provide the support necessary

 3   to the commissioners and their caucus staff so that they

 4   could participate fully.

 5             I believe it was my responsibility to follow the

 6   guidelines for facilitating a public meeting, to organize a

 7   meeting process that was clear.  Those are the

 8   responsibilities I can think of at the time.

 9        Q.   So I understand you felt like it was your

10   responsibility to make sure that you provided support to the

11   Commission and caucus staff so that they could participate

12   fully.  Did I understand that correctly?

13        A.   Right.

14        Q.   You did not similarly state that you felt it was

15   your duty to support the public in participating fully.  Is

16   that correct?

17        A.   You are correct that I didn't say -- I did not just

18   now say that, yes.

19        Q.   Having an opportunity to consider whether or not

20   that was one of your duties and responsibilities, what do you

21   say at this point?

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

23        A.   I took very seriously throughout the entire process

24   full engagement of the public, yes.

25        Q.   Okay.  So, if you took it very seriously, what did
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 1   you do to implement your seriousness?

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 3        A.   I'm sorry, I don't know how to answer that.

 4        Q.   Can you think of anything that you did to ensure

 5   that the process was open?

 6        A.   I worked hard for the commissioners to be on camera

 7   and to share fully, as fully as I could, on camera.

 8        Q.   I didn't hear one of those words.  And to be

 9   something fully on camera.  I didn't hear what that word was.

10        A.   To share fully, as fully as they felt they could,

11   on camera.

12        Q.   To share what?

13        A.   The proposals that they were working on.

14        Q.   So is it correct that they worked on their

15   proposals outside the public meeting?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   I don't know.

18        Q.   Why don't you know?

19        A.   They were not sharing with me what they were doing

20   outside what they were sharing with the public in the public

21   meeting.

22        Q.   So is it your testimony that your only

23   communication with the commissioners was in the public

24   meeting?

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  So you had some opportunity to know what

 2   they were doing, correct?

 3        A.   No.  I would not say that, no.

 4        Q.   Okay.  So then help explain what you did relative

 5   to what the commissioners did.

 6        A.   Every half-hour, I was calling or asking them to

 7   get on camera.

 8        Q.   Where were you?

 9        A.   I was in the hall.  I was in the hall next to the

10   ice machine at a hotel.

11        Q.   That sounds horrible.

12             Why were you in the hall next to an ice machine in

13   a hotel?

14        A.   I was very careful not to be -- I was working hard

15   to not be in violation of the Open Public Meetings Act.  And

16   where other folks from the Commission were doing what they

17   were doing, I was trying to conduct a meeting, and the

18   quietest place that I could find was in the hall.

19        Q.   So what hotel are you talking about?

20        A.   I'm sorry to say that I can't recall.  I was

21   instructed not to have any notes with me here today, so I

22   don't have any notes.  I can't tell you that.

23        Q.   Do you have notes that would refresh your

24   recollection as to what you were doing those days?

25        A.   I have -- I probably have the address of the hotel
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 1   in my phone.

 2        Q.   Do you have notes beyond the address of the hotel

 3   about what you were doing those days?

 4        A.   I do have notes.  I believe all of those were

 5   submitted.  I scanned and submitted my notebooks.

 6                  MS. MELL:  I have not seen any notes produced.

 7   Counsel, do you want to address that?  I'm obviously going to

 8   need her notes to take her deposition, and they have not been

 9   produced.

10                  MR. PEKELIS:  I don't believe any discovery

11   deadlines have past in this case.  I'm not sure what

12   relevance that would have.  You're referring to your public

13   records request of the Commission.  I can't speak directly to

14   that.  Those public records requests were handled by the

15   Commission staff itself.  If you would like to discuss it

16   outside -- off the record -- I'd be happy to, but I'm not

17   sure what more I can say.

18                  MS. MELL:  Well, the representations from your

19   side of the process has been that we would move forward with

20   these depositions with the records having been effectively

21   produced through the public disclosure request.  And so now

22   I'm hearing that -- I see Sarah Augustine is nodding her head

23   affirmatively -- I understand now that you have withheld some

24   notes that are specifically relevant to this case.

25                  So whether you intend to produce them via
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 1   public records request or via discovery, I obviously need

 2   them to take her deposition.

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Counsel, you have not pointed

 4   out, No. 1, what public records request you're even talking

 5   about, to which such notes might be responsive.

 6                  MS. MELL:  Honestly, Counsel --

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Second, you're the one who is

 8   aware of whatever you have received in the public records

 9   request that you submitted from the Commission.  And now if

10   there are notes that you think should be responsive to that,

11   we can address that off-line, but I can't possibly see you're

12   stopping this deposition.

13                  MS. MELL:  Are you going to make her notes

14   available right now so I can continue with the dep?

15                  MR. PEKELIS:  I don't have those notes.

16        Q.   Sarah Augustine, do you have those notes with you?

17        A.   I don't.  However, they were scanned and sent, per

18   your public records request.  Those were scanned before

19   Christmas.

20        Q.   Okay.

21        A.   Submitted before Christmas, so far as I know.  Not

22   by me, by our staff.

23        Q.   Okay.  So who would be the person who has your

24   scanned copies?

25        A.   Do you mean in my office?
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 1        Q.   Well, I don't know who you're talking about

 2   scanning them.  You're saying they were scanned.  Are you

 3   talking about Ms. McLean has them?

 4        A.   Ms. McLean has them, yes.

 5                  MS. MELL:  So, Counsel --

 6                  THE WITNESS:  And you have them, I assume,

 7   because they were given to you.  They were for your records

 8   request.

 9        Q.   Okay.  I don't see any handwritten notes in what I

10   have been provided.  Let me just double-check here.  So,

11   actually, I'll have my office search that again and get back

12   to me, and we'll mark those as an exhibit if I've got them.

13             If not, I'll have to check with Ms. McLean and see

14   if she can get those to me right away because I don't think

15   that I have those.  I have a file specific to you that says,

16   "Augustine official emails, Sarah official phone texts, texts

17   on personal devices," and I don't see any notes, handwritten

18   notes.

19             But they are handwritten notes?  Is that what your

20   testimony is?

21        A.   (Nods head.)

22        Q.   And when did you take those notes?

23        A.   I believe the notes are from November -- they are

24   for November 13, 14, and 15.

25        Q.   But not the 16th?
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 1        A.   I don't have notes from the 16th, no.

 2        Q.   Why don't you have notes from the 16th?

 3        A.   I wasn't meeting with the Commission on the 16th,

 4   and I didn't have any -- I wasn't in meetings on the 16th, so

 5   I wouldn't have had notes.

 6        Q.   Were you at the hotel on the 16th?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   When did you leave the hotel?

 9        A.   I left the hotel at 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.

10        Q.   Okay.  Why did you select that time to leave?

11        A.   Because I was very tired, and I still had to drive

12   an hour to Olympia, to my hotel.

13        Q.   Why were you staying in a hotel in Olympia?

14        A.   Because I live in Yakima, and my staff and my

15   offices are in Olympia.  So I was staying in a hotel near my

16   staff and offices in Olympia.

17        Q.   When you say your staff and offices are in Olympia,

18   are you talking about the Redistricting Commission?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   So why were you at a hotel in Federal Way?

21        A.   I was at a hotel in Federal Way to provide space to

22   the house dyad, who asked for help in negotiation.

23        Q.   And you can't right now remember what hotel it was

24   a hotel in Federal Way?

25        A.   We were in more than one hotel between the 13th,
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 1   14th, and 15th.

 2        Q.   When you say we, who are you talking about?

 3        A.   I'm talking about myself, Commissioner Graves, and

 4   Commissioner Sims.

 5        Q.   Graves, Sims, and you stayed in one hotel or three

 6   separate hotels?

 7        A.   We weren't staying in hotels.  We blocked space,

 8   hotel space in Federal Way, because it was a convenient

 9   location to conduct negotiations.

10        Q.   I'm sorry, I didn't I mean to interrupt you.  Did

11   you have to finish?

12        A.   To the best of my knowledge, Commissioner Graves

13   and Commissioner Sims were not staying in hotels, they were

14   staying in their own homes.  I was staying in a hotel because

15   I live in Yakima, and, to drive back and forth through the

16   negotiation process where they requested my help, would have

17   meant I would have been driving 6 hours a day.

18        Q.   Sure.

19             But you had two different locations that you

20   centered your work, both in Federal Way and in Olympia?

21        A.   I don't understand that.

22        Q.   I'm trying to understand, when you decided to go to

23   Olympia, what was that for?  And then when did you decide to

24   be in Federal Way, and what was that for?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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 1        Q.   So let's break it down.

 2        A.   I scheduled a trip to Olympia because it was the

 3   last --

 4             No, please.

 5        Q.   Yeah, I'm sorry, I just want to break down the

 6   questions because the record got very convoluted right there.

 7             So let's start with:  When did you go to Olympia

 8   and why?

 9        A.   I went to Olympia on the 12th of November.

10        Q.   And when you went to Olympia on the 12th of

11   November, did you stay in Olympia that night?

12        A.   I did.

13        Q.   Why were you in Olympia on November 12th, staying

14   in a hotel?

15        A.   Throughout the Redistricting Commission, I went to

16   Olympia to meet with the nonpartisan staff many times.  And

17   on this particular occasion, we were preparing to receive and

18   transmit the final redistricting plans, that is, assuming

19   that there would be plans.

20        Q.   So on the 12th, what did you do?

21        A.   I would have to look back to my calendar, but I

22   believe I had a full day of meetings in Yakima, and all I did

23   on the 12th was drive over and check into my hotel.

24        Q.   Okay.  So then when were you in Federal Way?

25        A.   I went to Federal Way on the 13th.
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 1        Q.   Why did you go to Federal Way on the 13th?

 2        A.   Paul Graves called me on the evening of the 12th

 3   and told me that he and Commissioner Sims were having trouble

 4   moving forward in their negotiation, and he asked for my

 5   help.  So I asked Lisa, the executive director, to instruct

 6   her staff to book some space so that we could hold a

 7   negotiation -- or, actually, more like a mediation -- between

 8   Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on Saturday, the

 9   13th.

10        Q.   So Sims and Graves did not stay at the hotel, but

11   you did?

12        A.   No.

13        Q.   You didn't stay at that hotel either?

14        A.   No.  We only had rooms.  We had like a conference

15   space for a block of hours.  I can't tell you the block of

16   hours, but it was -- I don't know how long we were there, but

17   I think we left by early evening.

18        Q.   Okay.  So, on the 13th, you go and meet Sims and

19   Graves at the hotel in that conference space?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   Did you take anyone else with you?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   So who is Sims?

24        A.   April Sims is the commissioner for the Democratic

25   House Caucus.
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 1        Q.   So she has a partisan position as a representative

 2   of the Democratic House Caucus?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 4        A.   That's right.

 5        Q.   And who is Paul Graves?

 6        A.   Paul Graves is a commissioner who is appointed by

 7   the House Republican Caucus.

 8        Q.   So he had a partisan appointment, as well?

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

10                  Actually, strike that.

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   And you understood your role on that day was to

13   mediate agreement on a redistricting plan to submit to the

14   legislature?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   I understood you to say that you were asked to act

17   in a mediator role.  Did I misunderstand that?

18        A.   No.  I was asked to act in a mediator role.

19        Q.   So did you take on the role of mediator?

20        A.   I did, but not in the project that you described.

21        Q.   How did I describe the project in a way that was

22   distinct from what you were mediating?

23        A.   My role on that day was to provide them the support

24   that they needed to communicate with each other and continue

25   negotiations on a legislative district map.
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 1        Q.   Was the mediated discussion on that day limited to

 2   the legislative district map?

 3        A.   Yep.

 4        Q.   Was it your understanding that the lack of

 5   consensus was as to the legislative district map?

 6                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   Was there a lack of consensus as to topics other

 9   than the legislative district map?

10                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

11        A.   I don't know how to answer that because your

12   question is not related to what we were actually talking

13   about.  So, I guess, yes, it was other than the legislative

14   district map.

15        Q.   Had there been consensus already on the

16   congressional district map?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

18        A.   I have no idea.

19        Q.   So, when you met with Sims and Graves in Federal

20   Way, you didn't know what the status of the congressional

21   district maps were?

22        A.   That's right.

23        Q.   Did you know whether or not there had been any

24   metrics discussed about that?

25        A.   About the congressional district map?
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 1        Q.   Correct.

 2        A.   I was not included in negotiation regarding the

 3   congressional district map.

 4        Q.   Why were you excluded from negotiations on the

 5   congressional district maps?

 6             You're a commissioner, correct?

 7        A.   Which question would you like me to answer first?

 8        Q.   You're a commissioner, correct?

 9        A.   Yes.

10        Q.   Why would you have been excluded from negotiations

11   on the congressional district maps?

12        A.   That is a question for the voting commissioner.

13        Q.   So did you come to an agreement with the voting

14   congressional district -- strike that.

15             Did you come to an agreement with the voting

16   commissioners as to what your role would be?

17        A.   No.

18        Q.   So then how come you know that I should ask the

19   voting commissioners why you were excluded from the

20   congressional district map process?

21        A.   Respectfully, Ms. Mell, I can't tell you what other

22   people think or what their intentions are.  I don't know

23   that.  I can only explain to you what I know myself.

24        Q.   Well, as a commissioner and a chair, why wouldn't

25   you have necessarily involved yourself?
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 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 2        A.   As the chair, I checked in with the voting

 3   commissioners regularly, I offered support to them, and I

 4   made suggestions.

 5        Q.   Okay.  So you were involved in congressional

 6   district map process?

 7        A.   I was not involved in the negotiation process.

 8        Q.   Okay.  Is there a difference between a negotiation

 9   process and you providing support to them?

10        A.   Yes.  Providing support, from my point of view,

11   includes a host of other things.

12        Q.   Okay.  Explain to me what providing support was.

13        A.   Ensuring that they were connected with the

14   nonpartisan staff for technical support; ensuring that they

15   were connected to nonpartisan staff for legal support;

16   ensuring that they had tools that they needed to communicate

17   with each other in a very tense and partisan environment and,

18   might I add, a conflicted environment.

19        Q.   What did that conflicted environment look like to

20   you?

21        A.   It looked like an environment of mistrust based

22   upon partisan positions.

23        Q.   And how did you see that play out?

24        A.   There were various events that occurred throughout,

25   between February and November, that strained relationships.
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 1        Q.   Tell me what those were.

 2        A.   One was -- one that I can speak to directly --

 3   would be in an open public meeting having a party official

 4   testify -- sorry, testify is probably the wrong word --

 5   publicly speak, calling for the removal of Commissioner Joe

 6   Fain.  That certainly did not contribute to building a

 7   foundation of trust between the commissioners.

 8        Q.   Okay.  So who was that?  Podolski or whatever her

 9   name is?  Tina?  Something like that?

10        A.   I don't remember her name.  I apologize for that,

11   but the chair of the Democratic Party is what I recall.

12        Q.   So the chair of the democratic party did what?

13        A.   Publicly testified -- or maybe testified is not the

14   right word -- but in an open public meeting calling for his

15   -- for him to be removed.

16        Q.   I didn't hear the very first part.  All I heard was

17   public meeting.  Did you say testified in a public meeting?

18        A.   Yeah.  I mean, testified -- is that the right word?

19   She spoke in a public meeting.

20        Q.   Spoke.  Spoke.  Okay.  I just didn't hear the word.

21             Okay.  Spoke in a public meeting, asking for Fain

22   to be removed?

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   Okay.  And what was done about that?

25        A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that.  You have
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 1   to be more specific.

 2        Q.   Did you take action on that?

 3        A.   I'm sorry?

 4        Q.   Did the Commission take action on her public

 5   testimony?

 6        A.   How could we take action?  Anyone who wanted to

 7   speak at a public meeting was invited to do so.  I don't know

 8   what you mean by take action.

 9        Q.   Did you do anything after she spoke on that

10   subject?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   Was there anything else that occurred that you

13   think led to the conflicted environment?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   What was that?

16        A.   The Barreto report was released in the press before

17   it was discussed in any forum, any Commission forum.

18        Q.   And what is the Barreto report?

19        A.   It was a report that was commissioned by the

20   Democratic Senate Caucus, claiming that the draft maps to

21   that date were in violation of a voting rights -- the Voting

22   Rights Act.

23        Q.   Did the Commission do anything about that?

24        A.   I don't know how to answer that.

25        Q.   Well, how did you find out that it was a release?
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 1        A.   It was in the press.  I read about it in the press,

 2   like everyone else.

 3        Q.   Okay.  And so was there any conversation you had

 4   with the commissioners about it?

 5        A.   I believe it was discussed multiple times in

 6   meetings.

 7        Q.   Okay.

 8        A.   Special meetings.  I think it was much discussed.

 9        Q.   Okay.  Were there discussions outside the public

10   about that?

11                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

12        A.   Not with me.

13        Q.   So, in between meetings, how would you

14   communicate -- in between public meetings -- how would you

15   communicate with the commissioners?

16        A.   I communicated with them via email, text message,

17   and phone call.

18        Q.   Did you use instant messaging?

19        A.   I don't believe so.

20        Q.   So, on the 13th, were you standing in the hallway

21   of the hotel?

22        A.   The 13th?

23        Q.   Yes.

24        A.   The 13th of November, I was either driving over the

25   Cascades, checking into my hotel, or in my hotel room in
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 1   Olympia.

 2        Q.   So the first day you were in Federal Way was the

 3   14th, not the 13th?

 4        A.   The 14th, I was in Federal Way.

 5        Q.   So, on the 14th, were you in the meetings rooms

 6   with the two commissioners, or were you in the hallway?

 7        A.   No, I was in the meeting room with the two

 8   commissioners.

 9        Q.   Okay.  In the meeting room with the two

10   commissioners, how long were you all there?

11        A.   I think we were there for 6 hours.  I could consult

12   my phone.  I think it was something like that, 6 hours.

13        Q.   Who else was in the room?

14        A.   Commissioner Sims and Commissioner Fain.

15        Q.   Were there any staff people in the room?

16        A.   I don't remember.  Yes.  There were, I believe.

17        Q.   Who were they?

18        A.   Anton Grose and Osta -- I don't remember Osta's

19   last name at the moment.

20        Q.   And who is Osta?

21        A.   Osta is the caucus staff that was assigned to

22   Commissioner Sims by the Democratic House Caucus.

23        Q.   And who is Anton?

24        A.   Anton is the caucus staff that was assigned to

25   Commissioner Graves by the senate -- I'm sorry -- by the
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 1   Republican House Caucus.

 2        Q.   Were there any nonpartisan staff in the room?

 3        A.   No.

 4        Q.   Why were partisan staff in the room?

 5        A.   I don't know.

 6        Q.   Did you invite them?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   Did you make sure that they had an ability to

 9   communicate with one another?

10                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

11        A.   I don't understand the question.

12        Q.   Well, you said one of the things that you did as a

13   support person was to make sure people were able to

14   communicate with one another.

15        A.   Yes.  I was there to help Commissioner Graves and

16   Commissioner Sims communicate, yes.

17        Q.   Did you also help their caucus support people do

18   that, too?

19        A.   No.

20        Q.   Do you know how the caucus staff were communicating

21   and with whom?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff working on

24   computers?

25        A.   I don't remember.  They had computers there.
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 1        Q.   Did they have phones?

 2        A.   I suppose.  Everyone has phones.

 3        Q.   Did you see them using their phones?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   Did you have a phone?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   Did you have a computer?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   Did you have more than one phone?

10        A.   No.

11        Q.   Did you just have your personal phone?

12        A.   No.

13        Q.   Did you just have your work phone?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   Did you make calls to any of the commissioners who

16   weren't there during the time you were in the room?

17        A.   No.

18        Q.   Did you go outside the room and make calls to any

19   of the other commissioners?

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   Do you know whether or not the caucus staff were

22   communicating with other caucus staff assigned to the other

23   commissioners?

24        A.   I don't know.

25        Q.   Did you hear either Commissioner Sims or Fain
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 1   communicate with any other commissioner?

 2        A.   Commissioner Fain was not in the room.

 3        Q.   So who was in the room?

 4        A.   Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims.

 5        Q.   Oh, Graves and Sims, sorry.

 6             Okay.  So did you hear Commissioner Sims

 7   communicating with any other commissioner while in the room?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   Did you hear Commissioner Graves communicate with

10   any other commissioner while in the room?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   But they both were communicating with you, correct?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And the purpose of the communications was to

15   negotiate a legislative district.  Is that correct?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   No.

18        Q.   What was the -- I though you said that that's what

19   you were mediating.

20        A.   I was mediating their inability to go on

21   communicating with each other.  They were at an impasse.

22        Q.   And they were at impasse on the legislative

23   district, correct?

24        A.   They were.

25        Q.   Okay.  So you were there to mediate the impasse on
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 1   the legislative district, correct?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   All right.  And you were there to mediate the

 4   impasse, not just between Sims and Graves, because they were

 5   on the same page, correct?

 6        A.   No.

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 8        A.   They were not on the same page.

 9        Q.   Okay.

10        A.   That's why I was there.

11        Q.   Okay.  So you were mediating the differences

12   between Sims and Graves?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   Okay.  And what were the positions of Fain and

15   Walkinshaw?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

17        A.   I don't know.  They were not part of negotiating

18   the legislative district map, to my knowledge.  To my

19   knowledge, no.

20        Q.   Did you, at some point in time, know whether or not

21   Fain and Walkinshaw agreed to the legislative district?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Did you know prior to moving to the action items on

24   November 15th whether or not there was consensus on a

25   legislative district?
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 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 2        A.   No.

 3        Q.   What did you think -- when you convened the action

 4   part of the meeting, why did you invite a motion on the

 5   legislative district map, if you didn't know whether or not

 6   there was consensus?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 8        A.   We achieved consensus through voting in an open,

 9   public meeting.  I was calling for them to share with me

10   whether they were ready to move on to that place.  They were

11   bringing forward proposals, in my understanding.  I

12   understood they were bringing forward proposals.

13        Q.   And how did you come to that understanding?

14        A.   We had been discussing it in public meetings for

15   many weeks.

16        Q.   Had you been discussing it outside of the public

17   meetings, as well?

18        A.   Not to my knowledge.

19        Q.   And what do you call the meeting you had on the

20   14th?

21        A.   Okay.  So, yes, you are right.  You are correct.

22   We had a meeting on the 14th for Commissioner Graves and

23   Commissioner Sims to get through an impasse.

24        Q.   What was the impasse?

25        A.   I was told on that day that they were getting close
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 1   to a proposal for the legislative district map, a proposal

 2   that they would then bring to the Commission at a regular

 3   meeting.  However, that proposal and the agreements they had

 4   made around that proposal were in jeopardy because there was

 5   a perceived violation of trust.

 6        Q.   What were the agreements made around that proposal?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 8        A.   I do not know.

 9        Q.   Well, substantively, if you don't know what the

10   agreements were made around the proposal, how were you going

11   to mediate it?  Didn't you need to know where the conflict

12   was and where the agreement was?

13        A.   I'll do my best to answer your question.  I feel

14   like you have a couple of questions there.  Do you want to

15   give me which one you want me to answer first?

16        Q.   Well, as a mediator, it was your role to achieve

17   consensus, right, break the deadlock?

18        A.   I was there on that day to help them rebuild the

19   trust they needed so they could go forward in their

20   negotiation.

21        Q.   Okay.  But you weren't there to help them rebuild

22   trust in liking one another, you were there to rebuild trust

23   around the legislative congressional districts, correct?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

25        A.   I was there to help them communicate and say what
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 1   they needed to say to each other so they could move forward.

 2        Q.   Okay.  So, if you were there to help them

 3   communicate, as the mediator, did you spend any time trying

 4   to identify what they were communicating about?

 5        A.   Yes.

 6        Q.   Okay.  So what did you discover in terms of where

 7   the conflict was?

 8        A.   The Secretary of State had been appointed to the

 9   Biden Administration, and the governor made an appointment

10   of, I believe the representative of the 44th, the sitting

11   representative of the 44th.  And when that occurred,

12   Commissioner Graves felt that that was a violation of trust

13   with Commissioner Sims.

14        Q.   So explain to me how the conversation went, who

15   said what about that.

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   I think I told you what I can tell you about that.

18   I mean, it was much discussed over many hours.  So I don't

19   know what more I can tell you about it.

20             There was a belief -- one person felt that that

21   appointment had been a violation of trust.  The other person

22   felt they didn't have knowledge of it and it wasn't their

23   responsibility.  So we talked about that.

24        Q.   Okay.  So how long did you talk about that?

25        A.   All day.  So however long we were together.  I
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 1   think we were together approximately 6 hours.

 2        Q.   Okay.  During that 6 hours, did you have any

 3   communications with one another about the legislative

 4   district?

 5                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 6        A.   Which district?

 7        Q.   Any legislative district.  Did you talk about

 8   legislative districts in that 6 hours?

 9        A.   Yeah, I'm sure.  Most likely, we were talking about

10   legislative districts.  They were --

11        Q.   Okay.  So what do you recall being said about the

12   legislative districts in that 6 hours?

13        A.   They referred to the joint proposal that they were

14   working on that they felt was nearly complete to bring

15   forward to the full commission and that that proposal that

16   they had tentative agreements about was in jeopardy due to

17   this suspicion that this appointment was being made in bad

18   faith.

19        Q.   You don't remember the name of who was appointed?

20        A.   I would have to look back in my notes.  I don't

21   remember.  I could look it up.  It's Google-able.

22                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  So let's see if we can get

23   those marked.  It looks like they were in the court

24   reporter's box.

25                  Did you get those received, Mr. Court
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 1   Reporter?

 2                  THE REPORTER:  I haven't seen anything yet,

 3   but I could check at a break.

 4                  MR. PEKELIS:  Joan, we've been going a little

 5   over an hour.  Would now or soon be a convenient time for a

 6   break?

 7                  MS. MELL:  Yeah, let's go ahead and figure out

 8   how to get those notes all marked.

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  Well, what I can report is that

10   Ms. Augustine's notes that she referred to have been uploaded

11   to the Google Drive, to which you have access.  That public

12   records responses have been made by the Commission.  So you

13   should have access to Ms. Augustine's handwritten notes now,

14   that we were speaking about, about a half hour ago.

15                  MS. MELL:  Yeah, and I believe they're with

16   the court reporter.  So I have to figure out why he can't see

17   them.

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.

19                  MS. MELL:  Let's just take a quick 10-minute

20   break.

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.

22                            (A brief recess was taken.)

23        Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  So, on the 14th, there were 6 hours

24   of meeting time with you and two of the commissioners,

25   correct?
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 1        A.   No.

 2             I'm sorry.  When we were in the breakout room, I

 3   was -- it was pointed out that I had misspoken the schedule.

 4   So I arrived in Olympia on the 12th, and then I met with

 5   Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on the 13th, which

 6   is a Saturday.

 7        Q.   Okay.

 8        A.   For 6 hours on the 13th, approximately 6 hours.  I

 9   don't know exactly the time.  I think it was about 6 hours.

10        Q.   Okay.  How did that meeting end?

11        A.   At the conclusion of the meeting, both parties just

12   voiced being exhausted and wanting to stop.

13        Q.   Okay.  Did anyone reach agreement on anything?

14        A.   So keep in mind they were working together on a

15   proposal to present to the Commission.  And so I think the

16   agreement that they came to was that they were willing to

17   keep talking to each other.

18        Q.   And when were they going to keep talking to each

19   other?

20        A.   Then we agreed to meet again on Sunday, the 14th.

21        Q.   Okay.  So what happened then?

22        A.   On 14th, we arranged a different -- by we, I mean

23   Lisa and her staff -- arranged a different venue because the

24   space on the 13th was no longer available.

25        Q.   Okay.
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 1        A.   So they arranged another venue, and we met at a

 2   different hotel in Federal Way, Commissioner Graves,

 3   Commissioner Sims, and myself.

 4        Q.   Did you have any communications with any of the

 5   other Commissioners between the 13th and the 14th?

 6        A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.

 7        Q.   Did Commissioner Walkinshaw or Commissioner --

 8   actually, what did you just say?  You said Sims and Fain?

 9        A.   I'm sorry?

10        Q.   You said Sims and Graves, right?

11        A.   I was working exclusively with Sims and Graves.

12        Q.   Sorry, I keep writing that wrong.

13             So Fain and Walkinshaw -- was there any

14   communication with Fain and Walkinshaw between the 13th and

15   the 14th?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   I don't know.

18        Q.   Did you have any communications with them?

19        A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.

20        Q.   All right.  So why was it Sims and Graves?

21        A.   Commissioner Graves called me and asked for help

22   because him and Commissioner Sims were in a deadlock for the

23   reason I described earlier.

24        Q.   Did he explain how long they had been in deadlock?

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   What did you know about the negotiations at the

 2   point in time he called you and told you about a deadlock?

 3        A.   I knew that the bipartisan house dyad was

 4   negotiating a proposal for the legislative district map, and

 5   the senate dyad was negotiating a congressional district map.

 6        Q.   So the house was working on legislative, and the

 7   senate delegation was working on congressional?

 8        A.   That's what I knew.

 9        Q.   Who made that decision?

10        A.   Once again, I would have to look back in the

11   record, but it was discussed at a meeting several weeks

12   prior.  Sometime between the time when the draft maps were

13   released, sometime after that and the beginning of the

14   negotiation schedule, it was discussed in a meeting that they

15   would do it that way, there would be a house dyad and a

16   senate dyad.

17        Q.   What purpose did dyads serve?

18        A.   From my point of view, you have four people doing a

19   complex task in a very abbreviated timeline.  It made sense

20   that they would work on those tasks in an efficient way,

21   which is to say they would work together to develop proposals

22   that they could then bring to the full commission.

23        Q.   Okay.  So why do the work in dyads, as opposed to

24   just publicly meeting?

25        A.   From my point of view, to accomplish this task
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 1   would take hundreds of hours, and we did not arrange to hold

 2   public meetings for hundreds of hours.

 3        Q.   Why dyads?

 4                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Asked and answered.

 5        A.   With a commission of four voting commissioners, it

 6   made sense, with some very complex, difficult, technical

 7   work, that, to be efficient, they would break that work up

 8   among them.

 9        Q.   Was there any significance to only having two

10   members in the room at a time negotiating?

11        A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that question.

12             The negotiation, from my point of view, did not

13   occur in rooms.  I mean, I don't -- I'm not privy to that.

14   So I don't know what you mean by that.

15        Q.   Well, did you have a belief that, if two

16   commissioners met and negotiated, it wasn't a meeting?

17        A.   There was a complex task to accomplish.  And for

18   the commissioners to break into dyads so that they could

19   negotiate, because they were bipartisan dyads -- the

20   negotiation is between -- it's a bipartisan process -- they

21   can negotiate proposals to bring to the full commission, was

22   a reasonable, felt like a reasonable strategy for

23   accomplishing very complex work in an abbreviated timeline.

24                  MS. MELL:  Move to strike.

25        Q.   Did you believe there was some significance to
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 1   meeting in twos rather than three?

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 3        A.   I believe that meeting in twos was the most

 4   efficient way to accomplish the work.

 5        Q.   In your mind, did meeting in twos have some

 6   significance to open public meeting law?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal

 8   conclusion.

 9        A.   I don't know.

10        Q.   Do you know what a meeting is for purposes of open

11   government?

12                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

13        A.   I was not privy to the negotiation that was going

14   on within these dyads.  So I don't know how to answer your

15   question because I don't know how they were negotiating or

16   what that looked like.  And I can't answer for them.  So I

17   hope that you will direct these questions to the voting

18   commissioners.

19        Q.   Well, you were the chair, so I want to know what

20   you did to ensure open government.

21             So was the fact that the commissioners were meeting

22   in twos designed to ensure that open government standards

23   were met?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

25        A.   The strategy for how to achieve a very complex task
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 1   in an abbreviated timeline was only discussed in a public

 2   meeting where comment was -- where the public was able to

 3   comment.

 4        Q.   Have you had any conversations with anyone where

 5   anyone has talked to you about working in twos as opposed to

 6   a majority of the Commission?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   So do you have any idea of how many commissioners

 9   it takes to have a meeting?

10        A.   I do.

11        Q.   How many commissioners does it take to have a

12   meeting?

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it

14   calls for a legal conclusion.

15        A.   My understanding is that three voting commissioners

16   make a quorum.

17        Q.   Is there some significance to having three voting

18   commissioners communicating for purposes of open government?

19                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

20        A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.

21        Q.   What do you know about open government requirements

22   with regard to the number of commissioners who can be

23   communicating in any given time?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

25        A.   I understand that, when there are three voting
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 1   commissioners together, it's considered a public meeting,

 2   that it must be a public meeting.

 3        Q.   Okay.  So, during your tenure as chair of the

 4   Redistricting Commission, did you do anything to ensure that

 5   three voting members of the Commission were communicating in

 6   public, as opposed to privately?

 7        A.   I worked hard to encourage the voting commissioners

 8   to communicate as robustly as possible in public meetings.

 9   The meetings that I'm aware of that pertain to commissioners

10   occurred in the meetings that I facilitated.  Those are the

11   meetings I'm aware of.  I did my best as chair to conduct

12   those in keeping with the Open Public Meetings Act.

13        Q.   So did you do anything to make sure the

14   commissioners weren't talking amongst one another on the

15   12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th, outside of the public?

16        A.   No.

17        Q.   Do you know if the commissions were talking amongst

18   each other, either digitally or in person, on the 12th, 13th,

19   14th, 15th, and/or 16th outside of the public?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   Did you at any time communicate the position of one

22   commissioner to another commissioner during the 12th, 13th,

23   14th, 15th, or 16th outside of the public?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   So there was never a point in time when you spoke

 2   to Fain about statements or positions Graves was taking?

 3        A.   No.

 4        Q.   Did you ever talk with or communicate or share

 5   Sims's position on redistricting with anyone outside the

 6   public meeting?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   How did you know what the commissioners were doing?

 9        A.   I did not know what the commissioners were doing.

10        Q.   At what point in time -- strike that.

11             When did you first take a position in the hallway?

12        A.   I took a position in the hallway, I believe, at

13   approximately 7:00 p.m. on the 15th.

14        Q.   And when you say the hallway, who else was in the

15   hallway?

16        A.   Daniel Pailthorp was in the hallway with me.

17        Q.   Did you have computers?

18        A.   I had a computer.

19        Q.   And he did not?

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   What was his job?

22        A.   Daniel Pailthorp is on the independent Commission

23   staff, and he was there to assist me because I was conducting

24   this meeting away from the office or my regular place that I

25   conducted the meeting.  So Daniel helped me with making sure
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 1   I had an Internet signal.  He was staffing me.  So providing

 2   food.  He was serving as staff for me.

 3        Q.   So when you ended the -- well, strike that.

 4             Whose agenda was it?  Did you create the agenda

 5   order of business?

 6        A.   I did.

 7        Q.   Well, why would you put discussion items before

 8   there's a motion?

 9        A.   That is how I have always, to my memory, conducted

10   our meeting agendas.  First we discuss the item, and then we

11   vote on the items.

12        Q.   So, when did you -- who made the decision that

13   there were items to vote on?

14        A.   For many weeks leading up to the 15th, we as a

15   commission had discussed the process for concluding our work

16   together.  So we had discussion about the agenda, about what

17   items would need to be on the agenda, assumed that the

18   commissioners would complete their work.  We all understood

19   there was a chance they might not complete their work, but

20   assuming the best, that they would complete their work.  We

21   discussed all of that well in advance.

22        Q.   When you concluded the discussion segment and took

23   a break on November 15th before moving into the action items,

24   was there a congressional district identified in any map?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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 1        A.   So I think what you said just now was, was there a

 2   congressional district in a map?

 3        Q.   Was there any identifiable congressional district

 4   at the time you concluded the discussion portion of your

 5   meeting on November 15th?

 6                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

 7        A.   I don't know.

 8        Q.   Have you seen a map of a congressional district

 9   when you concluded the discussion section on November 15th?

10        A.   I had seen the draft maps that were provided to the

11   public and posted on our website.

12        Q.   Had you seen anything during the discussion

13   section?

14        A.   I did not see a proposal on a congressional

15   district map, no.

16        Q.   Did you see a proposal on a legislative district

17   map during the discussion section?

18        A.   No.

19        Q.   Were there any written documents before the

20   Commission when they were engaged in a public discussion?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Did you have any documents you were working from

24   while conducting the discussion portion of the meeting?

25        A.   Yes.
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 1        Q.   What were you working from?

 2        A.   The agenda.

 3        Q.   Anything other than the agenda?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   Who was monitoring the time?

 6        A.   I was responsible to monitor the time, and my staff

 7   members, Daniel Pailthorp and Lisa McLean, were giving me --

 8   were texting and calling periodically to urge me about time.

 9   Really, the meeting was being staffed out of the Olympia

10   office.  So our tech support were marking time on my behalf.

11        Q.   How were they marking time?

12        A.   I don't understand your question.

13        Q.   How were they keeping track of time?  You said they

14   were marking time.  How?

15        A.   I think they were looking at a clock and checking

16   in every 30 minutes.

17        Q.   And then after -- so the time then that you --

18             Strike that.

19             So you end the discussion section.  You go into the

20   break.  What did you do on that break?

21        A.   I received a text from Commissioner Sims asking if

22   we would take a vote.  So I believe I called her or texted

23   her and said, "It is time for a vote."

24        Q.   What did you think that there would be a vote on?

25        A.   I believed there would be a vote on the proposal
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 1   that the commissioners had been working on.

 2        Q.   Did you understand that there weren't any proposals

 3   that had been articulated into any maps?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   Did you know when you convened the action portion

 6   of the meeting that there was nothing in writing for them to

 7   consider?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   Was there anything in writing considered during the

10   action portion of the meeting?

11                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

12        A.   Can you repeat the question, please.

13        Q.   Was there anything in writing during the action

14   portion of the meeting?

15        A.   I assumed that the proposals that the commissioners

16   had been working on were prepared, and I assumed that when we

17   transmitted the transmittal letter, which had been prepared

18   in advance, and a resolution which had been prepared in

19   advance, the maps would accompany them.

20        Q.   They didn't.  Is that correct?

21        A.   That's correct.

22        Q.   When were the maps prepared?

23        A.   I believe one plan was submitted to the Commission

24   independent staff in the early hours of the morning of the

25   16th.  That was the congressional district map, was submitted
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 1   in the early hours on the 16th.  And the legislative district

 2   map was submitted to the independent staff in the afternoon,

 3   the late afternoon of the 16th.

 4        Q.   And do you understand that the map is what defines

 5   the district boundaries?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   Do you understand that without a map there are no

 8   identifiable district boundaries?

 9        A.   Yes.

10        Q.   So, when you prepared your declaration to the

11   Supreme Court, what did you rely on for purposes of

12   testifying to the Supreme Court that there was an agreement

13   among the commissioners at the time of the vote?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

15        A.   The commissioners brought forward and seconded

16   resolution.  Based on that, I carried forward.

17        Q.   So you based your testimony to the Supreme Court on

18   what happened in the public meeting?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   And there was nothing in writing to back up that,

21   what occurred in the public meeting?

22        A.   So there was a resolution, and there was a

23   transmittal letter, and those were in writing.

24        Q.   And those were incomplete at that time, correct?

25        A.   They were complete when they were submitted.
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 1        Q.   When the commissioners voted on the transmittal

 2   letter, it was not finished, correct?

 3        A.   It needed to be signed by the commissioners.

 4        Q.   Did the content need to be completed with respect

 5   to the legislative congressional districts identified in it?

 6        A.   No, it was complete.

 7        Q.   Okay.  So there was no substance to the transmittal

 8   letter.  Is that correct?

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

10        A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question.

11        Q.   There was no substance to the transmittal letter,

12   in terms of identification of the congressional or

13   legislative districts, correct?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   And with regard to the resolution, there was no

16   identified congressional or legislative districts in the

17   resolution that was voted on, correct?

18        A.   Yes.

19        Q.   When the resolution was voted on, was it in writing

20   before all of the commissioners?

21        A.   The resolution?

22        Q.   Yes.

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   Was it completed?

25        A.   It was not signed.  It was circulated for signature
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 1   during the meeting.

 2        Q.   Was the content of the resolution with respect to

 3   the identification of the congressional and legislative

 4   district maps incomplete when voted on?

 5        A.   I don't know how to answer that question.

 6        Q.   Was there were there any blanks or information that

 7   was filled in on the resolution after it was voted on?

 8        A.   I don't believe so.

 9        Q.   There were no words changed or no identifiers

10   changed?

11        A.   I don't believe so.  I believe the only thing that

12   had to change was the signature.

13        Q.   So do you believe that there was a specific

14   designation of congressional or legislative districts in the

15   resolution?

16        A.   I don't know how to answer that question.

17        Q.   Does the resolution contain identifiers of the

18   legislative and congressional districts that were viewable at

19   the time the commissioners voted on it?

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   Was there legislative and congressional district

22   identifiers added to the resolution after it was voted on?

23        A.   No.  I don't believe so.

24        Q.   Was the resolution signed by any of the

25   commissioners before it was moved?
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 1        A.   Yes.  I believe I signed it in advance.  Once

 2   again, this was something we had discussed doing to smooth

 3   the process along.  So we had talked about that,

 4   understanding it was a time-sensitive transmission, and I

 5   believe I signed it in advance because I and Lisa McLean

 6   composed it.

 7        Q.   Did you say there was an agreement to execute it as

 8   it came through the palms of the commissioners?

 9        A.   I'm sorry?

10        Q.   You said there was an agreement that you had

11   discussed signing it as it was transmitted among the

12   commissioners as opposed to when it was moved in the public

13   meeting.  Is that correct?

14        A.   I think we had discussed it in the prior regular

15   meetings.  That would have been the October regular meeting,

16   but I think we also discussed it in the September regular

17   meeting.  It had been reviewed by the commissioners and I

18   think amended, if I'm not mistaken.  Or maybe it was a

19   special meeting, I don't remember, but we had -- we had

20   prepared those documents in advance.

21        Q.   Okay.  Was it communicated between the discussion

22   portion of the meeting and the action portion of the meeting

23   outside the public that the resolution should be signed, was

24   prepared for signature?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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 1        A.   Not to my knowledge.

 2        Q.   Do you know whether or not any of the voting

 3   commissioners executed the resolution prior to being moved?

 4        A.   I'm sorry, I don't know what that means.

 5        Q.   Did any of the voting commissioners sign the

 6   resolution before there was a motion to approve it in the

 7   action portion of the meeting?

 8        A.   Not to my knowledge.  And I believe those

 9   signatures are time stamped.

10        Q.   Do you know what time there was a motion on the

11   resolution?

12        A.   I don't.

13        Q.   Do you know whether or not the legislative

14   district --

15             Well, what was the motion on the legislative

16   district?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

18        A.   I believe there was a motion to adopt the

19   legislative district plan.

20        Q.   Did you understand when that motion was made that

21   there was no legislative district plan?

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

23        A.   No.

24        Q.   I didn't hear you.

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   Did you believe that there was a legislative

 2   district plan at the time the motion was made?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   Why did you believe that there was a legislative

 5   district plan at the time the motion was made?

 6        A.   Because one of the voting commissioners made a

 7   motion and another voting commissioner seconded it.

 8        Q.   Did you later learn that there wasn't a legislative

 9   district plan at the time the motion was made?

10        A.   No.

11        Q.   Do you know that, at the time the motion was made,

12   there was no legislative district identified?

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

14        A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question?

15        Q.   Yes.

16             You had previously told me you knew at the time of

17   the motion that the legislative district maps were not

18   completed identifying the boundaries, correct?

19        A.   That's right.

20        Q.   How is the legislative district map distinct from

21   the plan?

22        A.   The plan has multiple elements in it.  And from my

23   understanding, they had agreed upon a plan and ran out of

24   time in developing the maps.  Because the maps that reflected

25   their plan, the plan that they voted on, took longer than
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 1   they assumed it would take to make.

 2        Q.   So what had they agreed upon?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.

 4        A.   They had agreed upon a plan for how the legislative

 5   district map would be and how the congressional district map

 6   would be.

 7        Q.   What was the plan for the legislative district that

 8   was agreed upon at the time the motion was made?

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

10        A.   I don't know.

11        Q.   Okay.  So then how do you know that there was an

12   agreement?

13        A.   I know there was agreement because one commissioner

14   called for a vote and another commissioner seconded it.

15        Q.   Is there any way to identify what the agreement was

16   at the time the motion was made?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

18        A.   I don't know.

19        Q.   So you can't testify -- you have no personal

20   knowledge -- as to whether there was an agreement at the time

21   the vote was taken over any legislative or congressional

22   district, correct?

23        A.   I believe there was agreement.

24        Q.   On what?

25        A.   I believe there was agreement on a proposal that
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 1   had been negotiated.  If we're talking just the legislative

 2   district plan, there was a proposal that had been negotiated

 3   over many weeks.  And I believe that the parties that were

 4   negotiating understood what made it up, and that's what I

 5   believe they were voting on.

 6        Q.   Why do you have a belief that the commissioners

 7   understood what they were voting on?

 8        A.   Because they called for a vote, and they voted.

 9        Q.   You were the one that called for the vote, correct?

10        A.   Well, what I did was I called for resolutions,

11   which is my function as the chair, and they brought forward

12   resolutions.

13        Q.   Did any commissioner bring forward a specific

14   resolution and put it in front of the other commissioners

15   during the motion?

16        A.   Not that I recall.

17        Q.   Was there any --

18             Well, why didn't you open up any of the motions on

19   the 15th to discussion?

20        A.   I don't know.  Honestly, it was late.  I was very

21   tired.  It was a chaotic setting.  That's --

22        Q.   Is it correct that you didn't open up any of the

23   motions for discussion because you understood there was

24   already an agreement and you were trying to get the motions

25   voted on prior to midnight?
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 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 2        A.   No.

 3        Q.   How did you ascertain whether or not there was

 4   agreement on -- what there was an agreement on?

 5        A.   I assumed that there was agreement on the proposals

 6   that the dyads had been working on.  That was my assumption

 7   at the time.

 8        Q.   Did you just assume that because Sims had said it's

 9   time for a vote?

10        A.   I assumed it because there were commissioners --

11   that the dyad pairs had been working strenuously in

12   negotiation for weeks and days.  They're down to the wire.

13   So I assumed that they were ready to carry those proposals

14   forward.

15        Q.   In terms of the components of a plan, what do you

16   believe there was an agreement on, if there was no agreement

17   as to the maps?

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

19        A.   What I understood was that the dyads, the

20   bipartisan dyads, had requested time to confer with their

21   party counterpoints, counterpart, in some kind of caucus.

22   And that's what they requested in the early part of the

23   meeting on the 15th.  So I assumed at that time they were

24   conferring about their various proposals.

25        Q.   Why were they meeting in caucus rather than on the
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 1   record?

 2        A.   I don't know.

 3        Q.   Why did you allow them to meet in caucus rather

 4   than conduct their deliberations on the record?

 5        A.   I believed it was allowable.

 6        Q.   Why did you believe it was allowable?

 7        A.   I won't answer that, based on privilege.

 8        Q.   Does that mean that you relied upon legal advice?

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a

10   violation of attorney-client privilege, and I instruct the

11   witness not to answer.

12        Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that

13   question based on advice of counsel?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to

15   answer.  Attorney-client privilege.

16        Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you going to refuse to answer

17   that question based on the advice of counsel?

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Again, I instruct the witness

19   not to answer.

20                  MS. MELL:  Mr. Pekelis, I am entitled to voir

21   dire the witness as to whether or not she intends to follow

22   your instruction, and I need a response.  It's not

23   privileged.  It's not protected.

24        A.   Yes.

25        Q.   With regard to -- is it your position that whether
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 1   or not you relied on counsel to know whether or not the dyads

 2   or caucuses complied with OPMA?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Will you read back the question,

 4   please.

 5                  MS. MELL:  I will rephrase the question.  I'll

 6   just ask it again.

 7        Q.   Is it your position that, as chair, you relied upon

 8   the advice of counsel to know whether or not the dyads or

 9   caucuses complied with OPMA?

10                  MR. PEKELIS:  Attorney-client privilege.

11                  Instruct the witness not to answer.

12        Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that

13   question?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   And is your basis because you believe whether or

16   not you relied on the advice of counsel is privileged?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to

18   answer.  Attorney-client privilege.

19                  MS. MELL:  All right.  I believe you're

20   overstepping the privilege.  Whether or not somebody relied

21   on counsel is discoverable.  There's nothing privileged about

22   that.  Do you want to rethink that?

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  I think you're asking her

24   whether she took an action or refrained from taking an action

25   on the basis of advice of counsel, and I believe that is
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 1   privileged.

 2                  MS. MELL:  I disagree.  I think that, if

 3   somebody relied upon counsel, it has certain implications

 4   that are not privilege, and we are entitled to know that.

 5   You can let her answer it, and you can retain the right to

 6   argue about the privilege, or you can instruct her not to

 7   answer, then I'll seek sanctions, sanctions for having to

 8   bring her back on that issue and to litigate it.

 9                  MR. PEKELIS:  I believe that the question

10   seeks, directly seeks, the advice that the witness sought or

11   received from counsel, and, therefore, it directly implicates

12   privileged conversations with the Commission's counsel, and,

13   therefore, I stand by the objection and my instructions that

14   the witness should not answer the question.

15        Q.   Ms. Augustine, did you have any independent

16   knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses complied

17   with OPMA, other than from legal counsel?

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal

19   conclusion.

20                  MS. MELL:  Her personal knowledge does not

21   call for a legal conclusion.

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, could you read the

23   question back, please.

24                  MS. MELL:  I'll just ask it again.

25        Q.   What personal knowledge did you have whether or not
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 1   dyads or caucuses complied with OPMA?

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  That does call for a legal

 3   conclusion.  Objection.

 4                  MS. MELL:  It absolutely does not.  What is

 5   her personal knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses

 6   comply with OPMA government standards?  That's not a legal

 7   conclusion.

 8                  MR. PEKELIS:  What knowledge you have about

 9   compliance with a statute?  Sure, it calls for a legal

10   conclusion.

11                  MS. MELL:  Well, no, it doesn't.  It can be

12   specifically related to what her training and experience is.

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  I'm not instructing the witness

14   not to answer.  I'm making my objection for the record.

15                  MS. MELL:  All right.  That's fine.  Did you

16   instruct her she can go ahead and answer?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, you can answer

18   the question.  My objection stands.

19                  THE WITNESS:  Yes.  Repeat it, please.

20        Q.   What was your knowledge about whether or not dyads

21   or caucuses met with open government standards?

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

23        A.   We had never been in a caucus before in an open

24   public meeting.  It was new to me.  And I would say I

25   believed we were in compliance.
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 1        Q.   But you had never convened a meeting and worked in

 2   caucuses before?

 3        A.   No.

 4        Q.   Was counsel consulted during the course of the

 5   meeting on the 15th?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7        Q.   At what point in time?

 8        A.   At multiple times.

 9        Q.   And who was that?

10        A.   That was the AGO counsel that was assigned to the

11   Commission.

12        Q.   And were you the one responsible for making those

13   contacts?

14        A.   I don't remember.

15        Q.   Do you know a name?

16        A.   Of counsel?

17        Q.   Yes.

18        A.   Tara Heinz and Emma Grunberg.

19        Q.   How did you communicate with them?

20        A.   By phone.

21        Q.   Were they with you at the hotel?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Where were the commissioners during the 15th during

24   the meeting?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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 1        A.   I don't know.

 2        Q.   At 7:00, were all of the commissioners at the same

 3   location when the meeting commenced?

 4        A.   I don't know.

 5        Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?

 6        A.   Staying at the hotel?  No, not to my knowledge.

 7        Q.   Was there an announcement as to the meeting

 8   occurring -- strike that.

 9             Was there an announcement that the commissioners

10   would be in a hotel in Federal Way during the meeting?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   Do you know if any of the commissioners were in the

13   hotel where you were during the meeting?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   How many commissioners were at that hotel?

16        A.   I know that three commissioners were there on the

17   15th at some time.

18        Q.   Who were those commissioners?

19        A.   Commissioner Graves, Commissioner Sims, and

20   Commissioner Fain.

21        Q.   Did you communicate with Graves, Sims, and Fain at

22   the hotel from 7:00 on the 15th to 4:00 in the morning, when

23   you left, on the 16th?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

25        A.   Yes.
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 1        Q.   When were you communicating with Graves, Sims, and

 2   Fain?

 3        A.   I had a brief communication with Sims by text

 4   message between the discussion and the vote.  I had a

 5   conversation with all four of them between, say, 12:30 a.m.

 6   and 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.

 7        Q.   Were all of the commissioners convening at the

 8   hotel on the 16th?

 9        A.   I don't know what you mean by convening.

10        Q.   Were you all there in the same room?

11        A.   Yes.

12        Q.   At what time did that start?

13        A.   Maybe 12:30.

14        Q.   What were you discussing at 12:30?

15                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

16        A.   Commissioners were -- well, I should just speak for

17   myself.  I felt a sense of relief that the meeting was over

18   and chatted with Commissioner Sims about my grandchildren and

19   her children.

20             I talked with Commissioner Fain about fantasy

21   football, I believe, some football thing.  I talked with

22   Commissioner Fain also about his vacation plans for the

23   holidays.

24             I talked with Commissioner Walkinshaw, I think, a

25   little bit about the holidays.  And I think that's -- and
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 1   let's see --

 2             And Commissioner Graves definitely talked about his

 3   wife and children, the children's book that his wife wrote,

 4   yeah.

 5        Q.   When did you text with, I think you said it was

 6   Fain, between the discussion and the action?

 7        A.   It was Commissioner Sims.

 8        Q.   Sims.  What did you text with her?

 9        A.   I don't remember exactly what those texts say, but

10   those have all been submitted through your records request.

11        Q.   What do you recall the purpose of the communication

12   to be?

13        A.   Sims texted to ask if we were going to call for a

14   vote.

15        Q.   And what did you say?

16        A.   I don't remember saying anything, but maybe I did.

17   If I did, I would have said, this is the time, that the

18   discussion was over.

19        Q.   Do you remember meeting with commissioners to

20   discuss -- well, did you remember meeting with the

21   commissioners to discuss the status of the maps on the 16th?

22        A.   The status of the maps?

23        Q.   Correct.

24        A.   No.

25        Q.   Do you recall, on the 16th, there being work done
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 1   on the maps?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   What do you recall?

 4        A.   The caucus staff were working together mapping.

 5        Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff communicating with

 6   the commissioners?

 7        A.   No.

 8        Q.   Were the caucus staff working on the mapping with

 9   commissioners present?

10        A.   We were in a ballroom.  And what I remember is that

11   the caucus staff were in one corner working with their

12   mapping software, and the commissioners were chatting and

13   milling around in the other area.

14        Q.   Were the commissioners discussing whether or not

15   maps would be published?

16        A.   I don't know.  I can only speak to what they spoke

17   to me about.

18        Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about

19   the maps when they were all convened together?

20        A.   I don't believe so.

21        Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about

22   transmittals to the Supreme Court?

23        A.   No.

24        Q.   Did you hear any of the commissioners say anything

25   about whether or not there was a need to comply with OPMA
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 1   during the course of the meeting on the 16th?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   What did you hear?

 4        A.   I remember that there was discussion of whether it

 5   was appropriate for us to all be in the same room and, since

 6   we were chatting about our personal lives, that it wasn't

 7   related to commission business.  It's the first time the four

 8   of us had ever seen each other face-to-face at once.

 9        Q.   Who said what exactly?

10        A.   I'm sorry, I don't recall.

11        Q.   Do you have any notes from that time period?

12        A.   No.

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, we've been going about

14   another hour.  Are you nearing a point where we might be able

15   to take another break or perhaps the end of your questions?

16                  MS. MELL:  I'm getting close, and I want to be

17   attentive.  We've got another deposition starting here in a

18   bit.

19                  MR. PEKELIS:  So how much longer?

20                  MS. MELL:  I'll just keep going.

21        Q.   Did you answer that question?

22        A.   Sorry, did you ask a question?

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  I don't think there is a

24   question pending, Ms. Mell.

25        Q.   I must not have heard your answer.

0074

 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Could we ask Mr. Johnson to read

 2   back the last question and answer.

 3                            (The previous question and answer

 4                             was read back.)

 5                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, how much longer would

 6   you say you have?

 7                  MS. MELL:  I don't know.  I just want to keep

 8   going.  I think that we have a hard stop at one because we

 9   have another dep -- or noon.

10                  MR. PEKELIS:  We have a hard stop at noon?

11                  MS. MELL:  I believe we have a hard stop at

12   noon because I believe Ms. O'Neil is on then.

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. O'Neil?

14                  Can we just take a 5-minute break off the

15   record, and then we can discuss what's next.

16                  MS. MELL:  What is the question?  I don't want

17   to take a break for very long because we're running out of

18   time.

19                  MR. PEKELIS:  Just five minutes then.

20                  MS. MELL:  Are you leaving the meeting?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  I do plan to leave, yes.

22                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  Wait a minute.  It looks

23   like it said one your time.  Yeah, one.

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, are we off the

25   record?
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 1                  THE REPORTER:  You guys have to tell me that.

 2                  MS. MELL:  I just want to keep moving because

 3   I think we have the next dep, but it now looks to me like it

 4   starts at one, your time.  Is that your understanding?

 5                  MR. PEKELIS:  It is.

 6                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  All right.  So I guess we

 7   can go off the record for five minutes.

 8                  MR. PEKELIS:  Thanks, so much.

 9                            (A brief recess was taken.)

10        Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  Ms. Augustine, when did you all

11   convene in the meeting room at the hotel on the 16th?

12        A.   So I'm not sure I know what you mean by convene.

13        Q.   When were you all sitting together on the 16th?

14        A.   It was after the conclusion of the meeting, and I

15   want to say it was maybe beginning around 12:30, is what I

16   recall.

17        Q.   Were you staying at the hotel?

18        A.   No.

19        Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?

20        A.   Not that I know.  Not to my knowledge.

21        Q.   So how long did you stay with the other

22   commissioners?

23        A.   I stayed in that ballroom until approximately

24   4:00 a.m.

25        Q.   So how many hours?
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 1        A.   Three and a half hours.

 2        Q.   In that 3 1/2 hours, is it your testimony that you

 3   discussed family and social circumstances and you didn't

 4   discuss any business?

 5        A.   That's right.

 6        Q.   Why did you stay with the commissioners for 3 1/2

 7   hours just to discuss family and social matters?

 8        A.   I believed at that time that the mapping was

 9   moments away, and so I was waiting for the transmittal of

10   those maps to independent staff.

11        Q.   So is it correct that you were waiting for business

12   to be conducted?

13        A.   I was just -- I was waiting there to ensure that

14   those maps were transmitted in accordance with our plan,

15   which had been planned and discussed heavily over the prior

16   meetings.

17        Q.   Okay.  So what did you do to ensure that the maps

18   were transmitted in accordance with the plans during that --

19        A.   Nothing.  Nothing.  Honestly, I was waiting for

20   caucus staff to say, "Okay, we hit send, that was it," so I

21   could communicate to the independent staff, they should be

22   there.

23        Q.   They should be where?

24        A.   We're talking about through virtual space, so.  If

25   the caucus staff hit send, I assumed it would show up in the
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 1   computers of the independent staff who were waiting.  They

 2   were in the Olympia office waiting for the maps to be

 3   transmitted.

 4        Q.   Why were they waiting for the maps to be

 5   transmitted to them?

 6        A.   Because we believed that they were moments away.

 7        Q.   What needed to be done with them?

 8        A.   Once they were transmitted to the independent

 9   staff, that would be transmitted with the transmittal letter

10   and the resolution to the legislature.

11        Q.   Were there any transmittals to the legislature or

12   the Supreme Court without maps?

13        A.   Yes, there were.  The transmittal letter and the

14   resolution were submitted to the legislature at the

15   conclusion of the meeting.

16        Q.   Without maps?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   Who made the decision to do that?

19        A.   It was an administrative task, and we had practiced

20   doing that for weeks.  I think -- yeah.  I don't know that

21   was a decision made.  That decision had already been made in

22   the prior meeting.

23        Q.   What decision?

24        A.   To the process for transmittal.

25        Q.   And who made that decision?
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 1        A.   The Commission made that decision.

 2        Q.   Prior to the 16th?

 3        A.   The transmittal process was much discussed in the

 4   previous regular meeting, I think in the two prior previous

 5   meetings.  That would have been the September meeting, the

 6   October meeting, and, perhaps, even in special meetings that

 7   were called.  I don't recall, but it was discussed, that

 8   transmittal process.  So, when the meeting concluded, those

 9   documents that were in hand were transmitted.

10        Q.   But there were no maps at that time, correct?

11        A.   That's right.

12        Q.   So it hadn't been anticipated that there would be

13   no maps when a vote was taken prior to the meeting, was

14   there?

15        A.   That's right.

16        Q.   When was that decided?

17        A.   I don't think it was decided.  I don't recall

18   having a discussion about it.

19        Q.   Was there ever a conversation about the need to

20   have a map to know what the legislative or congressional

21   district would be?

22        A.   Do you mean during the meeting on the 15th.

23        Q.   Anytime.

24        A.   I don't recall.

25        Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the
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 1   legislature or to the Supreme Court that identified district

 2   boundaries for the legislative district or the congressional

 3   district, on the 15th?

 4        A.   You're asking many questions in one question.

 5   Could you maybe one at a time.  I'm not sure.

 6        Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the Supreme

 7   Court or to the legislature on the 15th that identified

 8   legislative districts or congressional districts?

 9        A.   No.

10        Q.   What documents exist to identify legislative

11   districts?

12        A.   What documents exist now?

13        Q.   Right.  Well, at any time.  What documents are

14   necessary to identify a legislative district?

15        A.   A legislative district?

16        Q.   Correct.

17        A.   There's a legal description and also a map.

18        Q.   So was a legal description conveyed to the

19   legislature or to the Supreme Court on the 15th?

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   There was no legal description communicated to the

22   legislature or to the Supreme Court for either district,

23   congressional or legislative, correct, on the 15th?

24        A.   There are more than two districts.  So I don't

25   understand your question.
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 1        Q.   Was there any document identifying district

 2   boundaries for either the legislative districts or the

 3   congressional districts on the 15th?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   What portion of the plan existed on the 15th at the

 6   time of the vote?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.

 8        A.   I don't know.  I believed, at the time of the vote,

 9   that it all existed.

10        Q.   All right.  So you were under the mistaken belief

11   that maps existed at the time of the vote?

12        A.   I believed that the mapping staff were moments away

13   from submitting those maps at the time of the vote, yes.

14        Q.   So you knew the maps were not completed at the time

15   of the vote?

16        A.   I didn't know, honestly.

17        Q.   With regard to your notes in Exhibit 1, you have a

18   number of pages that have numeric designations, for instance,

19   2969, the Bates number on the bottom, right-hand corner.

20        A.   I wonder if you would be willing to project that

21   because I don't have that document in front of me here.

22        Q.   Can you open it from the chat room?

23        A.   Oh, it's in the chat.  I'm in the chat.  Is there a

24   document in the chat?

25        Q.   Correct.
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 1        A.   I'm sorry, I don't see anything in the chat.

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  I don't see it either.  It may

 3   have disappeared because we went into a breakout room and

 4   then came back.

 5                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  Let me put it back in there.

 6   Just a second.

 7        Q.   Tell me about the dyads.  What did that mean?

 8        A.   What I recall is the Commission strategy was to --

 9   was for bipartisan dyads to work together to develop and

10   negotiate proposals to bring to the Commission.  So the

11   senate dyad would work on a proposal on the congressional

12   district plan, and the house dyad would work to develop a

13   proposal, negotiate a proposal, to bring for the legislative

14   district plan.

15        Q.   What's the difference between the dyads and

16   caucusing or the caucus?

17        A.   So the dyads, from my point of view, were developed

18   as a designation for how the work would be broken up, who

19   would do what, how the work would be assigned.  The caucus,

20   that was a new term to me when I heard it on the evening of

21   the 15th.

22        Q.   What does it mean?

23        A.   That there was a request that the partisan

24   commissioners would be able to confer with each other.

25        Q.   Okay.  So who made that request?
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 1        A.   I don't remember, but I believe it was Joe Fain.

 2        Q.   And what did it mean?

 3        A.   From my point of view, it meant that these dyads

 4   had been working on proposals, and they wanted to confer

 5   together with their -- with the other member of their party.

 6        Q.   Okay.  So the caucus was partisan?

 7        A.   That's what I understood.

 8        Q.   But dyads were nonpartisan?

 9        A.   Right.

10        Q.   All right.  So --

11        A.   Nonpartisan.  Sorry, bipartisan.

12        Q.   Bipartisan.

13             Okay.  So the first caucus meeting was on the 15th?

14        A.   The first caucus meeting I ever heard of occurred

15   on the 15th.

16        Q.   After the meeting started?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   Do you understand then that the two Democrat

19   commissioners were speaking and then the two Republican

20   commissioners were speaking?

21        A.   That's what I understood, yes.

22        Q.   And where were they doing their conversations?

23        A.   I don't know.

24        Q.   And do you know if the Rs and the Ds were

25   communicating with one another?
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 1        A.   I'm sorry, you mean -- I understood that the

 2   Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were

 3   meeting together.

 4        Q.   And they were communicating among each other to try

 5   to reach consensus?

 6        A.   Not to my knowledge.  My understanding was the

 7   Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were

 8   meeting together.

 9        Q.   Was there an express communication among the

10   commissioners when meeting in dyads to only meet in groups of

11   two and not have three commissioners communicating?

12                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

13        A.   What I understand was that, in order to accomplish

14   a very complex and technically difficult task --

15                  MS. MELL:  Move to strike.

16        Q.   That's not my question.  Let me strike that

17   question.

18             Is it your understanding -- well, strike that.

19             Was it ever communicated that, when the dyads

20   convened, that there should be no more than two commissioners

21   communicating in dyads?

22                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.

23        A.   You're asking me if --

24        Q.   What was communicated?  What was communicated?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objections.
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 1        A.   What was communicated was that there was a really

 2   big job to do and not very much time to do it in, and, if we

 3   were going to get it done, we would need to, for efficiency's

 4   sake, assign work.  And that work --

 5                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, please let the witness

 6   complete her answer.

 7                  MS. MELL:  That's okay.  She's not answering

 8   the question.  Move to strike the answer.  And move to strike

 9   the question.

10        Q.   Ms. Augustine, was it ever communicated that the

11   dyads should be restricted to two people, two commissioners,

12   two voting commissioners, at any given time?

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.

14        A.   I don't recall.  What I recall is --

15        Q.   If you don't recall, that's a complete answer.

16        A.   Okay.

17        Q.   Is there anything that would refresh your

18   recollection?

19        A.   I don't know.

20        Q.   Is it your understanding that the dyad was a

21   concept created on the public record?

22        A.   Yes.

23        Q.   And with regard to the caucuses, the first time the

24   caucus was brought up was before the meeting on the 15th?

25        A.   The first time I heard of it was at the meeting on
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 1   the 15th.

 2        Q.   Was it in the public portion of the meeting or

 3   prior to the meeting started?

 4        A.   I believe it was in the public portion.  That was

 5   the first I had heard of it.

 6        Q.   All right.  So, if none of them communicated to you

 7   about caucusing in the public forum, how did you learn to

 8   caucus and break for caucus?

 9        A.   I heard about the request from Lisa McLean.  That's

10   what I recall.

11        Q.   And did you break the public meeting for caucus at

12   Lisa McLean's direction?

13        A.   What I remember is having a conversation with Lisa,

14   where she said, "There's a request to caucus."  And so we

15   conferred.  And so we allowed that time -- I allowed that

16   time for caucus.

17        Q.   And was, every time that the Commission off screen,

18   were they in caucus?

19        A.   As far as I knew.  That was my understanding and, I

20   believed, our agreement.

21        Q.   And did anyone monitor communications among the

22   commissioners while in caucus?

23        A.   No.

24        Q.   Did you have any communications with them about

25   decisions made in caucus?
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 1        A.   Not that I recall.

 2        Q.   Can you see your notes now in the chat room?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   Can you tell me what the numeric designations are,

 5   for instance, on the fifth page.  It's Bates number 2969.

 6        A.   So this is talking about party performance and the

 7   various districts.

 8        Q.   Is that what all these numeric designations are,

 9   like on 2970, 2971, 2972?

10        A.   Yeah.

11        Q.   So are these your notes deliberating over where the

12   caucus boundary should be -- where the district boundary

13   should be?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

15        A.   I never participated in any deliberation.

16        Q.   What were you writing these numbers down for?

17        A.   As a trained mediator, I take extensive notes when

18   people are talking so that I can make sure I understand what

19   they're saying.

20        Q.   So you were present when they were deliberating the

21   districts because that's what these numbers reflect, right?

22        A.   I was certainly present when they were -- when they

23   were engaging in communication about on the 14th about the

24   loss of faith, yeah.

25        Q.   Well, you are specifically taking --
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 1             Well, strike that.

 2             Exhibit 1 are notes from when?

 3        A.   These notes -- I mean, they're not dated, but

 4   they're throughout this time period, the 13th, the 14th, and

 5   the 15th.

 6        Q.   So, throughout this timeframe, you were in a room

 7   or a location with the commissioners, real time or digital

 8   time, jotting down their communications about districts,

 9   correct?

10        A.   Yeah, Graves and Sims.

11        Q.   Okay.  And so there's no information about what any

12   of the other commissioners thought about these?

13        A.   I was not in communication with the others.  They

14   had their own negotiation, I was not privy to.

15        Q.   Were these numbers reflecting partisan politics?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   Can you rephrase the question.  I don't understand

18   what you mean by that.

19        Q.   Do these numbers reflect partisan statistics from

20   various districts?

21        A.   These numbers reflect party performance.

22        Q.   And when you say party performance, what do you

23   mean?

24        A.   I mean, based on election data, how the parties had

25   performed in prior elections.
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 1        Q.   In specific districts?

 2        A.   Yes.

 3        Q.   Where were these statistics coming from?

 4                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.

 5        A.   To my knowledge, the Sims and Graves dyad was

 6   using, I think it was the treasurer race, the most recent

 7   treasurer race.  I think it says in the notes here -- let me

 8   look -- I think they were using the treasurer race.  Oh,

 9   yeah, "Treasurer data," it says on 2965.

10        Q.   All right.  And so your notes reflect that Paul

11   Graves and April Sims reached agreement on the 44th?

12        A.   No.

13        Q.   Does that mean they didn't reach agreement on the

14   44th?

15        A.   Graves and Sims did not reach agreement on the 44th

16   at any time, that I was aware of.  I assume that, ultimately,

17   they -- I mean, not at any time I was involved in their

18   conversation.

19        Q.   Are these numbers metrics?

20        A.   Can you give me a page number.

21        Q.   2969 or 2970.  Are these numbers at any time

22   referred to as metrics?

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

24        A.   I don't know.

25        Q.   Was there ever a time where you heard discussion
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 1   about metrics?

 2        A.   The word "metric" used?

 3        Q.   Yes.

 4        A.   I don't remember.  I don't remember that being a

 5   substantive part of the conversation, but I don't know.

 6        Q.   What did you say during the course of this

 7   conversation to facilitate some sort of communication between

 8   Sims and Graves?

 9        A.   I was asking questions to make sure I understood

10   what their shared proposal was, prior to their agreement

11   being compromised as a result of this appointment to the

12   Secretary of State's office.

13        Q.   What was their shared agreement?

14        A.   I don't know.  These notes reflect what I

15   understood that to be.

16        Q.   Are all of these notes numeric designations of

17   partisan performance?

18        A.   Well, no.  For example, it says, "Tulalip.  Current

19   Marysville to stay in the 38th."  So that's not about

20   partisan performance.  There's also a lunch menu on here.

21        Q.   But the numeric designations, those are partisan

22   performance?

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

24        Q.   Is that correct?

25        A.   I believe so.
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 1        Q.   And on the page 2969, where it references, "Current

 2   Marysville to stay in the 38th," the numbers on the right

 3   reflect the partisan performance of that 38th District,

 4   correct?

 5        A.   I don't think so.  I think these are numbers of

 6   districts.

 7        Q.   And what is it the D, LD, S, LR, SR mean?

 8        A.   I think LD is lean democratic, LR is lean

 9   Republican, SR is safe Republican.  I don't remember what D

10   stands for.  It has something to do with democratic.  So what

11   these are talking about is how many districts of each one or

12   the districts.

13        Q.   What does safe mean?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.

15        A.   I really think these questions are really more

16   appropriate for the voting commissioners.  As you can tell,

17   this is not my purview.

18        Q.   Well, they're your notes.  I am just wanting to

19   know what you thought you were writing down.

20        A.   So, from my point of view -- forgive me -- they

21   know what they mean by saying safe.  It's not important that

22   I understand what they mean by safe.  I'm writing down, hey,

23   this is what their interests are, and I am trying to help

24   them move through the gridlock that they're in so that they

25   can get their interests met.
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 1             So I don't know what safe means, honestly.  Whether

 2   it's lean democratic or lean Republican, these are the kinds

 3   of things that the voting commissioners could tell you.  I

 4   don't know how those are defined.

 5        Q.   Did you write your declaration to the Supreme

 6   Court?

 7        A.   I did.

 8        Q.   How did you decide what times to put on the

 9   chronology?

10        A.   I wrote my declaration to be in compliance with the

11   request of the Supreme Court order.

12        Q.   That's not what I asked.

13             I asked how you figured out what times you put on

14   it.

15        A.   I put the times that I believe the Supreme Court

16   requested.

17        Q.   And how did you identify those times?

18        A.   The Supreme Court -- I don't have their declaration

19   in front of me -- or their order in front of me -- but what I

20   remember is that they asked for the times of the votes.  They

21   asked for -- I don't remember.

22        Q.   I'm asking how you knew what times to put.  Where

23   did you come up with the times?

24        A.   Yeah.  We have an official record that's kept by a

25   court recorder that's timestamped.
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 1        Q.   Do you know how it was timestamped?

 2        A.   I don't.  I know that there were also -- it could

 3   be that -- I honestly take that back and say I'm not exactly

 4   sure.  But it could also be when the emails were submitted to

 5   Lisa.  So the electronic tool that was used for signature has

 6   a timestamp on it, too.

 7        Q.   Do you know whether or not the -- strike that.

 8             Did you rely on TVW to televise your meetings or

 9   publicize your meetings?

10        A.   TVW broadcast our meetings.  We advertise our

11   meetings in a variety of ways.

12        Q.   Did you rely on TVW to broadcast your meetings to

13   the public, or did you allow the public to attend in Zoom?

14        A.   The public was encouraged to sign up for comment

15   and attend via Zoom.

16        Q.   On the 15th, did you invite the public to make

17   comments and attend via Zoom?

18        A.   I don't remember.

19        Q.   Do you remember allowing the public to be present

20   in Zoom on the 15th or 16th?

21        A.   I don't remember.

22        Q.   Do you remember reviewing TVW footage to verify

23   whether or not the time stamps you conveyed to the Supreme

24   Court were accurate?

25        A.   No.  And I don't -- yeah, I believe -- I don't -- I
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 1   don't remember.  I would have to reflect on where those time

 2   stamps came from, but I believe they came from the record and

 3   probably from signature.

 4        Q.   Was anybody actually timing the meeting?

 5        A.   From my point of view, the independent staff were

 6   doing that, and, by that, I mean our tech support.

 7        Q.   Do you know that the motion on the legislative

 8   districts came on the 15th and the affirmative votes were

 9   reflected on the 16th on the TVW footage?

10        A.   No.

11        Q.   Do you know whether or not there was any

12   alternative to viewing the meeting on the 15th and the 16th,

13   other than through TVW?

14        A.   I assume it was also streamed on YouTube because,

15   typically, our meetings are streamed on YouTube.  I am not

16   sure.

17        Q.   Are meetings streamed live on YouTube?

18        A.   I'm not sure.

19        Q.   So do you know if the public had access to the

20   meeting on the 15th and the 16th?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

22        A.   I assume our meeting on the 15th was conducted in

23   the way that all of our meetings were conducted, but I did

24   not verify that, so I couldn't speak to it directly.

25        Q.   Okay.  Do you have any personal knowledge as to
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 1   whether or not the public could participate in the meeting on

 2   the 15th or the 16th?

 3        A.   Yes.

 4        Q.   And what's your personal knowledge?

 5        A.   Reading about it in the press on Tuesday morning.

 6        Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge that relates to

 7   decisions you made?

 8                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 9        A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.

10        Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge about whether or

11   not the public was able to access the meeting on the 15th and

12   the 16th, other than what you read in the media?

13        A.   I assumed, based on the detailed nature of what I

14   read in the media, that I assumed that those meetings were

15   broadcast in the way that they had been historically.

16        Q.   Prior to submitting a declaration to the Supreme

17   Court, did you identify whether or not the Commission had

18   reached an agreement prior to finalizing the boundaries of

19   the three districts referenced?

20                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

21        A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.

22        Q.   Prior to submitting, under oath, the declaration to

23   the Supreme Court, did you speak to anyone about whether or

24   not the Commission had actually reached an agreement and on

25   what at the time they voted?
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 1        A.   The commissioners, including myself, participated

 2   in a press avail on, I believe it was Thursday.  And in that

 3   press conference, I heard all of the commissioners describe

 4   what they had voted on.

 5        Q.   What did you hear that they had voted on?

 6        A.   I heard in that press conference that they had

 7   voted on a framework and that the technical aspect of

 8   completing the maps did not occur by the statutory deadline

 9   and that is why they were moving on -- the jurisdiction would

10   move on to the Supreme Court.

11        Q.   So was it your understanding, at that press

12   conference, that the commissioners agreed that they did not

13   complete their work by midnight?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

15        A.   Yes.

16        Q.   Was it your understanding that the commissioners

17   agreed, at the time of the press conference, that they had

18   not reached a final agreement on congressional or district

19   maps at the time of the vote?

20                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

21        A.   What I understood at the press conference is that

22   they agreed that we had -- that the Commission had lost its

23   statutory authority.

24        Q.   And were the commissioners collectively together at

25   the time of the press conference?
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 1        A.   Yes.  Collectively, via Zoom, though in the virtual

 2   space.

 3        Q.   Was that press conference televised or made

 4   publicly available?

 5        A.   I don't know.

 6        Q.   Who decided to hold a press conference?

 7        A.   The press conference had been scheduled before our

 8   regular meeting, and it was scheduled for Tuesday.  And as a

 9   result of the late night Monday, it was rescheduled to

10   Thursday.  So it was scheduled by our communications

11   director, Jamie Nixon.

12        Q.   Did the commissioners agree to that schedule?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   Did they agree to that schedule in a public

15   meeting?

16        A.   I don't know.

17        Q.   Who made the final decision that the maps were

18   completed for transmittal?

19        A.   My understanding is that the commissioners assigned

20   caucus staff to complete mapping, to complete the mapping.

21        Q.   Did the commissioners all approve --

22        A.   I'm sorry, what?  Do you want me to finish

23   answering?

24        Q.   If you're still going, yeah.

25        A.   Yeah, I'm still going.

0097

 1        Q.   Okay.

 2        A.   The commissioners instructed the caucus staff to

 3   then submit the maps to the independent staff so that they

 4   could be posted.  So, once the caucus staff -- from my point

 5   of view, the caucus staff were empowered to submit those

 6   maps.  Once the maps were submitted, they were uploaded by

 7   the independent staff, and the independent staff posted them

 8   on the website.  That was the process.

 9        Q.   Okay.  And was that process decided on the 16th?

10        A.   That process was decided in the September and

11   October meeting, either the regular or the special meetings

12   of the Commission.

13        Q.   In the September and October meetings, there was a

14   decision to transmit the maps after the vote?

15        A.   There was a decision made for the process for

16   transmittal.  And so we carried out that process even though

17   we missed the vote.  We just followed the same process.

18        Q.   So was there a decision made to follow that process

19   on the 16th, even though you had missed the deadline?

20        A.   There was no discussion of it.  I assumed that's

21   what we would do, and so that's what we did.

22        Q.   So did the caucus decide when the maps were

23   finalized?

24        A.   What do you mean by the caucus?

25        Q.   Well, whoever you're talking about, the caucus
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 1   staff.

 2        A.   The caucus staff, yes.  Keep in mind, please, that

 3   there are four caucuses.  So there were two caucus staff

 4   assigned to each map.  There was a Republican caucus staff

 5   and a Democrat caucus staff, and together they completed the

 6   maps.

 7        Q.   You mean there was two house caucus, two senate

 8   caucus, Rs and Ds?

 9        A.   There are four caucuses.  There was one staff

10   assigned by each of the four caucuses.

11        Q.   So did the commissioners approve the final maps?

12        A.   I assume --

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

14        A.   I assume that the maps that the caucus staff

15   submitted were with the authority of the commissioners that

16   they work for.

17        Q.   Okay.  So did you assume that based on your

18   observation of how the work was performed?

19        A.   I assumed it based on how the work had been going

20   along for --

21                  THE REPORTER:  You're kind of breaking up

22   there.

23        A.   I assumed that the caucus staff were there mapping

24   for the commissioner they supported.

25        Q.   Commissioner Walkinshaw communicated to you that
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 1   the Supreme Court received maps that he didn't approve.

 2             Do you recall that communication?

 3        A.   I recall getting a text from him saying -- no, I

 4   don't.  I don't recall what you're saying, no.

 5        Q.   What do you recall about Walkinshaw's

 6   communications with you about those maps?

 7        A.   I recall him saying that he had not seen the final

 8   legislative district map and he was concerned.

 9        Q.   What did you do about that?

10        A.   There was nothing I could do about it, nothing.

11        Q.   Did you know that prior to communicating to the

12   Supreme Court?

13        A.   No.

14        Q.   So you had already communicated your declaration to

15   the Supreme Court when you heard from Walkinshaw that he had

16   not seen the map?

17        A.   Yes.

18        Q.   And you had prepared your declaration to that

19   effect?

20        A.   I don't understand.

21        Q.   Didn't you draft your declaration after Walkinshaw

22   told you he had never seen the final map?

23        A.   He said that.  And then at the press avail, he said

24   that he had -- in fact, I had a conversation with him

25   Thursday morning, and he said, "The maps reflect what we
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 1   agreed upon."

 2        Q.   Was there any discussion about whether or not the

 3   maps didn't reflect what he had agreed upon?

 4        A.   No.

 5        Q.   Was there a period of time where Walkinshaw and

 6   Fain were in disagreement over the boundaries?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.

 8        A.   I have no idea.

 9        Q.   You said that you had a conversation with

10   Walkinshaw about not seeing the maps, and he told you that

11   the maps reflected what they agreed upon.

12             What did you think that he was referring to?

13        A.   I did not have a conversation with him.  I received

14   a text message from him.

15        Q.   I thought you said you had a conversation with him

16   on a Thursday.

17        A.   Oh, on Thursday.  What he said on Thursday was, "I

18   believe that the maps support what we voted on."  Basically,

19   what I received was, disregard the previous text.

20        Q.   So are you of the impression that Walkinshaw at one

21   point was concerned about whether the maps conformed with

22   what he wanted and then ultimately decided that they did?

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

24        A.   I couldn't say.  I think that's a question for

25   Commissioner Walkinshaw.
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 1        Q.   How did you take his communication to you?

 2        A.   It sounded like he was concerned, and then he was

 3   no longer concerned.

 4        Q.   Have you reviewed all the communications among to

 5   commissioners from the 15th and 16th?

 6        A.   No.

 7        Q.   Have you conducted any kind of audit of the

 8   communications to apply open government principles to those

 9   communications?

10        A.   I'm sorry?

11                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

12        Q.   Have you conducted any kind of audit of the

13   communications of the commissioners to ascertain whether or

14   not they were in conformance with open government standards?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   What kind of open government training have you had?

17        A.   I followed the AGO website, self-guided training.

18        Q.   What do you mean, you followed the AGO website?

19        A.   I was instructed that there was a training

20   available on the Attorney General's Office website.  I was

21   given a link to that site.  I went to that site and followed

22   the self-guided training.

23        Q.   What day did you do that?

24        A.   I did it over a series of weeks in February and

25   March.
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 1        Q.   From what computer?

 2        A.   From my redistricting computer, I suppose.

 3        Q.   And how much time did you spend?

 4        A.   Probably less than 10 hours.

 5        Q.   What do you recall about the training?

 6        A.   It's a very extensive training, so I could use help

 7   with some more specific questions.

 8        Q.   Well, do you remember learning anything?

 9        A.   Yes.

10        Q.   What do you remember learning from the training?

11        A.   I remember learning that all decisions needed to be

12   made at an open, public meeting.

13        Q.   Anything else?

14        A.   That the public had the right to attend meetings.

15   And there was discussion ensuring that we could do that,

16   given a COVID environment.

17        Q.   Do you remember learning anything about serial

18   meetings?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   What do you remember?

21        A.   I remember that commissioners could not agree about

22   something in a serial fashion, either by email or by phone

23   call or whatever, where they were forming an agreement in a

24   series without being in an open, public meeting.

25        Q.   Was it your understanding that an agreement was the
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 1   only course of conduct, subject to open government

 2   principles?

 3        A.   No.  Some commission business.

 4        Q.   So any commission business?

 5        A.   I'm not going to designate my answer to any

 6   commission business because, clearly, that would not be the

 7   case, but certainly actions.

 8        Q.   How about deliberations?

 9        A.   How do you want me to answer that?  I am not sure I

10   understand what your question is.

11        Q.   Did you understand that the commissioners had to

12   deliberate publicly?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   Did you understand that the commissioners had to

15   negotiate publicly?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Did the commissioners negotiate publicly on

18   November 15th?

19        A.   From my point of view, on November 15, there was a

20   very chaotic meeting, and it's not clear to me that they

21   presented their ideas clearly.

22        Q.   In public?

23        A.   Right.

24        Q.   So is there a question in your mind whether or not

25   the commissioners complied with the Open Public Meeting Act
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 1   based on their conduct on the 15th?

 2                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal

 3   conclusion.

 4        A.   I don't know.

 5        Q.   Are you concerned about their conduct on the 15th

 6   relative to the Open Public Meeting Act?

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

 8        A.   I don't know.

 9        Q.   Did you at any point in time communicate with the

10   commissioners on the 15th the need to come into the public

11   meeting and disclose what they had been negotiating?

12        A.   Yes.

13        Q.   When did you do that?

14        A.   Throughout the meeting, I was calling them and

15   asking them to get on camera.

16        Q.   And what do you recall about any of those

17   conversations?

18        A.   I remember calling them and asking them to get on

19   camera.

20        Q.   Who do you remember talking to?

21        A.   I remember talking to Commissioner Sims.  I

22   remember talking to Commissioner Fain.  And I assumed that

23   they were in their caucus, their caucuses, so I was calling

24   the two of them to say, please get on camera and talk about

25   what you're doing.
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 1        Q.   Why were you doing that?

 2        A.   To ensure the public had an opportunity to hear

 3   about their proposals.

 4        Q.   Did they get on camera and talk about what they

 5   were doing?

 6        A.   They did, intermittently.

 7        Q.   Did they do it less than what you required of them

 8   or asked of them?  I guess I should say, did they come out

 9   and speak less than what you had asked them to do?

10        A.   I don't recall giving them specific parameters with

11   timelines.

12        Q.   Was it your impression that they were telling the

13   public less than what they were doing?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

15        A.   It was my impression that there was -- that there

16   was a chaotic -- that there was chaos among tired people.

17   That was my impression.

18        Q.   Okay.  In addition to the chaos, did they say less

19   in public than what you understood they were doing?

20        A.   I don't know.

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.

22        Q.   Did you say --

23        A.   I don't know what they were doing.

24        Q.   Why did you not make it your job to know what they

25   were doing?
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 1                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Argumentative.

 2        A.   I was facilitating a meeting and trying to check in

 3   with the public every 30 minutes.  I did not know where

 4   people were meeting.  I was not privileged to what was going

 5   on, and I did not tear around the hotel trying to find out.

 6   So I don't know, I guess is the best way I can answer that.

 7        Q.   My question is:  Did you feel like it was your duty

 8   and responsibility to ensure the Commission complied with

 9   OPMA?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   Did you feel it was your duty and responsibility to

12   ensure the Commission complied with commission regulations?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   Did you understand that the commission regulations

15   or rules, the Washington Administrative Code adopted by the

16   Commission, required them to act publicly?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal

18   conclusion.

19        A.   I understood that we were to comply with OPMA, yes.

20        Q.   Open what?

21        A.   The Open Public Meeting Act.

22        Q.   Did you understand that the regulations required

23   more openness than the Open Public Meeting Act?

24                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

25        A.   I don't know.
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 1        Q.   Had you read the rules prior to becoming a

 2   commissioner?

 3        A.   Prior to becoming a commissioner?  No.

 4        Q.   Did you read the Washington Administrative Code

 5   provisions specific to the Commission while acting as chair

 6   or at any time as chair?

 7        A.   I don't remember.

 8        Q.   Do you know whether or not the -- well, strike

 9   that.  When's the last time you read the rules?

10        A.   I don't know.

11        Q.   Do you recall any of the provisions from the rules

12   with regard to transparency?

13        A.   I don't.

14        Q.   Do you believe the Commission was transparent?

15                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it

16   calls for a legal conclusion.

17        A.   I don't know.

18        Q.   Do you believe there's anything that you should

19   have done as the chair to ensure better transparency?

20        A.   Given the context, no.

21        Q.   When you say given the context, what are you

22   saying?

23        A.   I'm saying there was a very chaotic meeting among

24   very tired people, and I believe I did my job to the best of

25   my ability, given the conditions.

0108

 1        Q.   Why was it chaotic?

 2        A.   The fact that there were conversations happening in

 3   that location in Federal Way was impromptu, it was not

 4   scheduled or planned.  The Commission had spent nearly a year

 5   working very hard on behalf of the people of Washington, and

 6   they were running out of their statutory authority.  And

 7   there were technical issues that we faced that we did not

 8   anticipate, not the least of which is trying to maneuver very

 9   complex, difficult mapping software.  And all of those things

10   together, with Internet outage, led to a chaotic environment.

11        Q.   Who was responsible for controlling the chaos?

12        A.   I'm not sure I know.

13        Q.   What kind of Internet outage did you have?

14        A.   My Internet was being run specifically through my

15   hotspot.  I'm not sure how the other commissioners were

16   getting access to Internet.  I heard, at least from Joe Fain

17   and I think -- I'll just speak for Jo Fain because I know

18   from the record of the meeting he lost Internet multiple

19   times throughout the course of that meeting.

20        Q.   Why didn't you guys just go into one room and

21   televise from there?

22        A.   Great question.  I don't know.

23        Q.   Who was in control of how you were meeting?

24        A.   From my point of view, each adult has the ability

25   to control their own behavior, and so it's very difficult for
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 1   one human being to control another.  Each commissioner was in

 2   control of themselves and their conduct.  It's a commission

 3   of five.  Each person was determining how they were going to

 4   conduct themselves.

 5        Q.   Well, who made the plans to hold the meeting via

 6   Zoom at the hotel?

 7        A.   The meeting via Zoom was planned weeks in advance

 8   by the independent staff, just like all of our meetings were

 9   held by Zoom, as a result of the COVID environment.  I do not

10   believe the commissioners called into zoom meetings from the

11   same location at every single meeting.

12             There was never a plan that -- of where

13   commissioners would be physically when they called into the

14   meeting.  All of our meetings were via Zoom.  So there wasn't

15   a plan to do it that way.  It happened that way because of

16   the lateness of the hour.

17        Q.   You mean it happened at the hotel because of the

18   lateness of the hour?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   Okay.  So there was not an advanced plan to have

21   the lot available for the commissioners?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Did you at any time suggest everyone convene in one

24   room?

25        A.   Yes.
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 1        Q.   When?

 2        A.   Multiple times over months of time.

 3        Q.   And how was the decision made not to convene in one

 4   room?

 5        A.   Various commissioners had reasons why they didn't

 6   want to.  Paul Graves -- I think his third child was born two

 7   weeks before this meeting.  He did not want to have to

 8   travel.

 9             Mostly, people didn't want to have to travel to

10   Olympia to do the meetings.  I asked that this final meeting

11   be held in Olympia because it was convenient.  And most of

12   the scheduling was done by independent staff over weeks of

13   time.  There was never a place agreed upon that everyone

14   would meet together face-to-face, although that was

15   requested.

16        Q.   Do you know that the rules require to meet in

17   Olympia?

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it

19   calls for a legal conclusion.

20        A.   No.

21        Q.   Was there ever a motion to meet other than in

22   Olympia?

23        A.   I don't understand.

24        Q.   Was there ever a motion by the Commission to

25   convene their meetings outside Olympia?
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 1        A.   Not that I'm aware of, because we have been living

 2   in a COVID environment where virtually all meetings have been

 3   through Zoom for two years.

 4        Q.   Did you print out training materials?

 5        A.   No.

 6        Q.   Do you have any documentation that would establish

 7   when you performed any training work and what training work

 8   you performed?

 9        A.   No.

10        Q.   Would your computer's metadata document when you

11   went to the attorney general's website?

12                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.

13        A.   I have no idea.

14        Q.   I didn't hear you, Ms. Augustine.

15        A.   I have no way of knowing that.

16        Q.   Have you searched for any metadata that would

17   document your participation in training?

18        A.   With respect, I don't know what metadata is.

19        Q.   Have you searched or had anyone examine your

20   computer to ascertain whether or not they could locate

21   confirmation that you attended training?

22        A.   No.

23        Q.   Did anybody tell you that you completed sufficient

24   training to comply with OPMA?

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   Do you believe that you trained sufficiently in

 2   OPMA?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  It calls for a legal

 4   conclusion.

 5                  You can answer.

 6        A.   I don't know.

 7        Q.   Did you, as a commissioner, try to schedule

 8   training that would comply with OPMA?

 9        A.   No.

10        Q.   Did anyone at the Commission verify that you

11   completed training?

12        A.   No.  A question I have though is:  Who would that

13   be?

14        Q.   I don't know.  The director?

15        A.   The director was hired by me.  So, when I did the

16   training, she was not even a director yet.  I hired all the

17   staff.

18        Q.   Okay.  And so how did you make the decision to hire

19   Ms. McLean?  Did you do that on your own?

20        A.   I worked with the HR office of the legislature.  We

21   put together a screening committee criteria.  We posted a

22   recruitment -- I guess it would be like a job description.

23   We conducted interviews.  We conducted three layers of

24   interviews.  I think myself and HR did the first.  The second

25   was conducted by myself and the staff from the senate, the
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 1   head staff from the senate and the house.  And the third

 2   interview was with all commissioners.

 3        Q.   Okay.  Did you make a decision on executive

 4   director in any follow-up meeting?

 5        A.   We did.

 6        Q.   And how about the staff?

 7        A.   The staff were directly hired by Lisa McLean, in

 8   compliance with our WACs.

 9        Q.   So did you hire Lisa McLean prior to the other

10   commissioners approving her publicly?

11        A.   I just explained to you the process by which we

12   hired Ms. McLean.  They voted.  I wasn't even in her final

13   interview.  The final interview was with the voting

14   commissioners.

15        Q.   At a public meeting?

16        A.   Yes.

17        Q.   Did they take a vote on hiring her?

18        A.   They did.

19        Q.   Can you think of any decision that was made on the

20   16th by the commissioners, the voting commissioners?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

22        A.   Not in my presence or to my knowledge.

23        Q.   Can you think of any deliberations that occurred

24   among the voting commissioners on the 16th?

25                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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 1        A.   Not in my presence.

 2        Q.   Were they ever outside of your presence on the

 3   16th?

 4        A.   Certainly.

 5        Q.   Pardon?

 6        A.   Certainly.

 7        Q.   So when were they outside of your presence on the

 8   16th?

 9        A.   I know various ones of them had to go to the

10   bathroom or call their spouses.  I never --

11        Q.   Were you done?

12        A.   Yes.

13             I didn't enforce any kind of mandate that they had

14   to stay in that room.

15        Q.   Did any of them share communications that they had

16   with other voting commissioners?

17        A.   No.

18                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

19        Q.   Did any of them share any communications that they

20   had from outside sources?

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Can you read back the question

22   for me, Mr. Johnson.

23        Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  Did any of them share any

24   communications they had with outside sources?

25        A.   No.
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 1        Q.   Did you do anything to ensure that third-party

 2   input to the redistricting process was recorded and

 3   publicized?

 4        A.   We had held, I believe, 17 public input meetings,

 5   and all of those meetings were public.  And at every public

 6   meeting prior to the 15th, there was an opportunity for

 7   public comment.  And so I think we worked really hard to

 8   ensure that the public was engaged.  We had an outreach plan

 9   and staff committed to doing outreach to the public in terms

10   of input.

11        Q.   Did you make sure that communications to the

12   commissioners were publicized?

13        A.   No.

14        Q.   Did you understand that the redistricting process

15   is not to be politicized?

16                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

17        A.   I don't understand the question.

18        Q.   Do you know that there's a limitation on how

19   political redistricting should be, in statute?

20                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

21        A.   I don't know what you mean by political.

22        Q.   Along partisan lines.

23                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

24        A.   So I'd just appreciate a more specific question.

25        Q.   Do you understand that there's a statutory and
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 1   constitutional reference to how partisan redistricting should

 2   be?

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal

 4   conclusion.

 5        A.   I'm sorry, I just don't understand the question.

 6             I have read the statute, I understand what the

 7   provisions of the statute are, and I'm not sure what you're

 8   asking of me.

 9        Q.   Do you remember any of the provisions of the

10   statute pertaining to partisan politics in redistricting?

11                  MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.

12        A.   I don't understand.  I mean, I guess I don't

13   understand what you're asking.  Yes, I recognize that it's a

14   bipartisan process and that there are features of the statute

15   that explain the priorities of the Commission, yes.

16        Q.   Do you understand that the Commission's plan should

17   not be drawn purposely to favor or discriminate against any

18   political party or group?

19        A.   Yes.

20        Q.   What did you do to ensure that?

21        A.   I held a nonpartisan staff to have a high standard

22   of nonpartisanship.  I held the largest outreach public

23   outreach effort for any commission, ever.  And included a

24   tribal consultation policy and engaged in tribal consultation

25   for the first time any committee had ever done that, to
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 1   include the largest number of people, including the most

 2   marginalized, in the process.

 3        Q.   Is it correct that the negotiations you directly

 4   observed on the 15th were all about partisan priorities?

 5                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 6        A.   I understand that the notes that I took at that

 7   time reflect a discussion between two commissioners about

 8   their interests regarding party performance.

 9        Q.   Did you ever observe any negotiations where the

10   subject matter of the district maps was something other than

11   party performance?

12        A.   Yes.

13        Q.   When?

14        A.   Throughout these -- the 13th, 14th, and 15th, which

15   is the only negotiation I was directly a part of.

16        Q.   Well, what did you observe with regard to

17   negotiations over districts that weren't based on party

18   performance?

19        A.   The number of majority-minority districts and where

20   those districts would be; where to cross the Cascades in

21   terms of drawing boundaries; tribal consultation and how that

22   should be addressed; communities of interest and how

23   communities of interest should be reflected, given public

24   testimony.  That would include consolidating cities

25   throughout various geographies.
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 1        Q.   Anything else?

 2        A.   There may be others.  That's what I can recall at

 3   this time.

 4        Q.   And what do you mean by number of majority-minority

 5   districts?

 6        A.   Creating districts where ethnic minorities would be

 7   in the majority.  There was also extensive discussion about

 8   compliance with the Voting Rights Act.

 9        Q.   When did those discussions occur?

10        A.   The only negotiation I was part of was on the 13th,

11   the 14th, and the 15th.

12        Q.   And the only portion of the negotiations on the

13   13th, 14th, and 15th that were public was approximately

14   30 minutes on the 15th after 7:00 and at close to midnight?

15        A.   The negotiations I was part of were one dyad

16   working on a proposal together.

17        Q.   Okay.

18        A.   And I don't think their conversation was part of

19   the meeting on the 15th.

20        Q.   Okay.  So would you agree that the only public

21   portion of the negotiations that was -- strike that.

22             Would you agree that there was approximately

23   30 minutes of redistricting activity made public on the 15th?

24        A.   I believe that's what the record reflects.

25        Q.   Okay.  So there were negotiations ongoing between
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 1   the 13th, 14th, and 15th that were not public?

 2        A.   That was the ongoing work of the dyad that was

 3   working together on creating preliminary agreements for a

 4   proposal to the legislative district plan.

 5        Q.   But on the 15th, that converted into caucus work?

 6                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 7        A.   I wouldn't say it converted into caucus work.

 8        Q.   Well, the dyads weren't maintained, it was now

 9   caucus groups, right?

10        A.   That's what I understood, yes.

11        Q.   Okay.  So when in the negotiations on the 13th,

12   14th, and 15th were the majority and minority districts

13   decided?

14                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.

15        A.   I don't know about decided.  I don't even know that

16   anything was decided.  I'm telling you what I heard.  You

17   asked me what I heard, and I am telling you, these are other

18   considerations that I heard.

19        Q.   Actually, I asked you what you did to ensure it

20   wasn't political.  And you said there were conversations that

21   you participated in specifically delineating some of these

22   things.  So I was wanting to know --

23        A.   Ms. Mell, you asked me what I had done to ensure

24   compliance with my duties, and I explained to you the

25   extensive outreach.
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 1        Q.   Are you trying to answer something?  I didn't hear

 2   you.  Did we lose you?

 3        A.   I was frozen for a moment.

 4        Q.   I think you were.  I didn't see any movement there.

 5             Okay.  So what conversations were you participating

 6   in about the majority and minority districts?

 7        A.   What I recollect is that you asked me if, on the

 8   13th, the 14th, and the 15th, that there were any other

 9   discussions, other than partisan performance, and I said yes,

10   and I listed those.

11        Q.   Right.

12             So now we're going to go through each and ask what

13   you heard and when.

14             So what discussions did you participate in about

15   the majority and minority districts on the 13th, 14th, and

16   15th?

17        A.   I know that minority-majority districts were

18   important to Commissioner Sims, and she voiced that multiple

19   times as a priority for her.

20        Q.   So what did you hear them decide?

21        A.   As I said previously, they made no decisions.

22   Primarily, the things they were talking about was repairing

23   their relationship, to the extent they would be willing to

24   work through the -- (inaudible).

25        Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear them discuss about
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 1   majority-minority districts?

 2        A.   As I said, April Sims voiced that it was a priority

 3   for her and justified some of the things that she was asking

 4   for as a result of that.

 5        Q.   What did you hear her ask for, and who did she ask?

 6        A.   As I said, the only group that I was ever a part of

 7   was April Sims and Paul Graves.

 8        Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear April Sims ask for with

 9   regard to majority-minority districts?

10        A.   I don't recall.  That is a really good question for

11   April Sims because I'm sure she has, in detail, her

12   understanding of what happened there.

13        Q.   Do you see any of April's communications about

14   majority-minority districts in those three days of

15   negotiations reflected in your notes.

16        A.   I'm trying to open the notes.  I have them open,

17   but, for some reason, they're not -- they just keep closing.

18             I know that on RC 002969, she's talking about

19   complying with Tulalip consultation, in terms of where they

20   would be in relationship to Marysville and what district.

21             Unfortunately, that's the only page I can see at

22   this moment.  If you or one of your staff would be willing to

23   share screen, it would be much easier for me.

24        Q.   From what you see on 2969, what did you say that

25   that reflects?
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 1        A.   Compliance with consultation with the Tulalip

 2   Tribe.

 3        Q.   And that's what the notation up in the top left

 4   means, "Tulalip.  Current Marysville to stay in the 38th"?

 5        A.   Yeah.

 6        Q.   So what were you conveying or noting there?

 7        A.   That that was a priority for Sims.

 8        Q.   That what was?  That the Tulalip stay in the 38th?

 9        A.   That's what it appears to be.

10        Q.   Okay.

11        A.   So, on page RC 002966, on the right-hand side, it

12   says, "Sims.  Agreement on VRA, Voting Rights Act, CVAP,

13   Hispanic, Republican performing."  So that is talking about

14   making sure that there's compliance with Voting Rights Act by

15   creating a CVAP district in Central Washington.

16        Q.   What does CVAP stand for?

17        A.   Let me think about it for a minute.  Voting age

18   population.  Citizen Voting Age Population.

19        Q.   And so explain your notations.  "Agreement on VRA

20   C-V-A-P H-I-S-P, dash, are performing."  What does that mean?

21        A.   That means that the Voting Rights Act -- to me,

22   this says they agree that the Voting Rights Act is a

23   priority, and they're working on a CVAP Hispanic district.

24   It could be Republican performing.

25        Q.   Meaning the district votes Republican?
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 1        A.   Meaning that these are all elements that they were

 2   talking about.

 3        Q.   But "R performing" means the district votes

 4   Republican?

 5        A.   I didn't say that.  I don't know.  All I was doing

 6   was writing down what I heard.  And I was not one of the

 7   parties negotiating.

 8             You asked me to describe to you where in my notes

 9   they talk about things other than party performance, and I am

10   telling you.

11        Q.   What about where to cross the Cascades, what was

12   your observations of the deliberations over where to cross

13   the Cascades?

14        A.   I don't know that it's reflected in these notes.  I

15   don't remember them talking about it.

16        Q.   What do you remember?

17        A.   I remember trying to decide -- them trying to

18   decide -- where they would cross the Cascades.  So that is to

19   say -- that is to say, it's impossible, given the math of the

20   population and how we live in the state, that you could have

21   -- that you wouldn't have to cross the Cascades somewhere.

22             There was a lot of public comment.  From my memory,

23   this is what was discussed.  There was public comment about

24   not having a big, long district that would be inconvenient

25   that would have to cross the Cascades.  So there was
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 1   discussion about that and an acknowledgement that there was

 2   no way to not do that -- because I think there was something

 3   like in excess of 60,000 people -- in order to comply with

 4   making sure that all of the legislative districts were of

 5   similar size.

 6             So that was discussed.  Like where is that going to

 7   happen?  Where are we going to put that -- draw that

 8   population from -- or how are we going to draw that?

 9        Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on where to

10   cross the Cascades?

11        A.   No.

12        Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on any of

13   these points that you said you observed discussed?

14        A.   No.  As I said, I was part of a very small portion

15   of overall negotiation with only one dyad.  So, no.

16        Q.   Did you ever meet with the caucuses?

17        A.   No.

18        Q.   What do you recall about tribal consultation?

19        A.   I attended every tribal consultation.

20        Q.   What does that mean?

21        A.   We created a tribal consultation policy.  And in

22   compliance with that policy, federally recognized Indian

23   tribes were able to request consultation with the Commission.

24   And in every event, I attended that consultation.

25        Q.   Were those events public?
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 1        A.   No.

 2        Q.   Who attended those consultations?

 3        A.   Members of tribal government and, typically, myself

 4   and one commissioner.

 5        Q.   And did you specifically limit it to one commission

 6   so there weren't a majority of the voting commissioners in

 7   attendance at those tribal consultations?

 8        A.   We conducted tribal consultation according to the

 9   convenience of the commissioners, all of whom have full-time

10   jobs.

11        Q.   So were all of the commissioners invited to every

12   consultation?

13        A.   Yes.

14        Q.   And did you make the consultations public?

15        A.   No.

16        Q.   Was there ever an instance when a voting

17   commissioner indicated they wanted to come and were asked not

18   to come because there was already a commissioner going?

19        A.   No.  There was at least one consultation where

20   there were two commissioners, if I recall correctly.

21        Q.   And who were they?

22        A.   Graves and Sims.

23        Q.   And you?

24        A.   And me.

25        Q.   Did you understand that you had the ability to make

0126

 1   decisions for the Commission?

 2        A.   Yes, to a limited degree.

 3        Q.   And what was the scope of your decision-making

 4   authority?

 5        A.   I had the ability to set agendas, to convene

 6   meetings, and that the agenda that I set would not -- would

 7   not be -- could not be opposed without three votes to oppose

 8   it.

 9        Q.   And where did you come up with that agreement?

10        A.   I don't believe that's an agreement.  I believe

11   that's in the WAC.

12        Q.   Why didn't you have public comment on the 15th?

13        A.   I don't know.  I don't recall.

14        Q.   But you set the agenda without public comment?

15        A.   I did.

16        Q.   And the commissioners didn't oppose that?

17        A.   That's right.

18        Q.   Did you have any discussion about that publicly?

19        A.   No.

20        Q.   What do you recall about communities of interest in

21   your negotiations on the 13th, 14th, and 15th?

22        A.   There was much discussion about communities of

23   interest that were related to specific geographies.  I

24   couldn't recall or recount for you all of them because there

25   are many.  There are 49 districts across the state, and there
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 1   are communities of interest within all of them, and public

 2   testimony from all of them.  So I would have trouble

 3   recalling what was said about each district in these

 4   conversations.  I don't recall.

 5        Q.   Do you recall discussions about communities of

 6   interest pertaining to the physical maps?

 7        A.   I don't understand the question.

 8        Q.   Are communities of interest affected by where the

 9   district boundaries are designated on a map?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   And without the map, you don't know where or how

12   the communities of interest are affected, correct?

13        A.   Throughout this process on the 13th, 14th, and

14   15th, caucus staff were there mapping.  There were draft maps

15   along the way.

16        Q.   And those maps were essential to identifying how

17   communities of interest were affected, correct?

18        A.   I don't know how to answer that.  Essential to

19   whom?  I mean, I wasn't a decision-maker.  That would be a

20   question to ask the voting commissioners.

21        Q.   Well, could you tell whether or not a community of

22   interest was affected without the map?

23        A.   There were maps in all of these conversations and

24   mapping going on.

25        Q.   Right.
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 1             But without a final map, would you be able to tell

 2   how the communities of interests were affected?

 3        A.   It would have been improper for there to even be

 4   consideration of a final map during this informal

 5   conversation when two people are trying to put together a

 6   proposal.

 7        Q.   I don't understand what you just said.

 8             What do you mean?

 9        A.   I mean -- so I would say I don't understand what

10   you said then, because I thought I answered you directly.

11        Q.   You said that it was improper.

12             What was improper?

13        A.   There was no final map.  It was an informal

14   conversation between a working dyad.

15        Q.   Okay.

16        A.   There were drafts.  There were drafts.  They were

17   referring to maps as they went along.

18        Q.   And were the maps essential to having the

19   conversations about communities of interest?

20        A.   Yes.

21        Q.   What do you recall about consolidating?  I think I

22   wrote down cities.  Is that right?

23        A.   I remember there being quite a lot of discussion

24   around Bremerton.

25        Q.   What were the discussions?
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 1        A.   I'm sorry, I can't recall.

 2             Again, I'm not a decision-maker.  Those questions

 3   should be directed towards voting commissioners.

 4        Q.   Do you recall anything anyone said about Bremerton?

 5        A.   It was discussion about how to -- where the lines

 6   should be to comply with the communities of interest in

 7   Bremerton.

 8                  MS. MELL:  It looks like we have a new person

 9   here that I'm not familiar with.  Who is Henry Brudney?

10                  MR. BRUDNEY:  Joan, my name is Henry.  I'm

11   counsel for Ali O'Neil, and I thought the deposition was to

12   start at 1:00 p.m.  I apologize for interrupting.

13                  MS. MELL:  I'm just glad to know that you're

14   here because I was getting worried that we were at the time

15   for you to be appearing.  So I think we need to shut it down

16   and put you on.

17                  Is Ali ready to go?

18                  MR. BRUDNEY:  Yeah.

19                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  We'll end this Augustine

20   deposition, and we'll turn to Ali.

21                  MR. PEKELIS:  Before we conclude this

22   deposition, I just want to make a statement.

23                  Before the last break, Ms. Mell asked several

24   questions regarding whether the witness had consulted with

25   counsel for the Attorney General's Office regarding certain
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 1   decisions or procedures of the Commission.  I objected on the

 2   grounds of attorney-client privilege and instructed the

 3   witness not to answer.

 4                  Ms. Mell took the position that privilege

 5   should not preclude the witness from -- preclude Ms. Mell --

 6   from asking about whether the witness relied on advice of

 7   counsel in taking a particular action.

 8                  And I continue to respectfully disagree.

 9   Specifically, my concern is that, in allowing the witness to

10   answer such a question, it could inadvertently result in a

11   waiver of attorney-client privilege.  So I stand by those

12   instructions and my objection.

13                  MS. MELL:  Is it your position that, in order

14   to protect the privilege, that you need to have her answer

15   questions that aren't privileged?  You need to protect her

16   from answering questions that aren't privileged?

17                  MR. PEKELIS:  My position is that the

18   questions did call for attorney-client privileged, protected

19   information.

20                  MS. MELL:  Okay.  I just wasn't sure what you

21   meant by implied waiver.

22                  All right.  Let's move on.

23                  Thank you, Ms. Augustine.

24                  MR. WEST:  I have --

25                  THE WITNESS:  Augustine.  My name is
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 1   Augustine.

 2                  Zach, I wonder if you could give me a call.

 3                  MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, if you could just

 4   wait.  It sounds like Mr. West is trying to say something.

 5                  MR. WEST:  I wonder if I could ask three or

 6   four questions very quickly.

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  I have no objection to it.

 8                  MS. MELL:  Arthur, I think that we need to

 9   come back.  But if you really feel the need to do it, you

10   could.  We've got another witness waiting.

11                  MR. WEST:  If we're going to come back to this

12   witness, then I don't have to ask any questions today.

13                  MS. MELL:  I think you have the right to

14   depose her anytime you want to.

15                  MR. PEKELIS:  I disagree.

16                  If Mr. West wants to examine this witness, I

17   would encourage him to do so right now.

18                  MR. WEST:  Okay.  I have just very short

19   questions.

20

21                       E X A M I N A T I O N

22   BY MR. WEST:

23        Q.   On the 15th, who authorized the closure of the

24   meeting?

25        A.   I closed the meeting.
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 1        Q.   Okay.  Who authorized the meeting, portions of the

 2   meeting, not to be public?

 3        A.   Sorry, I don't understand.

 4        Q.   During the meeting, there were 31 minutes that was

 5   televised and transmitted.

 6             Who authorized the other portions of the meeting to

 7   not be televised and transmitted?

 8        A.   I did.

 9        Q.   Okay.  On what basis?

10        A.   Commissioners requested being able to talk in

11   caucuses, and I worked with the independent staff and sought

12   advice.

13                  MR. PEKELIS:  I have to stop you right there,

14   Ms. Augustine.  I instruct you not to say anything with

15   respect to what advice you sought from counsel.

16                  THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Based on my conversations

17   with independent staff, I went forward with allowing

18   caucuses.

19        Q.   (By Mr. West)  Am I correct in assuming that there

20   were two dyads, one composed of Mr. Graves and Ms. Sims and

21   one composed of Mr. Walkinshaw and Mr. Fain?

22        A.   At what time period?

23        Q.   Were there more than two dyads?

24        A.   So the working dyads, the dyads that were assigned

25   the work of coming up with proposals, were Graves and Sims
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 1   was working on the congressional district map -- I mean, was

 2   working on the legislative district map -- and Fain and

 3   Walkinshaw were working on the congressional district map.

 4        Q.   Okay.  Were there other dyads besides those two?

 5        A.   No.

 6        Q.   When they went into caucuses, were they still in

 7   the dyads?

 8        A.   No.

 9        Q.   What was that process, and who was involved in

10   that?

11        A.   The two Democrats were meeting together, and the

12   two Republicans were meeting together.

13        Q.   Okay.  So there's two types of meetings then, one

14   bipartisan in the dyads and one partisan that would be broken

15   up by party, correct?

16        A.   I don't know what you mean by meetings.  So far as

17   I'm aware, on the meeting on the 15th, it was just the

18   partisan caucus groups, two in each.

19        Q.   Okay.  But when they broke for the caucuses --

20        A.   It was Democrats and Republicans.

21        Q.   Okay.  So, during that portion, the two Democrats

22   and the two Republicans would then meet together, correct?

23        A.   Yes.

24        Q.   And would they be discussing matters that the dyads

25   had proposed at that point?
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 1        A.   I don't know what they were discussing.

 2        Q.   Okay.  Thank you.

 3             So after this chaotic and tiring event that lasted

 4   from 7:00 until 12:30, you went to a meeting room and stayed

 5   until four in the morning.  Is that correct?

 6        A.   Yes.

 7                  MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.

 8        Q.   And during that period, your testimony is that the

 9   Commission only talked about family matters for 3 1/2 hours?

10        A.   It wasn't -- yes.

11        Q.   Okay.

12        A.   It was not Commission business anyway.  It

13   definitely was not Commission business.

14        Q.   Was there at any point where the maps were

15   discussed?

16        A.   Not with me and not that I saw and not in my

17   hearing.

18        Q.   Very good.

19             Oh, on the 16th, are you aware of any

20   communications among the commissioners involving the Fain

21   additions to any statement?

22        A.   To the what again?

23        Q.   Are you aware of any conversations or actions

24   between the commissioners about any statements that would be

25   issued?  Was there any consensus form as to any statements to
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 1   be issued?

 2        A.   Not that I was a part of.

 3        Q.   Okay.  Were you aware of any of that?

 4        A.   No.

 5                  MR. WEST:  Okay.  Thank you.

 6                  I'm done.

 7                  THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

 8                  THE REPORTER:  Are we off the record?

 9                  MS. MELL:  Yep.

10                       (Signature reserved.)

11                (Deposition concluded at 1:11 p.m.)
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 1                         A F F I D A V I T

 2

 3

 4

 5             I, SARAH AUGUSTINE, hereby declare under penalty of

 6   perjury that I have read the foregoing deposition and that

 7   the testimony contained herein is a true and correct

 8   transcript of my testimony, noting the corrections attached.

 9

10

11

12

13

     Signature:                      Date:___________________
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 1                       C E R T I F I C A T E

 2   STATE OF WASHINGTON )

                         )  ss

 3   COUNTY OF KING      )

 4

 5             I, the undersigned Washington Certified Court

     Reporter, pursuant to RCW 5.28.010, authorized to administer

 6   oaths and affirmations in and for the State of Washington, do

     hereby certify:  That the foregoing deposition of the witness

 7   named herein was taken stenographically before me and reduced

     to a typed format under my direction;

 8

               That, according to CR 30(e), the witness was given

 9   the opportunity to examine, read and sign the deposition

     after same was transcribed, unless indicated in the record

10   that the review was waived;

11             That I am not a relative or employee of any

     attorney or counsel or participant and that I am not

12   financially or otherwise interested in the action or the

     outcome herein;

13

               That the deposition, as transcribed, is a full,

14   true and correct transcript of the testimony, including

     questions and answers and all objections, motions and

15   examinations and said transcript was prepared pursuant to the

     Washington Administrative Code 308-14-135 preparation

16   guidelines.

17

18                       Wade J. Johnson, Certified Court

                         Reporter 2574 for the State of Washington

19                       residing at Seattle, Washington.

                         My CCR certification expires on 09/18/22.
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 1                      B&A LITIGATION SERVICES

                   2208 NORTH 30TH STREET, SUITE 202

 2                      TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98403

                              253.627.6401

 3

                            January 18, 2021

 4

     To:  Zachary Pekelis

 5        Pacifica Law Group, LLP

          1191 Second Avenue, Suite 2000

 6        Seattle, Washington 98101

          zach.pekelis.jones@pacificalawgroup.com

 7

     Case Name:  WCOG vs. State of Washington

 8   Deposition of:  SARAH AUGUSTINE

     Date Taken:  January 10, 2022

 9   Court Reporter:  Wade J. Johnson, RPR

10

     This letter is to advise you of the following:

11

       X     Signature was reserved.  The Affidavit and correction

12           sheet are being forwarded to you in electronic form.

             Please have the deponent review the transcript, note

13           any corrections on the corrections page, and return

             the signed affidavit and correction page to us within

14           30 days of this notice.  According to Court Rule 30(e),

             the deposition affidavit should be signed within

15           thirty (30) days or signature is considered waived.

16   ______  Signature was reserved.  The transcript is ready for

             review and signature.  Your office did not order a

17           copy of the deposition transcript.  Please contact

             our office to make an appointment for review.

18           Signature must be completed within 30 days of this

             notice.

19

20                         (Sent without signature to avoid delay)

                            Wade J. Johnson, RPR

21

22

23   cc:  Joan K. Mell

          Cristina Sepe

24

25
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 1                      B&A LITIGATION SERVICES

                   2208 NORTH 30TH STREET, SUITE 202

 2                      TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98403

                              253.627.6401

 3   _________________________________________________________

 4                   C O R R E C T I O N  S H E E T

     _________________________________________________________

 5

     PLEASE NOTE ALL CHANGES OR CORRECTIONS ON THIS SHEET

 6   BY PAGE AND LINE NUMBER, AND THE REASON THEREFOR.

     _________________________________________________________

 7

     PAGE     LINE      CORRECTION AND REASON

 8   ____     ____     _____________________________________

 9   ____     ____     _____________________________________

10   ____     ____     _____________________________________

11   ____     ____     _____________________________________

12   ____     ____     _____________________________________

13   ____     ____     _____________________________________

14   ____     ____     _____________________________________

15   ____     ____     _____________________________________

16   ____     ____     _____________________________________

17   ____     ____     _____________________________________

18   ____     ____     _____________________________________

19   ____     ____     _____________________________________

20   ____     ____     _____________________________________

21   ____     ____     _____________________________________

22   ____     ____     _____________________________________

23   ____     ____     _____________________________________

24   ____     ____     _____________________________________
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		360						LN		13		7		false		           7          A.   I don't believe so.  If there was, it was very				false

		361						LN		13		8		false		           8     chaotic.  The communication was very chaotic.  And if there				false

		362						LN		13		9		false		           9     was communication, it was related to getting people on Zoom				false

		363						LN		13		10		false		          10     or audio.  So, I think, if I recall, there were phone calls				false

		364						LN		13		11		false		          11     and also text messages trying to -- going back and forth.  I				false

		365						LN		13		12		false		          12     don't remember personally being involved in those.  It's				false

		366						LN		13		13		false		          13     possible that -- I don't remember, honestly.				false

		367						LN		13		14		false		          14          Q.   What time was it?				false

		368						LN		13		15		false		          15          A.   What time was it?				false

		369						LN		13		16		false		          16          Q.   What time did you end the discussion?				false

		370						LN		13		17		false		          17          A.   I don't recall that.				false

		371						LN		13		18		false		          18          Q.   Why not?				false

		372						LN		13		19		false		          19          A.   I'm sorry?				false

		373						LN		13		20		false		          20          Q.   Why not?				false

		374						LN		13		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		375						LN		13		22		false		          22          A.   It was a very chaotic time.				false

		376						LN		13		23		false		          23          Q.   Was it your job to make sure that you met the				false

		377						LN		13		24		false		          24     jurisdictional requirements by acting by midnight?				false

		378						LN		13		25		false		          25          A.   No.				false

		379						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		380						LN		14		1		false		           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Calls for a				false

		381						LN		14		2		false		           2     legal conclusion.				false

		382						LN		14		3		false		           3          Q.   So you took no responsibility for making sure the				false

		383						LN		14		4		false		           4     commissioners took action prior to midnight?				false

		384						LN		14		5		false		           5          A.   No.				false

		385						LN		14		6		false		           6          Q.   Did you have any communications with Laurie Jenkins				false

		386						LN		14		7		false		           7     at any time prior to taking action?				false

		387						LN		14		8		false		           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		388						LN		14		9		false		           9          Q.   Can you answer the question.				false

		389						LN		14		10		false		          10          A.   I said no.				false

		390						LN		14		11		false		          11          Q.   I didn't hear you, sorry.				false

		391						LN		14		12		false		          12          A.   I'm sorry, yeah.				false

		392						LN		14		13		false		          13          Q.   Do you know Laurie Jenkins?				false

		393						LN		14		14		false		          14          A.   Not personally.				false

		394						LN		14		15		false		          15          Q.   Do you know who she is?				false

		395						LN		14		16		false		          16          A.   I do.				false

		396						LN		14		17		false		          17          Q.   Who is she?				false

		397						LN		14		18		false		          18          A.   Laurie Jenkins is the speaker of the house.				false

		398						LN		14		19		false		          19          Q.   Was she in communication with you or any of the				false

		399						LN		14		20		false		          20     commissioners on November 15th?				false

		400						LN		14		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Form.  Foundation.				false

		401						LN		14		22		false		          22          A.   I do not know.				false

		402						LN		14		23		false		          23          Q.   You don't recall whether or not you had any				false

		403						LN		14		24		false		          24     communication with her?				false

		404						LN		14		25		false		          25          A.   I did not have communication with her on				false

		405						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		406						LN		15		1		false		           1     November 15.				false

		407						LN		15		2		false		           2          Q.   Did any commissioner tell you they had been in				false

		408						LN		15		3		false		           3     communication with Laurie Jenkins on the 15th?				false

		409						LN		15		4		false		           4          A.   No.				false

		410						LN		15		5		false		           5          Q.   Did you have any knowledge of who the commissioners				false

		411						LN		15		6		false		           6     were communicating with on November 15th?				false

		412						LN		15		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		413						LN		15		8		false		           8          Q.   Why not?				false

		414						LN		15		9		false		           9          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.				false

		415						LN		15		10		false		          10          Q.   Did you feel responsible at all for ensuring that				false

		416						LN		15		11		false		          11     the commissioners were not violating open public meeting laws				false

		417						LN		15		12		false		          12     on the activities that they were undertaking with respect to				false

		418						LN		15		13		false		          13     redistricting?				false

		419						LN		15		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		420						LN		15		15		false		          15          A.   I felt responsible for conducting myself in a way				false

		421						LN		15		16		false		          16     that was professional and in compliance with all of my				false

		422						LN		15		17		false		          17     duties.				false

		423						LN		15		18		false		          18          Q.   And would you agree --				false

		424						LN		15		19		false		          19               Oh, I'm sorry.				false

		425						LN		15		20		false		          20          A.   I acknowledge that I don't have control over what				false

		426						LN		15		21		false		          21     other people do.				false

		427						LN		15		22		false		          22          Q.   What do you think your job responsibilities and				false

		428						LN		15		23		false		          23     duties are as a chair of a redistricting commission?				false

		429						LN		15		24		false		          24          A.   I can try to give you the duties that I can think				false

		430						LN		15		25		false		          25     of at this moment, and that's what I can tell you.  At the				false

		431						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		432						LN		16		1		false		           1     time of the meeting, I saw it as my responsibility to				false

		433						LN		16		2		false		           2     facilitate the meeting and to provide the support necessary				false

		434						LN		16		3		false		           3     to the commissioners and their caucus staff so that they				false

		435						LN		16		4		false		           4     could participate fully.				false

		436						LN		16		5		false		           5               I believe it was my responsibility to follow the				false

		437						LN		16		6		false		           6     guidelines for facilitating a public meeting, to organize a				false

		438						LN		16		7		false		           7     meeting process that was clear.  Those are the				false

		439						LN		16		8		false		           8     responsibilities I can think of at the time.				false

		440						LN		16		9		false		           9          Q.   So I understand you felt like it was your				false

		441						LN		16		10		false		          10     responsibility to make sure that you provided support to the				false

		442						LN		16		11		false		          11     Commission and caucus staff so that they could participate				false

		443						LN		16		12		false		          12     fully.  Did I understand that correctly?				false

		444						LN		16		13		false		          13          A.   Right.				false

		445						LN		16		14		false		          14          Q.   You did not similarly state that you felt it was				false

		446						LN		16		15		false		          15     your duty to support the public in participating fully.  Is				false

		447						LN		16		16		false		          16     that correct?				false

		448						LN		16		17		false		          17          A.   You are correct that I didn't say -- I did not just				false

		449						LN		16		18		false		          18     now say that, yes.				false

		450						LN		16		19		false		          19          Q.   Having an opportunity to consider whether or not				false

		451						LN		16		20		false		          20     that was one of your duties and responsibilities, what do you				false

		452						LN		16		21		false		          21     say at this point?				false

		453						LN		16		22		false		          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		454						LN		16		23		false		          23          A.   I took very seriously throughout the entire process				false

		455						LN		16		24		false		          24     full engagement of the public, yes.				false

		456						LN		16		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  So, if you took it very seriously, what did				false

		457						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		458						LN		17		1		false		           1     you do to implement your seriousness?				false

		459						LN		17		2		false		           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		460						LN		17		3		false		           3          A.   I'm sorry, I don't know how to answer that.				false

		461						LN		17		4		false		           4          Q.   Can you think of anything that you did to ensure				false

		462						LN		17		5		false		           5     that the process was open?				false

		463						LN		17		6		false		           6          A.   I worked hard for the commissioners to be on camera				false

		464						LN		17		7		false		           7     and to share fully, as fully as I could, on camera.				false

		465						LN		17		8		false		           8          Q.   I didn't hear one of those words.  And to be				false

		466						LN		17		9		false		           9     something fully on camera.  I didn't hear what that word was.				false

		467						LN		17		10		false		          10          A.   To share fully, as fully as they felt they could,				false

		468						LN		17		11		false		          11     on camera.				false

		469						LN		17		12		false		          12          Q.   To share what?				false

		470						LN		17		13		false		          13          A.   The proposals that they were working on.				false

		471						LN		17		14		false		          14          Q.   So is it correct that they worked on their				false

		472						LN		17		15		false		          15     proposals outside the public meeting?				false

		473						LN		17		16		false		          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		474						LN		17		17		false		          17          A.   I don't know.				false

		475						LN		17		18		false		          18          Q.   Why don't you know?				false

		476						LN		17		19		false		          19          A.   They were not sharing with me what they were doing				false

		477						LN		17		20		false		          20     outside what they were sharing with the public in the public				false

		478						LN		17		21		false		          21     meeting.				false

		479						LN		17		22		false		          22          Q.   So is it your testimony that your only				false

		480						LN		17		23		false		          23     communication with the commissioners was in the public				false

		481						LN		17		24		false		          24     meeting?				false

		482						LN		17		25		false		          25          A.   No.				false

		483						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		484						LN		18		1		false		           1          Q.   Okay.  So you had some opportunity to know what				false

		485						LN		18		2		false		           2     they were doing, correct?				false

		486						LN		18		3		false		           3          A.   No.  I would not say that, no.				false

		487						LN		18		4		false		           4          Q.   Okay.  So then help explain what you did relative				false

		488						LN		18		5		false		           5     to what the commissioners did.				false

		489						LN		18		6		false		           6          A.   Every half-hour, I was calling or asking them to				false

		490						LN		18		7		false		           7     get on camera.				false

		491						LN		18		8		false		           8          Q.   Where were you?				false

		492						LN		18		9		false		           9          A.   I was in the hall.  I was in the hall next to the				false

		493						LN		18		10		false		          10     ice machine at a hotel.				false

		494						LN		18		11		false		          11          Q.   That sounds horrible.				false

		495						LN		18		12		false		          12               Why were you in the hall next to an ice machine in				false

		496						LN		18		13		false		          13     a hotel?				false

		497						LN		18		14		false		          14          A.   I was very careful not to be -- I was working hard				false

		498						LN		18		15		false		          15     to not be in violation of the Open Public Meetings Act.  And				false

		499						LN		18		16		false		          16     where other folks from the Commission were doing what they				false

		500						LN		18		17		false		          17     were doing, I was trying to conduct a meeting, and the				false

		501						LN		18		18		false		          18     quietest place that I could find was in the hall.				false

		502						LN		18		19		false		          19          Q.   So what hotel are you talking about?				false

		503						LN		18		20		false		          20          A.   I'm sorry to say that I can't recall.  I was				false

		504						LN		18		21		false		          21     instructed not to have any notes with me here today, so I				false

		505						LN		18		22		false		          22     don't have any notes.  I can't tell you that.				false

		506						LN		18		23		false		          23          Q.   Do you have notes that would refresh your				false

		507						LN		18		24		false		          24     recollection as to what you were doing those days?				false

		508						LN		18		25		false		          25          A.   I have -- I probably have the address of the hotel				false

		509						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		510						LN		19		1		false		           1     in my phone.				false

		511						LN		19		2		false		           2          Q.   Do you have notes beyond the address of the hotel				false

		512						LN		19		3		false		           3     about what you were doing those days?				false

		513						LN		19		4		false		           4          A.   I do have notes.  I believe all of those were				false

		514						LN		19		5		false		           5     submitted.  I scanned and submitted my notebooks.				false

		515						LN		19		6		false		           6                    MS. MELL:  I have not seen any notes produced.				false

		516						LN		19		7		false		           7     Counsel, do you want to address that?  I'm obviously going to				false

		517						LN		19		8		false		           8     need her notes to take her deposition, and they have not been				false

		518						LN		19		9		false		           9     produced.				false

		519						LN		19		10		false		          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't believe any discovery				false

		520						LN		19		11		false		          11     deadlines have past in this case.  I'm not sure what				false

		521						LN		19		12		false		          12     relevance that would have.  You're referring to your public				false

		522						LN		19		13		false		          13     records request of the Commission.  I can't speak directly to				false

		523						LN		19		14		false		          14     that.  Those public records requests were handled by the				false

		524						LN		19		15		false		          15     Commission staff itself.  If you would like to discuss it				false

		525						LN		19		16		false		          16     outside -- off the record -- I'd be happy to, but I'm not				false

		526						LN		19		17		false		          17     sure what more I can say.				false

		527						LN		19		18		false		          18                    MS. MELL:  Well, the representations from your				false

		528						LN		19		19		false		          19     side of the process has been that we would move forward with				false

		529						LN		19		20		false		          20     these depositions with the records having been effectively				false

		530						LN		19		21		false		          21     produced through the public disclosure request.  And so now				false

		531						LN		19		22		false		          22     I'm hearing that -- I see Sarah Augustine is nodding her head				false

		532						LN		19		23		false		          23     affirmatively -- I understand now that you have withheld some				false

		533						LN		19		24		false		          24     notes that are specifically relevant to this case.				false

		534						LN		19		25		false		          25                    So whether you intend to produce them via				false

		535						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		536						LN		20		1		false		           1     public records request or via discovery, I obviously need				false

		537						LN		20		2		false		           2     them to take her deposition.				false

		538						LN		20		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Counsel, you have not pointed				false

		539						LN		20		4		false		           4     out, No. 1, what public records request you're even talking				false

		540						LN		20		5		false		           5     about, to which such notes might be responsive.				false

		541						LN		20		6		false		           6                    MS. MELL:  Honestly, Counsel --				false

		542						LN		20		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Second, you're the one who is				false

		543						LN		20		8		false		           8     aware of whatever you have received in the public records				false

		544						LN		20		9		false		           9     request that you submitted from the Commission.  And now if				false

		545						LN		20		10		false		          10     there are notes that you think should be responsive to that,				false

		546						LN		20		11		false		          11     we can address that off-line, but I can't possibly see you're				false

		547						LN		20		12		false		          12     stopping this deposition.				false

		548						LN		20		13		false		          13                    MS. MELL:  Are you going to make her notes				false

		549						LN		20		14		false		          14     available right now so I can continue with the dep?				false

		550						LN		20		15		false		          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't have those notes.				false

		551						LN		20		16		false		          16          Q.   Sarah Augustine, do you have those notes with you?				false

		552						LN		20		17		false		          17          A.   I don't.  However, they were scanned and sent, per				false

		553						LN		20		18		false		          18     your public records request.  Those were scanned before				false

		554						LN		20		19		false		          19     Christmas.				false

		555						LN		20		20		false		          20          Q.   Okay.				false

		556						LN		20		21		false		          21          A.   Submitted before Christmas, so far as I know.  Not				false

		557						LN		20		22		false		          22     by me, by our staff.				false

		558						LN		20		23		false		          23          Q.   Okay.  So who would be the person who has your				false

		559						LN		20		24		false		          24     scanned copies?				false

		560						LN		20		25		false		          25          A.   Do you mean in my office?				false

		561						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		562						LN		21		1		false		           1          Q.   Well, I don't know who you're talking about				false

		563						LN		21		2		false		           2     scanning them.  You're saying they were scanned.  Are you				false

		564						LN		21		3		false		           3     talking about Ms. McLean has them?				false

		565						LN		21		4		false		           4          A.   Ms. McLean has them, yes.				false

		566						LN		21		5		false		           5                    MS. MELL:  So, Counsel --				false

		567						LN		21		6		false		           6                    THE WITNESS:  And you have them, I assume,				false

		568						LN		21		7		false		           7     because they were given to you.  They were for your records				false

		569						LN		21		8		false		           8     request.				false

		570						LN		21		9		false		           9          Q.   Okay.  I don't see any handwritten notes in what I				false

		571						LN		21		10		false		          10     have been provided.  Let me just double-check here.  So,				false

		572						LN		21		11		false		          11     actually, I'll have my office search that again and get back				false

		573						LN		21		12		false		          12     to me, and we'll mark those as an exhibit if I've got them.				false

		574						LN		21		13		false		          13               If not, I'll have to check with Ms. McLean and see				false

		575						LN		21		14		false		          14     if she can get those to me right away because I don't think				false

		576						LN		21		15		false		          15     that I have those.  I have a file specific to you that says,				false

		577						LN		21		16		false		          16     "Augustine official emails, Sarah official phone texts, texts				false

		578						LN		21		17		false		          17     on personal devices," and I don't see any notes, handwritten				false

		579						LN		21		18		false		          18     notes.				false

		580						LN		21		19		false		          19               But they are handwritten notes?  Is that what your				false

		581						LN		21		20		false		          20     testimony is?				false

		582						LN		21		21		false		          21          A.   (Nods head.)				false

		583						LN		21		22		false		          22          Q.   And when did you take those notes?				false

		584						LN		21		23		false		          23          A.   I believe the notes are from November -- they are				false

		585						LN		21		24		false		          24     for November 13, 14, and 15.				false

		586						LN		21		25		false		          25          Q.   But not the 16th?				false

		587						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		588						LN		22		1		false		           1          A.   I don't have notes from the 16th, no.				false

		589						LN		22		2		false		           2          Q.   Why don't you have notes from the 16th?				false

		590						LN		22		3		false		           3          A.   I wasn't meeting with the Commission on the 16th,				false

		591						LN		22		4		false		           4     and I didn't have any -- I wasn't in meetings on the 16th, so				false

		592						LN		22		5		false		           5     I wouldn't have had notes.				false

		593						LN		22		6		false		           6          Q.   Were you at the hotel on the 16th?				false

		594						LN		22		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		595						LN		22		8		false		           8          Q.   When did you leave the hotel?				false

		596						LN		22		9		false		           9          A.   I left the hotel at 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.				false

		597						LN		22		10		false		          10          Q.   Okay.  Why did you select that time to leave?				false

		598						LN		22		11		false		          11          A.   Because I was very tired, and I still had to drive				false

		599						LN		22		12		false		          12     an hour to Olympia, to my hotel.				false

		600						LN		22		13		false		          13          Q.   Why were you staying in a hotel in Olympia?				false

		601						LN		22		14		false		          14          A.   Because I live in Yakima, and my staff and my				false

		602						LN		22		15		false		          15     offices are in Olympia.  So I was staying in a hotel near my				false

		603						LN		22		16		false		          16     staff and offices in Olympia.				false

		604						LN		22		17		false		          17          Q.   When you say your staff and offices are in Olympia,				false

		605						LN		22		18		false		          18     are you talking about the Redistricting Commission?				false

		606						LN		22		19		false		          19          A.   Yes.				false

		607						LN		22		20		false		          20          Q.   So why were you at a hotel in Federal Way?				false

		608						LN		22		21		false		          21          A.   I was at a hotel in Federal Way to provide space to				false

		609						LN		22		22		false		          22     the house dyad, who asked for help in negotiation.				false

		610						LN		22		23		false		          23          Q.   And you can't right now remember what hotel it was				false

		611						LN		22		24		false		          24     a hotel in Federal Way?				false

		612						LN		22		25		false		          25          A.   We were in more than one hotel between the 13th,				false

		613						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		614						LN		23		1		false		           1     14th, and 15th.				false

		615						LN		23		2		false		           2          Q.   When you say we, who are you talking about?				false

		616						LN		23		3		false		           3          A.   I'm talking about myself, Commissioner Graves, and				false

		617						LN		23		4		false		           4     Commissioner Sims.				false

		618						LN		23		5		false		           5          Q.   Graves, Sims, and you stayed in one hotel or three				false

		619						LN		23		6		false		           6     separate hotels?				false

		620						LN		23		7		false		           7          A.   We weren't staying in hotels.  We blocked space,				false

		621						LN		23		8		false		           8     hotel space in Federal Way, because it was a convenient				false

		622						LN		23		9		false		           9     location to conduct negotiations.				false

		623						LN		23		10		false		          10          Q.   I'm sorry, I didn't I mean to interrupt you.  Did				false

		624						LN		23		11		false		          11     you have to finish?				false

		625						LN		23		12		false		          12          A.   To the best of my knowledge, Commissioner Graves				false

		626						LN		23		13		false		          13     and Commissioner Sims were not staying in hotels, they were				false

		627						LN		23		14		false		          14     staying in their own homes.  I was staying in a hotel because				false

		628						LN		23		15		false		          15     I live in Yakima, and, to drive back and forth through the				false

		629						LN		23		16		false		          16     negotiation process where they requested my help, would have				false

		630						LN		23		17		false		          17     meant I would have been driving 6 hours a day.				false

		631						LN		23		18		false		          18          Q.   Sure.				false

		632						LN		23		19		false		          19               But you had two different locations that you				false

		633						LN		23		20		false		          20     centered your work, both in Federal Way and in Olympia?				false

		634						LN		23		21		false		          21          A.   I don't understand that.				false

		635						LN		23		22		false		          22          Q.   I'm trying to understand, when you decided to go to				false

		636						LN		23		23		false		          23     Olympia, what was that for?  And then when did you decide to				false

		637						LN		23		24		false		          24     be in Federal Way, and what was that for?				false

		638						LN		23		25		false		          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false
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		640						LN		24		1		false		           1          Q.   So let's break it down.				false

		641						LN		24		2		false		           2          A.   I scheduled a trip to Olympia because it was the				false

		642						LN		24		3		false		           3     last --				false

		643						LN		24		4		false		           4               No, please.				false

		644						LN		24		5		false		           5          Q.   Yeah, I'm sorry, I just want to break down the				false

		645						LN		24		6		false		           6     questions because the record got very convoluted right there.				false

		646						LN		24		7		false		           7               So let's start with:  When did you go to Olympia				false

		647						LN		24		8		false		           8     and why?				false

		648						LN		24		9		false		           9          A.   I went to Olympia on the 12th of November.				false

		649						LN		24		10		false		          10          Q.   And when you went to Olympia on the 12th of				false

		650						LN		24		11		false		          11     November, did you stay in Olympia that night?				false

		651						LN		24		12		false		          12          A.   I did.				false

		652						LN		24		13		false		          13          Q.   Why were you in Olympia on November 12th, staying				false

		653						LN		24		14		false		          14     in a hotel?				false

		654						LN		24		15		false		          15          A.   Throughout the Redistricting Commission, I went to				false

		655						LN		24		16		false		          16     Olympia to meet with the nonpartisan staff many times.  And				false

		656						LN		24		17		false		          17     on this particular occasion, we were preparing to receive and				false

		657						LN		24		18		false		          18     transmit the final redistricting plans, that is, assuming				false

		658						LN		24		19		false		          19     that there would be plans.				false

		659						LN		24		20		false		          20          Q.   So on the 12th, what did you do?				false

		660						LN		24		21		false		          21          A.   I would have to look back to my calendar, but I				false

		661						LN		24		22		false		          22     believe I had a full day of meetings in Yakima, and all I did				false

		662						LN		24		23		false		          23     on the 12th was drive over and check into my hotel.				false

		663						LN		24		24		false		          24          Q.   Okay.  So then when were you in Federal Way?				false

		664						LN		24		25		false		          25          A.   I went to Federal Way on the 13th.				false
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		666						LN		25		1		false		           1          Q.   Why did you go to Federal Way on the 13th?				false

		667						LN		25		2		false		           2          A.   Paul Graves called me on the evening of the 12th				false

		668						LN		25		3		false		           3     and told me that he and Commissioner Sims were having trouble				false

		669						LN		25		4		false		           4     moving forward in their negotiation, and he asked for my				false

		670						LN		25		5		false		           5     help.  So I asked Lisa, the executive director, to instruct				false

		671						LN		25		6		false		           6     her staff to book some space so that we could hold a				false

		672						LN		25		7		false		           7     negotiation -- or, actually, more like a mediation -- between				false

		673						LN		25		8		false		           8     Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on Saturday, the				false

		674						LN		25		9		false		           9     13th.				false

		675						LN		25		10		false		          10          Q.   So Sims and Graves did not stay at the hotel, but				false

		676						LN		25		11		false		          11     you did?				false

		677						LN		25		12		false		          12          A.   No.				false

		678						LN		25		13		false		          13          Q.   You didn't stay at that hotel either?				false

		679						LN		25		14		false		          14          A.   No.  We only had rooms.  We had like a conference				false

		680						LN		25		15		false		          15     space for a block of hours.  I can't tell you the block of				false

		681						LN		25		16		false		          16     hours, but it was -- I don't know how long we were there, but				false

		682						LN		25		17		false		          17     I think we left by early evening.				false

		683						LN		25		18		false		          18          Q.   Okay.  So, on the 13th, you go and meet Sims and				false

		684						LN		25		19		false		          19     Graves at the hotel in that conference space?				false

		685						LN		25		20		false		          20          A.   Yes.				false

		686						LN		25		21		false		          21          Q.   Did you take anyone else with you?				false

		687						LN		25		22		false		          22          A.   No.				false

		688						LN		25		23		false		          23          Q.   So who is Sims?				false

		689						LN		25		24		false		          24          A.   April Sims is the commissioner for the Democratic				false

		690						LN		25		25		false		          25     House Caucus.				false
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		692						LN		26		1		false		           1          Q.   So she has a partisan position as a representative				false

		693						LN		26		2		false		           2     of the Democratic House Caucus?				false

		694						LN		26		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		695						LN		26		4		false		           4          A.   That's right.				false

		696						LN		26		5		false		           5          Q.   And who is Paul Graves?				false

		697						LN		26		6		false		           6          A.   Paul Graves is a commissioner who is appointed by				false

		698						LN		26		7		false		           7     the House Republican Caucus.				false

		699						LN		26		8		false		           8          Q.   So he had a partisan appointment, as well?				false

		700						LN		26		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		701						LN		26		10		false		          10                    Actually, strike that.				false

		702						LN		26		11		false		          11          A.   Yes.				false

		703						LN		26		12		false		          12          Q.   And you understood your role on that day was to				false

		704						LN		26		13		false		          13     mediate agreement on a redistricting plan to submit to the				false

		705						LN		26		14		false		          14     legislature?				false

		706						LN		26		15		false		          15          A.   No.				false

		707						LN		26		16		false		          16          Q.   I understood you to say that you were asked to act				false

		708						LN		26		17		false		          17     in a mediator role.  Did I misunderstand that?				false

		709						LN		26		18		false		          18          A.   No.  I was asked to act in a mediator role.				false

		710						LN		26		19		false		          19          Q.   So did you take on the role of mediator?				false

		711						LN		26		20		false		          20          A.   I did, but not in the project that you described.				false

		712						LN		26		21		false		          21          Q.   How did I describe the project in a way that was				false

		713						LN		26		22		false		          22     distinct from what you were mediating?				false

		714						LN		26		23		false		          23          A.   My role on that day was to provide them the support				false

		715						LN		26		24		false		          24     that they needed to communicate with each other and continue				false

		716						LN		26		25		false		          25     negotiations on a legislative district map.				false
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		718						LN		27		1		false		           1          Q.   Was the mediated discussion on that day limited to				false

		719						LN		27		2		false		           2     the legislative district map?				false

		720						LN		27		3		false		           3          A.   Yep.				false

		721						LN		27		4		false		           4          Q.   Was it your understanding that the lack of				false

		722						LN		27		5		false		           5     consensus was as to the legislative district map?				false

		723						LN		27		6		false		           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		724						LN		27		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		725						LN		27		8		false		           8          Q.   Was there a lack of consensus as to topics other				false

		726						LN		27		9		false		           9     than the legislative district map?				false

		727						LN		27		10		false		          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		728						LN		27		11		false		          11          A.   I don't know how to answer that because your				false

		729						LN		27		12		false		          12     question is not related to what we were actually talking				false

		730						LN		27		13		false		          13     about.  So, I guess, yes, it was other than the legislative				false

		731						LN		27		14		false		          14     district map.				false

		732						LN		27		15		false		          15          Q.   Had there been consensus already on the				false

		733						LN		27		16		false		          16     congressional district map?				false

		734						LN		27		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		735						LN		27		18		false		          18          A.   I have no idea.				false

		736						LN		27		19		false		          19          Q.   So, when you met with Sims and Graves in Federal				false

		737						LN		27		20		false		          20     Way, you didn't know what the status of the congressional				false

		738						LN		27		21		false		          21     district maps were?				false

		739						LN		27		22		false		          22          A.   That's right.				false

		740						LN		27		23		false		          23          Q.   Did you know whether or not there had been any				false

		741						LN		27		24		false		          24     metrics discussed about that?				false

		742						LN		27		25		false		          25          A.   About the congressional district map?				false

		743						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		744						LN		28		1		false		           1          Q.   Correct.				false

		745						LN		28		2		false		           2          A.   I was not included in negotiation regarding the				false

		746						LN		28		3		false		           3     congressional district map.				false

		747						LN		28		4		false		           4          Q.   Why were you excluded from negotiations on the				false

		748						LN		28		5		false		           5     congressional district maps?				false

		749						LN		28		6		false		           6               You're a commissioner, correct?				false

		750						LN		28		7		false		           7          A.   Which question would you like me to answer first?				false

		751						LN		28		8		false		           8          Q.   You're a commissioner, correct?				false

		752						LN		28		9		false		           9          A.   Yes.				false

		753						LN		28		10		false		          10          Q.   Why would you have been excluded from negotiations				false

		754						LN		28		11		false		          11     on the congressional district maps?				false

		755						LN		28		12		false		          12          A.   That is a question for the voting commissioner.				false

		756						LN		28		13		false		          13          Q.   So did you come to an agreement with the voting				false

		757						LN		28		14		false		          14     congressional district -- strike that.				false

		758						LN		28		15		false		          15               Did you come to an agreement with the voting				false

		759						LN		28		16		false		          16     commissioners as to what your role would be?				false

		760						LN		28		17		false		          17          A.   No.				false

		761						LN		28		18		false		          18          Q.   So then how come you know that I should ask the				false

		762						LN		28		19		false		          19     voting commissioners why you were excluded from the				false

		763						LN		28		20		false		          20     congressional district map process?				false

		764						LN		28		21		false		          21          A.   Respectfully, Ms. Mell, I can't tell you what other				false

		765						LN		28		22		false		          22     people think or what their intentions are.  I don't know				false

		766						LN		28		23		false		          23     that.  I can only explain to you what I know myself.				false

		767						LN		28		24		false		          24          Q.   Well, as a commissioner and a chair, why wouldn't				false

		768						LN		28		25		false		          25     you have necessarily involved yourself?				false
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		770						LN		29		1		false		           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		771						LN		29		2		false		           2          A.   As the chair, I checked in with the voting				false

		772						LN		29		3		false		           3     commissioners regularly, I offered support to them, and I				false

		773						LN		29		4		false		           4     made suggestions.				false

		774						LN		29		5		false		           5          Q.   Okay.  So you were involved in congressional				false

		775						LN		29		6		false		           6     district map process?				false

		776						LN		29		7		false		           7          A.   I was not involved in the negotiation process.				false

		777						LN		29		8		false		           8          Q.   Okay.  Is there a difference between a negotiation				false

		778						LN		29		9		false		           9     process and you providing support to them?				false

		779						LN		29		10		false		          10          A.   Yes.  Providing support, from my point of view,				false

		780						LN		29		11		false		          11     includes a host of other things.				false

		781						LN		29		12		false		          12          Q.   Okay.  Explain to me what providing support was.				false

		782						LN		29		13		false		          13          A.   Ensuring that they were connected with the				false

		783						LN		29		14		false		          14     nonpartisan staff for technical support; ensuring that they				false

		784						LN		29		15		false		          15     were connected to nonpartisan staff for legal support;				false

		785						LN		29		16		false		          16     ensuring that they had tools that they needed to communicate				false

		786						LN		29		17		false		          17     with each other in a very tense and partisan environment and,				false

		787						LN		29		18		false		          18     might I add, a conflicted environment.				false

		788						LN		29		19		false		          19          Q.   What did that conflicted environment look like to				false

		789						LN		29		20		false		          20     you?				false

		790						LN		29		21		false		          21          A.   It looked like an environment of mistrust based				false

		791						LN		29		22		false		          22     upon partisan positions.				false

		792						LN		29		23		false		          23          Q.   And how did you see that play out?				false

		793						LN		29		24		false		          24          A.   There were various events that occurred throughout,				false

		794						LN		29		25		false		          25     between February and November, that strained relationships.				false
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		796						LN		30		1		false		           1          Q.   Tell me what those were.				false

		797						LN		30		2		false		           2          A.   One was -- one that I can speak to directly --				false

		798						LN		30		3		false		           3     would be in an open public meeting having a party official				false

		799						LN		30		4		false		           4     testify -- sorry, testify is probably the wrong word --				false

		800						LN		30		5		false		           5     publicly speak, calling for the removal of Commissioner Joe				false

		801						LN		30		6		false		           6     Fain.  That certainly did not contribute to building a				false

		802						LN		30		7		false		           7     foundation of trust between the commissioners.				false

		803						LN		30		8		false		           8          Q.   Okay.  So who was that?  Podolski or whatever her				false

		804						LN		30		9		false		           9     name is?  Tina?  Something like that?				false

		805						LN		30		10		false		          10          A.   I don't remember her name.  I apologize for that,				false

		806						LN		30		11		false		          11     but the chair of the Democratic Party is what I recall.				false

		807						LN		30		12		false		          12          Q.   So the chair of the democratic party did what?				false

		808						LN		30		13		false		          13          A.   Publicly testified -- or maybe testified is not the				false

		809						LN		30		14		false		          14     right word -- but in an open public meeting calling for his				false

		810						LN		30		15		false		          15     -- for him to be removed.				false

		811						LN		30		16		false		          16          Q.   I didn't hear the very first part.  All I heard was				false

		812						LN		30		17		false		          17     public meeting.  Did you say testified in a public meeting?				false

		813						LN		30		18		false		          18          A.   Yeah.  I mean, testified -- is that the right word?				false

		814						LN		30		19		false		          19     She spoke in a public meeting.				false

		815						LN		30		20		false		          20          Q.   Spoke.  Spoke.  Okay.  I just didn't hear the word.				false

		816						LN		30		21		false		          21               Okay.  Spoke in a public meeting, asking for Fain				false

		817						LN		30		22		false		          22     to be removed?				false

		818						LN		30		23		false		          23          A.   Yes.				false

		819						LN		30		24		false		          24          Q.   Okay.  And what was done about that?				false

		820						LN		30		25		false		          25          A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that.  You have				false
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		822						LN		31		1		false		           1     to be more specific.				false

		823						LN		31		2		false		           2          Q.   Did you take action on that?				false

		824						LN		31		3		false		           3          A.   I'm sorry?				false

		825						LN		31		4		false		           4          Q.   Did the Commission take action on her public				false

		826						LN		31		5		false		           5     testimony?				false

		827						LN		31		6		false		           6          A.   How could we take action?  Anyone who wanted to				false

		828						LN		31		7		false		           7     speak at a public meeting was invited to do so.  I don't know				false

		829						LN		31		8		false		           8     what you mean by take action.				false

		830						LN		31		9		false		           9          Q.   Did you do anything after she spoke on that				false

		831						LN		31		10		false		          10     subject?				false

		832						LN		31		11		false		          11          A.   No.				false

		833						LN		31		12		false		          12          Q.   Was there anything else that occurred that you				false

		834						LN		31		13		false		          13     think led to the conflicted environment?				false

		835						LN		31		14		false		          14          A.   Yes.				false

		836						LN		31		15		false		          15          Q.   What was that?				false

		837						LN		31		16		false		          16          A.   The Barreto report was released in the press before				false

		838						LN		31		17		false		          17     it was discussed in any forum, any Commission forum.				false

		839						LN		31		18		false		          18          Q.   And what is the Barreto report?				false

		840						LN		31		19		false		          19          A.   It was a report that was commissioned by the				false

		841						LN		31		20		false		          20     Democratic Senate Caucus, claiming that the draft maps to				false

		842						LN		31		21		false		          21     that date were in violation of a voting rights -- the Voting				false

		843						LN		31		22		false		          22     Rights Act.				false

		844						LN		31		23		false		          23          Q.   Did the Commission do anything about that?				false

		845						LN		31		24		false		          24          A.   I don't know how to answer that.				false

		846						LN		31		25		false		          25          Q.   Well, how did you find out that it was a release?				false
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		848						LN		32		1		false		           1          A.   It was in the press.  I read about it in the press,				false

		849						LN		32		2		false		           2     like everyone else.				false

		850						LN		32		3		false		           3          Q.   Okay.  And so was there any conversation you had				false

		851						LN		32		4		false		           4     with the commissioners about it?				false

		852						LN		32		5		false		           5          A.   I believe it was discussed multiple times in				false

		853						LN		32		6		false		           6     meetings.				false

		854						LN		32		7		false		           7          Q.   Okay.				false

		855						LN		32		8		false		           8          A.   Special meetings.  I think it was much discussed.				false

		856						LN		32		9		false		           9          Q.   Okay.  Were there discussions outside the public				false

		857						LN		32		10		false		          10     about that?				false

		858						LN		32		11		false		          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		859						LN		32		12		false		          12          A.   Not with me.				false

		860						LN		32		13		false		          13          Q.   So, in between meetings, how would you				false

		861						LN		32		14		false		          14     communicate -- in between public meetings -- how would you				false

		862						LN		32		15		false		          15     communicate with the commissioners?				false

		863						LN		32		16		false		          16          A.   I communicated with them via email, text message,				false

		864						LN		32		17		false		          17     and phone call.				false

		865						LN		32		18		false		          18          Q.   Did you use instant messaging?				false

		866						LN		32		19		false		          19          A.   I don't believe so.				false

		867						LN		32		20		false		          20          Q.   So, on the 13th, were you standing in the hallway				false

		868						LN		32		21		false		          21     of the hotel?				false

		869						LN		32		22		false		          22          A.   The 13th?				false

		870						LN		32		23		false		          23          Q.   Yes.				false

		871						LN		32		24		false		          24          A.   The 13th of November, I was either driving over the				false

		872						LN		32		25		false		          25     Cascades, checking into my hotel, or in my hotel room in				false

		873						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		874						LN		33		1		false		           1     Olympia.				false

		875						LN		33		2		false		           2          Q.   So the first day you were in Federal Way was the				false

		876						LN		33		3		false		           3     14th, not the 13th?				false

		877						LN		33		4		false		           4          A.   The 14th, I was in Federal Way.				false

		878						LN		33		5		false		           5          Q.   So, on the 14th, were you in the meetings rooms				false

		879						LN		33		6		false		           6     with the two commissioners, or were you in the hallway?				false

		880						LN		33		7		false		           7          A.   No, I was in the meeting room with the two				false

		881						LN		33		8		false		           8     commissioners.				false

		882						LN		33		9		false		           9          Q.   Okay.  In the meeting room with the two				false

		883						LN		33		10		false		          10     commissioners, how long were you all there?				false

		884						LN		33		11		false		          11          A.   I think we were there for 6 hours.  I could consult				false

		885						LN		33		12		false		          12     my phone.  I think it was something like that, 6 hours.				false

		886						LN		33		13		false		          13          Q.   Who else was in the room?				false

		887						LN		33		14		false		          14          A.   Commissioner Sims and Commissioner Fain.				false

		888						LN		33		15		false		          15          Q.   Were there any staff people in the room?				false

		889						LN		33		16		false		          16          A.   I don't remember.  Yes.  There were, I believe.				false

		890						LN		33		17		false		          17          Q.   Who were they?				false

		891						LN		33		18		false		          18          A.   Anton Grose and Osta -- I don't remember Osta's				false

		892						LN		33		19		false		          19     last name at the moment.				false

		893						LN		33		20		false		          20          Q.   And who is Osta?				false

		894						LN		33		21		false		          21          A.   Osta is the caucus staff that was assigned to				false

		895						LN		33		22		false		          22     Commissioner Sims by the Democratic House Caucus.				false

		896						LN		33		23		false		          23          Q.   And who is Anton?				false

		897						LN		33		24		false		          24          A.   Anton is the caucus staff that was assigned to				false

		898						LN		33		25		false		          25     Commissioner Graves by the senate -- I'm sorry -- by the				false

		899						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		900						LN		34		1		false		           1     Republican House Caucus.				false

		901						LN		34		2		false		           2          Q.   Were there any nonpartisan staff in the room?				false

		902						LN		34		3		false		           3          A.   No.				false

		903						LN		34		4		false		           4          Q.   Why were partisan staff in the room?				false

		904						LN		34		5		false		           5          A.   I don't know.				false

		905						LN		34		6		false		           6          Q.   Did you invite them?				false

		906						LN		34		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		907						LN		34		8		false		           8          Q.   Did you make sure that they had an ability to				false

		908						LN		34		9		false		           9     communicate with one another?				false

		909						LN		34		10		false		          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		910						LN		34		11		false		          11          A.   I don't understand the question.				false

		911						LN		34		12		false		          12          Q.   Well, you said one of the things that you did as a				false

		912						LN		34		13		false		          13     support person was to make sure people were able to				false

		913						LN		34		14		false		          14     communicate with one another.				false

		914						LN		34		15		false		          15          A.   Yes.  I was there to help Commissioner Graves and				false

		915						LN		34		16		false		          16     Commissioner Sims communicate, yes.				false

		916						LN		34		17		false		          17          Q.   Did you also help their caucus support people do				false

		917						LN		34		18		false		          18     that, too?				false

		918						LN		34		19		false		          19          A.   No.				false

		919						LN		34		20		false		          20          Q.   Do you know how the caucus staff were communicating				false

		920						LN		34		21		false		          21     and with whom?				false

		921						LN		34		22		false		          22          A.   No.				false

		922						LN		34		23		false		          23          Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff working on				false

		923						LN		34		24		false		          24     computers?				false

		924						LN		34		25		false		          25          A.   I don't remember.  They had computers there.				false
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		926						LN		35		1		false		           1          Q.   Did they have phones?				false

		927						LN		35		2		false		           2          A.   I suppose.  Everyone has phones.				false

		928						LN		35		3		false		           3          Q.   Did you see them using their phones?				false

		929						LN		35		4		false		           4          A.   No.				false

		930						LN		35		5		false		           5          Q.   Did you have a phone?				false

		931						LN		35		6		false		           6          A.   Yes.				false

		932						LN		35		7		false		           7          Q.   Did you have a computer?				false

		933						LN		35		8		false		           8          A.   No.				false

		934						LN		35		9		false		           9          Q.   Did you have more than one phone?				false

		935						LN		35		10		false		          10          A.   No.				false

		936						LN		35		11		false		          11          Q.   Did you just have your personal phone?				false

		937						LN		35		12		false		          12          A.   No.				false

		938						LN		35		13		false		          13          Q.   Did you just have your work phone?				false

		939						LN		35		14		false		          14          A.   Yes.				false

		940						LN		35		15		false		          15          Q.   Did you make calls to any of the commissioners who				false

		941						LN		35		16		false		          16     weren't there during the time you were in the room?				false

		942						LN		35		17		false		          17          A.   No.				false

		943						LN		35		18		false		          18          Q.   Did you go outside the room and make calls to any				false

		944						LN		35		19		false		          19     of the other commissioners?				false

		945						LN		35		20		false		          20          A.   No.				false

		946						LN		35		21		false		          21          Q.   Do you know whether or not the caucus staff were				false

		947						LN		35		22		false		          22     communicating with other caucus staff assigned to the other				false

		948						LN		35		23		false		          23     commissioners?				false

		949						LN		35		24		false		          24          A.   I don't know.				false

		950						LN		35		25		false		          25          Q.   Did you hear either Commissioner Sims or Fain				false
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		952						LN		36		1		false		           1     communicate with any other commissioner?				false

		953						LN		36		2		false		           2          A.   Commissioner Fain was not in the room.				false

		954						LN		36		3		false		           3          Q.   So who was in the room?				false

		955						LN		36		4		false		           4          A.   Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims.				false

		956						LN		36		5		false		           5          Q.   Oh, Graves and Sims, sorry.				false

		957						LN		36		6		false		           6               Okay.  So did you hear Commissioner Sims				false

		958						LN		36		7		false		           7     communicating with any other commissioner while in the room?				false

		959						LN		36		8		false		           8          A.   No.				false

		960						LN		36		9		false		           9          Q.   Did you hear Commissioner Graves communicate with				false

		961						LN		36		10		false		          10     any other commissioner while in the room?				false

		962						LN		36		11		false		          11          A.   No.				false

		963						LN		36		12		false		          12          Q.   But they both were communicating with you, correct?				false

		964						LN		36		13		false		          13          A.   Yes.				false

		965						LN		36		14		false		          14          Q.   And the purpose of the communications was to				false

		966						LN		36		15		false		          15     negotiate a legislative district.  Is that correct?				false

		967						LN		36		16		false		          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		968						LN		36		17		false		          17          A.   No.				false

		969						LN		36		18		false		          18          Q.   What was the -- I though you said that that's what				false

		970						LN		36		19		false		          19     you were mediating.				false

		971						LN		36		20		false		          20          A.   I was mediating their inability to go on				false

		972						LN		36		21		false		          21     communicating with each other.  They were at an impasse.				false

		973						LN		36		22		false		          22          Q.   And they were at impasse on the legislative				false

		974						LN		36		23		false		          23     district, correct?				false

		975						LN		36		24		false		          24          A.   They were.				false

		976						LN		36		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  So you were there to mediate the impasse on				false
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		978						LN		37		1		false		           1     the legislative district, correct?				false

		979						LN		37		2		false		           2          A.   Yes.				false

		980						LN		37		3		false		           3          Q.   All right.  And you were there to mediate the				false

		981						LN		37		4		false		           4     impasse, not just between Sims and Graves, because they were				false

		982						LN		37		5		false		           5     on the same page, correct?				false

		983						LN		37		6		false		           6          A.   No.				false

		984						LN		37		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		985						LN		37		8		false		           8          A.   They were not on the same page.				false

		986						LN		37		9		false		           9          Q.   Okay.				false

		987						LN		37		10		false		          10          A.   That's why I was there.				false

		988						LN		37		11		false		          11          Q.   Okay.  So you were mediating the differences				false
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		991						LN		37		14		false		          14          Q.   Okay.  And what were the positions of Fain and				false

		992						LN		37		15		false		          15     Walkinshaw?				false

		993						LN		37		16		false		          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		994						LN		37		17		false		          17          A.   I don't know.  They were not part of negotiating				false

		995						LN		37		18		false		          18     the legislative district map, to my knowledge.  To my				false

		996						LN		37		19		false		          19     knowledge, no.				false

		997						LN		37		20		false		          20          Q.   Did you, at some point in time, know whether or not				false

		998						LN		37		21		false		          21     Fain and Walkinshaw agreed to the legislative district?				false

		999						LN		37		22		false		          22          A.   No.				false

		1000						LN		37		23		false		          23          Q.   Did you know prior to moving to the action items on				false

		1001						LN		37		24		false		          24     November 15th whether or not there was consensus on a				false

		1002						LN		37		25		false		          25     legislative district?				false
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		1004						LN		38		1		false		           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1005						LN		38		2		false		           2          A.   No.				false

		1006						LN		38		3		false		           3          Q.   What did you think -- when you convened the action				false

		1007						LN		38		4		false		           4     part of the meeting, why did you invite a motion on the				false

		1008						LN		38		5		false		           5     legislative district map, if you didn't know whether or not				false
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		1010						LN		38		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1011						LN		38		8		false		           8          A.   We achieved consensus through voting in an open,				false

		1012						LN		38		9		false		           9     public meeting.  I was calling for them to share with me				false

		1013						LN		38		10		false		          10     whether they were ready to move on to that place.  They were				false
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		1016						LN		38		13		false		          13          Q.   And how did you come to that understanding?				false

		1017						LN		38		14		false		          14          A.   We had been discussing it in public meetings for				false

		1018						LN		38		15		false		          15     many weeks.				false

		1019						LN		38		16		false		          16          Q.   Had you been discussing it outside of the public				false

		1020						LN		38		17		false		          17     meetings, as well?				false

		1021						LN		38		18		false		          18          A.   Not to my knowledge.				false

		1022						LN		38		19		false		          19          Q.   And what do you call the meeting you had on the				false

		1023						LN		38		20		false		          20     14th?				false
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		1033						LN		39		4		false		           4     made around that proposal were in jeopardy because there was				false
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		1042						LN		39		13		false		          13          A.   I'll do my best to answer your question.  I feel				false

		1043						LN		39		14		false		          14     like you have a couple of questions there.  Do you want to				false
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		1047						LN		39		18		false		          18          A.   I was there on that day to help them rebuild the				false
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		1051						LN		39		22		false		          22     trust in liking one another, you were there to rebuild trust				false
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		1081						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1082						LN		41		1		false		           1     think we were together approximately 6 hours.				false

		1083						LN		41		2		false		           2          Q.   Okay.  During that 6 hours, did you have any				false
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		1095						LN		41		14		false		          14     working on that they felt was nearly complete to bring				false

		1096						LN		41		15		false		          15     forward to the full commission and that that proposal that				false

		1097						LN		41		16		false		          16     they had tentative agreements about was in jeopardy due to				false

		1098						LN		41		17		false		          17     this suspicion that this appointment was being made in bad				false

		1099						LN		41		18		false		          18     faith.				false

		1100						LN		41		19		false		          19          Q.   You don't remember the name of who was appointed?				false

		1101						LN		41		20		false		          20          A.   I would have to look back in my notes.  I don't				false

		1102						LN		41		21		false		          21     remember.  I could look it up.  It's Google-able.				false

		1103						LN		41		22		false		          22                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  So let's see if we can get				false

		1104						LN		41		23		false		          23     those marked.  It looks like they were in the court				false

		1105						LN		41		24		false		          24     reporter's box.				false

		1106						LN		41		25		false		          25                    Did you get those received, Mr. Court				false

		1107						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1108						LN		42		1		false		           1     Reporter?				false

		1109						LN		42		2		false		           2                    THE REPORTER:  I haven't seen anything yet,				false

		1110						LN		42		3		false		           3     but I could check at a break.				false

		1111						LN		42		4		false		           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Joan, we've been going a little				false

		1112						LN		42		5		false		           5     over an hour.  Would now or soon be a convenient time for a				false

		1113						LN		42		6		false		           6     break?				false

		1114						LN		42		7		false		           7                    MS. MELL:  Yeah, let's go ahead and figure out				false

		1115						LN		42		8		false		           8     how to get those notes all marked.				false

		1116						LN		42		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Well, what I can report is that				false

		1117						LN		42		10		false		          10     Ms. Augustine's notes that she referred to have been uploaded				false

		1118						LN		42		11		false		          11     to the Google Drive, to which you have access.  That public				false

		1119						LN		42		12		false		          12     records responses have been made by the Commission.  So you				false

		1120						LN		42		13		false		          13     should have access to Ms. Augustine's handwritten notes now,				false

		1121						LN		42		14		false		          14     that we were speaking about, about a half hour ago.				false

		1122						LN		42		15		false		          15                    MS. MELL:  Yeah, and I believe they're with				false

		1123						LN		42		16		false		          16     the court reporter.  So I have to figure out why he can't see				false

		1124						LN		42		17		false		          17     them.				false

		1125						LN		42		18		false		          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.				false

		1126						LN		42		19		false		          19                    MS. MELL:  Let's just take a quick 10-minute				false

		1127						LN		42		20		false		          20     break.				false

		1128						LN		42		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.				false

		1129						LN		42		22		false		          22                              (A brief recess was taken.)				false

		1130						LN		42		23		false		          23          Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  So, on the 14th, there were 6 hours				false

		1131						LN		42		24		false		          24     of meeting time with you and two of the commissioners,				false

		1132						LN		42		25		false		          25     correct?				false

		1133						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1134						LN		43		1		false		           1          A.   No.				false

		1135						LN		43		2		false		           2               I'm sorry.  When we were in the breakout room, I				false

		1136						LN		43		3		false		           3     was -- it was pointed out that I had misspoken the schedule.				false

		1137						LN		43		4		false		           4     So I arrived in Olympia on the 12th, and then I met with				false

		1138						LN		43		5		false		           5     Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on the 13th, which				false

		1139						LN		43		6		false		           6     is a Saturday.				false

		1140						LN		43		7		false		           7          Q.   Okay.				false

		1141						LN		43		8		false		           8          A.   For 6 hours on the 13th, approximately 6 hours.  I				false

		1142						LN		43		9		false		           9     don't know exactly the time.  I think it was about 6 hours.				false

		1143						LN		43		10		false		          10          Q.   Okay.  How did that meeting end?				false

		1144						LN		43		11		false		          11          A.   At the conclusion of the meeting, both parties just				false

		1145						LN		43		12		false		          12     voiced being exhausted and wanting to stop.				false

		1146						LN		43		13		false		          13          Q.   Okay.  Did anyone reach agreement on anything?				false

		1147						LN		43		14		false		          14          A.   So keep in mind they were working together on a				false

		1148						LN		43		15		false		          15     proposal to present to the Commission.  And so I think the				false

		1149						LN		43		16		false		          16     agreement that they came to was that they were willing to				false

		1150						LN		43		17		false		          17     keep talking to each other.				false

		1151						LN		43		18		false		          18          Q.   And when were they going to keep talking to each				false

		1152						LN		43		19		false		          19     other?				false

		1153						LN		43		20		false		          20          A.   Then we agreed to meet again on Sunday, the 14th.				false

		1154						LN		43		21		false		          21          Q.   Okay.  So what happened then?				false

		1155						LN		43		22		false		          22          A.   On 14th, we arranged a different -- by we, I mean				false

		1156						LN		43		23		false		          23     Lisa and her staff -- arranged a different venue because the				false

		1157						LN		43		24		false		          24     space on the 13th was no longer available.				false

		1158						LN		43		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.				false

		1159						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1160						LN		44		1		false		           1          A.   So they arranged another venue, and we met at a				false

		1161						LN		44		2		false		           2     different hotel in Federal Way, Commissioner Graves,				false

		1162						LN		44		3		false		           3     Commissioner Sims, and myself.				false

		1163						LN		44		4		false		           4          Q.   Did you have any communications with any of the				false

		1164						LN		44		5		false		           5     other Commissioners between the 13th and the 14th?				false

		1165						LN		44		6		false		           6          A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.				false

		1166						LN		44		7		false		           7          Q.   Did Commissioner Walkinshaw or Commissioner --				false

		1167						LN		44		8		false		           8     actually, what did you just say?  You said Sims and Fain?				false

		1168						LN		44		9		false		           9          A.   I'm sorry?				false

		1169						LN		44		10		false		          10          Q.   You said Sims and Graves, right?				false

		1170						LN		44		11		false		          11          A.   I was working exclusively with Sims and Graves.				false

		1171						LN		44		12		false		          12          Q.   Sorry, I keep writing that wrong.				false

		1172						LN		44		13		false		          13               So Fain and Walkinshaw -- was there any				false

		1173						LN		44		14		false		          14     communication with Fain and Walkinshaw between the 13th and				false

		1174						LN		44		15		false		          15     the 14th?				false

		1175						LN		44		16		false		          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1176						LN		44		17		false		          17          A.   I don't know.				false

		1177						LN		44		18		false		          18          Q.   Did you have any communications with them?				false

		1178						LN		44		19		false		          19          A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.				false

		1179						LN		44		20		false		          20          Q.   All right.  So why was it Sims and Graves?				false

		1180						LN		44		21		false		          21          A.   Commissioner Graves called me and asked for help				false

		1181						LN		44		22		false		          22     because him and Commissioner Sims were in a deadlock for the				false

		1182						LN		44		23		false		          23     reason I described earlier.				false

		1183						LN		44		24		false		          24          Q.   Did he explain how long they had been in deadlock?				false

		1184						LN		44		25		false		          25          A.   No.				false

		1185						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1186						LN		45		1		false		           1          Q.   What did you know about the negotiations at the				false

		1187						LN		45		2		false		           2     point in time he called you and told you about a deadlock?				false

		1188						LN		45		3		false		           3          A.   I knew that the bipartisan house dyad was				false

		1189						LN		45		4		false		           4     negotiating a proposal for the legislative district map, and				false

		1190						LN		45		5		false		           5     the senate dyad was negotiating a congressional district map.				false

		1191						LN		45		6		false		           6          Q.   So the house was working on legislative, and the				false

		1192						LN		45		7		false		           7     senate delegation was working on congressional?				false

		1193						LN		45		8		false		           8          A.   That's what I knew.				false

		1194						LN		45		9		false		           9          Q.   Who made that decision?				false

		1195						LN		45		10		false		          10          A.   Once again, I would have to look back in the				false

		1196						LN		45		11		false		          11     record, but it was discussed at a meeting several weeks				false

		1197						LN		45		12		false		          12     prior.  Sometime between the time when the draft maps were				false

		1198						LN		45		13		false		          13     released, sometime after that and the beginning of the				false

		1199						LN		45		14		false		          14     negotiation schedule, it was discussed in a meeting that they				false

		1200						LN		45		15		false		          15     would do it that way, there would be a house dyad and a				false

		1201						LN		45		16		false		          16     senate dyad.				false

		1202						LN		45		17		false		          17          Q.   What purpose did dyads serve?				false

		1203						LN		45		18		false		          18          A.   From my point of view, you have four people doing a				false

		1204						LN		45		19		false		          19     complex task in a very abbreviated timeline.  It made sense				false

		1205						LN		45		20		false		          20     that they would work on those tasks in an efficient way,				false

		1206						LN		45		21		false		          21     which is to say they would work together to develop proposals				false

		1207						LN		45		22		false		          22     that they could then bring to the full commission.				false

		1208						LN		45		23		false		          23          Q.   Okay.  So why do the work in dyads, as opposed to				false

		1209						LN		45		24		false		          24     just publicly meeting?				false

		1210						LN		45		25		false		          25          A.   From my point of view, to accomplish this task				false

		1211						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1212						LN		46		1		false		           1     would take hundreds of hours, and we did not arrange to hold				false

		1213						LN		46		2		false		           2     public meetings for hundreds of hours.				false

		1214						LN		46		3		false		           3          Q.   Why dyads?				false

		1215						LN		46		4		false		           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Asked and answered.				false

		1216						LN		46		5		false		           5          A.   With a commission of four voting commissioners, it				false

		1217						LN		46		6		false		           6     made sense, with some very complex, difficult, technical				false

		1218						LN		46		7		false		           7     work, that, to be efficient, they would break that work up				false

		1219						LN		46		8		false		           8     among them.				false

		1220						LN		46		9		false		           9          Q.   Was there any significance to only having two				false

		1221						LN		46		10		false		          10     members in the room at a time negotiating?				false

		1222						LN		46		11		false		          11          A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that question.				false

		1223						LN		46		12		false		          12               The negotiation, from my point of view, did not				false

		1224						LN		46		13		false		          13     occur in rooms.  I mean, I don't -- I'm not privy to that.				false

		1225						LN		46		14		false		          14     So I don't know what you mean by that.				false

		1226						LN		46		15		false		          15          Q.   Well, did you have a belief that, if two				false

		1227						LN		46		16		false		          16     commissioners met and negotiated, it wasn't a meeting?				false

		1228						LN		46		17		false		          17          A.   There was a complex task to accomplish.  And for				false

		1229						LN		46		18		false		          18     the commissioners to break into dyads so that they could				false

		1230						LN		46		19		false		          19     negotiate, because they were bipartisan dyads -- the				false

		1231						LN		46		20		false		          20     negotiation is between -- it's a bipartisan process -- they				false

		1232						LN		46		21		false		          21     can negotiate proposals to bring to the full commission, was				false

		1233						LN		46		22		false		          22     a reasonable, felt like a reasonable strategy for				false

		1234						LN		46		23		false		          23     accomplishing very complex work in an abbreviated timeline.				false

		1235						LN		46		24		false		          24                    MS. MELL:  Move to strike.				false

		1236						LN		46		25		false		          25          Q.   Did you believe there was some significance to				false

		1237						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1238						LN		47		1		false		           1     meeting in twos rather than three?				false

		1239						LN		47		2		false		           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1240						LN		47		3		false		           3          A.   I believe that meeting in twos was the most				false

		1241						LN		47		4		false		           4     efficient way to accomplish the work.				false

		1242						LN		47		5		false		           5          Q.   In your mind, did meeting in twos have some				false

		1243						LN		47		6		false		           6     significance to open public meeting law?				false

		1244						LN		47		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal				false

		1245						LN		47		8		false		           8     conclusion.				false

		1246						LN		47		9		false		           9          A.   I don't know.				false

		1247						LN		47		10		false		          10          Q.   Do you know what a meeting is for purposes of open				false

		1248						LN		47		11		false		          11     government?				false

		1249						LN		47		12		false		          12                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		1250						LN		47		13		false		          13          A.   I was not privy to the negotiation that was going				false

		1251						LN		47		14		false		          14     on within these dyads.  So I don't know how to answer your				false

		1252						LN		47		15		false		          15     question because I don't know how they were negotiating or				false

		1253						LN		47		16		false		          16     what that looked like.  And I can't answer for them.  So I				false

		1254						LN		47		17		false		          17     hope that you will direct these questions to the voting				false

		1255						LN		47		18		false		          18     commissioners.				false

		1256						LN		47		19		false		          19          Q.   Well, you were the chair, so I want to know what				false

		1257						LN		47		20		false		          20     you did to ensure open government.				false

		1258						LN		47		21		false		          21               So was the fact that the commissioners were meeting				false

		1259						LN		47		22		false		          22     in twos designed to ensure that open government standards				false

		1260						LN		47		23		false		          23     were met?				false

		1261						LN		47		24		false		          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		1262						LN		47		25		false		          25          A.   The strategy for how to achieve a very complex task				false

		1263						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1264						LN		48		1		false		           1     in an abbreviated timeline was only discussed in a public				false

		1265						LN		48		2		false		           2     meeting where comment was -- where the public was able to				false

		1266						LN		48		3		false		           3     comment.				false

		1267						LN		48		4		false		           4          Q.   Have you had any conversations with anyone where				false

		1268						LN		48		5		false		           5     anyone has talked to you about working in twos as opposed to				false

		1269						LN		48		6		false		           6     a majority of the Commission?				false

		1270						LN		48		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		1271						LN		48		8		false		           8          Q.   So do you have any idea of how many commissioners				false

		1272						LN		48		9		false		           9     it takes to have a meeting?				false

		1273						LN		48		10		false		          10          A.   I do.				false

		1274						LN		48		11		false		          11          Q.   How many commissioners does it take to have a				false

		1275						LN		48		12		false		          12     meeting?				false

		1276						LN		48		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it				false

		1277						LN		48		14		false		          14     calls for a legal conclusion.				false

		1278						LN		48		15		false		          15          A.   My understanding is that three voting commissioners				false

		1279						LN		48		16		false		          16     make a quorum.				false

		1280						LN		48		17		false		          17          Q.   Is there some significance to having three voting				false

		1281						LN		48		18		false		          18     commissioners communicating for purposes of open government?				false

		1282						LN		48		19		false		          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		1283						LN		48		20		false		          20          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.				false

		1284						LN		48		21		false		          21          Q.   What do you know about open government requirements				false

		1285						LN		48		22		false		          22     with regard to the number of commissioners who can be				false

		1286						LN		48		23		false		          23     communicating in any given time?				false

		1287						LN		48		24		false		          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		1288						LN		48		25		false		          25          A.   I understand that, when there are three voting				false
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		1290						LN		49		1		false		           1     commissioners together, it's considered a public meeting,				false

		1291						LN		49		2		false		           2     that it must be a public meeting.				false

		1292						LN		49		3		false		           3          Q.   Okay.  So, during your tenure as chair of the				false

		1293						LN		49		4		false		           4     Redistricting Commission, did you do anything to ensure that				false

		1294						LN		49		5		false		           5     three voting members of the Commission were communicating in				false

		1295						LN		49		6		false		           6     public, as opposed to privately?				false

		1296						LN		49		7		false		           7          A.   I worked hard to encourage the voting commissioners				false

		1297						LN		49		8		false		           8     to communicate as robustly as possible in public meetings.				false

		1298						LN		49		9		false		           9     The meetings that I'm aware of that pertain to commissioners				false

		1299						LN		49		10		false		          10     occurred in the meetings that I facilitated.  Those are the				false

		1300						LN		49		11		false		          11     meetings I'm aware of.  I did my best as chair to conduct				false

		1301						LN		49		12		false		          12     those in keeping with the Open Public Meetings Act.				false

		1302						LN		49		13		false		          13          Q.   So did you do anything to make sure the				false

		1303						LN		49		14		false		          14     commissioners weren't talking amongst one another on the				false

		1304						LN		49		15		false		          15     12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th, outside of the public?				false

		1305						LN		49		16		false		          16          A.   No.				false

		1306						LN		49		17		false		          17          Q.   Do you know if the commissions were talking amongst				false

		1307						LN		49		18		false		          18     each other, either digitally or in person, on the 12th, 13th,				false

		1308						LN		49		19		false		          19     14th, 15th, and/or 16th outside of the public?				false

		1309						LN		49		20		false		          20          A.   Yes.				false

		1310						LN		49		21		false		          21          Q.   Did you at any time communicate the position of one				false

		1311						LN		49		22		false		          22     commissioner to another commissioner during the 12th, 13th,				false

		1312						LN		49		23		false		          23     14th, 15th, or 16th outside of the public?				false

		1313						LN		49		24		false		          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false
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		1316						LN		50		1		false		           1          Q.   So there was never a point in time when you spoke				false

		1317						LN		50		2		false		           2     to Fain about statements or positions Graves was taking?				false

		1318						LN		50		3		false		           3          A.   No.				false

		1319						LN		50		4		false		           4          Q.   Did you ever talk with or communicate or share				false

		1320						LN		50		5		false		           5     Sims's position on redistricting with anyone outside the				false

		1321						LN		50		6		false		           6     public meeting?				false

		1322						LN		50		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		1323						LN		50		8		false		           8          Q.   How did you know what the commissioners were doing?				false

		1324						LN		50		9		false		           9          A.   I did not know what the commissioners were doing.				false

		1325						LN		50		10		false		          10          Q.   At what point in time -- strike that.				false

		1326						LN		50		11		false		          11               When did you first take a position in the hallway?				false

		1327						LN		50		12		false		          12          A.   I took a position in the hallway, I believe, at				false

		1328						LN		50		13		false		          13     approximately 7:00 p.m. on the 15th.				false

		1329						LN		50		14		false		          14          Q.   And when you say the hallway, who else was in the				false

		1330						LN		50		15		false		          15     hallway?				false

		1331						LN		50		16		false		          16          A.   Daniel Pailthorp was in the hallway with me.				false

		1332						LN		50		17		false		          17          Q.   Did you have computers?				false

		1333						LN		50		18		false		          18          A.   I had a computer.				false

		1334						LN		50		19		false		          19          Q.   And he did not?				false

		1335						LN		50		20		false		          20          A.   No.				false

		1336						LN		50		21		false		          21          Q.   What was his job?				false

		1337						LN		50		22		false		          22          A.   Daniel Pailthorp is on the independent Commission				false

		1338						LN		50		23		false		          23     staff, and he was there to assist me because I was conducting				false

		1339						LN		50		24		false		          24     this meeting away from the office or my regular place that I				false

		1340						LN		50		25		false		          25     conducted the meeting.  So Daniel helped me with making sure				false

		1341						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1342						LN		51		1		false		           1     I had an Internet signal.  He was staffing me.  So providing				false

		1343						LN		51		2		false		           2     food.  He was serving as staff for me.				false

		1344						LN		51		3		false		           3          Q.   So when you ended the -- well, strike that.				false

		1345						LN		51		4		false		           4               Whose agenda was it?  Did you create the agenda				false

		1346						LN		51		5		false		           5     order of business?				false

		1347						LN		51		6		false		           6          A.   I did.				false

		1348						LN		51		7		false		           7          Q.   Well, why would you put discussion items before				false

		1349						LN		51		8		false		           8     there's a motion?				false

		1350						LN		51		9		false		           9          A.   That is how I have always, to my memory, conducted				false

		1351						LN		51		10		false		          10     our meeting agendas.  First we discuss the item, and then we				false

		1352						LN		51		11		false		          11     vote on the items.				false

		1353						LN		51		12		false		          12          Q.   So, when did you -- who made the decision that				false

		1354						LN		51		13		false		          13     there were items to vote on?				false

		1355						LN		51		14		false		          14          A.   For many weeks leading up to the 15th, we as a				false

		1356						LN		51		15		false		          15     commission had discussed the process for concluding our work				false

		1357						LN		51		16		false		          16     together.  So we had discussion about the agenda, about what				false

		1358						LN		51		17		false		          17     items would need to be on the agenda, assumed that the				false

		1359						LN		51		18		false		          18     commissioners would complete their work.  We all understood				false

		1360						LN		51		19		false		          19     there was a chance they might not complete their work, but				false

		1361						LN		51		20		false		          20     assuming the best, that they would complete their work.  We				false

		1362						LN		51		21		false		          21     discussed all of that well in advance.				false

		1363						LN		51		22		false		          22          Q.   When you concluded the discussion segment and took				false

		1364						LN		51		23		false		          23     a break on November 15th before moving into the action items,				false

		1365						LN		51		24		false		          24     was there a congressional district identified in any map?				false

		1366						LN		51		25		false		          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1367						PG		52		0		false		page 52				false

		1368						LN		52		1		false		           1          A.   So I think what you said just now was, was there a				false

		1369						LN		52		2		false		           2     congressional district in a map?				false

		1370						LN		52		3		false		           3          Q.   Was there any identifiable congressional district				false

		1371						LN		52		4		false		           4     at the time you concluded the discussion portion of your				false

		1372						LN		52		5		false		           5     meeting on November 15th?				false

		1373						LN		52		6		false		           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		1374						LN		52		7		false		           7          A.   I don't know.				false

		1375						LN		52		8		false		           8          Q.   Have you seen a map of a congressional district				false

		1376						LN		52		9		false		           9     when you concluded the discussion section on November 15th?				false

		1377						LN		52		10		false		          10          A.   I had seen the draft maps that were provided to the				false

		1378						LN		52		11		false		          11     public and posted on our website.				false

		1379						LN		52		12		false		          12          Q.   Had you seen anything during the discussion				false

		1380						LN		52		13		false		          13     section?				false

		1381						LN		52		14		false		          14          A.   I did not see a proposal on a congressional				false

		1382						LN		52		15		false		          15     district map, no.				false

		1383						LN		52		16		false		          16          Q.   Did you see a proposal on a legislative district				false

		1384						LN		52		17		false		          17     map during the discussion section?				false

		1385						LN		52		18		false		          18          A.   No.				false

		1386						LN		52		19		false		          19          Q.   Were there any written documents before the				false

		1387						LN		52		20		false		          20     Commission when they were engaged in a public discussion?				false

		1388						LN		52		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		1389						LN		52		22		false		          22          A.   No.				false

		1390						LN		52		23		false		          23          Q.   Did you have any documents you were working from				false

		1391						LN		52		24		false		          24     while conducting the discussion portion of the meeting?				false

		1392						LN		52		25		false		          25          A.   Yes.				false

		1393						PG		53		0		false		page 53				false

		1394						LN		53		1		false		           1          Q.   What were you working from?				false

		1395						LN		53		2		false		           2          A.   The agenda.				false

		1396						LN		53		3		false		           3          Q.   Anything other than the agenda?				false

		1397						LN		53		4		false		           4          A.   No.				false

		1398						LN		53		5		false		           5          Q.   Who was monitoring the time?				false

		1399						LN		53		6		false		           6          A.   I was responsible to monitor the time, and my staff				false

		1400						LN		53		7		false		           7     members, Daniel Pailthorp and Lisa McLean, were giving me --				false

		1401						LN		53		8		false		           8     were texting and calling periodically to urge me about time.				false

		1402						LN		53		9		false		           9     Really, the meeting was being staffed out of the Olympia				false

		1403						LN		53		10		false		          10     office.  So our tech support were marking time on my behalf.				false

		1404						LN		53		11		false		          11          Q.   How were they marking time?				false

		1405						LN		53		12		false		          12          A.   I don't understand your question.				false

		1406						LN		53		13		false		          13          Q.   How were they keeping track of time?  You said they				false

		1407						LN		53		14		false		          14     were marking time.  How?				false

		1408						LN		53		15		false		          15          A.   I think they were looking at a clock and checking				false

		1409						LN		53		16		false		          16     in every 30 minutes.				false

		1410						LN		53		17		false		          17          Q.   And then after -- so the time then that you --				false

		1411						LN		53		18		false		          18               Strike that.				false

		1412						LN		53		19		false		          19               So you end the discussion section.  You go into the				false

		1413						LN		53		20		false		          20     break.  What did you do on that break?				false

		1414						LN		53		21		false		          21          A.   I received a text from Commissioner Sims asking if				false

		1415						LN		53		22		false		          22     we would take a vote.  So I believe I called her or texted				false

		1416						LN		53		23		false		          23     her and said, "It is time for a vote."				false

		1417						LN		53		24		false		          24          Q.   What did you think that there would be a vote on?				false

		1418						LN		53		25		false		          25          A.   I believed there would be a vote on the proposal				false

		1419						PG		54		0		false		page 54				false

		1420						LN		54		1		false		           1     that the commissioners had been working on.				false

		1421						LN		54		2		false		           2          Q.   Did you understand that there weren't any proposals				false

		1422						LN		54		3		false		           3     that had been articulated into any maps?				false

		1423						LN		54		4		false		           4          A.   No.				false

		1424						LN		54		5		false		           5          Q.   Did you know when you convened the action portion				false

		1425						LN		54		6		false		           6     of the meeting that there was nothing in writing for them to				false

		1426						LN		54		7		false		           7     consider?				false

		1427						LN		54		8		false		           8          A.   No.				false

		1428						LN		54		9		false		           9          Q.   Was there anything in writing considered during the				false

		1429						LN		54		10		false		          10     action portion of the meeting?				false

		1430						LN		54		11		false		          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		1431						LN		54		12		false		          12          A.   Can you repeat the question, please.				false

		1432						LN		54		13		false		          13          Q.   Was there anything in writing during the action				false

		1433						LN		54		14		false		          14     portion of the meeting?				false

		1434						LN		54		15		false		          15          A.   I assumed that the proposals that the commissioners				false

		1435						LN		54		16		false		          16     had been working on were prepared, and I assumed that when we				false

		1436						LN		54		17		false		          17     transmitted the transmittal letter, which had been prepared				false

		1437						LN		54		18		false		          18     in advance, and a resolution which had been prepared in				false

		1438						LN		54		19		false		          19     advance, the maps would accompany them.				false

		1439						LN		54		20		false		          20          Q.   They didn't.  Is that correct?				false

		1440						LN		54		21		false		          21          A.   That's correct.				false

		1441						LN		54		22		false		          22          Q.   When were the maps prepared?				false

		1442						LN		54		23		false		          23          A.   I believe one plan was submitted to the Commission				false

		1443						LN		54		24		false		          24     independent staff in the early hours of the morning of the				false

		1444						LN		54		25		false		          25     16th.  That was the congressional district map, was submitted				false

		1445						PG		55		0		false		page 55				false

		1446						LN		55		1		false		           1     in the early hours on the 16th.  And the legislative district				false

		1447						LN		55		2		false		           2     map was submitted to the independent staff in the afternoon,				false

		1448						LN		55		3		false		           3     the late afternoon of the 16th.				false

		1449						LN		55		4		false		           4          Q.   And do you understand that the map is what defines				false

		1450						LN		55		5		false		           5     the district boundaries?				false

		1451						LN		55		6		false		           6          A.   Yes.				false

		1452						LN		55		7		false		           7          Q.   Do you understand that without a map there are no				false

		1453						LN		55		8		false		           8     identifiable district boundaries?				false

		1454						LN		55		9		false		           9          A.   Yes.				false

		1455						LN		55		10		false		          10          Q.   So, when you prepared your declaration to the				false

		1456						LN		55		11		false		          11     Supreme Court, what did you rely on for purposes of				false

		1457						LN		55		12		false		          12     testifying to the Supreme Court that there was an agreement				false

		1458						LN		55		13		false		          13     among the commissioners at the time of the vote?				false

		1459						LN		55		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1460						LN		55		15		false		          15          A.   The commissioners brought forward and seconded				false

		1461						LN		55		16		false		          16     resolution.  Based on that, I carried forward.				false

		1462						LN		55		17		false		          17          Q.   So you based your testimony to the Supreme Court on				false

		1463						LN		55		18		false		          18     what happened in the public meeting?				false

		1464						LN		55		19		false		          19          A.   Yes.				false

		1465						LN		55		20		false		          20          Q.   And there was nothing in writing to back up that,				false

		1466						LN		55		21		false		          21     what occurred in the public meeting?				false

		1467						LN		55		22		false		          22          A.   So there was a resolution, and there was a				false

		1468						LN		55		23		false		          23     transmittal letter, and those were in writing.				false

		1469						LN		55		24		false		          24          Q.   And those were incomplete at that time, correct?				false

		1470						LN		55		25		false		          25          A.   They were complete when they were submitted.				false

		1471						PG		56		0		false		page 56				false

		1472						LN		56		1		false		           1          Q.   When the commissioners voted on the transmittal				false

		1473						LN		56		2		false		           2     letter, it was not finished, correct?				false

		1474						LN		56		3		false		           3          A.   It needed to be signed by the commissioners.				false

		1475						LN		56		4		false		           4          Q.   Did the content need to be completed with respect				false

		1476						LN		56		5		false		           5     to the legislative congressional districts identified in it?				false

		1477						LN		56		6		false		           6          A.   No, it was complete.				false

		1478						LN		56		7		false		           7          Q.   Okay.  So there was no substance to the transmittal				false

		1479						LN		56		8		false		           8     letter.  Is that correct?				false

		1480						LN		56		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1481						LN		56		10		false		          10          A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question.				false

		1482						LN		56		11		false		          11          Q.   There was no substance to the transmittal letter,				false

		1483						LN		56		12		false		          12     in terms of identification of the congressional or				false

		1484						LN		56		13		false		          13     legislative districts, correct?				false

		1485						LN		56		14		false		          14          A.   Yes.				false

		1486						LN		56		15		false		          15          Q.   And with regard to the resolution, there was no				false

		1487						LN		56		16		false		          16     identified congressional or legislative districts in the				false

		1488						LN		56		17		false		          17     resolution that was voted on, correct?				false

		1489						LN		56		18		false		          18          A.   Yes.				false

		1490						LN		56		19		false		          19          Q.   When the resolution was voted on, was it in writing				false

		1491						LN		56		20		false		          20     before all of the commissioners?				false

		1492						LN		56		21		false		          21          A.   The resolution?				false

		1493						LN		56		22		false		          22          Q.   Yes.				false

		1494						LN		56		23		false		          23          A.   Yes.				false

		1495						LN		56		24		false		          24          Q.   Was it completed?				false

		1496						LN		56		25		false		          25          A.   It was not signed.  It was circulated for signature				false

		1497						PG		57		0		false		page 57				false

		1498						LN		57		1		false		           1     during the meeting.				false

		1499						LN		57		2		false		           2          Q.   Was the content of the resolution with respect to				false

		1500						LN		57		3		false		           3     the identification of the congressional and legislative				false

		1501						LN		57		4		false		           4     district maps incomplete when voted on?				false

		1502						LN		57		5		false		           5          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.				false

		1503						LN		57		6		false		           6          Q.   Was there were there any blanks or information that				false

		1504						LN		57		7		false		           7     was filled in on the resolution after it was voted on?				false

		1505						LN		57		8		false		           8          A.   I don't believe so.				false

		1506						LN		57		9		false		           9          Q.   There were no words changed or no identifiers				false

		1507						LN		57		10		false		          10     changed?				false

		1508						LN		57		11		false		          11          A.   I don't believe so.  I believe the only thing that				false

		1509						LN		57		12		false		          12     had to change was the signature.				false

		1510						LN		57		13		false		          13          Q.   So do you believe that there was a specific				false

		1511						LN		57		14		false		          14     designation of congressional or legislative districts in the				false

		1512						LN		57		15		false		          15     resolution?				false

		1513						LN		57		16		false		          16          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.				false

		1514						LN		57		17		false		          17          Q.   Does the resolution contain identifiers of the				false

		1515						LN		57		18		false		          18     legislative and congressional districts that were viewable at				false

		1516						LN		57		19		false		          19     the time the commissioners voted on it?				false

		1517						LN		57		20		false		          20          A.   No.				false

		1518						LN		57		21		false		          21          Q.   Was there legislative and congressional district				false

		1519						LN		57		22		false		          22     identifiers added to the resolution after it was voted on?				false

		1520						LN		57		23		false		          23          A.   No.  I don't believe so.				false

		1521						LN		57		24		false		          24          Q.   Was the resolution signed by any of the				false

		1522						LN		57		25		false		          25     commissioners before it was moved?				false

		1523						PG		58		0		false		page 58				false

		1524						LN		58		1		false		           1          A.   Yes.  I believe I signed it in advance.  Once				false

		1525						LN		58		2		false		           2     again, this was something we had discussed doing to smooth				false

		1526						LN		58		3		false		           3     the process along.  So we had talked about that,				false

		1527						LN		58		4		false		           4     understanding it was a time-sensitive transmission, and I				false

		1528						LN		58		5		false		           5     believe I signed it in advance because I and Lisa McLean				false

		1529						LN		58		6		false		           6     composed it.				false

		1530						LN		58		7		false		           7          Q.   Did you say there was an agreement to execute it as				false

		1531						LN		58		8		false		           8     it came through the palms of the commissioners?				false

		1532						LN		58		9		false		           9          A.   I'm sorry?				false

		1533						LN		58		10		false		          10          Q.   You said there was an agreement that you had				false

		1534						LN		58		11		false		          11     discussed signing it as it was transmitted among the				false

		1535						LN		58		12		false		          12     commissioners as opposed to when it was moved in the public				false

		1536						LN		58		13		false		          13     meeting.  Is that correct?				false

		1537						LN		58		14		false		          14          A.   I think we had discussed it in the prior regular				false

		1538						LN		58		15		false		          15     meetings.  That would have been the October regular meeting,				false

		1539						LN		58		16		false		          16     but I think we also discussed it in the September regular				false

		1540						LN		58		17		false		          17     meeting.  It had been reviewed by the commissioners and I				false

		1541						LN		58		18		false		          18     think amended, if I'm not mistaken.  Or maybe it was a				false

		1542						LN		58		19		false		          19     special meeting, I don't remember, but we had -- we had				false

		1543						LN		58		20		false		          20     prepared those documents in advance.				false

		1544						LN		58		21		false		          21          Q.   Okay.  Was it communicated between the discussion				false

		1545						LN		58		22		false		          22     portion of the meeting and the action portion of the meeting				false

		1546						LN		58		23		false		          23     outside the public that the resolution should be signed, was				false

		1547						LN		58		24		false		          24     prepared for signature?				false

		1548						LN		58		25		false		          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1549						PG		59		0		false		page 59				false

		1550						LN		59		1		false		           1          A.   Not to my knowledge.				false

		1551						LN		59		2		false		           2          Q.   Do you know whether or not any of the voting				false

		1552						LN		59		3		false		           3     commissioners executed the resolution prior to being moved?				false

		1553						LN		59		4		false		           4          A.   I'm sorry, I don't know what that means.				false

		1554						LN		59		5		false		           5          Q.   Did any of the voting commissioners sign the				false

		1555						LN		59		6		false		           6     resolution before there was a motion to approve it in the				false

		1556						LN		59		7		false		           7     action portion of the meeting?				false

		1557						LN		59		8		false		           8          A.   Not to my knowledge.  And I believe those				false

		1558						LN		59		9		false		           9     signatures are time stamped.				false

		1559						LN		59		10		false		          10          Q.   Do you know what time there was a motion on the				false

		1560						LN		59		11		false		          11     resolution?				false

		1561						LN		59		12		false		          12          A.   I don't.				false

		1562						LN		59		13		false		          13          Q.   Do you know whether or not the legislative				false

		1563						LN		59		14		false		          14     district --				false

		1564						LN		59		15		false		          15               Well, what was the motion on the legislative				false

		1565						LN		59		16		false		          16     district?				false

		1566						LN		59		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1567						LN		59		18		false		          18          A.   I believe there was a motion to adopt the				false

		1568						LN		59		19		false		          19     legislative district plan.				false

		1569						LN		59		20		false		          20          Q.   Did you understand when that motion was made that				false

		1570						LN		59		21		false		          21     there was no legislative district plan?				false

		1571						LN		59		22		false		          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1572						LN		59		23		false		          23          A.   No.				false

		1573						LN		59		24		false		          24          Q.   I didn't hear you.				false

		1574						LN		59		25		false		          25          A.   No.				false

		1575						PG		60		0		false		page 60				false

		1576						LN		60		1		false		           1          Q.   Did you believe that there was a legislative				false

		1577						LN		60		2		false		           2     district plan at the time the motion was made?				false

		1578						LN		60		3		false		           3          A.   Yes.				false

		1579						LN		60		4		false		           4          Q.   Why did you believe that there was a legislative				false

		1580						LN		60		5		false		           5     district plan at the time the motion was made?				false

		1581						LN		60		6		false		           6          A.   Because one of the voting commissioners made a				false

		1582						LN		60		7		false		           7     motion and another voting commissioner seconded it.				false

		1583						LN		60		8		false		           8          Q.   Did you later learn that there wasn't a legislative				false

		1584						LN		60		9		false		           9     district plan at the time the motion was made?				false

		1585						LN		60		10		false		          10          A.   No.				false

		1586						LN		60		11		false		          11          Q.   Do you know that, at the time the motion was made,				false

		1587						LN		60		12		false		          12     there was no legislative district identified?				false

		1588						LN		60		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1589						LN		60		14		false		          14          A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question?				false

		1590						LN		60		15		false		          15          Q.   Yes.				false

		1591						LN		60		16		false		          16               You had previously told me you knew at the time of				false

		1592						LN		60		17		false		          17     the motion that the legislative district maps were not				false

		1593						LN		60		18		false		          18     completed identifying the boundaries, correct?				false

		1594						LN		60		19		false		          19          A.   That's right.				false

		1595						LN		60		20		false		          20          Q.   How is the legislative district map distinct from				false

		1596						LN		60		21		false		          21     the plan?				false

		1597						LN		60		22		false		          22          A.   The plan has multiple elements in it.  And from my				false

		1598						LN		60		23		false		          23     understanding, they had agreed upon a plan and ran out of				false

		1599						LN		60		24		false		          24     time in developing the maps.  Because the maps that reflected				false

		1600						LN		60		25		false		          25     their plan, the plan that they voted on, took longer than				false

		1601						PG		61		0		false		page 61				false

		1602						LN		61		1		false		           1     they assumed it would take to make.				false

		1603						LN		61		2		false		           2          Q.   So what had they agreed upon?				false

		1604						LN		61		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.				false

		1605						LN		61		4		false		           4          A.   They had agreed upon a plan for how the legislative				false

		1606						LN		61		5		false		           5     district map would be and how the congressional district map				false

		1607						LN		61		6		false		           6     would be.				false

		1608						LN		61		7		false		           7          Q.   What was the plan for the legislative district that				false

		1609						LN		61		8		false		           8     was agreed upon at the time the motion was made?				false

		1610						LN		61		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		1611						LN		61		10		false		          10          A.   I don't know.				false

		1612						LN		61		11		false		          11          Q.   Okay.  So then how do you know that there was an				false

		1613						LN		61		12		false		          12     agreement?				false

		1614						LN		61		13		false		          13          A.   I know there was agreement because one commissioner				false

		1615						LN		61		14		false		          14     called for a vote and another commissioner seconded it.				false

		1616						LN		61		15		false		          15          Q.   Is there any way to identify what the agreement was				false

		1617						LN		61		16		false		          16     at the time the motion was made?				false

		1618						LN		61		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1619						LN		61		18		false		          18          A.   I don't know.				false

		1620						LN		61		19		false		          19          Q.   So you can't testify -- you have no personal				false

		1621						LN		61		20		false		          20     knowledge -- as to whether there was an agreement at the time				false

		1622						LN		61		21		false		          21     the vote was taken over any legislative or congressional				false

		1623						LN		61		22		false		          22     district, correct?				false

		1624						LN		61		23		false		          23          A.   I believe there was agreement.				false

		1625						LN		61		24		false		          24          Q.   On what?				false

		1626						LN		61		25		false		          25          A.   I believe there was agreement on a proposal that				false

		1627						PG		62		0		false		page 62				false

		1628						LN		62		1		false		           1     had been negotiated.  If we're talking just the legislative				false

		1629						LN		62		2		false		           2     district plan, there was a proposal that had been negotiated				false

		1630						LN		62		3		false		           3     over many weeks.  And I believe that the parties that were				false

		1631						LN		62		4		false		           4     negotiating understood what made it up, and that's what I				false

		1632						LN		62		5		false		           5     believe they were voting on.				false

		1633						LN		62		6		false		           6          Q.   Why do you have a belief that the commissioners				false

		1634						LN		62		7		false		           7     understood what they were voting on?				false

		1635						LN		62		8		false		           8          A.   Because they called for a vote, and they voted.				false

		1636						LN		62		9		false		           9          Q.   You were the one that called for the vote, correct?				false

		1637						LN		62		10		false		          10          A.   Well, what I did was I called for resolutions,				false

		1638						LN		62		11		false		          11     which is my function as the chair, and they brought forward				false

		1639						LN		62		12		false		          12     resolutions.				false

		1640						LN		62		13		false		          13          Q.   Did any commissioner bring forward a specific				false

		1641						LN		62		14		false		          14     resolution and put it in front of the other commissioners				false

		1642						LN		62		15		false		          15     during the motion?				false

		1643						LN		62		16		false		          16          A.   Not that I recall.				false

		1644						LN		62		17		false		          17          Q.   Was there any --				false

		1645						LN		62		18		false		          18               Well, why didn't you open up any of the motions on				false

		1646						LN		62		19		false		          19     the 15th to discussion?				false

		1647						LN		62		20		false		          20          A.   I don't know.  Honestly, it was late.  I was very				false

		1648						LN		62		21		false		          21     tired.  It was a chaotic setting.  That's --				false

		1649						LN		62		22		false		          22          Q.   Is it correct that you didn't open up any of the				false

		1650						LN		62		23		false		          23     motions for discussion because you understood there was				false

		1651						LN		62		24		false		          24     already an agreement and you were trying to get the motions				false

		1652						LN		62		25		false		          25     voted on prior to midnight?				false

		1653						PG		63		0		false		page 63				false

		1654						LN		63		1		false		           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1655						LN		63		2		false		           2          A.   No.				false

		1656						LN		63		3		false		           3          Q.   How did you ascertain whether or not there was				false

		1657						LN		63		4		false		           4     agreement on -- what there was an agreement on?				false

		1658						LN		63		5		false		           5          A.   I assumed that there was agreement on the proposals				false

		1659						LN		63		6		false		           6     that the dyads had been working on.  That was my assumption				false

		1660						LN		63		7		false		           7     at the time.				false

		1661						LN		63		8		false		           8          Q.   Did you just assume that because Sims had said it's				false

		1662						LN		63		9		false		           9     time for a vote?				false

		1663						LN		63		10		false		          10          A.   I assumed it because there were commissioners --				false

		1664						LN		63		11		false		          11     that the dyad pairs had been working strenuously in				false

		1665						LN		63		12		false		          12     negotiation for weeks and days.  They're down to the wire.				false

		1666						LN		63		13		false		          13     So I assumed that they were ready to carry those proposals				false

		1667						LN		63		14		false		          14     forward.				false

		1668						LN		63		15		false		          15          Q.   In terms of the components of a plan, what do you				false

		1669						LN		63		16		false		          16     believe there was an agreement on, if there was no agreement				false

		1670						LN		63		17		false		          17     as to the maps?				false

		1671						LN		63		18		false		          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		1672						LN		63		19		false		          19          A.   What I understood was that the dyads, the				false

		1673						LN		63		20		false		          20     bipartisan dyads, had requested time to confer with their				false

		1674						LN		63		21		false		          21     party counterpoints, counterpart, in some kind of caucus.				false

		1675						LN		63		22		false		          22     And that's what they requested in the early part of the				false

		1676						LN		63		23		false		          23     meeting on the 15th.  So I assumed at that time they were				false

		1677						LN		63		24		false		          24     conferring about their various proposals.				false

		1678						LN		63		25		false		          25          Q.   Why were they meeting in caucus rather than on the				false

		1679						PG		64		0		false		page 64				false

		1680						LN		64		1		false		           1     record?				false

		1681						LN		64		2		false		           2          A.   I don't know.				false

		1682						LN		64		3		false		           3          Q.   Why did you allow them to meet in caucus rather				false

		1683						LN		64		4		false		           4     than conduct their deliberations on the record?				false

		1684						LN		64		5		false		           5          A.   I believed it was allowable.				false

		1685						LN		64		6		false		           6          Q.   Why did you believe it was allowable?				false

		1686						LN		64		7		false		           7          A.   I won't answer that, based on privilege.				false

		1687						LN		64		8		false		           8          Q.   Does that mean that you relied upon legal advice?				false

		1688						LN		64		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a				false

		1689						LN		64		10		false		          10     violation of attorney-client privilege, and I instruct the				false

		1690						LN		64		11		false		          11     witness not to answer.				false

		1691						LN		64		12		false		          12          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that				false

		1692						LN		64		13		false		          13     question based on advice of counsel?				false

		1693						LN		64		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to				false

		1694						LN		64		15		false		          15     answer.  Attorney-client privilege.				false

		1695						LN		64		16		false		          16          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you going to refuse to answer				false

		1696						LN		64		17		false		          17     that question based on the advice of counsel?				false

		1697						LN		64		18		false		          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Again, I instruct the witness				false

		1698						LN		64		19		false		          19     not to answer.				false

		1699						LN		64		20		false		          20                    MS. MELL:  Mr. Pekelis, I am entitled to voir				false

		1700						LN		64		21		false		          21     dire the witness as to whether or not she intends to follow				false

		1701						LN		64		22		false		          22     your instruction, and I need a response.  It's not				false

		1702						LN		64		23		false		          23     privileged.  It's not protected.				false

		1703						LN		64		24		false		          24          A.   Yes.				false

		1704						LN		64		25		false		          25          Q.   With regard to -- is it your position that whether				false

		1705						PG		65		0		false		page 65				false

		1706						LN		65		1		false		           1     or not you relied on counsel to know whether or not the dyads				false

		1707						LN		65		2		false		           2     or caucuses complied with OPMA?				false

		1708						LN		65		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Will you read back the question,				false

		1709						LN		65		4		false		           4     please.				false

		1710						LN		65		5		false		           5                    MS. MELL:  I will rephrase the question.  I'll				false

		1711						LN		65		6		false		           6     just ask it again.				false

		1712						LN		65		7		false		           7          Q.   Is it your position that, as chair, you relied upon				false

		1713						LN		65		8		false		           8     the advice of counsel to know whether or not the dyads or				false

		1714						LN		65		9		false		           9     caucuses complied with OPMA?				false

		1715						LN		65		10		false		          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Attorney-client privilege.				false

		1716						LN		65		11		false		          11                    Instruct the witness not to answer.				false

		1717						LN		65		12		false		          12          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that				false

		1718						LN		65		13		false		          13     question?				false

		1719						LN		65		14		false		          14          A.   Yes.				false

		1720						LN		65		15		false		          15          Q.   And is your basis because you believe whether or				false

		1721						LN		65		16		false		          16     not you relied on the advice of counsel is privileged?				false

		1722						LN		65		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to				false

		1723						LN		65		18		false		          18     answer.  Attorney-client privilege.				false

		1724						LN		65		19		false		          19                    MS. MELL:  All right.  I believe you're				false

		1725						LN		65		20		false		          20     overstepping the privilege.  Whether or not somebody relied				false

		1726						LN		65		21		false		          21     on counsel is discoverable.  There's nothing privileged about				false

		1727						LN		65		22		false		          22     that.  Do you want to rethink that?				false

		1728						LN		65		23		false		          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  I think you're asking her				false

		1729						LN		65		24		false		          24     whether she took an action or refrained from taking an action				false

		1730						LN		65		25		false		          25     on the basis of advice of counsel, and I believe that is				false

		1731						PG		66		0		false		page 66				false

		1732						LN		66		1		false		           1     privileged.				false

		1733						LN		66		2		false		           2                    MS. MELL:  I disagree.  I think that, if				false

		1734						LN		66		3		false		           3     somebody relied upon counsel, it has certain implications				false

		1735						LN		66		4		false		           4     that are not privilege, and we are entitled to know that.				false

		1736						LN		66		5		false		           5     You can let her answer it, and you can retain the right to				false

		1737						LN		66		6		false		           6     argue about the privilege, or you can instruct her not to				false

		1738						LN		66		7		false		           7     answer, then I'll seek sanctions, sanctions for having to				false

		1739						LN		66		8		false		           8     bring her back on that issue and to litigate it.				false

		1740						LN		66		9		false		           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  I believe that the question				false

		1741						LN		66		10		false		          10     seeks, directly seeks, the advice that the witness sought or				false

		1742						LN		66		11		false		          11     received from counsel, and, therefore, it directly implicates				false

		1743						LN		66		12		false		          12     privileged conversations with the Commission's counsel, and,				false

		1744						LN		66		13		false		          13     therefore, I stand by the objection and my instructions that				false

		1745						LN		66		14		false		          14     the witness should not answer the question.				false

		1746						LN		66		15		false		          15          Q.   Ms. Augustine, did you have any independent				false

		1747						LN		66		16		false		          16     knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses complied				false

		1748						LN		66		17		false		          17     with OPMA, other than from legal counsel?				false

		1749						LN		66		18		false		          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal				false

		1750						LN		66		19		false		          19     conclusion.				false

		1751						LN		66		20		false		          20                    MS. MELL:  Her personal knowledge does not				false

		1752						LN		66		21		false		          21     call for a legal conclusion.				false

		1753						LN		66		22		false		          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, could you read the				false

		1754						LN		66		23		false		          23     question back, please.				false

		1755						LN		66		24		false		          24                    MS. MELL:  I'll just ask it again.				false

		1756						LN		66		25		false		          25          Q.   What personal knowledge did you have whether or not				false

		1757						PG		67		0		false		page 67				false

		1758						LN		67		1		false		           1     dyads or caucuses complied with OPMA?				false

		1759						LN		67		2		false		           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  That does call for a legal				false

		1760						LN		67		3		false		           3     conclusion.  Objection.				false

		1761						LN		67		4		false		           4                    MS. MELL:  It absolutely does not.  What is				false

		1762						LN		67		5		false		           5     her personal knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses				false

		1763						LN		67		6		false		           6     comply with OPMA government standards?  That's not a legal				false

		1764						LN		67		7		false		           7     conclusion.				false

		1765						LN		67		8		false		           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  What knowledge you have about				false

		1766						LN		67		9		false		           9     compliance with a statute?  Sure, it calls for a legal				false

		1767						LN		67		10		false		          10     conclusion.				false

		1768						LN		67		11		false		          11                    MS. MELL:  Well, no, it doesn't.  It can be				false

		1769						LN		67		12		false		          12     specifically related to what her training and experience is.				false

		1770						LN		67		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  I'm not instructing the witness				false

		1771						LN		67		14		false		          14     not to answer.  I'm making my objection for the record.				false

		1772						LN		67		15		false		          15                    MS. MELL:  All right.  That's fine.  Did you				false

		1773						LN		67		16		false		          16     instruct her she can go ahead and answer?				false

		1774						LN		67		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, you can answer				false

		1775						LN		67		18		false		          18     the question.  My objection stands.				false

		1776						LN		67		19		false		          19                    THE WITNESS:  Yes.  Repeat it, please.				false

		1777						LN		67		20		false		          20          Q.   What was your knowledge about whether or not dyads				false

		1778						LN		67		21		false		          21     or caucuses met with open government standards?				false

		1779						LN		67		22		false		          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		1780						LN		67		23		false		          23          A.   We had never been in a caucus before in an open				false

		1781						LN		67		24		false		          24     public meeting.  It was new to me.  And I would say I				false

		1782						LN		67		25		false		          25     believed we were in compliance.				false

		1783						PG		68		0		false		page 68				false

		1784						LN		68		1		false		           1          Q.   But you had never convened a meeting and worked in				false

		1785						LN		68		2		false		           2     caucuses before?				false

		1786						LN		68		3		false		           3          A.   No.				false

		1787						LN		68		4		false		           4          Q.   Was counsel consulted during the course of the				false

		1788						LN		68		5		false		           5     meeting on the 15th?				false

		1789						LN		68		6		false		           6          A.   Yes.				false

		1790						LN		68		7		false		           7          Q.   At what point in time?				false

		1791						LN		68		8		false		           8          A.   At multiple times.				false

		1792						LN		68		9		false		           9          Q.   And who was that?				false

		1793						LN		68		10		false		          10          A.   That was the AGO counsel that was assigned to the				false

		1794						LN		68		11		false		          11     Commission.				false

		1795						LN		68		12		false		          12          Q.   And were you the one responsible for making those				false

		1796						LN		68		13		false		          13     contacts?				false

		1797						LN		68		14		false		          14          A.   I don't remember.				false

		1798						LN		68		15		false		          15          Q.   Do you know a name?				false

		1799						LN		68		16		false		          16          A.   Of counsel?				false

		1800						LN		68		17		false		          17          Q.   Yes.				false

		1801						LN		68		18		false		          18          A.   Tara Heinz and Emma Grunberg.				false

		1802						LN		68		19		false		          19          Q.   How did you communicate with them?				false

		1803						LN		68		20		false		          20          A.   By phone.				false

		1804						LN		68		21		false		          21          Q.   Were they with you at the hotel?				false

		1805						LN		68		22		false		          22          A.   No.				false

		1806						LN		68		23		false		          23          Q.   Where were the commissioners during the 15th during				false

		1807						LN		68		24		false		          24     the meeting?				false

		1808						LN		68		25		false		          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1809						PG		69		0		false		page 69				false

		1810						LN		69		1		false		           1          A.   I don't know.				false

		1811						LN		69		2		false		           2          Q.   At 7:00, were all of the commissioners at the same				false

		1812						LN		69		3		false		           3     location when the meeting commenced?				false

		1813						LN		69		4		false		           4          A.   I don't know.				false

		1814						LN		69		5		false		           5          Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?				false

		1815						LN		69		6		false		           6          A.   Staying at the hotel?  No, not to my knowledge.				false

		1816						LN		69		7		false		           7          Q.   Was there an announcement as to the meeting				false

		1817						LN		69		8		false		           8     occurring -- strike that.				false

		1818						LN		69		9		false		           9               Was there an announcement that the commissioners				false

		1819						LN		69		10		false		          10     would be in a hotel in Federal Way during the meeting?				false

		1820						LN		69		11		false		          11          A.   No.				false

		1821						LN		69		12		false		          12          Q.   Do you know if any of the commissioners were in the				false

		1822						LN		69		13		false		          13     hotel where you were during the meeting?				false

		1823						LN		69		14		false		          14          A.   Yes.				false

		1824						LN		69		15		false		          15          Q.   How many commissioners were at that hotel?				false

		1825						LN		69		16		false		          16          A.   I know that three commissioners were there on the				false

		1826						LN		69		17		false		          17     15th at some time.				false

		1827						LN		69		18		false		          18          Q.   Who were those commissioners?				false

		1828						LN		69		19		false		          19          A.   Commissioner Graves, Commissioner Sims, and				false

		1829						LN		69		20		false		          20     Commissioner Fain.				false

		1830						LN		69		21		false		          21          Q.   Did you communicate with Graves, Sims, and Fain at				false

		1831						LN		69		22		false		          22     the hotel from 7:00 on the 15th to 4:00 in the morning, when				false

		1832						LN		69		23		false		          23     you left, on the 16th?				false

		1833						LN		69		24		false		          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1834						LN		69		25		false		          25          A.   Yes.				false

		1835						PG		70		0		false		page 70				false

		1836						LN		70		1		false		           1          Q.   When were you communicating with Graves, Sims, and				false

		1837						LN		70		2		false		           2     Fain?				false

		1838						LN		70		3		false		           3          A.   I had a brief communication with Sims by text				false

		1839						LN		70		4		false		           4     message between the discussion and the vote.  I had a				false

		1840						LN		70		5		false		           5     conversation with all four of them between, say, 12:30 a.m.				false

		1841						LN		70		6		false		           6     and 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.				false

		1842						LN		70		7		false		           7          Q.   Were all of the commissioners convening at the				false

		1843						LN		70		8		false		           8     hotel on the 16th?				false

		1844						LN		70		9		false		           9          A.   I don't know what you mean by convening.				false

		1845						LN		70		10		false		          10          Q.   Were you all there in the same room?				false

		1846						LN		70		11		false		          11          A.   Yes.				false

		1847						LN		70		12		false		          12          Q.   At what time did that start?				false

		1848						LN		70		13		false		          13          A.   Maybe 12:30.				false

		1849						LN		70		14		false		          14          Q.   What were you discussing at 12:30?				false

		1850						LN		70		15		false		          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		1851						LN		70		16		false		          16          A.   Commissioners were -- well, I should just speak for				false

		1852						LN		70		17		false		          17     myself.  I felt a sense of relief that the meeting was over				false

		1853						LN		70		18		false		          18     and chatted with Commissioner Sims about my grandchildren and				false

		1854						LN		70		19		false		          19     her children.				false

		1855						LN		70		20		false		          20               I talked with Commissioner Fain about fantasy				false

		1856						LN		70		21		false		          21     football, I believe, some football thing.  I talked with				false

		1857						LN		70		22		false		          22     Commissioner Fain also about his vacation plans for the				false

		1858						LN		70		23		false		          23     holidays.				false

		1859						LN		70		24		false		          24               I talked with Commissioner Walkinshaw, I think, a				false

		1860						LN		70		25		false		          25     little bit about the holidays.  And I think that's -- and				false

		1861						PG		71		0		false		page 71				false

		1862						LN		71		1		false		           1     let's see --				false

		1863						LN		71		2		false		           2               And Commissioner Graves definitely talked about his				false

		1864						LN		71		3		false		           3     wife and children, the children's book that his wife wrote,				false

		1865						LN		71		4		false		           4     yeah.				false

		1866						LN		71		5		false		           5          Q.   When did you text with, I think you said it was				false

		1867						LN		71		6		false		           6     Fain, between the discussion and the action?				false

		1868						LN		71		7		false		           7          A.   It was Commissioner Sims.				false

		1869						LN		71		8		false		           8          Q.   Sims.  What did you text with her?				false

		1870						LN		71		9		false		           9          A.   I don't remember exactly what those texts say, but				false

		1871						LN		71		10		false		          10     those have all been submitted through your records request.				false

		1872						LN		71		11		false		          11          Q.   What do you recall the purpose of the communication				false

		1873						LN		71		12		false		          12     to be?				false

		1874						LN		71		13		false		          13          A.   Sims texted to ask if we were going to call for a				false

		1875						LN		71		14		false		          14     vote.				false

		1876						LN		71		15		false		          15          Q.   And what did you say?				false

		1877						LN		71		16		false		          16          A.   I don't remember saying anything, but maybe I did.				false

		1878						LN		71		17		false		          17     If I did, I would have said, this is the time, that the				false

		1879						LN		71		18		false		          18     discussion was over.				false

		1880						LN		71		19		false		          19          Q.   Do you remember meeting with commissioners to				false

		1881						LN		71		20		false		          20     discuss -- well, did you remember meeting with the				false

		1882						LN		71		21		false		          21     commissioners to discuss the status of the maps on the 16th?				false

		1883						LN		71		22		false		          22          A.   The status of the maps?				false

		1884						LN		71		23		false		          23          Q.   Correct.				false

		1885						LN		71		24		false		          24          A.   No.				false

		1886						LN		71		25		false		          25          Q.   Do you recall, on the 16th, there being work done				false

		1887						PG		72		0		false		page 72				false

		1888						LN		72		1		false		           1     on the maps?				false

		1889						LN		72		2		false		           2          A.   Yes.				false

		1890						LN		72		3		false		           3          Q.   What do you recall?				false

		1891						LN		72		4		false		           4          A.   The caucus staff were working together mapping.				false

		1892						LN		72		5		false		           5          Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff communicating with				false

		1893						LN		72		6		false		           6     the commissioners?				false

		1894						LN		72		7		false		           7          A.   No.				false

		1895						LN		72		8		false		           8          Q.   Were the caucus staff working on the mapping with				false

		1896						LN		72		9		false		           9     commissioners present?				false

		1897						LN		72		10		false		          10          A.   We were in a ballroom.  And what I remember is that				false

		1898						LN		72		11		false		          11     the caucus staff were in one corner working with their				false

		1899						LN		72		12		false		          12     mapping software, and the commissioners were chatting and				false

		1900						LN		72		13		false		          13     milling around in the other area.				false

		1901						LN		72		14		false		          14          Q.   Were the commissioners discussing whether or not				false

		1902						LN		72		15		false		          15     maps would be published?				false

		1903						LN		72		16		false		          16          A.   I don't know.  I can only speak to what they spoke				false

		1904						LN		72		17		false		          17     to me about.				false

		1905						LN		72		18		false		          18          Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about				false

		1906						LN		72		19		false		          19     the maps when they were all convened together?				false

		1907						LN		72		20		false		          20          A.   I don't believe so.				false

		1908						LN		72		21		false		          21          Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about				false

		1909						LN		72		22		false		          22     transmittals to the Supreme Court?				false

		1910						LN		72		23		false		          23          A.   No.				false

		1911						LN		72		24		false		          24          Q.   Did you hear any of the commissioners say anything				false

		1912						LN		72		25		false		          25     about whether or not there was a need to comply with OPMA				false

		1913						PG		73		0		false		page 73				false

		1914						LN		73		1		false		           1     during the course of the meeting on the 16th?				false

		1915						LN		73		2		false		           2          A.   Yes.				false

		1916						LN		73		3		false		           3          Q.   What did you hear?				false

		1917						LN		73		4		false		           4          A.   I remember that there was discussion of whether it				false

		1918						LN		73		5		false		           5     was appropriate for us to all be in the same room and, since				false

		1919						LN		73		6		false		           6     we were chatting about our personal lives, that it wasn't				false

		1920						LN		73		7		false		           7     related to commission business.  It's the first time the four				false

		1921						LN		73		8		false		           8     of us had ever seen each other face-to-face at once.				false

		1922						LN		73		9		false		           9          Q.   Who said what exactly?				false

		1923						LN		73		10		false		          10          A.   I'm sorry, I don't recall.				false

		1924						LN		73		11		false		          11          Q.   Do you have any notes from that time period?				false

		1925						LN		73		12		false		          12          A.   No.				false

		1926						LN		73		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, we've been going about				false

		1927						LN		73		14		false		          14     another hour.  Are you nearing a point where we might be able				false

		1928						LN		73		15		false		          15     to take another break or perhaps the end of your questions?				false

		1929						LN		73		16		false		          16                    MS. MELL:  I'm getting close, and I want to be				false

		1930						LN		73		17		false		          17     attentive.  We've got another deposition starting here in a				false

		1931						LN		73		18		false		          18     bit.				false

		1932						LN		73		19		false		          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  So how much longer?				false

		1933						LN		73		20		false		          20                    MS. MELL:  I'll just keep going.				false

		1934						LN		73		21		false		          21          Q.   Did you answer that question?				false

		1935						LN		73		22		false		          22          A.   Sorry, did you ask a question?				false

		1936						LN		73		23		false		          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't think there is a				false

		1937						LN		73		24		false		          24     question pending, Ms. Mell.				false

		1938						LN		73		25		false		          25          Q.   I must not have heard your answer.				false

		1939						PG		74		0		false		page 74				false

		1940						LN		74		1		false		           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Could we ask Mr. Johnson to read				false

		1941						LN		74		2		false		           2     back the last question and answer.				false

		1942						LN		74		3		false		           3                              (The previous question and answer				false

		1943						LN		74		4		false		           4                               was read back.)				false

		1944						LN		74		5		false		           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, how much longer would				false

		1945						LN		74		6		false		           6     you say you have?				false

		1946						LN		74		7		false		           7                    MS. MELL:  I don't know.  I just want to keep				false

		1947						LN		74		8		false		           8     going.  I think that we have a hard stop at one because we				false

		1948						LN		74		9		false		           9     have another dep -- or noon.				false

		1949						LN		74		10		false		          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  We have a hard stop at noon?				false

		1950						LN		74		11		false		          11                    MS. MELL:  I believe we have a hard stop at				false

		1951						LN		74		12		false		          12     noon because I believe Ms. O'Neil is on then.				false

		1952						LN		74		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. O'Neil?				false

		1953						LN		74		14		false		          14                    Can we just take a 5-minute break off the				false

		1954						LN		74		15		false		          15     record, and then we can discuss what's next.				false

		1955						LN		74		16		false		          16                    MS. MELL:  What is the question?  I don't want				false

		1956						LN		74		17		false		          17     to take a break for very long because we're running out of				false

		1957						LN		74		18		false		          18     time.				false

		1958						LN		74		19		false		          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  Just five minutes then.				false

		1959						LN		74		20		false		          20                    MS. MELL:  Are you leaving the meeting?				false

		1960						LN		74		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  I do plan to leave, yes.				false

		1961						LN		74		22		false		          22                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  Wait a minute.  It looks				false

		1962						LN		74		23		false		          23     like it said one your time.  Yeah, one.				false

		1963						LN		74		24		false		          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, are we off the				false

		1964						LN		74		25		false		          25     record?				false

		1965						PG		75		0		false		page 75				false

		1966						LN		75		1		false		           1                    THE REPORTER:  You guys have to tell me that.				false

		1967						LN		75		2		false		           2                    MS. MELL:  I just want to keep moving because				false

		1968						LN		75		3		false		           3     I think we have the next dep, but it now looks to me like it				false

		1969						LN		75		4		false		           4     starts at one, your time.  Is that your understanding?				false

		1970						LN		75		5		false		           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  It is.				false

		1971						LN		75		6		false		           6                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  All right.  So I guess we				false

		1972						LN		75		7		false		           7     can go off the record for five minutes.				false

		1973						LN		75		8		false		           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Thanks, so much.				false

		1974						LN		75		9		false		           9                              (A brief recess was taken.)				false

		1975						LN		75		10		false		          10          Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  Ms. Augustine, when did you all				false

		1976						LN		75		11		false		          11     convene in the meeting room at the hotel on the 16th?				false

		1977						LN		75		12		false		          12          A.   So I'm not sure I know what you mean by convene.				false

		1978						LN		75		13		false		          13          Q.   When were you all sitting together on the 16th?				false

		1979						LN		75		14		false		          14          A.   It was after the conclusion of the meeting, and I				false

		1980						LN		75		15		false		          15     want to say it was maybe beginning around 12:30, is what I				false

		1981						LN		75		16		false		          16     recall.				false

		1982						LN		75		17		false		          17          Q.   Were you staying at the hotel?				false

		1983						LN		75		18		false		          18          A.   No.				false

		1984						LN		75		19		false		          19          Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?				false

		1985						LN		75		20		false		          20          A.   Not that I know.  Not to my knowledge.				false

		1986						LN		75		21		false		          21          Q.   So how long did you stay with the other				false

		1987						LN		75		22		false		          22     commissioners?				false

		1988						LN		75		23		false		          23          A.   I stayed in that ballroom until approximately				false

		1989						LN		75		24		false		          24     4:00 a.m.				false

		1990						LN		75		25		false		          25          Q.   So how many hours?				false

		1991						PG		76		0		false		page 76				false

		1992						LN		76		1		false		           1          A.   Three and a half hours.				false

		1993						LN		76		2		false		           2          Q.   In that 3 1/2 hours, is it your testimony that you				false

		1994						LN		76		3		false		           3     discussed family and social circumstances and you didn't				false

		1995						LN		76		4		false		           4     discuss any business?				false

		1996						LN		76		5		false		           5          A.   That's right.				false

		1997						LN		76		6		false		           6          Q.   Why did you stay with the commissioners for 3 1/2				false

		1998						LN		76		7		false		           7     hours just to discuss family and social matters?				false

		1999						LN		76		8		false		           8          A.   I believed at that time that the mapping was				false

		2000						LN		76		9		false		           9     moments away, and so I was waiting for the transmittal of				false

		2001						LN		76		10		false		          10     those maps to independent staff.				false

		2002						LN		76		11		false		          11          Q.   So is it correct that you were waiting for business				false

		2003						LN		76		12		false		          12     to be conducted?				false

		2004						LN		76		13		false		          13          A.   I was just -- I was waiting there to ensure that				false

		2005						LN		76		14		false		          14     those maps were transmitted in accordance with our plan,				false

		2006						LN		76		15		false		          15     which had been planned and discussed heavily over the prior				false

		2007						LN		76		16		false		          16     meetings.				false

		2008						LN		76		17		false		          17          Q.   Okay.  So what did you do to ensure that the maps				false

		2009						LN		76		18		false		          18     were transmitted in accordance with the plans during that --				false

		2010						LN		76		19		false		          19          A.   Nothing.  Nothing.  Honestly, I was waiting for				false

		2011						LN		76		20		false		          20     caucus staff to say, "Okay, we hit send, that was it," so I				false

		2012						LN		76		21		false		          21     could communicate to the independent staff, they should be				false

		2013						LN		76		22		false		          22     there.				false

		2014						LN		76		23		false		          23          Q.   They should be where?				false

		2015						LN		76		24		false		          24          A.   We're talking about through virtual space, so.  If				false

		2016						LN		76		25		false		          25     the caucus staff hit send, I assumed it would show up in the				false

		2017						PG		77		0		false		page 77				false

		2018						LN		77		1		false		           1     computers of the independent staff who were waiting.  They				false

		2019						LN		77		2		false		           2     were in the Olympia office waiting for the maps to be				false

		2020						LN		77		3		false		           3     transmitted.				false

		2021						LN		77		4		false		           4          Q.   Why were they waiting for the maps to be				false

		2022						LN		77		5		false		           5     transmitted to them?				false

		2023						LN		77		6		false		           6          A.   Because we believed that they were moments away.				false

		2024						LN		77		7		false		           7          Q.   What needed to be done with them?				false

		2025						LN		77		8		false		           8          A.   Once they were transmitted to the independent				false

		2026						LN		77		9		false		           9     staff, that would be transmitted with the transmittal letter				false

		2027						LN		77		10		false		          10     and the resolution to the legislature.				false

		2028						LN		77		11		false		          11          Q.   Were there any transmittals to the legislature or				false

		2029						LN		77		12		false		          12     the Supreme Court without maps?				false

		2030						LN		77		13		false		          13          A.   Yes, there were.  The transmittal letter and the				false

		2031						LN		77		14		false		          14     resolution were submitted to the legislature at the				false

		2032						LN		77		15		false		          15     conclusion of the meeting.				false

		2033						LN		77		16		false		          16          Q.   Without maps?				false

		2034						LN		77		17		false		          17          A.   Yes.				false

		2035						LN		77		18		false		          18          Q.   Who made the decision to do that?				false

		2036						LN		77		19		false		          19          A.   It was an administrative task, and we had practiced				false

		2037						LN		77		20		false		          20     doing that for weeks.  I think -- yeah.  I don't know that				false

		2038						LN		77		21		false		          21     was a decision made.  That decision had already been made in				false

		2039						LN		77		22		false		          22     the prior meeting.				false

		2040						LN		77		23		false		          23          Q.   What decision?				false

		2041						LN		77		24		false		          24          A.   To the process for transmittal.				false

		2042						LN		77		25		false		          25          Q.   And who made that decision?				false

		2043						PG		78		0		false		page 78				false

		2044						LN		78		1		false		           1          A.   The Commission made that decision.				false

		2045						LN		78		2		false		           2          Q.   Prior to the 16th?				false

		2046						LN		78		3		false		           3          A.   The transmittal process was much discussed in the				false

		2047						LN		78		4		false		           4     previous regular meeting, I think in the two prior previous				false

		2048						LN		78		5		false		           5     meetings.  That would have been the September meeting, the				false

		2049						LN		78		6		false		           6     October meeting, and, perhaps, even in special meetings that				false

		2050						LN		78		7		false		           7     were called.  I don't recall, but it was discussed, that				false

		2051						LN		78		8		false		           8     transmittal process.  So, when the meeting concluded, those				false

		2052						LN		78		9		false		           9     documents that were in hand were transmitted.				false

		2053						LN		78		10		false		          10          Q.   But there were no maps at that time, correct?				false

		2054						LN		78		11		false		          11          A.   That's right.				false

		2055						LN		78		12		false		          12          Q.   So it hadn't been anticipated that there would be				false

		2056						LN		78		13		false		          13     no maps when a vote was taken prior to the meeting, was				false

		2057						LN		78		14		false		          14     there?				false

		2058						LN		78		15		false		          15          A.   That's right.				false

		2059						LN		78		16		false		          16          Q.   When was that decided?				false

		2060						LN		78		17		false		          17          A.   I don't think it was decided.  I don't recall				false

		2061						LN		78		18		false		          18     having a discussion about it.				false

		2062						LN		78		19		false		          19          Q.   Was there ever a conversation about the need to				false

		2063						LN		78		20		false		          20     have a map to know what the legislative or congressional				false

		2064						LN		78		21		false		          21     district would be?				false

		2065						LN		78		22		false		          22          A.   Do you mean during the meeting on the 15th.				false

		2066						LN		78		23		false		          23          Q.   Anytime.				false

		2067						LN		78		24		false		          24          A.   I don't recall.				false

		2068						LN		78		25		false		          25          Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the				false

		2069						PG		79		0		false		page 79				false

		2070						LN		79		1		false		           1     legislature or to the Supreme Court that identified district				false

		2071						LN		79		2		false		           2     boundaries for the legislative district or the congressional				false

		2072						LN		79		3		false		           3     district, on the 15th?				false

		2073						LN		79		4		false		           4          A.   You're asking many questions in one question.				false

		2074						LN		79		5		false		           5     Could you maybe one at a time.  I'm not sure.				false

		2075						LN		79		6		false		           6          Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the Supreme				false

		2076						LN		79		7		false		           7     Court or to the legislature on the 15th that identified				false

		2077						LN		79		8		false		           8     legislative districts or congressional districts?				false

		2078						LN		79		9		false		           9          A.   No.				false

		2079						LN		79		10		false		          10          Q.   What documents exist to identify legislative				false

		2080						LN		79		11		false		          11     districts?				false

		2081						LN		79		12		false		          12          A.   What documents exist now?				false

		2082						LN		79		13		false		          13          Q.   Right.  Well, at any time.  What documents are				false

		2083						LN		79		14		false		          14     necessary to identify a legislative district?				false

		2084						LN		79		15		false		          15          A.   A legislative district?				false

		2085						LN		79		16		false		          16          Q.   Correct.				false

		2086						LN		79		17		false		          17          A.   There's a legal description and also a map.				false

		2087						LN		79		18		false		          18          Q.   So was a legal description conveyed to the				false

		2088						LN		79		19		false		          19     legislature or to the Supreme Court on the 15th?				false

		2089						LN		79		20		false		          20          A.   No.				false

		2090						LN		79		21		false		          21          Q.   There was no legal description communicated to the				false

		2091						LN		79		22		false		          22     legislature or to the Supreme Court for either district,				false

		2092						LN		79		23		false		          23     congressional or legislative, correct, on the 15th?				false

		2093						LN		79		24		false		          24          A.   There are more than two districts.  So I don't				false

		2094						LN		79		25		false		          25     understand your question.				false

		2095						PG		80		0		false		page 80				false

		2096						LN		80		1		false		           1          Q.   Was there any document identifying district				false

		2097						LN		80		2		false		           2     boundaries for either the legislative districts or the				false

		2098						LN		80		3		false		           3     congressional districts on the 15th?				false

		2099						LN		80		4		false		           4          A.   No.				false

		2100						LN		80		5		false		           5          Q.   What portion of the plan existed on the 15th at the				false

		2101						LN		80		6		false		           6     time of the vote?				false

		2102						LN		80		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.				false

		2103						LN		80		8		false		           8          A.   I don't know.  I believed, at the time of the vote,				false

		2104						LN		80		9		false		           9     that it all existed.				false

		2105						LN		80		10		false		          10          Q.   All right.  So you were under the mistaken belief				false

		2106						LN		80		11		false		          11     that maps existed at the time of the vote?				false

		2107						LN		80		12		false		          12          A.   I believed that the mapping staff were moments away				false

		2108						LN		80		13		false		          13     from submitting those maps at the time of the vote, yes.				false

		2109						LN		80		14		false		          14          Q.   So you knew the maps were not completed at the time				false

		2110						LN		80		15		false		          15     of the vote?				false

		2111						LN		80		16		false		          16          A.   I didn't know, honestly.				false

		2112						LN		80		17		false		          17          Q.   With regard to your notes in Exhibit 1, you have a				false

		2113						LN		80		18		false		          18     number of pages that have numeric designations, for instance,				false

		2114						LN		80		19		false		          19     2969, the Bates number on the bottom, right-hand corner.				false

		2115						LN		80		20		false		          20          A.   I wonder if you would be willing to project that				false

		2116						LN		80		21		false		          21     because I don't have that document in front of me here.				false

		2117						LN		80		22		false		          22          Q.   Can you open it from the chat room?				false

		2118						LN		80		23		false		          23          A.   Oh, it's in the chat.  I'm in the chat.  Is there a				false

		2119						LN		80		24		false		          24     document in the chat?				false

		2120						LN		80		25		false		          25          Q.   Correct.				false

		2121						PG		81		0		false		page 81				false

		2122						LN		81		1		false		           1          A.   I'm sorry, I don't see anything in the chat.				false

		2123						LN		81		2		false		           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't see it either.  It may				false

		2124						LN		81		3		false		           3     have disappeared because we went into a breakout room and				false

		2125						LN		81		4		false		           4     then came back.				false

		2126						LN		81		5		false		           5                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  Let me put it back in there.				false

		2127						LN		81		6		false		           6     Just a second.				false

		2128						LN		81		7		false		           7          Q.   Tell me about the dyads.  What did that mean?				false

		2129						LN		81		8		false		           8          A.   What I recall is the Commission strategy was to --				false

		2130						LN		81		9		false		           9     was for bipartisan dyads to work together to develop and				false

		2131						LN		81		10		false		          10     negotiate proposals to bring to the Commission.  So the				false

		2132						LN		81		11		false		          11     senate dyad would work on a proposal on the congressional				false

		2133						LN		81		12		false		          12     district plan, and the house dyad would work to develop a				false

		2134						LN		81		13		false		          13     proposal, negotiate a proposal, to bring for the legislative				false

		2135						LN		81		14		false		          14     district plan.				false

		2136						LN		81		15		false		          15          Q.   What's the difference between the dyads and				false

		2137						LN		81		16		false		          16     caucusing or the caucus?				false

		2138						LN		81		17		false		          17          A.   So the dyads, from my point of view, were developed				false

		2139						LN		81		18		false		          18     as a designation for how the work would be broken up, who				false

		2140						LN		81		19		false		          19     would do what, how the work would be assigned.  The caucus,				false

		2141						LN		81		20		false		          20     that was a new term to me when I heard it on the evening of				false

		2142						LN		81		21		false		          21     the 15th.				false

		2143						LN		81		22		false		          22          Q.   What does it mean?				false

		2144						LN		81		23		false		          23          A.   That there was a request that the partisan				false

		2145						LN		81		24		false		          24     commissioners would be able to confer with each other.				false

		2146						LN		81		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  So who made that request?				false

		2147						PG		82		0		false		page 82				false

		2148						LN		82		1		false		           1          A.   I don't remember, but I believe it was Joe Fain.				false

		2149						LN		82		2		false		           2          Q.   And what did it mean?				false

		2150						LN		82		3		false		           3          A.   From my point of view, it meant that these dyads				false

		2151						LN		82		4		false		           4     had been working on proposals, and they wanted to confer				false

		2152						LN		82		5		false		           5     together with their -- with the other member of their party.				false

		2153						LN		82		6		false		           6          Q.   Okay.  So the caucus was partisan?				false

		2154						LN		82		7		false		           7          A.   That's what I understood.				false

		2155						LN		82		8		false		           8          Q.   But dyads were nonpartisan?				false

		2156						LN		82		9		false		           9          A.   Right.				false

		2157						LN		82		10		false		          10          Q.   All right.  So --				false

		2158						LN		82		11		false		          11          A.   Nonpartisan.  Sorry, bipartisan.				false

		2159						LN		82		12		false		          12          Q.   Bipartisan.				false

		2160						LN		82		13		false		          13               Okay.  So the first caucus meeting was on the 15th?				false

		2161						LN		82		14		false		          14          A.   The first caucus meeting I ever heard of occurred				false

		2162						LN		82		15		false		          15     on the 15th.				false

		2163						LN		82		16		false		          16          Q.   After the meeting started?				false

		2164						LN		82		17		false		          17          A.   Yes.				false

		2165						LN		82		18		false		          18          Q.   Do you understand then that the two Democrat				false

		2166						LN		82		19		false		          19     commissioners were speaking and then the two Republican				false

		2167						LN		82		20		false		          20     commissioners were speaking?				false

		2168						LN		82		21		false		          21          A.   That's what I understood, yes.				false

		2169						LN		82		22		false		          22          Q.   And where were they doing their conversations?				false

		2170						LN		82		23		false		          23          A.   I don't know.				false

		2171						LN		82		24		false		          24          Q.   And do you know if the Rs and the Ds were				false

		2172						LN		82		25		false		          25     communicating with one another?				false

		2173						PG		83		0		false		page 83				false

		2174						LN		83		1		false		           1          A.   I'm sorry, you mean -- I understood that the				false

		2175						LN		83		2		false		           2     Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were				false

		2176						LN		83		3		false		           3     meeting together.				false

		2177						LN		83		4		false		           4          Q.   And they were communicating among each other to try				false

		2178						LN		83		5		false		           5     to reach consensus?				false

		2179						LN		83		6		false		           6          A.   Not to my knowledge.  My understanding was the				false

		2180						LN		83		7		false		           7     Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were				false

		2181						LN		83		8		false		           8     meeting together.				false

		2182						LN		83		9		false		           9          Q.   Was there an express communication among the				false

		2183						LN		83		10		false		          10     commissioners when meeting in dyads to only meet in groups of				false

		2184						LN		83		11		false		          11     two and not have three commissioners communicating?				false

		2185						LN		83		12		false		          12                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		2186						LN		83		13		false		          13          A.   What I understand was that, in order to accomplish				false

		2187						LN		83		14		false		          14     a very complex and technically difficult task --				false

		2188						LN		83		15		false		          15                    MS. MELL:  Move to strike.				false

		2189						LN		83		16		false		          16          Q.   That's not my question.  Let me strike that				false

		2190						LN		83		17		false		          17     question.				false

		2191						LN		83		18		false		          18               Is it your understanding -- well, strike that.				false

		2192						LN		83		19		false		          19               Was it ever communicated that, when the dyads				false

		2193						LN		83		20		false		          20     convened, that there should be no more than two commissioners				false

		2194						LN		83		21		false		          21     communicating in dyads?				false

		2195						LN		83		22		false		          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.				false

		2196						LN		83		23		false		          23          A.   You're asking me if --				false

		2197						LN		83		24		false		          24          Q.   What was communicated?  What was communicated?				false

		2198						LN		83		25		false		          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objections.				false

		2199						PG		84		0		false		page 84				false

		2200						LN		84		1		false		           1          A.   What was communicated was that there was a really				false

		2201						LN		84		2		false		           2     big job to do and not very much time to do it in, and, if we				false

		2202						LN		84		3		false		           3     were going to get it done, we would need to, for efficiency's				false

		2203						LN		84		4		false		           4     sake, assign work.  And that work --				false

		2204						LN		84		5		false		           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, please let the witness				false

		2205						LN		84		6		false		           6     complete her answer.				false

		2206						LN		84		7		false		           7                    MS. MELL:  That's okay.  She's not answering				false

		2207						LN		84		8		false		           8     the question.  Move to strike the answer.  And move to strike				false

		2208						LN		84		9		false		           9     the question.				false

		2209						LN		84		10		false		          10          Q.   Ms. Augustine, was it ever communicated that the				false

		2210						LN		84		11		false		          11     dyads should be restricted to two people, two commissioners,				false

		2211						LN		84		12		false		          12     two voting commissioners, at any given time?				false

		2212						LN		84		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.				false

		2213						LN		84		14		false		          14          A.   I don't recall.  What I recall is --				false

		2214						LN		84		15		false		          15          Q.   If you don't recall, that's a complete answer.				false

		2215						LN		84		16		false		          16          A.   Okay.				false

		2216						LN		84		17		false		          17          Q.   Is there anything that would refresh your				false

		2217						LN		84		18		false		          18     recollection?				false

		2218						LN		84		19		false		          19          A.   I don't know.				false

		2219						LN		84		20		false		          20          Q.   Is it your understanding that the dyad was a				false

		2220						LN		84		21		false		          21     concept created on the public record?				false

		2221						LN		84		22		false		          22          A.   Yes.				false

		2222						LN		84		23		false		          23          Q.   And with regard to the caucuses, the first time the				false

		2223						LN		84		24		false		          24     caucus was brought up was before the meeting on the 15th?				false

		2224						LN		84		25		false		          25          A.   The first time I heard of it was at the meeting on				false

		2225						PG		85		0		false		page 85				false

		2226						LN		85		1		false		           1     the 15th.				false

		2227						LN		85		2		false		           2          Q.   Was it in the public portion of the meeting or				false

		2228						LN		85		3		false		           3     prior to the meeting started?				false

		2229						LN		85		4		false		           4          A.   I believe it was in the public portion.  That was				false

		2230						LN		85		5		false		           5     the first I had heard of it.				false

		2231						LN		85		6		false		           6          Q.   All right.  So, if none of them communicated to you				false

		2232						LN		85		7		false		           7     about caucusing in the public forum, how did you learn to				false

		2233						LN		85		8		false		           8     caucus and break for caucus?				false

		2234						LN		85		9		false		           9          A.   I heard about the request from Lisa McLean.  That's				false

		2235						LN		85		10		false		          10     what I recall.				false

		2236						LN		85		11		false		          11          Q.   And did you break the public meeting for caucus at				false

		2237						LN		85		12		false		          12     Lisa McLean's direction?				false

		2238						LN		85		13		false		          13          A.   What I remember is having a conversation with Lisa,				false

		2239						LN		85		14		false		          14     where she said, "There's a request to caucus."  And so we				false

		2240						LN		85		15		false		          15     conferred.  And so we allowed that time -- I allowed that				false

		2241						LN		85		16		false		          16     time for caucus.				false

		2242						LN		85		17		false		          17          Q.   And was, every time that the Commission off screen,				false

		2243						LN		85		18		false		          18     were they in caucus?				false

		2244						LN		85		19		false		          19          A.   As far as I knew.  That was my understanding and, I				false

		2245						LN		85		20		false		          20     believed, our agreement.				false

		2246						LN		85		21		false		          21          Q.   And did anyone monitor communications among the				false

		2247						LN		85		22		false		          22     commissioners while in caucus?				false

		2248						LN		85		23		false		          23          A.   No.				false

		2249						LN		85		24		false		          24          Q.   Did you have any communications with them about				false

		2250						LN		85		25		false		          25     decisions made in caucus?				false

		2251						PG		86		0		false		page 86				false

		2252						LN		86		1		false		           1          A.   Not that I recall.				false

		2253						LN		86		2		false		           2          Q.   Can you see your notes now in the chat room?				false

		2254						LN		86		3		false		           3          A.   Yes.				false

		2255						LN		86		4		false		           4          Q.   Can you tell me what the numeric designations are,				false

		2256						LN		86		5		false		           5     for instance, on the fifth page.  It's Bates number 2969.				false

		2257						LN		86		6		false		           6          A.   So this is talking about party performance and the				false

		2258						LN		86		7		false		           7     various districts.				false

		2259						LN		86		8		false		           8          Q.   Is that what all these numeric designations are,				false

		2260						LN		86		9		false		           9     like on 2970, 2971, 2972?				false

		2261						LN		86		10		false		          10          A.   Yeah.				false

		2262						LN		86		11		false		          11          Q.   So are these your notes deliberating over where the				false

		2263						LN		86		12		false		          12     caucus boundary should be -- where the district boundary				false

		2264						LN		86		13		false		          13     should be?				false

		2265						LN		86		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2266						LN		86		15		false		          15          A.   I never participated in any deliberation.				false

		2267						LN		86		16		false		          16          Q.   What were you writing these numbers down for?				false

		2268						LN		86		17		false		          17          A.   As a trained mediator, I take extensive notes when				false

		2269						LN		86		18		false		          18     people are talking so that I can make sure I understand what				false

		2270						LN		86		19		false		          19     they're saying.				false

		2271						LN		86		20		false		          20          Q.   So you were present when they were deliberating the				false

		2272						LN		86		21		false		          21     districts because that's what these numbers reflect, right?				false

		2273						LN		86		22		false		          22          A.   I was certainly present when they were -- when they				false

		2274						LN		86		23		false		          23     were engaging in communication about on the 14th about the				false

		2275						LN		86		24		false		          24     loss of faith, yeah.				false

		2276						LN		86		25		false		          25          Q.   Well, you are specifically taking --				false

		2277						PG		87		0		false		page 87				false

		2278						LN		87		1		false		           1               Well, strike that.				false

		2279						LN		87		2		false		           2               Exhibit 1 are notes from when?				false

		2280						LN		87		3		false		           3          A.   These notes -- I mean, they're not dated, but				false

		2281						LN		87		4		false		           4     they're throughout this time period, the 13th, the 14th, and				false

		2282						LN		87		5		false		           5     the 15th.				false

		2283						LN		87		6		false		           6          Q.   So, throughout this timeframe, you were in a room				false

		2284						LN		87		7		false		           7     or a location with the commissioners, real time or digital				false

		2285						LN		87		8		false		           8     time, jotting down their communications about districts,				false

		2286						LN		87		9		false		           9     correct?				false

		2287						LN		87		10		false		          10          A.   Yeah, Graves and Sims.				false

		2288						LN		87		11		false		          11          Q.   Okay.  And so there's no information about what any				false

		2289						LN		87		12		false		          12     of the other commissioners thought about these?				false

		2290						LN		87		13		false		          13          A.   I was not in communication with the others.  They				false

		2291						LN		87		14		false		          14     had their own negotiation, I was not privy to.				false

		2292						LN		87		15		false		          15          Q.   Were these numbers reflecting partisan politics?				false

		2293						LN		87		16		false		          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2294						LN		87		17		false		          17          A.   Can you rephrase the question.  I don't understand				false

		2295						LN		87		18		false		          18     what you mean by that.				false

		2296						LN		87		19		false		          19          Q.   Do these numbers reflect partisan statistics from				false

		2297						LN		87		20		false		          20     various districts?				false

		2298						LN		87		21		false		          21          A.   These numbers reflect party performance.				false

		2299						LN		87		22		false		          22          Q.   And when you say party performance, what do you				false

		2300						LN		87		23		false		          23     mean?				false

		2301						LN		87		24		false		          24          A.   I mean, based on election data, how the parties had				false

		2302						LN		87		25		false		          25     performed in prior elections.				false

		2303						PG		88		0		false		page 88				false

		2304						LN		88		1		false		           1          Q.   In specific districts?				false

		2305						LN		88		2		false		           2          A.   Yes.				false

		2306						LN		88		3		false		           3          Q.   Where were these statistics coming from?				false

		2307						LN		88		4		false		           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.				false

		2308						LN		88		5		false		           5          A.   To my knowledge, the Sims and Graves dyad was				false

		2309						LN		88		6		false		           6     using, I think it was the treasurer race, the most recent				false

		2310						LN		88		7		false		           7     treasurer race.  I think it says in the notes here -- let me				false

		2311						LN		88		8		false		           8     look -- I think they were using the treasurer race.  Oh,				false

		2312						LN		88		9		false		           9     yeah, "Treasurer data," it says on 2965.				false

		2313						LN		88		10		false		          10          Q.   All right.  And so your notes reflect that Paul				false

		2314						LN		88		11		false		          11     Graves and April Sims reached agreement on the 44th?				false

		2315						LN		88		12		false		          12          A.   No.				false

		2316						LN		88		13		false		          13          Q.   Does that mean they didn't reach agreement on the				false

		2317						LN		88		14		false		          14     44th?				false

		2318						LN		88		15		false		          15          A.   Graves and Sims did not reach agreement on the 44th				false

		2319						LN		88		16		false		          16     at any time, that I was aware of.  I assume that, ultimately,				false

		2320						LN		88		17		false		          17     they -- I mean, not at any time I was involved in their				false

		2321						LN		88		18		false		          18     conversation.				false

		2322						LN		88		19		false		          19          Q.   Are these numbers metrics?				false

		2323						LN		88		20		false		          20          A.   Can you give me a page number.				false

		2324						LN		88		21		false		          21          Q.   2969 or 2970.  Are these numbers at any time				false

		2325						LN		88		22		false		          22     referred to as metrics?				false

		2326						LN		88		23		false		          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2327						LN		88		24		false		          24          A.   I don't know.				false

		2328						LN		88		25		false		          25          Q.   Was there ever a time where you heard discussion				false

		2329						PG		89		0		false		page 89				false

		2330						LN		89		1		false		           1     about metrics?				false

		2331						LN		89		2		false		           2          A.   The word "metric" used?				false

		2332						LN		89		3		false		           3          Q.   Yes.				false

		2333						LN		89		4		false		           4          A.   I don't remember.  I don't remember that being a				false

		2334						LN		89		5		false		           5     substantive part of the conversation, but I don't know.				false

		2335						LN		89		6		false		           6          Q.   What did you say during the course of this				false

		2336						LN		89		7		false		           7     conversation to facilitate some sort of communication between				false

		2337						LN		89		8		false		           8     Sims and Graves?				false

		2338						LN		89		9		false		           9          A.   I was asking questions to make sure I understood				false

		2339						LN		89		10		false		          10     what their shared proposal was, prior to their agreement				false

		2340						LN		89		11		false		          11     being compromised as a result of this appointment to the				false

		2341						LN		89		12		false		          12     Secretary of State's office.				false

		2342						LN		89		13		false		          13          Q.   What was their shared agreement?				false

		2343						LN		89		14		false		          14          A.   I don't know.  These notes reflect what I				false

		2344						LN		89		15		false		          15     understood that to be.				false

		2345						LN		89		16		false		          16          Q.   Are all of these notes numeric designations of				false

		2346						LN		89		17		false		          17     partisan performance?				false

		2347						LN		89		18		false		          18          A.   Well, no.  For example, it says, "Tulalip.  Current				false

		2348						LN		89		19		false		          19     Marysville to stay in the 38th."  So that's not about				false

		2349						LN		89		20		false		          20     partisan performance.  There's also a lunch menu on here.				false

		2350						LN		89		21		false		          21          Q.   But the numeric designations, those are partisan				false

		2351						LN		89		22		false		          22     performance?				false

		2352						LN		89		23		false		          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2353						LN		89		24		false		          24          Q.   Is that correct?				false

		2354						LN		89		25		false		          25          A.   I believe so.				false

		2355						PG		90		0		false		page 90				false

		2356						LN		90		1		false		           1          Q.   And on the page 2969, where it references, "Current				false

		2357						LN		90		2		false		           2     Marysville to stay in the 38th," the numbers on the right				false

		2358						LN		90		3		false		           3     reflect the partisan performance of that 38th District,				false

		2359						LN		90		4		false		           4     correct?				false

		2360						LN		90		5		false		           5          A.   I don't think so.  I think these are numbers of				false

		2361						LN		90		6		false		           6     districts.				false

		2362						LN		90		7		false		           7          Q.   And what is it the D, LD, S, LR, SR mean?				false

		2363						LN		90		8		false		           8          A.   I think LD is lean democratic, LR is lean				false

		2364						LN		90		9		false		           9     Republican, SR is safe Republican.  I don't remember what D				false

		2365						LN		90		10		false		          10     stands for.  It has something to do with democratic.  So what				false

		2366						LN		90		11		false		          11     these are talking about is how many districts of each one or				false

		2367						LN		90		12		false		          12     the districts.				false

		2368						LN		90		13		false		          13          Q.   What does safe mean?				false

		2369						LN		90		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.				false

		2370						LN		90		15		false		          15          A.   I really think these questions are really more				false

		2371						LN		90		16		false		          16     appropriate for the voting commissioners.  As you can tell,				false

		2372						LN		90		17		false		          17     this is not my purview.				false

		2373						LN		90		18		false		          18          Q.   Well, they're your notes.  I am just wanting to				false

		2374						LN		90		19		false		          19     know what you thought you were writing down.				false

		2375						LN		90		20		false		          20          A.   So, from my point of view -- forgive me -- they				false

		2376						LN		90		21		false		          21     know what they mean by saying safe.  It's not important that				false

		2377						LN		90		22		false		          22     I understand what they mean by safe.  I'm writing down, hey,				false

		2378						LN		90		23		false		          23     this is what their interests are, and I am trying to help				false

		2379						LN		90		24		false		          24     them move through the gridlock that they're in so that they				false

		2380						LN		90		25		false		          25     can get their interests met.				false

		2381						PG		91		0		false		page 91				false

		2382						LN		91		1		false		           1               So I don't know what safe means, honestly.  Whether				false

		2383						LN		91		2		false		           2     it's lean democratic or lean Republican, these are the kinds				false

		2384						LN		91		3		false		           3     of things that the voting commissioners could tell you.  I				false

		2385						LN		91		4		false		           4     don't know how those are defined.				false

		2386						LN		91		5		false		           5          Q.   Did you write your declaration to the Supreme				false

		2387						LN		91		6		false		           6     Court?				false

		2388						LN		91		7		false		           7          A.   I did.				false

		2389						LN		91		8		false		           8          Q.   How did you decide what times to put on the				false

		2390						LN		91		9		false		           9     chronology?				false

		2391						LN		91		10		false		          10          A.   I wrote my declaration to be in compliance with the				false

		2392						LN		91		11		false		          11     request of the Supreme Court order.				false

		2393						LN		91		12		false		          12          Q.   That's not what I asked.				false

		2394						LN		91		13		false		          13               I asked how you figured out what times you put on				false

		2395						LN		91		14		false		          14     it.				false

		2396						LN		91		15		false		          15          A.   I put the times that I believe the Supreme Court				false

		2397						LN		91		16		false		          16     requested.				false

		2398						LN		91		17		false		          17          Q.   And how did you identify those times?				false

		2399						LN		91		18		false		          18          A.   The Supreme Court -- I don't have their declaration				false

		2400						LN		91		19		false		          19     in front of me -- or their order in front of me -- but what I				false

		2401						LN		91		20		false		          20     remember is that they asked for the times of the votes.  They				false

		2402						LN		91		21		false		          21     asked for -- I don't remember.				false

		2403						LN		91		22		false		          22          Q.   I'm asking how you knew what times to put.  Where				false

		2404						LN		91		23		false		          23     did you come up with the times?				false

		2405						LN		91		24		false		          24          A.   Yeah.  We have an official record that's kept by a				false

		2406						LN		91		25		false		          25     court recorder that's timestamped.				false

		2407						PG		92		0		false		page 92				false

		2408						LN		92		1		false		           1          Q.   Do you know how it was timestamped?				false

		2409						LN		92		2		false		           2          A.   I don't.  I know that there were also -- it could				false

		2410						LN		92		3		false		           3     be that -- I honestly take that back and say I'm not exactly				false

		2411						LN		92		4		false		           4     sure.  But it could also be when the emails were submitted to				false

		2412						LN		92		5		false		           5     Lisa.  So the electronic tool that was used for signature has				false

		2413						LN		92		6		false		           6     a timestamp on it, too.				false

		2414						LN		92		7		false		           7          Q.   Do you know whether or not the -- strike that.				false

		2415						LN		92		8		false		           8               Did you rely on TVW to televise your meetings or				false

		2416						LN		92		9		false		           9     publicize your meetings?				false

		2417						LN		92		10		false		          10          A.   TVW broadcast our meetings.  We advertise our				false

		2418						LN		92		11		false		          11     meetings in a variety of ways.				false

		2419						LN		92		12		false		          12          Q.   Did you rely on TVW to broadcast your meetings to				false

		2420						LN		92		13		false		          13     the public, or did you allow the public to attend in Zoom?				false

		2421						LN		92		14		false		          14          A.   The public was encouraged to sign up for comment				false

		2422						LN		92		15		false		          15     and attend via Zoom.				false

		2423						LN		92		16		false		          16          Q.   On the 15th, did you invite the public to make				false

		2424						LN		92		17		false		          17     comments and attend via Zoom?				false

		2425						LN		92		18		false		          18          A.   I don't remember.				false

		2426						LN		92		19		false		          19          Q.   Do you remember allowing the public to be present				false

		2427						LN		92		20		false		          20     in Zoom on the 15th or 16th?				false

		2428						LN		92		21		false		          21          A.   I don't remember.				false

		2429						LN		92		22		false		          22          Q.   Do you remember reviewing TVW footage to verify				false

		2430						LN		92		23		false		          23     whether or not the time stamps you conveyed to the Supreme				false

		2431						LN		92		24		false		          24     Court were accurate?				false

		2432						LN		92		25		false		          25          A.   No.  And I don't -- yeah, I believe -- I don't -- I				false

		2433						PG		93		0		false		page 93				false

		2434						LN		93		1		false		           1     don't remember.  I would have to reflect on where those time				false

		2435						LN		93		2		false		           2     stamps came from, but I believe they came from the record and				false

		2436						LN		93		3		false		           3     probably from signature.				false

		2437						LN		93		4		false		           4          Q.   Was anybody actually timing the meeting?				false

		2438						LN		93		5		false		           5          A.   From my point of view, the independent staff were				false

		2439						LN		93		6		false		           6     doing that, and, by that, I mean our tech support.				false

		2440						LN		93		7		false		           7          Q.   Do you know that the motion on the legislative				false

		2441						LN		93		8		false		           8     districts came on the 15th and the affirmative votes were				false

		2442						LN		93		9		false		           9     reflected on the 16th on the TVW footage?				false

		2443						LN		93		10		false		          10          A.   No.				false

		2444						LN		93		11		false		          11          Q.   Do you know whether or not there was any				false

		2445						LN		93		12		false		          12     alternative to viewing the meeting on the 15th and the 16th,				false

		2446						LN		93		13		false		          13     other than through TVW?				false

		2447						LN		93		14		false		          14          A.   I assume it was also streamed on YouTube because,				false

		2448						LN		93		15		false		          15     typically, our meetings are streamed on YouTube.  I am not				false

		2449						LN		93		16		false		          16     sure.				false

		2450						LN		93		17		false		          17          Q.   Are meetings streamed live on YouTube?				false

		2451						LN		93		18		false		          18          A.   I'm not sure.				false

		2452						LN		93		19		false		          19          Q.   So do you know if the public had access to the				false

		2453						LN		93		20		false		          20     meeting on the 15th and the 16th?				false

		2454						LN		93		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2455						LN		93		22		false		          22          A.   I assume our meeting on the 15th was conducted in				false

		2456						LN		93		23		false		          23     the way that all of our meetings were conducted, but I did				false

		2457						LN		93		24		false		          24     not verify that, so I couldn't speak to it directly.				false

		2458						LN		93		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  Do you have any personal knowledge as to				false

		2459						PG		94		0		false		page 94				false

		2460						LN		94		1		false		           1     whether or not the public could participate in the meeting on				false

		2461						LN		94		2		false		           2     the 15th or the 16th?				false

		2462						LN		94		3		false		           3          A.   Yes.				false

		2463						LN		94		4		false		           4          Q.   And what's your personal knowledge?				false

		2464						LN		94		5		false		           5          A.   Reading about it in the press on Tuesday morning.				false

		2465						LN		94		6		false		           6          Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge that relates to				false

		2466						LN		94		7		false		           7     decisions you made?				false

		2467						LN		94		8		false		           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2468						LN		94		9		false		           9          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.				false

		2469						LN		94		10		false		          10          Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge about whether or				false

		2470						LN		94		11		false		          11     not the public was able to access the meeting on the 15th and				false

		2471						LN		94		12		false		          12     the 16th, other than what you read in the media?				false

		2472						LN		94		13		false		          13          A.   I assumed, based on the detailed nature of what I				false

		2473						LN		94		14		false		          14     read in the media, that I assumed that those meetings were				false

		2474						LN		94		15		false		          15     broadcast in the way that they had been historically.				false

		2475						LN		94		16		false		          16          Q.   Prior to submitting a declaration to the Supreme				false

		2476						LN		94		17		false		          17     Court, did you identify whether or not the Commission had				false

		2477						LN		94		18		false		          18     reached an agreement prior to finalizing the boundaries of				false

		2478						LN		94		19		false		          19     the three districts referenced?				false

		2479						LN		94		20		false		          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2480						LN		94		21		false		          21          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.				false

		2481						LN		94		22		false		          22          Q.   Prior to submitting, under oath, the declaration to				false

		2482						LN		94		23		false		          23     the Supreme Court, did you speak to anyone about whether or				false

		2483						LN		94		24		false		          24     not the Commission had actually reached an agreement and on				false

		2484						LN		94		25		false		          25     what at the time they voted?				false

		2485						PG		95		0		false		page 95				false

		2486						LN		95		1		false		           1          A.   The commissioners, including myself, participated				false

		2487						LN		95		2		false		           2     in a press avail on, I believe it was Thursday.  And in that				false

		2488						LN		95		3		false		           3     press conference, I heard all of the commissioners describe				false

		2489						LN		95		4		false		           4     what they had voted on.				false

		2490						LN		95		5		false		           5          Q.   What did you hear that they had voted on?				false

		2491						LN		95		6		false		           6          A.   I heard in that press conference that they had				false

		2492						LN		95		7		false		           7     voted on a framework and that the technical aspect of				false

		2493						LN		95		8		false		           8     completing the maps did not occur by the statutory deadline				false

		2494						LN		95		9		false		           9     and that is why they were moving on -- the jurisdiction would				false

		2495						LN		95		10		false		          10     move on to the Supreme Court.				false

		2496						LN		95		11		false		          11          Q.   So was it your understanding, at that press				false

		2497						LN		95		12		false		          12     conference, that the commissioners agreed that they did not				false

		2498						LN		95		13		false		          13     complete their work by midnight?				false

		2499						LN		95		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2500						LN		95		15		false		          15          A.   Yes.				false

		2501						LN		95		16		false		          16          Q.   Was it your understanding that the commissioners				false

		2502						LN		95		17		false		          17     agreed, at the time of the press conference, that they had				false

		2503						LN		95		18		false		          18     not reached a final agreement on congressional or district				false

		2504						LN		95		19		false		          19     maps at the time of the vote?				false

		2505						LN		95		20		false		          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		2506						LN		95		21		false		          21          A.   What I understood at the press conference is that				false

		2507						LN		95		22		false		          22     they agreed that we had -- that the Commission had lost its				false

		2508						LN		95		23		false		          23     statutory authority.				false

		2509						LN		95		24		false		          24          Q.   And were the commissioners collectively together at				false

		2510						LN		95		25		false		          25     the time of the press conference?				false

		2511						PG		96		0		false		page 96				false

		2512						LN		96		1		false		           1          A.   Yes.  Collectively, via Zoom, though in the virtual				false

		2513						LN		96		2		false		           2     space.				false

		2514						LN		96		3		false		           3          Q.   Was that press conference televised or made				false

		2515						LN		96		4		false		           4     publicly available?				false

		2516						LN		96		5		false		           5          A.   I don't know.				false

		2517						LN		96		6		false		           6          Q.   Who decided to hold a press conference?				false

		2518						LN		96		7		false		           7          A.   The press conference had been scheduled before our				false

		2519						LN		96		8		false		           8     regular meeting, and it was scheduled for Tuesday.  And as a				false

		2520						LN		96		9		false		           9     result of the late night Monday, it was rescheduled to				false

		2521						LN		96		10		false		          10     Thursday.  So it was scheduled by our communications				false

		2522						LN		96		11		false		          11     director, Jamie Nixon.				false

		2523						LN		96		12		false		          12          Q.   Did the commissioners agree to that schedule?				false

		2524						LN		96		13		false		          13          A.   Yes.				false

		2525						LN		96		14		false		          14          Q.   Did they agree to that schedule in a public				false

		2526						LN		96		15		false		          15     meeting?				false

		2527						LN		96		16		false		          16          A.   I don't know.				false

		2528						LN		96		17		false		          17          Q.   Who made the final decision that the maps were				false

		2529						LN		96		18		false		          18     completed for transmittal?				false

		2530						LN		96		19		false		          19          A.   My understanding is that the commissioners assigned				false

		2531						LN		96		20		false		          20     caucus staff to complete mapping, to complete the mapping.				false

		2532						LN		96		21		false		          21          Q.   Did the commissioners all approve --				false

		2533						LN		96		22		false		          22          A.   I'm sorry, what?  Do you want me to finish				false

		2534						LN		96		23		false		          23     answering?				false

		2535						LN		96		24		false		          24          Q.   If you're still going, yeah.				false

		2536						LN		96		25		false		          25          A.   Yeah, I'm still going.				false
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		2835						LN		108		12		false		          12          A.   I'm not sure I know.				false

		2836						LN		108		13		false		          13          Q.   What kind of Internet outage did you have?				false

		2837						LN		108		14		false		          14          A.   My Internet was being run specifically through my				false

		2838						LN		108		15		false		          15     hotspot.  I'm not sure how the other commissioners were				false

		2839						LN		108		16		false		          16     getting access to Internet.  I heard, at least from Joe Fain				false

		2840						LN		108		17		false		          17     and I think -- I'll just speak for Jo Fain because I know				false

		2841						LN		108		18		false		          18     from the record of the meeting he lost Internet multiple				false

		2842						LN		108		19		false		          19     times throughout the course of that meeting.				false

		2843						LN		108		20		false		          20          Q.   Why didn't you guys just go into one room and				false

		2844						LN		108		21		false		          21     televise from there?				false

		2845						LN		108		22		false		          22          A.   Great question.  I don't know.				false

		2846						LN		108		23		false		          23          Q.   Who was in control of how you were meeting?				false
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		2862						LN		109		13		false		          13     commissioners would be physically when they called into the				false

		2863						LN		109		14		false		          14     meeting.  All of our meetings were via Zoom.  So there wasn't				false

		2864						LN		109		15		false		          15     a plan to do it that way.  It happened that way because of				false

		2865						LN		109		16		false		          16     the lateness of the hour.				false

		2866						LN		109		17		false		          17          Q.   You mean it happened at the hotel because of the				false

		2867						LN		109		18		false		          18     lateness of the hour?				false

		2868						LN		109		19		false		          19          A.   Yes.				false
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		2873						LN		109		24		false		          24     room?				false
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		3023						LN		115		18		false		          18          Q.   Do you know that there's a limitation on how				false

		3024						LN		115		19		false		          19     political redistricting should be, in statute?				false

		3025						LN		115		20		false		          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		3026						LN		115		21		false		          21          A.   I don't know what you mean by political.				false

		3027						LN		115		22		false		          22          Q.   Along partisan lines.				false

		3028						LN		115		23		false		          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		3029						LN		115		24		false		          24          A.   So I'd just appreciate a more specific question.				false

		3030						LN		115		25		false		          25          Q.   Do you understand that there's a statutory and				false

		3031						PG		116		0		false		page 116				false

		3032						LN		116		1		false		           1     constitutional reference to how partisan redistricting should				false

		3033						LN		116		2		false		           2     be?				false

		3034						LN		116		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal				false

		3035						LN		116		4		false		           4     conclusion.				false

		3036						LN		116		5		false		           5          A.   I'm sorry, I just don't understand the question.				false

		3037						LN		116		6		false		           6               I have read the statute, I understand what the				false

		3038						LN		116		7		false		           7     provisions of the statute are, and I'm not sure what you're				false

		3039						LN		116		8		false		           8     asking of me.				false

		3040						LN		116		9		false		           9          Q.   Do you remember any of the provisions of the				false

		3041						LN		116		10		false		          10     statute pertaining to partisan politics in redistricting?				false

		3042						LN		116		11		false		          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.				false

		3043						LN		116		12		false		          12          A.   I don't understand.  I mean, I guess I don't				false

		3044						LN		116		13		false		          13     understand what you're asking.  Yes, I recognize that it's a				false

		3045						LN		116		14		false		          14     bipartisan process and that there are features of the statute				false

		3046						LN		116		15		false		          15     that explain the priorities of the Commission, yes.				false

		3047						LN		116		16		false		          16          Q.   Do you understand that the Commission's plan should				false

		3048						LN		116		17		false		          17     not be drawn purposely to favor or discriminate against any				false

		3049						LN		116		18		false		          18     political party or group?				false

		3050						LN		116		19		false		          19          A.   Yes.				false

		3051						LN		116		20		false		          20          Q.   What did you do to ensure that?				false

		3052						LN		116		21		false		          21          A.   I held a nonpartisan staff to have a high standard				false

		3053						LN		116		22		false		          22     of nonpartisanship.  I held the largest outreach public				false

		3054						LN		116		23		false		          23     outreach effort for any commission, ever.  And included a				false

		3055						LN		116		24		false		          24     tribal consultation policy and engaged in tribal consultation				false

		3056						LN		116		25		false		          25     for the first time any committee had ever done that, to				false

		3057						PG		117		0		false		page 117				false

		3058						LN		117		1		false		           1     include the largest number of people, including the most				false

		3059						LN		117		2		false		           2     marginalized, in the process.				false

		3060						LN		117		3		false		           3          Q.   Is it correct that the negotiations you directly				false

		3061						LN		117		4		false		           4     observed on the 15th were all about partisan priorities?				false

		3062						LN		117		5		false		           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		3063						LN		117		6		false		           6          A.   I understand that the notes that I took at that				false

		3064						LN		117		7		false		           7     time reflect a discussion between two commissioners about				false

		3065						LN		117		8		false		           8     their interests regarding party performance.				false

		3066						LN		117		9		false		           9          Q.   Did you ever observe any negotiations where the				false

		3067						LN		117		10		false		          10     subject matter of the district maps was something other than				false

		3068						LN		117		11		false		          11     party performance?				false

		3069						LN		117		12		false		          12          A.   Yes.				false

		3070						LN		117		13		false		          13          Q.   When?				false

		3071						LN		117		14		false		          14          A.   Throughout these -- the 13th, 14th, and 15th, which				false

		3072						LN		117		15		false		          15     is the only negotiation I was directly a part of.				false

		3073						LN		117		16		false		          16          Q.   Well, what did you observe with regard to				false

		3074						LN		117		17		false		          17     negotiations over districts that weren't based on party				false

		3075						LN		117		18		false		          18     performance?				false

		3076						LN		117		19		false		          19          A.   The number of majority-minority districts and where				false

		3077						LN		117		20		false		          20     those districts would be; where to cross the Cascades in				false

		3078						LN		117		21		false		          21     terms of drawing boundaries; tribal consultation and how that				false

		3079						LN		117		22		false		          22     should be addressed; communities of interest and how				false

		3080						LN		117		23		false		          23     communities of interest should be reflected, given public				false

		3081						LN		117		24		false		          24     testimony.  That would include consolidating cities				false

		3082						LN		117		25		false		          25     throughout various geographies.				false

		3083						PG		118		0		false		page 118				false

		3084						LN		118		1		false		           1          Q.   Anything else?				false

		3085						LN		118		2		false		           2          A.   There may be others.  That's what I can recall at				false

		3086						LN		118		3		false		           3     this time.				false

		3087						LN		118		4		false		           4          Q.   And what do you mean by number of majority-minority				false

		3088						LN		118		5		false		           5     districts?				false

		3089						LN		118		6		false		           6          A.   Creating districts where ethnic minorities would be				false

		3090						LN		118		7		false		           7     in the majority.  There was also extensive discussion about				false

		3091						LN		118		8		false		           8     compliance with the Voting Rights Act.				false

		3092						LN		118		9		false		           9          Q.   When did those discussions occur?				false

		3093						LN		118		10		false		          10          A.   The only negotiation I was part of was on the 13th,				false

		3094						LN		118		11		false		          11     the 14th, and the 15th.				false

		3095						LN		118		12		false		          12          Q.   And the only portion of the negotiations on the				false

		3096						LN		118		13		false		          13     13th, 14th, and 15th that were public was approximately				false

		3097						LN		118		14		false		          14     30 minutes on the 15th after 7:00 and at close to midnight?				false

		3098						LN		118		15		false		          15          A.   The negotiations I was part of were one dyad				false

		3099						LN		118		16		false		          16     working on a proposal together.				false

		3100						LN		118		17		false		          17          Q.   Okay.				false

		3101						LN		118		18		false		          18          A.   And I don't think their conversation was part of				false

		3102						LN		118		19		false		          19     the meeting on the 15th.				false

		3103						LN		118		20		false		          20          Q.   Okay.  So would you agree that the only public				false

		3104						LN		118		21		false		          21     portion of the negotiations that was -- strike that.				false

		3105						LN		118		22		false		          22               Would you agree that there was approximately				false

		3106						LN		118		23		false		          23     30 minutes of redistricting activity made public on the 15th?				false

		3107						LN		118		24		false		          24          A.   I believe that's what the record reflects.				false

		3108						LN		118		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  So there were negotiations ongoing between				false

		3109						PG		119		0		false		page 119				false

		3110						LN		119		1		false		           1     the 13th, 14th, and 15th that were not public?				false

		3111						LN		119		2		false		           2          A.   That was the ongoing work of the dyad that was				false

		3112						LN		119		3		false		           3     working together on creating preliminary agreements for a				false

		3113						LN		119		4		false		           4     proposal to the legislative district plan.				false

		3114						LN		119		5		false		           5          Q.   But on the 15th, that converted into caucus work?				false

		3115						LN		119		6		false		           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.				false

		3116						LN		119		7		false		           7          A.   I wouldn't say it converted into caucus work.				false

		3117						LN		119		8		false		           8          Q.   Well, the dyads weren't maintained, it was now				false

		3118						LN		119		9		false		           9     caucus groups, right?				false

		3119						LN		119		10		false		          10          A.   That's what I understood, yes.				false

		3120						LN		119		11		false		          11          Q.   Okay.  So when in the negotiations on the 13th,				false

		3121						LN		119		12		false		          12     14th, and 15th were the majority and minority districts				false

		3122						LN		119		13		false		          13     decided?				false

		3123						LN		119		14		false		          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.				false

		3124						LN		119		15		false		          15          A.   I don't know about decided.  I don't even know that				false

		3125						LN		119		16		false		          16     anything was decided.  I'm telling you what I heard.  You				false

		3126						LN		119		17		false		          17     asked me what I heard, and I am telling you, these are other				false

		3127						LN		119		18		false		          18     considerations that I heard.				false

		3128						LN		119		19		false		          19          Q.   Actually, I asked you what you did to ensure it				false

		3129						LN		119		20		false		          20     wasn't political.  And you said there were conversations that				false

		3130						LN		119		21		false		          21     you participated in specifically delineating some of these				false

		3131						LN		119		22		false		          22     things.  So I was wanting to know --				false

		3132						LN		119		23		false		          23          A.   Ms. Mell, you asked me what I had done to ensure				false

		3133						LN		119		24		false		          24     compliance with my duties, and I explained to you the				false

		3134						LN		119		25		false		          25     extensive outreach.				false

		3135						PG		120		0		false		page 120				false

		3136						LN		120		1		false		           1          Q.   Are you trying to answer something?  I didn't hear				false

		3137						LN		120		2		false		           2     you.  Did we lose you?				false

		3138						LN		120		3		false		           3          A.   I was frozen for a moment.				false

		3139						LN		120		4		false		           4          Q.   I think you were.  I didn't see any movement there.				false

		3140						LN		120		5		false		           5               Okay.  So what conversations were you participating				false

		3141						LN		120		6		false		           6     in about the majority and minority districts?				false

		3142						LN		120		7		false		           7          A.   What I recollect is that you asked me if, on the				false

		3143						LN		120		8		false		           8     13th, the 14th, and the 15th, that there were any other				false

		3144						LN		120		9		false		           9     discussions, other than partisan performance, and I said yes,				false

		3145						LN		120		10		false		          10     and I listed those.				false

		3146						LN		120		11		false		          11          Q.   Right.				false

		3147						LN		120		12		false		          12               So now we're going to go through each and ask what				false

		3148						LN		120		13		false		          13     you heard and when.				false

		3149						LN		120		14		false		          14               So what discussions did you participate in about				false

		3150						LN		120		15		false		          15     the majority and minority districts on the 13th, 14th, and				false

		3151						LN		120		16		false		          16     15th?				false

		3152						LN		120		17		false		          17          A.   I know that minority-majority districts were				false

		3153						LN		120		18		false		          18     important to Commissioner Sims, and she voiced that multiple				false

		3154						LN		120		19		false		          19     times as a priority for her.				false

		3155						LN		120		20		false		          20          Q.   So what did you hear them decide?				false

		3156						LN		120		21		false		          21          A.   As I said previously, they made no decisions.				false

		3157						LN		120		22		false		          22     Primarily, the things they were talking about was repairing				false

		3158						LN		120		23		false		          23     their relationship, to the extent they would be willing to				false

		3159						LN		120		24		false		          24     work through the -- (inaudible).				false

		3160						LN		120		25		false		          25          Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear them discuss about				false

		3161						PG		121		0		false		page 121				false

		3162						LN		121		1		false		           1     majority-minority districts?				false

		3163						LN		121		2		false		           2          A.   As I said, April Sims voiced that it was a priority				false

		3164						LN		121		3		false		           3     for her and justified some of the things that she was asking				false

		3165						LN		121		4		false		           4     for as a result of that.				false

		3166						LN		121		5		false		           5          Q.   What did you hear her ask for, and who did she ask?				false

		3167						LN		121		6		false		           6          A.   As I said, the only group that I was ever a part of				false

		3168						LN		121		7		false		           7     was April Sims and Paul Graves.				false

		3169						LN		121		8		false		           8          Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear April Sims ask for with				false

		3170						LN		121		9		false		           9     regard to majority-minority districts?				false

		3171						LN		121		10		false		          10          A.   I don't recall.  That is a really good question for				false

		3172						LN		121		11		false		          11     April Sims because I'm sure she has, in detail, her				false

		3173						LN		121		12		false		          12     understanding of what happened there.				false

		3174						LN		121		13		false		          13          Q.   Do you see any of April's communications about				false

		3175						LN		121		14		false		          14     majority-minority districts in those three days of				false

		3176						LN		121		15		false		          15     negotiations reflected in your notes.				false

		3177						LN		121		16		false		          16          A.   I'm trying to open the notes.  I have them open,				false

		3178						LN		121		17		false		          17     but, for some reason, they're not -- they just keep closing.				false

		3179						LN		121		18		false		          18               I know that on RC 002969, she's talking about				false

		3180						LN		121		19		false		          19     complying with Tulalip consultation, in terms of where they				false

		3181						LN		121		20		false		          20     would be in relationship to Marysville and what district.				false

		3182						LN		121		21		false		          21               Unfortunately, that's the only page I can see at				false

		3183						LN		121		22		false		          22     this moment.  If you or one of your staff would be willing to				false

		3184						LN		121		23		false		          23     share screen, it would be much easier for me.				false

		3185						LN		121		24		false		          24          Q.   From what you see on 2969, what did you say that				false

		3186						LN		121		25		false		          25     that reflects?				false

		3187						PG		122		0		false		page 122				false

		3188						LN		122		1		false		           1          A.   Compliance with consultation with the Tulalip				false

		3189						LN		122		2		false		           2     Tribe.				false

		3190						LN		122		3		false		           3          Q.   And that's what the notation up in the top left				false

		3191						LN		122		4		false		           4     means, "Tulalip.  Current Marysville to stay in the 38th"?				false

		3192						LN		122		5		false		           5          A.   Yeah.				false

		3193						LN		122		6		false		           6          Q.   So what were you conveying or noting there?				false

		3194						LN		122		7		false		           7          A.   That that was a priority for Sims.				false

		3195						LN		122		8		false		           8          Q.   That what was?  That the Tulalip stay in the 38th?				false

		3196						LN		122		9		false		           9          A.   That's what it appears to be.				false

		3197						LN		122		10		false		          10          Q.   Okay.				false

		3198						LN		122		11		false		          11          A.   So, on page RC 002966, on the right-hand side, it				false

		3199						LN		122		12		false		          12     says, "Sims.  Agreement on VRA, Voting Rights Act, CVAP,				false

		3200						LN		122		13		false		          13     Hispanic, Republican performing."  So that is talking about				false

		3201						LN		122		14		false		          14     making sure that there's compliance with Voting Rights Act by				false

		3202						LN		122		15		false		          15     creating a CVAP district in Central Washington.				false

		3203						LN		122		16		false		          16          Q.   What does CVAP stand for?				false

		3204						LN		122		17		false		          17          A.   Let me think about it for a minute.  Voting age				false

		3205						LN		122		18		false		          18     population.  Citizen Voting Age Population.				false

		3206						LN		122		19		false		          19          Q.   And so explain your notations.  "Agreement on VRA				false

		3207						LN		122		20		false		          20     C-V-A-P H-I-S-P, dash, are performing."  What does that mean?				false

		3208						LN		122		21		false		          21          A.   That means that the Voting Rights Act -- to me,				false

		3209						LN		122		22		false		          22     this says they agree that the Voting Rights Act is a				false

		3210						LN		122		23		false		          23     priority, and they're working on a CVAP Hispanic district.				false

		3211						LN		122		24		false		          24     It could be Republican performing.				false

		3212						LN		122		25		false		          25          Q.   Meaning the district votes Republican?				false

		3213						PG		123		0		false		page 123				false

		3214						LN		123		1		false		           1          A.   Meaning that these are all elements that they were				false

		3215						LN		123		2		false		           2     talking about.				false

		3216						LN		123		3		false		           3          Q.   But "R performing" means the district votes				false

		3217						LN		123		4		false		           4     Republican?				false

		3218						LN		123		5		false		           5          A.   I didn't say that.  I don't know.  All I was doing				false

		3219						LN		123		6		false		           6     was writing down what I heard.  And I was not one of the				false

		3220						LN		123		7		false		           7     parties negotiating.				false

		3221						LN		123		8		false		           8               You asked me to describe to you where in my notes				false

		3222						LN		123		9		false		           9     they talk about things other than party performance, and I am				false

		3223						LN		123		10		false		          10     telling you.				false

		3224						LN		123		11		false		          11          Q.   What about where to cross the Cascades, what was				false

		3225						LN		123		12		false		          12     your observations of the deliberations over where to cross				false

		3226						LN		123		13		false		          13     the Cascades?				false

		3227						LN		123		14		false		          14          A.   I don't know that it's reflected in these notes.  I				false

		3228						LN		123		15		false		          15     don't remember them talking about it.				false

		3229						LN		123		16		false		          16          Q.   What do you remember?				false

		3230						LN		123		17		false		          17          A.   I remember trying to decide -- them trying to				false

		3231						LN		123		18		false		          18     decide -- where they would cross the Cascades.  So that is to				false

		3232						LN		123		19		false		          19     say -- that is to say, it's impossible, given the math of the				false

		3233						LN		123		20		false		          20     population and how we live in the state, that you could have				false

		3234						LN		123		21		false		          21     -- that you wouldn't have to cross the Cascades somewhere.				false

		3235						LN		123		22		false		          22               There was a lot of public comment.  From my memory,				false

		3236						LN		123		23		false		          23     this is what was discussed.  There was public comment about				false

		3237						LN		123		24		false		          24     not having a big, long district that would be inconvenient				false

		3238						LN		123		25		false		          25     that would have to cross the Cascades.  So there was				false

		3239						PG		124		0		false		page 124				false

		3240						LN		124		1		false		           1     discussion about that and an acknowledgement that there was				false

		3241						LN		124		2		false		           2     no way to not do that -- because I think there was something				false

		3242						LN		124		3		false		           3     like in excess of 60,000 people -- in order to comply with				false

		3243						LN		124		4		false		           4     making sure that all of the legislative districts were of				false

		3244						LN		124		5		false		           5     similar size.				false

		3245						LN		124		6		false		           6               So that was discussed.  Like where is that going to				false

		3246						LN		124		7		false		           7     happen?  Where are we going to put that -- draw that				false

		3247						LN		124		8		false		           8     population from -- or how are we going to draw that?				false

		3248						LN		124		9		false		           9          Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on where to				false

		3249						LN		124		10		false		          10     cross the Cascades?				false

		3250						LN		124		11		false		          11          A.   No.				false

		3251						LN		124		12		false		          12          Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on any of				false

		3252						LN		124		13		false		          13     these points that you said you observed discussed?				false

		3253						LN		124		14		false		          14          A.   No.  As I said, I was part of a very small portion				false

		3254						LN		124		15		false		          15     of overall negotiation with only one dyad.  So, no.				false

		3255						LN		124		16		false		          16          Q.   Did you ever meet with the caucuses?				false

		3256						LN		124		17		false		          17          A.   No.				false

		3257						LN		124		18		false		          18          Q.   What do you recall about tribal consultation?				false

		3258						LN		124		19		false		          19          A.   I attended every tribal consultation.				false

		3259						LN		124		20		false		          20          Q.   What does that mean?				false

		3260						LN		124		21		false		          21          A.   We created a tribal consultation policy.  And in				false

		3261						LN		124		22		false		          22     compliance with that policy, federally recognized Indian				false

		3262						LN		124		23		false		          23     tribes were able to request consultation with the Commission.				false

		3263						LN		124		24		false		          24     And in every event, I attended that consultation.				false

		3264						LN		124		25		false		          25          Q.   Were those events public?				false

		3265						PG		125		0		false		page 125				false

		3266						LN		125		1		false		           1          A.   No.				false

		3267						LN		125		2		false		           2          Q.   Who attended those consultations?				false

		3268						LN		125		3		false		           3          A.   Members of tribal government and, typically, myself				false

		3269						LN		125		4		false		           4     and one commissioner.				false

		3270						LN		125		5		false		           5          Q.   And did you specifically limit it to one commission				false

		3271						LN		125		6		false		           6     so there weren't a majority of the voting commissioners in				false

		3272						LN		125		7		false		           7     attendance at those tribal consultations?				false

		3273						LN		125		8		false		           8          A.   We conducted tribal consultation according to the				false

		3274						LN		125		9		false		           9     convenience of the commissioners, all of whom have full-time				false

		3275						LN		125		10		false		          10     jobs.				false

		3276						LN		125		11		false		          11          Q.   So were all of the commissioners invited to every				false

		3277						LN		125		12		false		          12     consultation?				false

		3278						LN		125		13		false		          13          A.   Yes.				false

		3279						LN		125		14		false		          14          Q.   And did you make the consultations public?				false

		3280						LN		125		15		false		          15          A.   No.				false

		3281						LN		125		16		false		          16          Q.   Was there ever an instance when a voting				false

		3282						LN		125		17		false		          17     commissioner indicated they wanted to come and were asked not				false

		3283						LN		125		18		false		          18     to come because there was already a commissioner going?				false

		3284						LN		125		19		false		          19          A.   No.  There was at least one consultation where				false

		3285						LN		125		20		false		          20     there were two commissioners, if I recall correctly.				false

		3286						LN		125		21		false		          21          Q.   And who were they?				false

		3287						LN		125		22		false		          22          A.   Graves and Sims.				false

		3288						LN		125		23		false		          23          Q.   And you?				false

		3289						LN		125		24		false		          24          A.   And me.				false

		3290						LN		125		25		false		          25          Q.   Did you understand that you had the ability to make				false

		3291						PG		126		0		false		page 126				false

		3292						LN		126		1		false		           1     decisions for the Commission?				false

		3293						LN		126		2		false		           2          A.   Yes, to a limited degree.				false

		3294						LN		126		3		false		           3          Q.   And what was the scope of your decision-making				false

		3295						LN		126		4		false		           4     authority?				false

		3296						LN		126		5		false		           5          A.   I had the ability to set agendas, to convene				false

		3297						LN		126		6		false		           6     meetings, and that the agenda that I set would not -- would				false

		3298						LN		126		7		false		           7     not be -- could not be opposed without three votes to oppose				false

		3299						LN		126		8		false		           8     it.				false

		3300						LN		126		9		false		           9          Q.   And where did you come up with that agreement?				false

		3301						LN		126		10		false		          10          A.   I don't believe that's an agreement.  I believe				false

		3302						LN		126		11		false		          11     that's in the WAC.				false

		3303						LN		126		12		false		          12          Q.   Why didn't you have public comment on the 15th?				false

		3304						LN		126		13		false		          13          A.   I don't know.  I don't recall.				false

		3305						LN		126		14		false		          14          Q.   But you set the agenda without public comment?				false

		3306						LN		126		15		false		          15          A.   I did.				false

		3307						LN		126		16		false		          16          Q.   And the commissioners didn't oppose that?				false

		3308						LN		126		17		false		          17          A.   That's right.				false

		3309						LN		126		18		false		          18          Q.   Did you have any discussion about that publicly?				false

		3310						LN		126		19		false		          19          A.   No.				false

		3311						LN		126		20		false		          20          Q.   What do you recall about communities of interest in				false

		3312						LN		126		21		false		          21     your negotiations on the 13th, 14th, and 15th?				false

		3313						LN		126		22		false		          22          A.   There was much discussion about communities of				false

		3314						LN		126		23		false		          23     interest that were related to specific geographies.  I				false

		3315						LN		126		24		false		          24     couldn't recall or recount for you all of them because there				false

		3316						LN		126		25		false		          25     are many.  There are 49 districts across the state, and there				false

		3317						PG		127		0		false		page 127				false

		3318						LN		127		1		false		           1     are communities of interest within all of them, and public				false

		3319						LN		127		2		false		           2     testimony from all of them.  So I would have trouble				false

		3320						LN		127		3		false		           3     recalling what was said about each district in these				false

		3321						LN		127		4		false		           4     conversations.  I don't recall.				false

		3322						LN		127		5		false		           5          Q.   Do you recall discussions about communities of				false

		3323						LN		127		6		false		           6     interest pertaining to the physical maps?				false

		3324						LN		127		7		false		           7          A.   I don't understand the question.				false

		3325						LN		127		8		false		           8          Q.   Are communities of interest affected by where the				false

		3326						LN		127		9		false		           9     district boundaries are designated on a map?				false

		3327						LN		127		10		false		          10          A.   Yes.				false

		3328						LN		127		11		false		          11          Q.   And without the map, you don't know where or how				false

		3329						LN		127		12		false		          12     the communities of interest are affected, correct?				false

		3330						LN		127		13		false		          13          A.   Throughout this process on the 13th, 14th, and				false

		3331						LN		127		14		false		          14     15th, caucus staff were there mapping.  There were draft maps				false

		3332						LN		127		15		false		          15     along the way.				false

		3333						LN		127		16		false		          16          Q.   And those maps were essential to identifying how				false

		3334						LN		127		17		false		          17     communities of interest were affected, correct?				false

		3335						LN		127		18		false		          18          A.   I don't know how to answer that.  Essential to				false

		3336						LN		127		19		false		          19     whom?  I mean, I wasn't a decision-maker.  That would be a				false

		3337						LN		127		20		false		          20     question to ask the voting commissioners.				false

		3338						LN		127		21		false		          21          Q.   Well, could you tell whether or not a community of				false

		3339						LN		127		22		false		          22     interest was affected without the map?				false

		3340						LN		127		23		false		          23          A.   There were maps in all of these conversations and				false

		3341						LN		127		24		false		          24     mapping going on.				false

		3342						LN		127		25		false		          25          Q.   Right.				false

		3343						PG		128		0		false		page 128				false

		3344						LN		128		1		false		           1               But without a final map, would you be able to tell				false

		3345						LN		128		2		false		           2     how the communities of interests were affected?				false

		3346						LN		128		3		false		           3          A.   It would have been improper for there to even be				false

		3347						LN		128		4		false		           4     consideration of a final map during this informal				false

		3348						LN		128		5		false		           5     conversation when two people are trying to put together a				false

		3349						LN		128		6		false		           6     proposal.				false

		3350						LN		128		7		false		           7          Q.   I don't understand what you just said.				false

		3351						LN		128		8		false		           8               What do you mean?				false

		3352						LN		128		9		false		           9          A.   I mean -- so I would say I don't understand what				false

		3353						LN		128		10		false		          10     you said then, because I thought I answered you directly.				false

		3354						LN		128		11		false		          11          Q.   You said that it was improper.				false

		3355						LN		128		12		false		          12               What was improper?				false

		3356						LN		128		13		false		          13          A.   There was no final map.  It was an informal				false

		3357						LN		128		14		false		          14     conversation between a working dyad.				false

		3358						LN		128		15		false		          15          Q.   Okay.				false

		3359						LN		128		16		false		          16          A.   There were drafts.  There were drafts.  They were				false

		3360						LN		128		17		false		          17     referring to maps as they went along.				false

		3361						LN		128		18		false		          18          Q.   And were the maps essential to having the				false

		3362						LN		128		19		false		          19     conversations about communities of interest?				false

		3363						LN		128		20		false		          20          A.   Yes.				false

		3364						LN		128		21		false		          21          Q.   What do you recall about consolidating?  I think I				false

		3365						LN		128		22		false		          22     wrote down cities.  Is that right?				false

		3366						LN		128		23		false		          23          A.   I remember there being quite a lot of discussion				false

		3367						LN		128		24		false		          24     around Bremerton.				false

		3368						LN		128		25		false		          25          Q.   What were the discussions?				false

		3369						PG		129		0		false		page 129				false

		3370						LN		129		1		false		           1          A.   I'm sorry, I can't recall.				false

		3371						LN		129		2		false		           2               Again, I'm not a decision-maker.  Those questions				false

		3372						LN		129		3		false		           3     should be directed towards voting commissioners.				false

		3373						LN		129		4		false		           4          Q.   Do you recall anything anyone said about Bremerton?				false

		3374						LN		129		5		false		           5          A.   It was discussion about how to -- where the lines				false

		3375						LN		129		6		false		           6     should be to comply with the communities of interest in				false

		3376						LN		129		7		false		           7     Bremerton.				false

		3377						LN		129		8		false		           8                    MS. MELL:  It looks like we have a new person				false

		3378						LN		129		9		false		           9     here that I'm not familiar with.  Who is Henry Brudney?				false

		3379						LN		129		10		false		          10                    MR. BRUDNEY:  Joan, my name is Henry.  I'm				false

		3380						LN		129		11		false		          11     counsel for Ali O'Neil, and I thought the deposition was to				false

		3381						LN		129		12		false		          12     start at 1:00 p.m.  I apologize for interrupting.				false

		3382						LN		129		13		false		          13                    MS. MELL:  I'm just glad to know that you're				false

		3383						LN		129		14		false		          14     here because I was getting worried that we were at the time				false

		3384						LN		129		15		false		          15     for you to be appearing.  So I think we need to shut it down				false

		3385						LN		129		16		false		          16     and put you on.				false

		3386						LN		129		17		false		          17                    Is Ali ready to go?				false

		3387						LN		129		18		false		          18                    MR. BRUDNEY:  Yeah.				false

		3388						LN		129		19		false		          19                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  We'll end this Augustine				false

		3389						LN		129		20		false		          20     deposition, and we'll turn to Ali.				false

		3390						LN		129		21		false		          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Before we conclude this				false

		3391						LN		129		22		false		          22     deposition, I just want to make a statement.				false

		3392						LN		129		23		false		          23                    Before the last break, Ms. Mell asked several				false

		3393						LN		129		24		false		          24     questions regarding whether the witness had consulted with				false

		3394						LN		129		25		false		          25     counsel for the Attorney General's Office regarding certain				false

		3395						PG		130		0		false		page 130				false

		3396						LN		130		1		false		           1     decisions or procedures of the Commission.  I objected on the				false

		3397						LN		130		2		false		           2     grounds of attorney-client privilege and instructed the				false

		3398						LN		130		3		false		           3     witness not to answer.				false

		3399						LN		130		4		false		           4                    Ms. Mell took the position that privilege				false

		3400						LN		130		5		false		           5     should not preclude the witness from -- preclude Ms. Mell --				false

		3401						LN		130		6		false		           6     from asking about whether the witness relied on advice of				false

		3402						LN		130		7		false		           7     counsel in taking a particular action.				false

		3403						LN		130		8		false		           8                    And I continue to respectfully disagree.				false

		3404						LN		130		9		false		           9     Specifically, my concern is that, in allowing the witness to				false

		3405						LN		130		10		false		          10     answer such a question, it could inadvertently result in a				false

		3406						LN		130		11		false		          11     waiver of attorney-client privilege.  So I stand by those				false

		3407						LN		130		12		false		          12     instructions and my objection.				false

		3408						LN		130		13		false		          13                    MS. MELL:  Is it your position that, in order				false

		3409						LN		130		14		false		          14     to protect the privilege, that you need to have her answer				false

		3410						LN		130		15		false		          15     questions that aren't privileged?  You need to protect her				false

		3411						LN		130		16		false		          16     from answering questions that aren't privileged?				false

		3412						LN		130		17		false		          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  My position is that the				false

		3413						LN		130		18		false		          18     questions did call for attorney-client privileged, protected				false

		3414						LN		130		19		false		          19     information.				false

		3415						LN		130		20		false		          20                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  I just wasn't sure what you				false

		3416						LN		130		21		false		          21     meant by implied waiver.				false

		3417						LN		130		22		false		          22                    All right.  Let's move on.				false

		3418						LN		130		23		false		          23                    Thank you, Ms. Augustine.				false

		3419						LN		130		24		false		          24                    MR. WEST:  I have --				false

		3420						LN		130		25		false		          25                    THE WITNESS:  Augustine.  My name is				false
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		3422						LN		131		1		false		           1     Augustine.				false

		3423						LN		131		2		false		           2                    Zach, I wonder if you could give me a call.				false

		3424						LN		131		3		false		           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, if you could just				false

		3425						LN		131		4		false		           4     wait.  It sounds like Mr. West is trying to say something.				false

		3426						LN		131		5		false		           5                    MR. WEST:  I wonder if I could ask three or				false

		3427						LN		131		6		false		           6     four questions very quickly.				false

		3428						LN		131		7		false		           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  I have no objection to it.				false

		3429						LN		131		8		false		           8                    MS. MELL:  Arthur, I think that we need to				false

		3430						LN		131		9		false		           9     come back.  But if you really feel the need to do it, you				false

		3431						LN		131		10		false		          10     could.  We've got another witness waiting.				false

		3432						LN		131		11		false		          11                    MR. WEST:  If we're going to come back to this				false

		3433						LN		131		12		false		          12     witness, then I don't have to ask any questions today.				false

		3434						LN		131		13		false		          13                    MS. MELL:  I think you have the right to				false

		3435						LN		131		14		false		          14     depose her anytime you want to.				false

		3436						LN		131		15		false		          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  I disagree.				false

		3437						LN		131		16		false		          16                    If Mr. West wants to examine this witness, I				false

		3438						LN		131		17		false		          17     would encourage him to do so right now.				false

		3439						LN		131		18		false		          18                    MR. WEST:  Okay.  I have just very short				false

		3440						LN		131		19		false		          19     questions.				false

		3441						LN		131		20		false		          20				false

		3442						LN		131		21		false		          21                         E X A M I N A T I O N				false

		3443						LN		131		22		false		          22     BY MR. WEST:				false

		3444						LN		131		23		false		          23          Q.   On the 15th, who authorized the closure of the				false

		3445						LN		131		24		false		          24     meeting?				false

		3446						LN		131		25		false		          25          A.   I closed the meeting.				false

		3447						PG		132		0		false		page 132				false

		3448						LN		132		1		false		           1          Q.   Okay.  Who authorized the meeting, portions of the				false

		3449						LN		132		2		false		           2     meeting, not to be public?				false

		3450						LN		132		3		false		           3          A.   Sorry, I don't understand.				false

		3451						LN		132		4		false		           4          Q.   During the meeting, there were 31 minutes that was				false

		3452						LN		132		5		false		           5     televised and transmitted.				false

		3453						LN		132		6		false		           6               Who authorized the other portions of the meeting to				false

		3454						LN		132		7		false		           7     not be televised and transmitted?				false

		3455						LN		132		8		false		           8          A.   I did.				false

		3456						LN		132		9		false		           9          Q.   Okay.  On what basis?				false

		3457						LN		132		10		false		          10          A.   Commissioners requested being able to talk in				false

		3458						LN		132		11		false		          11     caucuses, and I worked with the independent staff and sought				false

		3459						LN		132		12		false		          12     advice.				false

		3460						LN		132		13		false		          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  I have to stop you right there,				false

		3461						LN		132		14		false		          14     Ms. Augustine.  I instruct you not to say anything with				false

		3462						LN		132		15		false		          15     respect to what advice you sought from counsel.				false

		3463						LN		132		16		false		          16                    THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Based on my conversations				false

		3464						LN		132		17		false		          17     with independent staff, I went forward with allowing				false

		3465						LN		132		18		false		          18     caucuses.				false

		3466						LN		132		19		false		          19          Q.   (By Mr. West)  Am I correct in assuming that there				false

		3467						LN		132		20		false		          20     were two dyads, one composed of Mr. Graves and Ms. Sims and				false

		3468						LN		132		21		false		          21     one composed of Mr. Walkinshaw and Mr. Fain?				false

		3469						LN		132		22		false		          22          A.   At what time period?				false

		3470						LN		132		23		false		          23          Q.   Were there more than two dyads?				false

		3471						LN		132		24		false		          24          A.   So the working dyads, the dyads that were assigned				false

		3472						LN		132		25		false		          25     the work of coming up with proposals, were Graves and Sims				false

		3473						PG		133		0		false		page 133				false

		3474						LN		133		1		false		           1     was working on the congressional district map -- I mean, was				false

		3475						LN		133		2		false		           2     working on the legislative district map -- and Fain and				false

		3476						LN		133		3		false		           3     Walkinshaw were working on the congressional district map.				false

		3477						LN		133		4		false		           4          Q.   Okay.  Were there other dyads besides those two?				false

		3478						LN		133		5		false		           5          A.   No.				false

		3479						LN		133		6		false		           6          Q.   When they went into caucuses, were they still in				false

		3480						LN		133		7		false		           7     the dyads?				false

		3481						LN		133		8		false		           8          A.   No.				false

		3482						LN		133		9		false		           9          Q.   What was that process, and who was involved in				false

		3483						LN		133		10		false		          10     that?				false

		3484						LN		133		11		false		          11          A.   The two Democrats were meeting together, and the				false

		3485						LN		133		12		false		          12     two Republicans were meeting together.				false

		3486						LN		133		13		false		          13          Q.   Okay.  So there's two types of meetings then, one				false

		3487						LN		133		14		false		          14     bipartisan in the dyads and one partisan that would be broken				false

		3488						LN		133		15		false		          15     up by party, correct?				false

		3489						LN		133		16		false		          16          A.   I don't know what you mean by meetings.  So far as				false

		3490						LN		133		17		false		          17     I'm aware, on the meeting on the 15th, it was just the				false

		3491						LN		133		18		false		          18     partisan caucus groups, two in each.				false

		3492						LN		133		19		false		          19          Q.   Okay.  But when they broke for the caucuses --				false

		3493						LN		133		20		false		          20          A.   It was Democrats and Republicans.				false

		3494						LN		133		21		false		          21          Q.   Okay.  So, during that portion, the two Democrats				false

		3495						LN		133		22		false		          22     and the two Republicans would then meet together, correct?				false

		3496						LN		133		23		false		          23          A.   Yes.				false

		3497						LN		133		24		false		          24          Q.   And would they be discussing matters that the dyads				false

		3498						LN		133		25		false		          25     had proposed at that point?				false
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           1            IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

                                   IN AND FOR THURSTON COUNTY

           2     __________________________________________________________



           3     WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN     )

                 GOVERNMENT, a non-profit,         )

           4     nonpartisan Washington            )

                 organization,                     )  No. 21-2-02069-34

           5                                       )

                                    Plaintiff,     )

           6                                       )

                      vs.                          )

           7                                       )

                 THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, a        )

           8     State government, acting through  )

                 THE WASHINGTON STATE              )

           9     REDISTRICTING COMMISSION, a       )

                 Washington State Agency, et al.,  )

          10                                       )

                                    Defendants.    )

          11                                       )

                 __________________________________________________________

          12



          13                    Deposition Upon Oral Examination



          14                                   of



          15                            SARAH AUGUSTINE



          16     __________________________________________________________



          17

                                         Taken via Zoom

          18



          19



          20



          21



          22



          23     DATE:  January 10, 2022



          24     REPORTED BY:  Wade J. Johnson, RPR

                               CCR No.:  2574

          25
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           2     __________________________________________________________



           3     WASHINGTON COALITION FOR OPEN     )

                 GOVERNMENT, a non-profit,         )

           4     nonpartisan Washington            )

                 organization,                     )  No. 100483-4

           5                                       )

                                    Plaintiff,     )

           6                                       )

                      vs.                          )

           7                                       )

                 THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, a        )

           8     State government, acting through  )

                 THE WASHINGTON STATE              )

           9     REDISTRICTING COMMISSION, a       )

                 Washington State Agency, et al.,  )

          10                                       )

                                    Defendants.    )

          11                                       )



          12



          13



          14



          15



          16



          17



          18



          19



          20



          21



          22



          23



          24



          25
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           1                         A P P E A R A N C E S
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           3     For the Plaintiff:
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                           III BRANCHES LAW, PLLC
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           8



           9     For Defendant Washington Redistricting Commission:



          10               Zachary Pekelis

                           Gregory J. Wong

          11               Pacifica Law Group, LLP

                           1191 Second Avenue

          12               Suite 2000

                           Seattle, Washington 98101

          13               zach.pekelis.jones@pacificalawgroup.com

                           greg.wong@pacificalawgroup.com

          14



          15

                 Attorneys for Defendant State of Washington:
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                           Cristina Sepe

          17               Assistant Attorney General

                           800 Fifth Avenue

          18               Suite 2000

                           Seattle, Washington 98104

          19               cristina.sepe@atg.wa.gov



          20



          21     Also Present:



          22               Arthur West



          23
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          25
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           1                   REMOTE; MONDAY, JANUARY 10, 2022



           2                               9:04 A.M.



           3                                --oOo--



           4



           5                              (Exhibit 1 marked for



           6                               identification.)



           7



           8     SARAH AUGUSTINE,         deponent herein, having been



           9                              first duly sworn on oath, was



          10                              examined and testified as



          11                              follows:



          12



          13                         E X A M I N A T I O N



          14     BY MS. MELL:



          15          Q.   State your name.



          16          A.   Sarah Augustine.



          17          Q.   Where are you?



          18          A.   I am in Yakima, Washington.



          19          Q.   Is that where you live?



          20          A.   I live in White Swan, Washington.



          21          Q.   Where in Yakima, Washington are you situated for



          22     today's deposition?



          23          A.   Today, I'm at my workplace, which is Dispute



          24     Resolution Center of Yakima and Kittitas Counties.



          25          Q.   Is there anyone in the room with you?

�
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           1          A.   No.



           2          Q.   What did you do to prepare for this deposition?



           3          A.   I met with my attorneys to prepare.



           4          Q.   How long?



           5          A.   I believe we met for approximately 3 hours.



           6          Q.   When?



           7          A.   We met on Friday.



           8          Q.   Any other time?



           9          A.   No.



          10          Q.   In person?



          11          A.   By Zoom.



          12          Q.   What's your residence address?



          13          A.   My address is 3500 Island Road, White Swan,



          14     Washington 98952.



          15          Q.   What's your phone number?



          16          A.   My cell phone number is (509) 985-6280.



          17          Q.   Did you have a different phone number for purposes



          18     of redistricting work?



          19          A.   I did.



          20          Q.   Do you know that number?



          21          A.   I don't know, but if you can give me a minute, I



          22     can look it up for you.



          23          Q.   Okay.



          24          A.   That number is (509) 201-2147.



          25          Q.   What's your highest level of education?

�
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           1          A.   I have a master's degree.



           2          Q.   What is your master's degree in?



           3          A.   My master's degree is in whole systems design, with



           4     an emphasis in group conflict transformation.



           5          Q.   Where did you obtain this master's degree?



           6          A.   Antioch University, Seattle.



           7          Q.   What year?



           8          A.   2006.



           9          Q.   Do you have an undergraduate degree?



          10          A.   I do.



          11          Q.   What is that?



          12          A.   I have a BA in sociology and psychology.  It's a



          13     double major.



          14          Q.   From what school?



          15          A.   University of New Mexico.



          16          Q.   When did you obtain that degree?



          17          A.   1996.



          18          Q.   Have you been a redistricting commissioner prior to



          19     2021?



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   What was your experience with redistricting prior



          22     to 2021?



          23          A.   I had no experience.



          24          Q.   Are you affiliated with any partisan political



          25     party?

�
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           1          A.   No.



           2          Q.   Are you a registered voter?



           3          A.   Yes.



           4          Q.   Where are you registered?



           5          A.   I'm registered in Yakima County.



           6          Q.   And for the purposes of the primary, which party do



           7     you vote?



           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           9          A.   In my area, I vote for the candidate that I think



          10     is most appropriate.



          11          Q.   Have you been required to vote along partisan lines



          12     at any point in your voting history?



          13          A.   No.  Actually, let me ask for clarification.  Can



          14     you clarify your question?



          15          Q.   Yes.



          16               For purposes of voting in an election, has there



          17     been a vote taken from you at any time where you had to



          18     select a candidate of a partisan party?



          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          20          A.   I'm sorry to say that I'm probably not very well



          21     schooled in this specific question.  So I would say I



          22     remember needing to choose a party in a primary election in



          23     order to vote for the general election.  So, in that way,



          24     yes.  But I can't tell you when that was.  I don't remember



          25     if that's the way it is in Washington State.  It may have

�
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           1     been New Mexico when I was voting there.  I don't remember.



           2          Q.   Okay.  You picked up on what I was asking about.



           3     That is what I was asking about.



           4               And so do you remember what party you selected?



           5          A.   Yes, Democratic Party.



           6          Q.   Other than that selection have you been involved in



           7     Democratic politics at all?



           8          A.   No.



           9          Q.   Have you served in a government position before?



          10          A.   I don't believe so.



          11          Q.   Have you worked for government?



          12          A.   Let me tell you about the position that I hold now,



          13     and you can help me determine whether yes or no.  I serve as



          14     the chair of the Office of Civil Legal Aid Oversight



          15     Committee.  That's a volunteer position.  And the oversight



          16     committee is an advisory committee only.



          17          Q.   Is it a paid position?



          18          A.   No.



          19          Q.   Is it an appointed position?



          20          A.   It is.



          21          Q.   Who appointed you?



          22          A.   The Supreme Court.



          23          Q.   How did they identify you for purposes of



          24     appointment?



          25          A.   I applied for the position.
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           1          Q.   Why did you apply for the position?



           2          A.   I'm part of Resolution Washington, which is the



           3     statewide association of mediation centers.  And I was on a



           4     listserv for the statewide association.  And mediators in



           5     general -- our statewide association has an interest in



           6     participating in civil legal aid bodies.  So I applied as a



           7     representative of the statewide association.



           8          Q.   And who do you report to in that appointed



           9     position?



          10          A.   I don't believe I report to anyone.



          11          Q.   Who do you do work for?



          12          A.   The Office of Civil Legal Aid.



          13          Q.   Does the Office of Civil Legal Oversight Committee



          14     meet?



          15          A.   Yes.



          16          Q.   Does it follow open public government laws?



          17          A.   It does.



          18          Q.   How long have you been doing that service?



          19          A.   I believe I started my first term in 2017.



          20          Q.   So what do you understand open government laws to



          21     require?



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Calls for a



          23     legal conclusion.



          24          A.   In the context of the Office of Civil Legal Aid



          25     meetings, my understanding is that those are open to the
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           1     public.  Because the oversight committee does not take



           2     action, that is to say, we don't have any -- we are simply an



           3     advisory committee, my understanding is that those meetings



           4     are conducted in an open public meeting.



           5          Q.   On November 15th, 2021, you were chair of the



           6     Washington State Redistricting Commission, correct?



           7          A.   Yes.



           8          Q.   And on that date, you held a regular meeting.  Is



           9     that correct?



          10          A.   Yes.



          11          Q.   And during that regular meeting, there was a time



          12     period for action items.  Is my understanding correct on



          13     that?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   How did you know to move the meeting into the



          16     action item portion of the meeting?



          17          A.   I followed the agenda that had been published.



          18          Q.   But how did you know when to move into the action



          19     item?



          20          A.   I simply followed the agenda.



          21          Q.   The agenda wasn't time-specific, was it?



          22          A.   I'm sorry?



          23          Q.   The agenda was not time-specific, was it?



          24          A.   No.  I moved into the action as soon as the



          25     discussion had concluded.
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           1          Q.   Did you move continuously from the discussion into



           2     action items without any breaks?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           4          A.   Can you repeat the question, please.



           5          Q.   Was there a break in between the discussion portion



           6     of the meeting before the action portion of the meeting?



           7          A.   I don't remember.  I mean, I can try and recall.  I



           8     think we took a 5-minute break.



           9          Q.   Okay.  So why did you take a 5-minute break?



          10          A.   We took a break because my staff were saying that



          11     there was a Zoom issue.  We were having trouble getting



          12     everybody on Zoom.  That had been going on throughout the



          13     meeting.



          14          Q.   What do you mean, your staff had been saying that



          15     you were having trouble getting people on Zoom?  Who were you



          16     having trouble getting on?



          17          A.   My understanding at this time is that there were



          18     audio issues and there were Zoom issues with various



          19     commissioners.



          20          Q.   But you came up with that at this time.  I want to



          21     know what you recall specifically at the time you were in the



          22     meeting.



          23               At the time you had chaired the meeting, did you



          24     intentionally take a 5-minute break between the discussion



          25     time and the action time so that you could confer with the
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           1     commissioners?



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           3          A.   No.



           4          Q.   You had no communication with any commissioners in



           5     between the action time and the -- or in between the



           6     discussion period and the action period?



           7          A.   I don't believe so.  If there was, it was very



           8     chaotic.  The communication was very chaotic.  And if there



           9     was communication, it was related to getting people on Zoom



          10     or audio.  So, I think, if I recall, there were phone calls



          11     and also text messages trying to -- going back and forth.  I



          12     don't remember personally being involved in those.  It's



          13     possible that -- I don't remember, honestly.



          14          Q.   What time was it?



          15          A.   What time was it?



          16          Q.   What time did you end the discussion?



          17          A.   I don't recall that.



          18          Q.   Why not?



          19          A.   I'm sorry?



          20          Q.   Why not?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          22          A.   It was a very chaotic time.



          23          Q.   Was it your job to make sure that you met the



          24     jurisdictional requirements by acting by midnight?



          25          A.   No.
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Calls for a



           2     legal conclusion.



           3          Q.   So you took no responsibility for making sure the



           4     commissioners took action prior to midnight?



           5          A.   No.



           6          Q.   Did you have any communications with Laurie Jenkins



           7     at any time prior to taking action?



           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           9          Q.   Can you answer the question.



          10          A.   I said no.



          11          Q.   I didn't hear you, sorry.



          12          A.   I'm sorry, yeah.



          13          Q.   Do you know Laurie Jenkins?



          14          A.   Not personally.



          15          Q.   Do you know who she is?



          16          A.   I do.



          17          Q.   Who is she?



          18          A.   Laurie Jenkins is the speaker of the house.



          19          Q.   Was she in communication with you or any of the



          20     commissioners on November 15th?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Form.  Foundation.



          22          A.   I do not know.



          23          Q.   You don't recall whether or not you had any



          24     communication with her?



          25          A.   I did not have communication with her on
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           1     November 15.



           2          Q.   Did any commissioner tell you they had been in



           3     communication with Laurie Jenkins on the 15th?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   Did you have any knowledge of who the commissioners



           6     were communicating with on November 15th?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   Why not?



           9          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.



          10          Q.   Did you feel responsible at all for ensuring that



          11     the commissioners were not violating open public meeting laws



          12     on the activities that they were undertaking with respect to



          13     redistricting?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          15          A.   I felt responsible for conducting myself in a way



          16     that was professional and in compliance with all of my



          17     duties.



          18          Q.   And would you agree --



          19               Oh, I'm sorry.



          20          A.   I acknowledge that I don't have control over what



          21     other people do.



          22          Q.   What do you think your job responsibilities and



          23     duties are as a chair of a redistricting commission?



          24          A.   I can try to give you the duties that I can think



          25     of at this moment, and that's what I can tell you.  At the
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           1     time of the meeting, I saw it as my responsibility to



           2     facilitate the meeting and to provide the support necessary



           3     to the commissioners and their caucus staff so that they



           4     could participate fully.



           5               I believe it was my responsibility to follow the



           6     guidelines for facilitating a public meeting, to organize a



           7     meeting process that was clear.  Those are the



           8     responsibilities I can think of at the time.



           9          Q.   So I understand you felt like it was your



          10     responsibility to make sure that you provided support to the



          11     Commission and caucus staff so that they could participate



          12     fully.  Did I understand that correctly?



          13          A.   Right.



          14          Q.   You did not similarly state that you felt it was



          15     your duty to support the public in participating fully.  Is



          16     that correct?



          17          A.   You are correct that I didn't say -- I did not just



          18     now say that, yes.



          19          Q.   Having an opportunity to consider whether or not



          20     that was one of your duties and responsibilities, what do you



          21     say at this point?



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          23          A.   I took very seriously throughout the entire process



          24     full engagement of the public, yes.



          25          Q.   Okay.  So, if you took it very seriously, what did
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           1     you do to implement your seriousness?



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           3          A.   I'm sorry, I don't know how to answer that.



           4          Q.   Can you think of anything that you did to ensure



           5     that the process was open?



           6          A.   I worked hard for the commissioners to be on camera



           7     and to share fully, as fully as I could, on camera.



           8          Q.   I didn't hear one of those words.  And to be



           9     something fully on camera.  I didn't hear what that word was.



          10          A.   To share fully, as fully as they felt they could,



          11     on camera.



          12          Q.   To share what?



          13          A.   The proposals that they were working on.



          14          Q.   So is it correct that they worked on their



          15     proposals outside the public meeting?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   I don't know.



          18          Q.   Why don't you know?



          19          A.   They were not sharing with me what they were doing



          20     outside what they were sharing with the public in the public



          21     meeting.



          22          Q.   So is it your testimony that your only



          23     communication with the commissioners was in the public



          24     meeting?



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   Okay.  So you had some opportunity to know what



           2     they were doing, correct?



           3          A.   No.  I would not say that, no.



           4          Q.   Okay.  So then help explain what you did relative



           5     to what the commissioners did.



           6          A.   Every half-hour, I was calling or asking them to



           7     get on camera.



           8          Q.   Where were you?



           9          A.   I was in the hall.  I was in the hall next to the



          10     ice machine at a hotel.



          11          Q.   That sounds horrible.



          12               Why were you in the hall next to an ice machine in



          13     a hotel?



          14          A.   I was very careful not to be -- I was working hard



          15     to not be in violation of the Open Public Meetings Act.  And



          16     where other folks from the Commission were doing what they



          17     were doing, I was trying to conduct a meeting, and the



          18     quietest place that I could find was in the hall.



          19          Q.   So what hotel are you talking about?



          20          A.   I'm sorry to say that I can't recall.  I was



          21     instructed not to have any notes with me here today, so I



          22     don't have any notes.  I can't tell you that.



          23          Q.   Do you have notes that would refresh your



          24     recollection as to what you were doing those days?



          25          A.   I have -- I probably have the address of the hotel
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           1     in my phone.



           2          Q.   Do you have notes beyond the address of the hotel



           3     about what you were doing those days?



           4          A.   I do have notes.  I believe all of those were



           5     submitted.  I scanned and submitted my notebooks.



           6                    MS. MELL:  I have not seen any notes produced.



           7     Counsel, do you want to address that?  I'm obviously going to



           8     need her notes to take her deposition, and they have not been



           9     produced.



          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't believe any discovery



          11     deadlines have past in this case.  I'm not sure what



          12     relevance that would have.  You're referring to your public



          13     records request of the Commission.  I can't speak directly to



          14     that.  Those public records requests were handled by the



          15     Commission staff itself.  If you would like to discuss it



          16     outside -- off the record -- I'd be happy to, but I'm not



          17     sure what more I can say.



          18                    MS. MELL:  Well, the representations from your



          19     side of the process has been that we would move forward with



          20     these depositions with the records having been effectively



          21     produced through the public disclosure request.  And so now



          22     I'm hearing that -- I see Sarah Augustine is nodding her head



          23     affirmatively -- I understand now that you have withheld some



          24     notes that are specifically relevant to this case.



          25                    So whether you intend to produce them via
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           1     public records request or via discovery, I obviously need



           2     them to take her deposition.



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Counsel, you have not pointed



           4     out, No. 1, what public records request you're even talking



           5     about, to which such notes might be responsive.



           6                    MS. MELL:  Honestly, Counsel --



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Second, you're the one who is



           8     aware of whatever you have received in the public records



           9     request that you submitted from the Commission.  And now if



          10     there are notes that you think should be responsive to that,



          11     we can address that off-line, but I can't possibly see you're



          12     stopping this deposition.



          13                    MS. MELL:  Are you going to make her notes



          14     available right now so I can continue with the dep?



          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't have those notes.



          16          Q.   Sarah Augustine, do you have those notes with you?



          17          A.   I don't.  However, they were scanned and sent, per



          18     your public records request.  Those were scanned before



          19     Christmas.



          20          Q.   Okay.



          21          A.   Submitted before Christmas, so far as I know.  Not



          22     by me, by our staff.



          23          Q.   Okay.  So who would be the person who has your



          24     scanned copies?



          25          A.   Do you mean in my office?
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           1          Q.   Well, I don't know who you're talking about



           2     scanning them.  You're saying they were scanned.  Are you



           3     talking about Ms. McLean has them?



           4          A.   Ms. McLean has them, yes.



           5                    MS. MELL:  So, Counsel --



           6                    THE WITNESS:  And you have them, I assume,



           7     because they were given to you.  They were for your records



           8     request.



           9          Q.   Okay.  I don't see any handwritten notes in what I



          10     have been provided.  Let me just double-check here.  So,



          11     actually, I'll have my office search that again and get back



          12     to me, and we'll mark those as an exhibit if I've got them.



          13               If not, I'll have to check with Ms. McLean and see



          14     if she can get those to me right away because I don't think



          15     that I have those.  I have a file specific to you that says,



          16     "Augustine official emails, Sarah official phone texts, texts



          17     on personal devices," and I don't see any notes, handwritten



          18     notes.



          19               But they are handwritten notes?  Is that what your



          20     testimony is?



          21          A.   (Nods head.)



          22          Q.   And when did you take those notes?



          23          A.   I believe the notes are from November -- they are



          24     for November 13, 14, and 15.



          25          Q.   But not the 16th?

�





                                                                            22



           1          A.   I don't have notes from the 16th, no.



           2          Q.   Why don't you have notes from the 16th?



           3          A.   I wasn't meeting with the Commission on the 16th,



           4     and I didn't have any -- I wasn't in meetings on the 16th, so



           5     I wouldn't have had notes.



           6          Q.   Were you at the hotel on the 16th?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   When did you leave the hotel?



           9          A.   I left the hotel at 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.



          10          Q.   Okay.  Why did you select that time to leave?



          11          A.   Because I was very tired, and I still had to drive



          12     an hour to Olympia, to my hotel.



          13          Q.   Why were you staying in a hotel in Olympia?



          14          A.   Because I live in Yakima, and my staff and my



          15     offices are in Olympia.  So I was staying in a hotel near my



          16     staff and offices in Olympia.



          17          Q.   When you say your staff and offices are in Olympia,



          18     are you talking about the Redistricting Commission?



          19          A.   Yes.



          20          Q.   So why were you at a hotel in Federal Way?



          21          A.   I was at a hotel in Federal Way to provide space to



          22     the house dyad, who asked for help in negotiation.



          23          Q.   And you can't right now remember what hotel it was



          24     a hotel in Federal Way?



          25          A.   We were in more than one hotel between the 13th,
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           1     14th, and 15th.



           2          Q.   When you say we, who are you talking about?



           3          A.   I'm talking about myself, Commissioner Graves, and



           4     Commissioner Sims.



           5          Q.   Graves, Sims, and you stayed in one hotel or three



           6     separate hotels?



           7          A.   We weren't staying in hotels.  We blocked space,



           8     hotel space in Federal Way, because it was a convenient



           9     location to conduct negotiations.



          10          Q.   I'm sorry, I didn't I mean to interrupt you.  Did



          11     you have to finish?



          12          A.   To the best of my knowledge, Commissioner Graves



          13     and Commissioner Sims were not staying in hotels, they were



          14     staying in their own homes.  I was staying in a hotel because



          15     I live in Yakima, and, to drive back and forth through the



          16     negotiation process where they requested my help, would have



          17     meant I would have been driving 6 hours a day.



          18          Q.   Sure.



          19               But you had two different locations that you



          20     centered your work, both in Federal Way and in Olympia?



          21          A.   I don't understand that.



          22          Q.   I'm trying to understand, when you decided to go to



          23     Olympia, what was that for?  And then when did you decide to



          24     be in Federal Way, and what was that for?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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           1          Q.   So let's break it down.



           2          A.   I scheduled a trip to Olympia because it was the



           3     last --



           4               No, please.



           5          Q.   Yeah, I'm sorry, I just want to break down the



           6     questions because the record got very convoluted right there.



           7               So let's start with:  When did you go to Olympia



           8     and why?



           9          A.   I went to Olympia on the 12th of November.



          10          Q.   And when you went to Olympia on the 12th of



          11     November, did you stay in Olympia that night?



          12          A.   I did.



          13          Q.   Why were you in Olympia on November 12th, staying



          14     in a hotel?



          15          A.   Throughout the Redistricting Commission, I went to



          16     Olympia to meet with the nonpartisan staff many times.  And



          17     on this particular occasion, we were preparing to receive and



          18     transmit the final redistricting plans, that is, assuming



          19     that there would be plans.



          20          Q.   So on the 12th, what did you do?



          21          A.   I would have to look back to my calendar, but I



          22     believe I had a full day of meetings in Yakima, and all I did



          23     on the 12th was drive over and check into my hotel.



          24          Q.   Okay.  So then when were you in Federal Way?



          25          A.   I went to Federal Way on the 13th.
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           1          Q.   Why did you go to Federal Way on the 13th?



           2          A.   Paul Graves called me on the evening of the 12th



           3     and told me that he and Commissioner Sims were having trouble



           4     moving forward in their negotiation, and he asked for my



           5     help.  So I asked Lisa, the executive director, to instruct



           6     her staff to book some space so that we could hold a



           7     negotiation -- or, actually, more like a mediation -- between



           8     Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on Saturday, the



           9     13th.



          10          Q.   So Sims and Graves did not stay at the hotel, but



          11     you did?



          12          A.   No.



          13          Q.   You didn't stay at that hotel either?



          14          A.   No.  We only had rooms.  We had like a conference



          15     space for a block of hours.  I can't tell you the block of



          16     hours, but it was -- I don't know how long we were there, but



          17     I think we left by early evening.



          18          Q.   Okay.  So, on the 13th, you go and meet Sims and



          19     Graves at the hotel in that conference space?



          20          A.   Yes.



          21          Q.   Did you take anyone else with you?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   So who is Sims?



          24          A.   April Sims is the commissioner for the Democratic



          25     House Caucus.
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           1          Q.   So she has a partisan position as a representative



           2     of the Democratic House Caucus?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           4          A.   That's right.



           5          Q.   And who is Paul Graves?



           6          A.   Paul Graves is a commissioner who is appointed by



           7     the House Republican Caucus.



           8          Q.   So he had a partisan appointment, as well?



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          10                    Actually, strike that.



          11          A.   Yes.



          12          Q.   And you understood your role on that day was to



          13     mediate agreement on a redistricting plan to submit to the



          14     legislature?



          15          A.   No.



          16          Q.   I understood you to say that you were asked to act



          17     in a mediator role.  Did I misunderstand that?



          18          A.   No.  I was asked to act in a mediator role.



          19          Q.   So did you take on the role of mediator?



          20          A.   I did, but not in the project that you described.



          21          Q.   How did I describe the project in a way that was



          22     distinct from what you were mediating?



          23          A.   My role on that day was to provide them the support



          24     that they needed to communicate with each other and continue



          25     negotiations on a legislative district map.

�





                                                                            27



           1          Q.   Was the mediated discussion on that day limited to



           2     the legislative district map?



           3          A.   Yep.



           4          Q.   Was it your understanding that the lack of



           5     consensus was as to the legislative district map?



           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   Was there a lack of consensus as to topics other



           9     than the legislative district map?



          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          11          A.   I don't know how to answer that because your



          12     question is not related to what we were actually talking



          13     about.  So, I guess, yes, it was other than the legislative



          14     district map.



          15          Q.   Had there been consensus already on the



          16     congressional district map?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



          18          A.   I have no idea.



          19          Q.   So, when you met with Sims and Graves in Federal



          20     Way, you didn't know what the status of the congressional



          21     district maps were?



          22          A.   That's right.



          23          Q.   Did you know whether or not there had been any



          24     metrics discussed about that?



          25          A.   About the congressional district map?
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           1          Q.   Correct.



           2          A.   I was not included in negotiation regarding the



           3     congressional district map.



           4          Q.   Why were you excluded from negotiations on the



           5     congressional district maps?



           6               You're a commissioner, correct?



           7          A.   Which question would you like me to answer first?



           8          Q.   You're a commissioner, correct?



           9          A.   Yes.



          10          Q.   Why would you have been excluded from negotiations



          11     on the congressional district maps?



          12          A.   That is a question for the voting commissioner.



          13          Q.   So did you come to an agreement with the voting



          14     congressional district -- strike that.



          15               Did you come to an agreement with the voting



          16     commissioners as to what your role would be?



          17          A.   No.



          18          Q.   So then how come you know that I should ask the



          19     voting commissioners why you were excluded from the



          20     congressional district map process?



          21          A.   Respectfully, Ms. Mell, I can't tell you what other



          22     people think or what their intentions are.  I don't know



          23     that.  I can only explain to you what I know myself.



          24          Q.   Well, as a commissioner and a chair, why wouldn't



          25     you have necessarily involved yourself?
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           2          A.   As the chair, I checked in with the voting



           3     commissioners regularly, I offered support to them, and I



           4     made suggestions.



           5          Q.   Okay.  So you were involved in congressional



           6     district map process?



           7          A.   I was not involved in the negotiation process.



           8          Q.   Okay.  Is there a difference between a negotiation



           9     process and you providing support to them?



          10          A.   Yes.  Providing support, from my point of view,



          11     includes a host of other things.



          12          Q.   Okay.  Explain to me what providing support was.



          13          A.   Ensuring that they were connected with the



          14     nonpartisan staff for technical support; ensuring that they



          15     were connected to nonpartisan staff for legal support;



          16     ensuring that they had tools that they needed to communicate



          17     with each other in a very tense and partisan environment and,



          18     might I add, a conflicted environment.



          19          Q.   What did that conflicted environment look like to



          20     you?



          21          A.   It looked like an environment of mistrust based



          22     upon partisan positions.



          23          Q.   And how did you see that play out?



          24          A.   There were various events that occurred throughout,



          25     between February and November, that strained relationships.

�





                                                                            30



           1          Q.   Tell me what those were.



           2          A.   One was -- one that I can speak to directly --



           3     would be in an open public meeting having a party official



           4     testify -- sorry, testify is probably the wrong word --



           5     publicly speak, calling for the removal of Commissioner Joe



           6     Fain.  That certainly did not contribute to building a



           7     foundation of trust between the commissioners.



           8          Q.   Okay.  So who was that?  Podolski or whatever her



           9     name is?  Tina?  Something like that?



          10          A.   I don't remember her name.  I apologize for that,



          11     but the chair of the Democratic Party is what I recall.



          12          Q.   So the chair of the democratic party did what?



          13          A.   Publicly testified -- or maybe testified is not the



          14     right word -- but in an open public meeting calling for his



          15     -- for him to be removed.



          16          Q.   I didn't hear the very first part.  All I heard was



          17     public meeting.  Did you say testified in a public meeting?



          18          A.   Yeah.  I mean, testified -- is that the right word?



          19     She spoke in a public meeting.



          20          Q.   Spoke.  Spoke.  Okay.  I just didn't hear the word.



          21               Okay.  Spoke in a public meeting, asking for Fain



          22     to be removed?



          23          A.   Yes.



          24          Q.   Okay.  And what was done about that?



          25          A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that.  You have
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           1     to be more specific.



           2          Q.   Did you take action on that?



           3          A.   I'm sorry?



           4          Q.   Did the Commission take action on her public



           5     testimony?



           6          A.   How could we take action?  Anyone who wanted to



           7     speak at a public meeting was invited to do so.  I don't know



           8     what you mean by take action.



           9          Q.   Did you do anything after she spoke on that



          10     subject?



          11          A.   No.



          12          Q.   Was there anything else that occurred that you



          13     think led to the conflicted environment?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   What was that?



          16          A.   The Barreto report was released in the press before



          17     it was discussed in any forum, any Commission forum.



          18          Q.   And what is the Barreto report?



          19          A.   It was a report that was commissioned by the



          20     Democratic Senate Caucus, claiming that the draft maps to



          21     that date were in violation of a voting rights -- the Voting



          22     Rights Act.



          23          Q.   Did the Commission do anything about that?



          24          A.   I don't know how to answer that.



          25          Q.   Well, how did you find out that it was a release?
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           1          A.   It was in the press.  I read about it in the press,



           2     like everyone else.



           3          Q.   Okay.  And so was there any conversation you had



           4     with the commissioners about it?



           5          A.   I believe it was discussed multiple times in



           6     meetings.



           7          Q.   Okay.



           8          A.   Special meetings.  I think it was much discussed.



           9          Q.   Okay.  Were there discussions outside the public



          10     about that?



          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          12          A.   Not with me.



          13          Q.   So, in between meetings, how would you



          14     communicate -- in between public meetings -- how would you



          15     communicate with the commissioners?



          16          A.   I communicated with them via email, text message,



          17     and phone call.



          18          Q.   Did you use instant messaging?



          19          A.   I don't believe so.



          20          Q.   So, on the 13th, were you standing in the hallway



          21     of the hotel?



          22          A.   The 13th?



          23          Q.   Yes.



          24          A.   The 13th of November, I was either driving over the



          25     Cascades, checking into my hotel, or in my hotel room in
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           1     Olympia.



           2          Q.   So the first day you were in Federal Way was the



           3     14th, not the 13th?



           4          A.   The 14th, I was in Federal Way.



           5          Q.   So, on the 14th, were you in the meetings rooms



           6     with the two commissioners, or were you in the hallway?



           7          A.   No, I was in the meeting room with the two



           8     commissioners.



           9          Q.   Okay.  In the meeting room with the two



          10     commissioners, how long were you all there?



          11          A.   I think we were there for 6 hours.  I could consult



          12     my phone.  I think it was something like that, 6 hours.



          13          Q.   Who else was in the room?



          14          A.   Commissioner Sims and Commissioner Fain.



          15          Q.   Were there any staff people in the room?



          16          A.   I don't remember.  Yes.  There were, I believe.



          17          Q.   Who were they?



          18          A.   Anton Grose and Osta -- I don't remember Osta's



          19     last name at the moment.



          20          Q.   And who is Osta?



          21          A.   Osta is the caucus staff that was assigned to



          22     Commissioner Sims by the Democratic House Caucus.



          23          Q.   And who is Anton?



          24          A.   Anton is the caucus staff that was assigned to



          25     Commissioner Graves by the senate -- I'm sorry -- by the
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           1     Republican House Caucus.



           2          Q.   Were there any nonpartisan staff in the room?



           3          A.   No.



           4          Q.   Why were partisan staff in the room?



           5          A.   I don't know.



           6          Q.   Did you invite them?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   Did you make sure that they had an ability to



           9     communicate with one another?



          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          11          A.   I don't understand the question.



          12          Q.   Well, you said one of the things that you did as a



          13     support person was to make sure people were able to



          14     communicate with one another.



          15          A.   Yes.  I was there to help Commissioner Graves and



          16     Commissioner Sims communicate, yes.



          17          Q.   Did you also help their caucus support people do



          18     that, too?



          19          A.   No.



          20          Q.   Do you know how the caucus staff were communicating



          21     and with whom?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff working on



          24     computers?



          25          A.   I don't remember.  They had computers there.

�





                                                                            35



           1          Q.   Did they have phones?



           2          A.   I suppose.  Everyone has phones.



           3          Q.   Did you see them using their phones?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   Did you have a phone?



           6          A.   Yes.



           7          Q.   Did you have a computer?



           8          A.   No.



           9          Q.   Did you have more than one phone?



          10          A.   No.



          11          Q.   Did you just have your personal phone?



          12          A.   No.



          13          Q.   Did you just have your work phone?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   Did you make calls to any of the commissioners who



          16     weren't there during the time you were in the room?



          17          A.   No.



          18          Q.   Did you go outside the room and make calls to any



          19     of the other commissioners?



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   Do you know whether or not the caucus staff were



          22     communicating with other caucus staff assigned to the other



          23     commissioners?



          24          A.   I don't know.



          25          Q.   Did you hear either Commissioner Sims or Fain
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           1     communicate with any other commissioner?



           2          A.   Commissioner Fain was not in the room.



           3          Q.   So who was in the room?



           4          A.   Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims.



           5          Q.   Oh, Graves and Sims, sorry.



           6               Okay.  So did you hear Commissioner Sims



           7     communicating with any other commissioner while in the room?



           8          A.   No.



           9          Q.   Did you hear Commissioner Graves communicate with



          10     any other commissioner while in the room?



          11          A.   No.



          12          Q.   But they both were communicating with you, correct?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   And the purpose of the communications was to



          15     negotiate a legislative district.  Is that correct?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   No.



          18          Q.   What was the -- I though you said that that's what



          19     you were mediating.



          20          A.   I was mediating their inability to go on



          21     communicating with each other.  They were at an impasse.



          22          Q.   And they were at impasse on the legislative



          23     district, correct?



          24          A.   They were.



          25          Q.   Okay.  So you were there to mediate the impasse on
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           1     the legislative district, correct?



           2          A.   Yes.



           3          Q.   All right.  And you were there to mediate the



           4     impasse, not just between Sims and Graves, because they were



           5     on the same page, correct?



           6          A.   No.



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           8          A.   They were not on the same page.



           9          Q.   Okay.



          10          A.   That's why I was there.



          11          Q.   Okay.  So you were mediating the differences



          12     between Sims and Graves?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   Okay.  And what were the positions of Fain and



          15     Walkinshaw?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



          17          A.   I don't know.  They were not part of negotiating



          18     the legislative district map, to my knowledge.  To my



          19     knowledge, no.



          20          Q.   Did you, at some point in time, know whether or not



          21     Fain and Walkinshaw agreed to the legislative district?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Did you know prior to moving to the action items on



          24     November 15th whether or not there was consensus on a



          25     legislative district?
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           2          A.   No.



           3          Q.   What did you think -- when you convened the action



           4     part of the meeting, why did you invite a motion on the



           5     legislative district map, if you didn't know whether or not



           6     there was consensus?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           8          A.   We achieved consensus through voting in an open,



           9     public meeting.  I was calling for them to share with me



          10     whether they were ready to move on to that place.  They were



          11     bringing forward proposals, in my understanding.  I



          12     understood they were bringing forward proposals.



          13          Q.   And how did you come to that understanding?



          14          A.   We had been discussing it in public meetings for



          15     many weeks.



          16          Q.   Had you been discussing it outside of the public



          17     meetings, as well?



          18          A.   Not to my knowledge.



          19          Q.   And what do you call the meeting you had on the



          20     14th?



          21          A.   Okay.  So, yes, you are right.  You are correct.



          22     We had a meeting on the 14th for Commissioner Graves and



          23     Commissioner Sims to get through an impasse.



          24          Q.   What was the impasse?



          25          A.   I was told on that day that they were getting close
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           1     to a proposal for the legislative district map, a proposal



           2     that they would then bring to the Commission at a regular



           3     meeting.  However, that proposal and the agreements they had



           4     made around that proposal were in jeopardy because there was



           5     a perceived violation of trust.



           6          Q.   What were the agreements made around that proposal?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           8          A.   I do not know.



           9          Q.   Well, substantively, if you don't know what the



          10     agreements were made around the proposal, how were you going



          11     to mediate it?  Didn't you need to know where the conflict



          12     was and where the agreement was?



          13          A.   I'll do my best to answer your question.  I feel



          14     like you have a couple of questions there.  Do you want to



          15     give me which one you want me to answer first?



          16          Q.   Well, as a mediator, it was your role to achieve



          17     consensus, right, break the deadlock?



          18          A.   I was there on that day to help them rebuild the



          19     trust they needed so they could go forward in their



          20     negotiation.



          21          Q.   Okay.  But you weren't there to help them rebuild



          22     trust in liking one another, you were there to rebuild trust



          23     around the legislative congressional districts, correct?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          25          A.   I was there to help them communicate and say what
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           1     they needed to say to each other so they could move forward.



           2          Q.   Okay.  So, if you were there to help them



           3     communicate, as the mediator, did you spend any time trying



           4     to identify what they were communicating about?



           5          A.   Yes.



           6          Q.   Okay.  So what did you discover in terms of where



           7     the conflict was?



           8          A.   The Secretary of State had been appointed to the



           9     Biden Administration, and the governor made an appointment



          10     of, I believe the representative of the 44th, the sitting



          11     representative of the 44th.  And when that occurred,



          12     Commissioner Graves felt that that was a violation of trust



          13     with Commissioner Sims.



          14          Q.   So explain to me how the conversation went, who



          15     said what about that.



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   I think I told you what I can tell you about that.



          18     I mean, it was much discussed over many hours.  So I don't



          19     know what more I can tell you about it.



          20               There was a belief -- one person felt that that



          21     appointment had been a violation of trust.  The other person



          22     felt they didn't have knowledge of it and it wasn't their



          23     responsibility.  So we talked about that.



          24          Q.   Okay.  So how long did you talk about that?



          25          A.   All day.  So however long we were together.  I
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           1     think we were together approximately 6 hours.



           2          Q.   Okay.  During that 6 hours, did you have any



           3     communications with one another about the legislative



           4     district?



           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           6          A.   Which district?



           7          Q.   Any legislative district.  Did you talk about



           8     legislative districts in that 6 hours?



           9          A.   Yeah, I'm sure.  Most likely, we were talking about



          10     legislative districts.  They were --



          11          Q.   Okay.  So what do you recall being said about the



          12     legislative districts in that 6 hours?



          13          A.   They referred to the joint proposal that they were



          14     working on that they felt was nearly complete to bring



          15     forward to the full commission and that that proposal that



          16     they had tentative agreements about was in jeopardy due to



          17     this suspicion that this appointment was being made in bad



          18     faith.



          19          Q.   You don't remember the name of who was appointed?



          20          A.   I would have to look back in my notes.  I don't



          21     remember.  I could look it up.  It's Google-able.



          22                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  So let's see if we can get



          23     those marked.  It looks like they were in the court



          24     reporter's box.



          25                    Did you get those received, Mr. Court
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           1     Reporter?



           2                    THE REPORTER:  I haven't seen anything yet,



           3     but I could check at a break.



           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Joan, we've been going a little



           5     over an hour.  Would now or soon be a convenient time for a



           6     break?



           7                    MS. MELL:  Yeah, let's go ahead and figure out



           8     how to get those notes all marked.



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Well, what I can report is that



          10     Ms. Augustine's notes that she referred to have been uploaded



          11     to the Google Drive, to which you have access.  That public



          12     records responses have been made by the Commission.  So you



          13     should have access to Ms. Augustine's handwritten notes now,



          14     that we were speaking about, about a half hour ago.



          15                    MS. MELL:  Yeah, and I believe they're with



          16     the court reporter.  So I have to figure out why he can't see



          17     them.



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.



          19                    MS. MELL:  Let's just take a quick 10-minute



          20     break.



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Okay.



          22                              (A brief recess was taken.)



          23          Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  So, on the 14th, there were 6 hours



          24     of meeting time with you and two of the commissioners,



          25     correct?
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           1          A.   No.



           2               I'm sorry.  When we were in the breakout room, I



           3     was -- it was pointed out that I had misspoken the schedule.



           4     So I arrived in Olympia on the 12th, and then I met with



           5     Commissioner Graves and Commissioner Sims on the 13th, which



           6     is a Saturday.



           7          Q.   Okay.



           8          A.   For 6 hours on the 13th, approximately 6 hours.  I



           9     don't know exactly the time.  I think it was about 6 hours.



          10          Q.   Okay.  How did that meeting end?



          11          A.   At the conclusion of the meeting, both parties just



          12     voiced being exhausted and wanting to stop.



          13          Q.   Okay.  Did anyone reach agreement on anything?



          14          A.   So keep in mind they were working together on a



          15     proposal to present to the Commission.  And so I think the



          16     agreement that they came to was that they were willing to



          17     keep talking to each other.



          18          Q.   And when were they going to keep talking to each



          19     other?



          20          A.   Then we agreed to meet again on Sunday, the 14th.



          21          Q.   Okay.  So what happened then?



          22          A.   On 14th, we arranged a different -- by we, I mean



          23     Lisa and her staff -- arranged a different venue because the



          24     space on the 13th was no longer available.



          25          Q.   Okay.
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           1          A.   So they arranged another venue, and we met at a



           2     different hotel in Federal Way, Commissioner Graves,



           3     Commissioner Sims, and myself.



           4          Q.   Did you have any communications with any of the



           5     other Commissioners between the 13th and the 14th?



           6          A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.



           7          Q.   Did Commissioner Walkinshaw or Commissioner --



           8     actually, what did you just say?  You said Sims and Fain?



           9          A.   I'm sorry?



          10          Q.   You said Sims and Graves, right?



          11          A.   I was working exclusively with Sims and Graves.



          12          Q.   Sorry, I keep writing that wrong.



          13               So Fain and Walkinshaw -- was there any



          14     communication with Fain and Walkinshaw between the 13th and



          15     the 14th?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   I don't know.



          18          Q.   Did you have any communications with them?



          19          A.   I don't remember, but I don't believe so.



          20          Q.   All right.  So why was it Sims and Graves?



          21          A.   Commissioner Graves called me and asked for help



          22     because him and Commissioner Sims were in a deadlock for the



          23     reason I described earlier.



          24          Q.   Did he explain how long they had been in deadlock?



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   What did you know about the negotiations at the



           2     point in time he called you and told you about a deadlock?



           3          A.   I knew that the bipartisan house dyad was



           4     negotiating a proposal for the legislative district map, and



           5     the senate dyad was negotiating a congressional district map.



           6          Q.   So the house was working on legislative, and the



           7     senate delegation was working on congressional?



           8          A.   That's what I knew.



           9          Q.   Who made that decision?



          10          A.   Once again, I would have to look back in the



          11     record, but it was discussed at a meeting several weeks



          12     prior.  Sometime between the time when the draft maps were



          13     released, sometime after that and the beginning of the



          14     negotiation schedule, it was discussed in a meeting that they



          15     would do it that way, there would be a house dyad and a



          16     senate dyad.



          17          Q.   What purpose did dyads serve?



          18          A.   From my point of view, you have four people doing a



          19     complex task in a very abbreviated timeline.  It made sense



          20     that they would work on those tasks in an efficient way,



          21     which is to say they would work together to develop proposals



          22     that they could then bring to the full commission.



          23          Q.   Okay.  So why do the work in dyads, as opposed to



          24     just publicly meeting?



          25          A.   From my point of view, to accomplish this task
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           1     would take hundreds of hours, and we did not arrange to hold



           2     public meetings for hundreds of hours.



           3          Q.   Why dyads?



           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Asked and answered.



           5          A.   With a commission of four voting commissioners, it



           6     made sense, with some very complex, difficult, technical



           7     work, that, to be efficient, they would break that work up



           8     among them.



           9          Q.   Was there any significance to only having two



          10     members in the room at a time negotiating?



          11          A.   I mean, I don't know how to answer that question.



          12               The negotiation, from my point of view, did not



          13     occur in rooms.  I mean, I don't -- I'm not privy to that.



          14     So I don't know what you mean by that.



          15          Q.   Well, did you have a belief that, if two



          16     commissioners met and negotiated, it wasn't a meeting?



          17          A.   There was a complex task to accomplish.  And for



          18     the commissioners to break into dyads so that they could



          19     negotiate, because they were bipartisan dyads -- the



          20     negotiation is between -- it's a bipartisan process -- they



          21     can negotiate proposals to bring to the full commission, was



          22     a reasonable, felt like a reasonable strategy for



          23     accomplishing very complex work in an abbreviated timeline.



          24                    MS. MELL:  Move to strike.



          25          Q.   Did you believe there was some significance to
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           1     meeting in twos rather than three?



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           3          A.   I believe that meeting in twos was the most



           4     efficient way to accomplish the work.



           5          Q.   In your mind, did meeting in twos have some



           6     significance to open public meeting law?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal



           8     conclusion.



           9          A.   I don't know.



          10          Q.   Do you know what a meeting is for purposes of open



          11     government?



          12                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          13          A.   I was not privy to the negotiation that was going



          14     on within these dyads.  So I don't know how to answer your



          15     question because I don't know how they were negotiating or



          16     what that looked like.  And I can't answer for them.  So I



          17     hope that you will direct these questions to the voting



          18     commissioners.



          19          Q.   Well, you were the chair, so I want to know what



          20     you did to ensure open government.



          21               So was the fact that the commissioners were meeting



          22     in twos designed to ensure that open government standards



          23     were met?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          25          A.   The strategy for how to achieve a very complex task
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           1     in an abbreviated timeline was only discussed in a public



           2     meeting where comment was -- where the public was able to



           3     comment.



           4          Q.   Have you had any conversations with anyone where



           5     anyone has talked to you about working in twos as opposed to



           6     a majority of the Commission?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   So do you have any idea of how many commissioners



           9     it takes to have a meeting?



          10          A.   I do.



          11          Q.   How many commissioners does it take to have a



          12     meeting?



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it



          14     calls for a legal conclusion.



          15          A.   My understanding is that three voting commissioners



          16     make a quorum.



          17          Q.   Is there some significance to having three voting



          18     commissioners communicating for purposes of open government?



          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          20          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.



          21          Q.   What do you know about open government requirements



          22     with regard to the number of commissioners who can be



          23     communicating in any given time?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          25          A.   I understand that, when there are three voting
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           1     commissioners together, it's considered a public meeting,



           2     that it must be a public meeting.



           3          Q.   Okay.  So, during your tenure as chair of the



           4     Redistricting Commission, did you do anything to ensure that



           5     three voting members of the Commission were communicating in



           6     public, as opposed to privately?



           7          A.   I worked hard to encourage the voting commissioners



           8     to communicate as robustly as possible in public meetings.



           9     The meetings that I'm aware of that pertain to commissioners



          10     occurred in the meetings that I facilitated.  Those are the



          11     meetings I'm aware of.  I did my best as chair to conduct



          12     those in keeping with the Open Public Meetings Act.



          13          Q.   So did you do anything to make sure the



          14     commissioners weren't talking amongst one another on the



          15     12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th, outside of the public?



          16          A.   No.



          17          Q.   Do you know if the commissions were talking amongst



          18     each other, either digitally or in person, on the 12th, 13th,



          19     14th, 15th, and/or 16th outside of the public?



          20          A.   Yes.



          21          Q.   Did you at any time communicate the position of one



          22     commissioner to another commissioner during the 12th, 13th,



          23     14th, 15th, or 16th outside of the public?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   So there was never a point in time when you spoke



           2     to Fain about statements or positions Graves was taking?



           3          A.   No.



           4          Q.   Did you ever talk with or communicate or share



           5     Sims's position on redistricting with anyone outside the



           6     public meeting?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   How did you know what the commissioners were doing?



           9          A.   I did not know what the commissioners were doing.



          10          Q.   At what point in time -- strike that.



          11               When did you first take a position in the hallway?



          12          A.   I took a position in the hallway, I believe, at



          13     approximately 7:00 p.m. on the 15th.



          14          Q.   And when you say the hallway, who else was in the



          15     hallway?



          16          A.   Daniel Pailthorp was in the hallway with me.



          17          Q.   Did you have computers?



          18          A.   I had a computer.



          19          Q.   And he did not?



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   What was his job?



          22          A.   Daniel Pailthorp is on the independent Commission



          23     staff, and he was there to assist me because I was conducting



          24     this meeting away from the office or my regular place that I



          25     conducted the meeting.  So Daniel helped me with making sure
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           1     I had an Internet signal.  He was staffing me.  So providing



           2     food.  He was serving as staff for me.



           3          Q.   So when you ended the -- well, strike that.



           4               Whose agenda was it?  Did you create the agenda



           5     order of business?



           6          A.   I did.



           7          Q.   Well, why would you put discussion items before



           8     there's a motion?



           9          A.   That is how I have always, to my memory, conducted



          10     our meeting agendas.  First we discuss the item, and then we



          11     vote on the items.



          12          Q.   So, when did you -- who made the decision that



          13     there were items to vote on?



          14          A.   For many weeks leading up to the 15th, we as a



          15     commission had discussed the process for concluding our work



          16     together.  So we had discussion about the agenda, about what



          17     items would need to be on the agenda, assumed that the



          18     commissioners would complete their work.  We all understood



          19     there was a chance they might not complete their work, but



          20     assuming the best, that they would complete their work.  We



          21     discussed all of that well in advance.



          22          Q.   When you concluded the discussion segment and took



          23     a break on November 15th before moving into the action items,



          24     was there a congressional district identified in any map?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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           1          A.   So I think what you said just now was, was there a



           2     congressional district in a map?



           3          Q.   Was there any identifiable congressional district



           4     at the time you concluded the discussion portion of your



           5     meeting on November 15th?



           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



           7          A.   I don't know.



           8          Q.   Have you seen a map of a congressional district



           9     when you concluded the discussion section on November 15th?



          10          A.   I had seen the draft maps that were provided to the



          11     public and posted on our website.



          12          Q.   Had you seen anything during the discussion



          13     section?



          14          A.   I did not see a proposal on a congressional



          15     district map, no.



          16          Q.   Did you see a proposal on a legislative district



          17     map during the discussion section?



          18          A.   No.



          19          Q.   Were there any written documents before the



          20     Commission when they were engaged in a public discussion?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Did you have any documents you were working from



          24     while conducting the discussion portion of the meeting?



          25          A.   Yes.
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           1          Q.   What were you working from?



           2          A.   The agenda.



           3          Q.   Anything other than the agenda?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   Who was monitoring the time?



           6          A.   I was responsible to monitor the time, and my staff



           7     members, Daniel Pailthorp and Lisa McLean, were giving me --



           8     were texting and calling periodically to urge me about time.



           9     Really, the meeting was being staffed out of the Olympia



          10     office.  So our tech support were marking time on my behalf.



          11          Q.   How were they marking time?



          12          A.   I don't understand your question.



          13          Q.   How were they keeping track of time?  You said they



          14     were marking time.  How?



          15          A.   I think they were looking at a clock and checking



          16     in every 30 minutes.



          17          Q.   And then after -- so the time then that you --



          18               Strike that.



          19               So you end the discussion section.  You go into the



          20     break.  What did you do on that break?



          21          A.   I received a text from Commissioner Sims asking if



          22     we would take a vote.  So I believe I called her or texted



          23     her and said, "It is time for a vote."



          24          Q.   What did you think that there would be a vote on?



          25          A.   I believed there would be a vote on the proposal
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           1     that the commissioners had been working on.



           2          Q.   Did you understand that there weren't any proposals



           3     that had been articulated into any maps?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   Did you know when you convened the action portion



           6     of the meeting that there was nothing in writing for them to



           7     consider?



           8          A.   No.



           9          Q.   Was there anything in writing considered during the



          10     action portion of the meeting?



          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



          12          A.   Can you repeat the question, please.



          13          Q.   Was there anything in writing during the action



          14     portion of the meeting?



          15          A.   I assumed that the proposals that the commissioners



          16     had been working on were prepared, and I assumed that when we



          17     transmitted the transmittal letter, which had been prepared



          18     in advance, and a resolution which had been prepared in



          19     advance, the maps would accompany them.



          20          Q.   They didn't.  Is that correct?



          21          A.   That's correct.



          22          Q.   When were the maps prepared?



          23          A.   I believe one plan was submitted to the Commission



          24     independent staff in the early hours of the morning of the



          25     16th.  That was the congressional district map, was submitted
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           1     in the early hours on the 16th.  And the legislative district



           2     map was submitted to the independent staff in the afternoon,



           3     the late afternoon of the 16th.



           4          Q.   And do you understand that the map is what defines



           5     the district boundaries?



           6          A.   Yes.



           7          Q.   Do you understand that without a map there are no



           8     identifiable district boundaries?



           9          A.   Yes.



          10          Q.   So, when you prepared your declaration to the



          11     Supreme Court, what did you rely on for purposes of



          12     testifying to the Supreme Court that there was an agreement



          13     among the commissioners at the time of the vote?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          15          A.   The commissioners brought forward and seconded



          16     resolution.  Based on that, I carried forward.



          17          Q.   So you based your testimony to the Supreme Court on



          18     what happened in the public meeting?



          19          A.   Yes.



          20          Q.   And there was nothing in writing to back up that,



          21     what occurred in the public meeting?



          22          A.   So there was a resolution, and there was a



          23     transmittal letter, and those were in writing.



          24          Q.   And those were incomplete at that time, correct?



          25          A.   They were complete when they were submitted.
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           1          Q.   When the commissioners voted on the transmittal



           2     letter, it was not finished, correct?



           3          A.   It needed to be signed by the commissioners.



           4          Q.   Did the content need to be completed with respect



           5     to the legislative congressional districts identified in it?



           6          A.   No, it was complete.



           7          Q.   Okay.  So there was no substance to the transmittal



           8     letter.  Is that correct?



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          10          A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question.



          11          Q.   There was no substance to the transmittal letter,



          12     in terms of identification of the congressional or



          13     legislative districts, correct?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   And with regard to the resolution, there was no



          16     identified congressional or legislative districts in the



          17     resolution that was voted on, correct?



          18          A.   Yes.



          19          Q.   When the resolution was voted on, was it in writing



          20     before all of the commissioners?



          21          A.   The resolution?



          22          Q.   Yes.



          23          A.   Yes.



          24          Q.   Was it completed?



          25          A.   It was not signed.  It was circulated for signature
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           1     during the meeting.



           2          Q.   Was the content of the resolution with respect to



           3     the identification of the congressional and legislative



           4     district maps incomplete when voted on?



           5          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.



           6          Q.   Was there were there any blanks or information that



           7     was filled in on the resolution after it was voted on?



           8          A.   I don't believe so.



           9          Q.   There were no words changed or no identifiers



          10     changed?



          11          A.   I don't believe so.  I believe the only thing that



          12     had to change was the signature.



          13          Q.   So do you believe that there was a specific



          14     designation of congressional or legislative districts in the



          15     resolution?



          16          A.   I don't know how to answer that question.



          17          Q.   Does the resolution contain identifiers of the



          18     legislative and congressional districts that were viewable at



          19     the time the commissioners voted on it?



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   Was there legislative and congressional district



          22     identifiers added to the resolution after it was voted on?



          23          A.   No.  I don't believe so.



          24          Q.   Was the resolution signed by any of the



          25     commissioners before it was moved?
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           1          A.   Yes.  I believe I signed it in advance.  Once



           2     again, this was something we had discussed doing to smooth



           3     the process along.  So we had talked about that,



           4     understanding it was a time-sensitive transmission, and I



           5     believe I signed it in advance because I and Lisa McLean



           6     composed it.



           7          Q.   Did you say there was an agreement to execute it as



           8     it came through the palms of the commissioners?



           9          A.   I'm sorry?



          10          Q.   You said there was an agreement that you had



          11     discussed signing it as it was transmitted among the



          12     commissioners as opposed to when it was moved in the public



          13     meeting.  Is that correct?



          14          A.   I think we had discussed it in the prior regular



          15     meetings.  That would have been the October regular meeting,



          16     but I think we also discussed it in the September regular



          17     meeting.  It had been reviewed by the commissioners and I



          18     think amended, if I'm not mistaken.  Or maybe it was a



          19     special meeting, I don't remember, but we had -- we had



          20     prepared those documents in advance.



          21          Q.   Okay.  Was it communicated between the discussion



          22     portion of the meeting and the action portion of the meeting



          23     outside the public that the resolution should be signed, was



          24     prepared for signature?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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           1          A.   Not to my knowledge.



           2          Q.   Do you know whether or not any of the voting



           3     commissioners executed the resolution prior to being moved?



           4          A.   I'm sorry, I don't know what that means.



           5          Q.   Did any of the voting commissioners sign the



           6     resolution before there was a motion to approve it in the



           7     action portion of the meeting?



           8          A.   Not to my knowledge.  And I believe those



           9     signatures are time stamped.



          10          Q.   Do you know what time there was a motion on the



          11     resolution?



          12          A.   I don't.



          13          Q.   Do you know whether or not the legislative



          14     district --



          15               Well, what was the motion on the legislative



          16     district?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          18          A.   I believe there was a motion to adopt the



          19     legislative district plan.



          20          Q.   Did you understand when that motion was made that



          21     there was no legislative district plan?



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          23          A.   No.



          24          Q.   I didn't hear you.



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   Did you believe that there was a legislative



           2     district plan at the time the motion was made?



           3          A.   Yes.



           4          Q.   Why did you believe that there was a legislative



           5     district plan at the time the motion was made?



           6          A.   Because one of the voting commissioners made a



           7     motion and another voting commissioner seconded it.



           8          Q.   Did you later learn that there wasn't a legislative



           9     district plan at the time the motion was made?



          10          A.   No.



          11          Q.   Do you know that, at the time the motion was made,



          12     there was no legislative district identified?



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          14          A.   I'm sorry, can you repeat the question?



          15          Q.   Yes.



          16               You had previously told me you knew at the time of



          17     the motion that the legislative district maps were not



          18     completed identifying the boundaries, correct?



          19          A.   That's right.



          20          Q.   How is the legislative district map distinct from



          21     the plan?



          22          A.   The plan has multiple elements in it.  And from my



          23     understanding, they had agreed upon a plan and ran out of



          24     time in developing the maps.  Because the maps that reflected



          25     their plan, the plan that they voted on, took longer than
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           1     they assumed it would take to make.



           2          Q.   So what had they agreed upon?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.



           4          A.   They had agreed upon a plan for how the legislative



           5     district map would be and how the congressional district map



           6     would be.



           7          Q.   What was the plan for the legislative district that



           8     was agreed upon at the time the motion was made?



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



          10          A.   I don't know.



          11          Q.   Okay.  So then how do you know that there was an



          12     agreement?



          13          A.   I know there was agreement because one commissioner



          14     called for a vote and another commissioner seconded it.



          15          Q.   Is there any way to identify what the agreement was



          16     at the time the motion was made?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          18          A.   I don't know.



          19          Q.   So you can't testify -- you have no personal



          20     knowledge -- as to whether there was an agreement at the time



          21     the vote was taken over any legislative or congressional



          22     district, correct?



          23          A.   I believe there was agreement.



          24          Q.   On what?



          25          A.   I believe there was agreement on a proposal that
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           1     had been negotiated.  If we're talking just the legislative



           2     district plan, there was a proposal that had been negotiated



           3     over many weeks.  And I believe that the parties that were



           4     negotiating understood what made it up, and that's what I



           5     believe they were voting on.



           6          Q.   Why do you have a belief that the commissioners



           7     understood what they were voting on?



           8          A.   Because they called for a vote, and they voted.



           9          Q.   You were the one that called for the vote, correct?



          10          A.   Well, what I did was I called for resolutions,



          11     which is my function as the chair, and they brought forward



          12     resolutions.



          13          Q.   Did any commissioner bring forward a specific



          14     resolution and put it in front of the other commissioners



          15     during the motion?



          16          A.   Not that I recall.



          17          Q.   Was there any --



          18               Well, why didn't you open up any of the motions on



          19     the 15th to discussion?



          20          A.   I don't know.  Honestly, it was late.  I was very



          21     tired.  It was a chaotic setting.  That's --



          22          Q.   Is it correct that you didn't open up any of the



          23     motions for discussion because you understood there was



          24     already an agreement and you were trying to get the motions



          25     voted on prior to midnight?
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           2          A.   No.



           3          Q.   How did you ascertain whether or not there was



           4     agreement on -- what there was an agreement on?



           5          A.   I assumed that there was agreement on the proposals



           6     that the dyads had been working on.  That was my assumption



           7     at the time.



           8          Q.   Did you just assume that because Sims had said it's



           9     time for a vote?



          10          A.   I assumed it because there were commissioners --



          11     that the dyad pairs had been working strenuously in



          12     negotiation for weeks and days.  They're down to the wire.



          13     So I assumed that they were ready to carry those proposals



          14     forward.



          15          Q.   In terms of the components of a plan, what do you



          16     believe there was an agreement on, if there was no agreement



          17     as to the maps?



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



          19          A.   What I understood was that the dyads, the



          20     bipartisan dyads, had requested time to confer with their



          21     party counterpoints, counterpart, in some kind of caucus.



          22     And that's what they requested in the early part of the



          23     meeting on the 15th.  So I assumed at that time they were



          24     conferring about their various proposals.



          25          Q.   Why were they meeting in caucus rather than on the
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           1     record?



           2          A.   I don't know.



           3          Q.   Why did you allow them to meet in caucus rather



           4     than conduct their deliberations on the record?



           5          A.   I believed it was allowable.



           6          Q.   Why did you believe it was allowable?



           7          A.   I won't answer that, based on privilege.



           8          Q.   Does that mean that you relied upon legal advice?



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a



          10     violation of attorney-client privilege, and I instruct the



          11     witness not to answer.



          12          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that



          13     question based on advice of counsel?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to



          15     answer.  Attorney-client privilege.



          16          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you going to refuse to answer



          17     that question based on the advice of counsel?



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Again, I instruct the witness



          19     not to answer.



          20                    MS. MELL:  Mr. Pekelis, I am entitled to voir



          21     dire the witness as to whether or not she intends to follow



          22     your instruction, and I need a response.  It's not



          23     privileged.  It's not protected.



          24          A.   Yes.



          25          Q.   With regard to -- is it your position that whether
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           1     or not you relied on counsel to know whether or not the dyads



           2     or caucuses complied with OPMA?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Will you read back the question,



           4     please.



           5                    MS. MELL:  I will rephrase the question.  I'll



           6     just ask it again.



           7          Q.   Is it your position that, as chair, you relied upon



           8     the advice of counsel to know whether or not the dyads or



           9     caucuses complied with OPMA?



          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  Attorney-client privilege.



          11                    Instruct the witness not to answer.



          12          Q.   Ms. Augustine, are you refusing to answer that



          13     question?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   And is your basis because you believe whether or



          16     not you relied on the advice of counsel is privileged?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  I instruct the witness not to



          18     answer.  Attorney-client privilege.



          19                    MS. MELL:  All right.  I believe you're



          20     overstepping the privilege.  Whether or not somebody relied



          21     on counsel is discoverable.  There's nothing privileged about



          22     that.  Do you want to rethink that?



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  I think you're asking her



          24     whether she took an action or refrained from taking an action



          25     on the basis of advice of counsel, and I believe that is
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           1     privileged.



           2                    MS. MELL:  I disagree.  I think that, if



           3     somebody relied upon counsel, it has certain implications



           4     that are not privilege, and we are entitled to know that.



           5     You can let her answer it, and you can retain the right to



           6     argue about the privilege, or you can instruct her not to



           7     answer, then I'll seek sanctions, sanctions for having to



           8     bring her back on that issue and to litigate it.



           9                    MR. PEKELIS:  I believe that the question



          10     seeks, directly seeks, the advice that the witness sought or



          11     received from counsel, and, therefore, it directly implicates



          12     privileged conversations with the Commission's counsel, and,



          13     therefore, I stand by the objection and my instructions that



          14     the witness should not answer the question.



          15          Q.   Ms. Augustine, did you have any independent



          16     knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses complied



          17     with OPMA, other than from legal counsel?



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal



          19     conclusion.



          20                    MS. MELL:  Her personal knowledge does not



          21     call for a legal conclusion.



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, could you read the



          23     question back, please.



          24                    MS. MELL:  I'll just ask it again.



          25          Q.   What personal knowledge did you have whether or not
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           1     dyads or caucuses complied with OPMA?



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  That does call for a legal



           3     conclusion.  Objection.



           4                    MS. MELL:  It absolutely does not.  What is



           5     her personal knowledge about whether or not dyads or caucuses



           6     comply with OPMA government standards?  That's not a legal



           7     conclusion.



           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  What knowledge you have about



           9     compliance with a statute?  Sure, it calls for a legal



          10     conclusion.



          11                    MS. MELL:  Well, no, it doesn't.  It can be



          12     specifically related to what her training and experience is.



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  I'm not instructing the witness



          14     not to answer.  I'm making my objection for the record.



          15                    MS. MELL:  All right.  That's fine.  Did you



          16     instruct her she can go ahead and answer?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, you can answer



          18     the question.  My objection stands.



          19                    THE WITNESS:  Yes.  Repeat it, please.



          20          Q.   What was your knowledge about whether or not dyads



          21     or caucuses met with open government standards?



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          23          A.   We had never been in a caucus before in an open



          24     public meeting.  It was new to me.  And I would say I



          25     believed we were in compliance.
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           1          Q.   But you had never convened a meeting and worked in



           2     caucuses before?



           3          A.   No.



           4          Q.   Was counsel consulted during the course of the



           5     meeting on the 15th?



           6          A.   Yes.



           7          Q.   At what point in time?



           8          A.   At multiple times.



           9          Q.   And who was that?



          10          A.   That was the AGO counsel that was assigned to the



          11     Commission.



          12          Q.   And were you the one responsible for making those



          13     contacts?



          14          A.   I don't remember.



          15          Q.   Do you know a name?



          16          A.   Of counsel?



          17          Q.   Yes.



          18          A.   Tara Heinz and Emma Grunberg.



          19          Q.   How did you communicate with them?



          20          A.   By phone.



          21          Q.   Were they with you at the hotel?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Where were the commissioners during the 15th during



          24     the meeting?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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           1          A.   I don't know.



           2          Q.   At 7:00, were all of the commissioners at the same



           3     location when the meeting commenced?



           4          A.   I don't know.



           5          Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?



           6          A.   Staying at the hotel?  No, not to my knowledge.



           7          Q.   Was there an announcement as to the meeting



           8     occurring -- strike that.



           9               Was there an announcement that the commissioners



          10     would be in a hotel in Federal Way during the meeting?



          11          A.   No.



          12          Q.   Do you know if any of the commissioners were in the



          13     hotel where you were during the meeting?



          14          A.   Yes.



          15          Q.   How many commissioners were at that hotel?



          16          A.   I know that three commissioners were there on the



          17     15th at some time.



          18          Q.   Who were those commissioners?



          19          A.   Commissioner Graves, Commissioner Sims, and



          20     Commissioner Fain.



          21          Q.   Did you communicate with Graves, Sims, and Fain at



          22     the hotel from 7:00 on the 15th to 4:00 in the morning, when



          23     you left, on the 16th?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          25          A.   Yes.
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           1          Q.   When were you communicating with Graves, Sims, and



           2     Fain?



           3          A.   I had a brief communication with Sims by text



           4     message between the discussion and the vote.  I had a



           5     conversation with all four of them between, say, 12:30 a.m.



           6     and 4:00 a.m. on the 16th.



           7          Q.   Were all of the commissioners convening at the



           8     hotel on the 16th?



           9          A.   I don't know what you mean by convening.



          10          Q.   Were you all there in the same room?



          11          A.   Yes.



          12          Q.   At what time did that start?



          13          A.   Maybe 12:30.



          14          Q.   What were you discussing at 12:30?



          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          16          A.   Commissioners were -- well, I should just speak for



          17     myself.  I felt a sense of relief that the meeting was over



          18     and chatted with Commissioner Sims about my grandchildren and



          19     her children.



          20               I talked with Commissioner Fain about fantasy



          21     football, I believe, some football thing.  I talked with



          22     Commissioner Fain also about his vacation plans for the



          23     holidays.



          24               I talked with Commissioner Walkinshaw, I think, a



          25     little bit about the holidays.  And I think that's -- and
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           1     let's see --



           2               And Commissioner Graves definitely talked about his



           3     wife and children, the children's book that his wife wrote,



           4     yeah.



           5          Q.   When did you text with, I think you said it was



           6     Fain, between the discussion and the action?



           7          A.   It was Commissioner Sims.



           8          Q.   Sims.  What did you text with her?



           9          A.   I don't remember exactly what those texts say, but



          10     those have all been submitted through your records request.



          11          Q.   What do you recall the purpose of the communication



          12     to be?



          13          A.   Sims texted to ask if we were going to call for a



          14     vote.



          15          Q.   And what did you say?



          16          A.   I don't remember saying anything, but maybe I did.



          17     If I did, I would have said, this is the time, that the



          18     discussion was over.



          19          Q.   Do you remember meeting with commissioners to



          20     discuss -- well, did you remember meeting with the



          21     commissioners to discuss the status of the maps on the 16th?



          22          A.   The status of the maps?



          23          Q.   Correct.



          24          A.   No.



          25          Q.   Do you recall, on the 16th, there being work done

�





                                                                            72



           1     on the maps?



           2          A.   Yes.



           3          Q.   What do you recall?



           4          A.   The caucus staff were working together mapping.



           5          Q.   Did you observe the caucus staff communicating with



           6     the commissioners?



           7          A.   No.



           8          Q.   Were the caucus staff working on the mapping with



           9     commissioners present?



          10          A.   We were in a ballroom.  And what I remember is that



          11     the caucus staff were in one corner working with their



          12     mapping software, and the commissioners were chatting and



          13     milling around in the other area.



          14          Q.   Were the commissioners discussing whether or not



          15     maps would be published?



          16          A.   I don't know.  I can only speak to what they spoke



          17     to me about.



          18          Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about



          19     the maps when they were all convened together?



          20          A.   I don't believe so.



          21          Q.   Did you hear any commissioner say anything about



          22     transmittals to the Supreme Court?



          23          A.   No.



          24          Q.   Did you hear any of the commissioners say anything



          25     about whether or not there was a need to comply with OPMA
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           1     during the course of the meeting on the 16th?



           2          A.   Yes.



           3          Q.   What did you hear?



           4          A.   I remember that there was discussion of whether it



           5     was appropriate for us to all be in the same room and, since



           6     we were chatting about our personal lives, that it wasn't



           7     related to commission business.  It's the first time the four



           8     of us had ever seen each other face-to-face at once.



           9          Q.   Who said what exactly?



          10          A.   I'm sorry, I don't recall.



          11          Q.   Do you have any notes from that time period?



          12          A.   No.



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, we've been going about



          14     another hour.  Are you nearing a point where we might be able



          15     to take another break or perhaps the end of your questions?



          16                    MS. MELL:  I'm getting close, and I want to be



          17     attentive.  We've got another deposition starting here in a



          18     bit.



          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  So how much longer?



          20                    MS. MELL:  I'll just keep going.



          21          Q.   Did you answer that question?



          22          A.   Sorry, did you ask a question?



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't think there is a



          24     question pending, Ms. Mell.



          25          Q.   I must not have heard your answer.
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Could we ask Mr. Johnson to read



           2     back the last question and answer.



           3                              (The previous question and answer



           4                               was read back.)



           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, how much longer would



           6     you say you have?



           7                    MS. MELL:  I don't know.  I just want to keep



           8     going.  I think that we have a hard stop at one because we



           9     have another dep -- or noon.



          10                    MR. PEKELIS:  We have a hard stop at noon?



          11                    MS. MELL:  I believe we have a hard stop at



          12     noon because I believe Ms. O'Neil is on then.



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. O'Neil?



          14                    Can we just take a 5-minute break off the



          15     record, and then we can discuss what's next.



          16                    MS. MELL:  What is the question?  I don't want



          17     to take a break for very long because we're running out of



          18     time.



          19                    MR. PEKELIS:  Just five minutes then.



          20                    MS. MELL:  Are you leaving the meeting?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  I do plan to leave, yes.



          22                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  Wait a minute.  It looks



          23     like it said one your time.  Yeah, one.



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Mr. Johnson, are we off the



          25     record?
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           1                    THE REPORTER:  You guys have to tell me that.



           2                    MS. MELL:  I just want to keep moving because



           3     I think we have the next dep, but it now looks to me like it



           4     starts at one, your time.  Is that your understanding?



           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  It is.



           6                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  All right.  So I guess we



           7     can go off the record for five minutes.



           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Thanks, so much.



           9                              (A brief recess was taken.)



          10          Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  Ms. Augustine, when did you all



          11     convene in the meeting room at the hotel on the 16th?



          12          A.   So I'm not sure I know what you mean by convene.



          13          Q.   When were you all sitting together on the 16th?



          14          A.   It was after the conclusion of the meeting, and I



          15     want to say it was maybe beginning around 12:30, is what I



          16     recall.



          17          Q.   Were you staying at the hotel?



          18          A.   No.



          19          Q.   Were any of the commissioners staying at the hotel?



          20          A.   Not that I know.  Not to my knowledge.



          21          Q.   So how long did you stay with the other



          22     commissioners?



          23          A.   I stayed in that ballroom until approximately



          24     4:00 a.m.



          25          Q.   So how many hours?
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           1          A.   Three and a half hours.



           2          Q.   In that 3 1/2 hours, is it your testimony that you



           3     discussed family and social circumstances and you didn't



           4     discuss any business?



           5          A.   That's right.



           6          Q.   Why did you stay with the commissioners for 3 1/2



           7     hours just to discuss family and social matters?



           8          A.   I believed at that time that the mapping was



           9     moments away, and so I was waiting for the transmittal of



          10     those maps to independent staff.



          11          Q.   So is it correct that you were waiting for business



          12     to be conducted?



          13          A.   I was just -- I was waiting there to ensure that



          14     those maps were transmitted in accordance with our plan,



          15     which had been planned and discussed heavily over the prior



          16     meetings.



          17          Q.   Okay.  So what did you do to ensure that the maps



          18     were transmitted in accordance with the plans during that --



          19          A.   Nothing.  Nothing.  Honestly, I was waiting for



          20     caucus staff to say, "Okay, we hit send, that was it," so I



          21     could communicate to the independent staff, they should be



          22     there.



          23          Q.   They should be where?



          24          A.   We're talking about through virtual space, so.  If



          25     the caucus staff hit send, I assumed it would show up in the
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           1     computers of the independent staff who were waiting.  They



           2     were in the Olympia office waiting for the maps to be



           3     transmitted.



           4          Q.   Why were they waiting for the maps to be



           5     transmitted to them?



           6          A.   Because we believed that they were moments away.



           7          Q.   What needed to be done with them?



           8          A.   Once they were transmitted to the independent



           9     staff, that would be transmitted with the transmittal letter



          10     and the resolution to the legislature.



          11          Q.   Were there any transmittals to the legislature or



          12     the Supreme Court without maps?



          13          A.   Yes, there were.  The transmittal letter and the



          14     resolution were submitted to the legislature at the



          15     conclusion of the meeting.



          16          Q.   Without maps?



          17          A.   Yes.



          18          Q.   Who made the decision to do that?



          19          A.   It was an administrative task, and we had practiced



          20     doing that for weeks.  I think -- yeah.  I don't know that



          21     was a decision made.  That decision had already been made in



          22     the prior meeting.



          23          Q.   What decision?



          24          A.   To the process for transmittal.



          25          Q.   And who made that decision?
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           1          A.   The Commission made that decision.



           2          Q.   Prior to the 16th?



           3          A.   The transmittal process was much discussed in the



           4     previous regular meeting, I think in the two prior previous



           5     meetings.  That would have been the September meeting, the



           6     October meeting, and, perhaps, even in special meetings that



           7     were called.  I don't recall, but it was discussed, that



           8     transmittal process.  So, when the meeting concluded, those



           9     documents that were in hand were transmitted.



          10          Q.   But there were no maps at that time, correct?



          11          A.   That's right.



          12          Q.   So it hadn't been anticipated that there would be



          13     no maps when a vote was taken prior to the meeting, was



          14     there?



          15          A.   That's right.



          16          Q.   When was that decided?



          17          A.   I don't think it was decided.  I don't recall



          18     having a discussion about it.



          19          Q.   Was there ever a conversation about the need to



          20     have a map to know what the legislative or congressional



          21     district would be?



          22          A.   Do you mean during the meeting on the 15th.



          23          Q.   Anytime.



          24          A.   I don't recall.



          25          Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the
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           1     legislature or to the Supreme Court that identified district



           2     boundaries for the legislative district or the congressional



           3     district, on the 15th?



           4          A.   You're asking many questions in one question.



           5     Could you maybe one at a time.  I'm not sure.



           6          Q.   Was there any document transmitted to the Supreme



           7     Court or to the legislature on the 15th that identified



           8     legislative districts or congressional districts?



           9          A.   No.



          10          Q.   What documents exist to identify legislative



          11     districts?



          12          A.   What documents exist now?



          13          Q.   Right.  Well, at any time.  What documents are



          14     necessary to identify a legislative district?



          15          A.   A legislative district?



          16          Q.   Correct.



          17          A.   There's a legal description and also a map.



          18          Q.   So was a legal description conveyed to the



          19     legislature or to the Supreme Court on the 15th?



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   There was no legal description communicated to the



          22     legislature or to the Supreme Court for either district,



          23     congressional or legislative, correct, on the 15th?



          24          A.   There are more than two districts.  So I don't



          25     understand your question.
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           1          Q.   Was there any document identifying district



           2     boundaries for either the legislative districts or the



           3     congressional districts on the 15th?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   What portion of the plan existed on the 15th at the



           6     time of the vote?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Foundation.



           8          A.   I don't know.  I believed, at the time of the vote,



           9     that it all existed.



          10          Q.   All right.  So you were under the mistaken belief



          11     that maps existed at the time of the vote?



          12          A.   I believed that the mapping staff were moments away



          13     from submitting those maps at the time of the vote, yes.



          14          Q.   So you knew the maps were not completed at the time



          15     of the vote?



          16          A.   I didn't know, honestly.



          17          Q.   With regard to your notes in Exhibit 1, you have a



          18     number of pages that have numeric designations, for instance,



          19     2969, the Bates number on the bottom, right-hand corner.



          20          A.   I wonder if you would be willing to project that



          21     because I don't have that document in front of me here.



          22          Q.   Can you open it from the chat room?



          23          A.   Oh, it's in the chat.  I'm in the chat.  Is there a



          24     document in the chat?



          25          Q.   Correct.
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           1          A.   I'm sorry, I don't see anything in the chat.



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  I don't see it either.  It may



           3     have disappeared because we went into a breakout room and



           4     then came back.



           5                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  Let me put it back in there.



           6     Just a second.



           7          Q.   Tell me about the dyads.  What did that mean?



           8          A.   What I recall is the Commission strategy was to --



           9     was for bipartisan dyads to work together to develop and



          10     negotiate proposals to bring to the Commission.  So the



          11     senate dyad would work on a proposal on the congressional



          12     district plan, and the house dyad would work to develop a



          13     proposal, negotiate a proposal, to bring for the legislative



          14     district plan.



          15          Q.   What's the difference between the dyads and



          16     caucusing or the caucus?



          17          A.   So the dyads, from my point of view, were developed



          18     as a designation for how the work would be broken up, who



          19     would do what, how the work would be assigned.  The caucus,



          20     that was a new term to me when I heard it on the evening of



          21     the 15th.



          22          Q.   What does it mean?



          23          A.   That there was a request that the partisan



          24     commissioners would be able to confer with each other.



          25          Q.   Okay.  So who made that request?
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           1          A.   I don't remember, but I believe it was Joe Fain.



           2          Q.   And what did it mean?



           3          A.   From my point of view, it meant that these dyads



           4     had been working on proposals, and they wanted to confer



           5     together with their -- with the other member of their party.



           6          Q.   Okay.  So the caucus was partisan?



           7          A.   That's what I understood.



           8          Q.   But dyads were nonpartisan?



           9          A.   Right.



          10          Q.   All right.  So --



          11          A.   Nonpartisan.  Sorry, bipartisan.



          12          Q.   Bipartisan.



          13               Okay.  So the first caucus meeting was on the 15th?



          14          A.   The first caucus meeting I ever heard of occurred



          15     on the 15th.



          16          Q.   After the meeting started?



          17          A.   Yes.



          18          Q.   Do you understand then that the two Democrat



          19     commissioners were speaking and then the two Republican



          20     commissioners were speaking?



          21          A.   That's what I understood, yes.



          22          Q.   And where were they doing their conversations?



          23          A.   I don't know.



          24          Q.   And do you know if the Rs and the Ds were



          25     communicating with one another?
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           1          A.   I'm sorry, you mean -- I understood that the



           2     Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were



           3     meeting together.



           4          Q.   And they were communicating among each other to try



           5     to reach consensus?



           6          A.   Not to my knowledge.  My understanding was the



           7     Democrats were meeting together and the Republicans were



           8     meeting together.



           9          Q.   Was there an express communication among the



          10     commissioners when meeting in dyads to only meet in groups of



          11     two and not have three commissioners communicating?



          12                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          13          A.   What I understand was that, in order to accomplish



          14     a very complex and technically difficult task --



          15                    MS. MELL:  Move to strike.



          16          Q.   That's not my question.  Let me strike that



          17     question.



          18               Is it your understanding -- well, strike that.



          19               Was it ever communicated that, when the dyads



          20     convened, that there should be no more than two commissioners



          21     communicating in dyads?



          22                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.



          23          A.   You're asking me if --



          24          Q.   What was communicated?  What was communicated?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objections.
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           1          A.   What was communicated was that there was a really



           2     big job to do and not very much time to do it in, and, if we



           3     were going to get it done, we would need to, for efficiency's



           4     sake, assign work.  And that work --



           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Mell, please let the witness



           6     complete her answer.



           7                    MS. MELL:  That's okay.  She's not answering



           8     the question.  Move to strike the answer.  And move to strike



           9     the question.



          10          Q.   Ms. Augustine, was it ever communicated that the



          11     dyads should be restricted to two people, two commissioners,



          12     two voting commissioners, at any given time?



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.



          14          A.   I don't recall.  What I recall is --



          15          Q.   If you don't recall, that's a complete answer.



          16          A.   Okay.



          17          Q.   Is there anything that would refresh your



          18     recollection?



          19          A.   I don't know.



          20          Q.   Is it your understanding that the dyad was a



          21     concept created on the public record?



          22          A.   Yes.



          23          Q.   And with regard to the caucuses, the first time the



          24     caucus was brought up was before the meeting on the 15th?



          25          A.   The first time I heard of it was at the meeting on
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           1     the 15th.



           2          Q.   Was it in the public portion of the meeting or



           3     prior to the meeting started?



           4          A.   I believe it was in the public portion.  That was



           5     the first I had heard of it.



           6          Q.   All right.  So, if none of them communicated to you



           7     about caucusing in the public forum, how did you learn to



           8     caucus and break for caucus?



           9          A.   I heard about the request from Lisa McLean.  That's



          10     what I recall.



          11          Q.   And did you break the public meeting for caucus at



          12     Lisa McLean's direction?



          13          A.   What I remember is having a conversation with Lisa,



          14     where she said, "There's a request to caucus."  And so we



          15     conferred.  And so we allowed that time -- I allowed that



          16     time for caucus.



          17          Q.   And was, every time that the Commission off screen,



          18     were they in caucus?



          19          A.   As far as I knew.  That was my understanding and, I



          20     believed, our agreement.



          21          Q.   And did anyone monitor communications among the



          22     commissioners while in caucus?



          23          A.   No.



          24          Q.   Did you have any communications with them about



          25     decisions made in caucus?
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           1          A.   Not that I recall.



           2          Q.   Can you see your notes now in the chat room?



           3          A.   Yes.



           4          Q.   Can you tell me what the numeric designations are,



           5     for instance, on the fifth page.  It's Bates number 2969.



           6          A.   So this is talking about party performance and the



           7     various districts.



           8          Q.   Is that what all these numeric designations are,



           9     like on 2970, 2971, 2972?



          10          A.   Yeah.



          11          Q.   So are these your notes deliberating over where the



          12     caucus boundary should be -- where the district boundary



          13     should be?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          15          A.   I never participated in any deliberation.



          16          Q.   What were you writing these numbers down for?



          17          A.   As a trained mediator, I take extensive notes when



          18     people are talking so that I can make sure I understand what



          19     they're saying.



          20          Q.   So you were present when they were deliberating the



          21     districts because that's what these numbers reflect, right?



          22          A.   I was certainly present when they were -- when they



          23     were engaging in communication about on the 14th about the



          24     loss of faith, yeah.



          25          Q.   Well, you are specifically taking --
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           1               Well, strike that.



           2               Exhibit 1 are notes from when?



           3          A.   These notes -- I mean, they're not dated, but



           4     they're throughout this time period, the 13th, the 14th, and



           5     the 15th.



           6          Q.   So, throughout this timeframe, you were in a room



           7     or a location with the commissioners, real time or digital



           8     time, jotting down their communications about districts,



           9     correct?



          10          A.   Yeah, Graves and Sims.



          11          Q.   Okay.  And so there's no information about what any



          12     of the other commissioners thought about these?



          13          A.   I was not in communication with the others.  They



          14     had their own negotiation, I was not privy to.



          15          Q.   Were these numbers reflecting partisan politics?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   Can you rephrase the question.  I don't understand



          18     what you mean by that.



          19          Q.   Do these numbers reflect partisan statistics from



          20     various districts?



          21          A.   These numbers reflect party performance.



          22          Q.   And when you say party performance, what do you



          23     mean?



          24          A.   I mean, based on election data, how the parties had



          25     performed in prior elections.
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           1          Q.   In specific districts?



           2          A.   Yes.



           3          Q.   Where were these statistics coming from?



           4                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.



           5          A.   To my knowledge, the Sims and Graves dyad was



           6     using, I think it was the treasurer race, the most recent



           7     treasurer race.  I think it says in the notes here -- let me



           8     look -- I think they were using the treasurer race.  Oh,



           9     yeah, "Treasurer data," it says on 2965.



          10          Q.   All right.  And so your notes reflect that Paul



          11     Graves and April Sims reached agreement on the 44th?



          12          A.   No.



          13          Q.   Does that mean they didn't reach agreement on the



          14     44th?



          15          A.   Graves and Sims did not reach agreement on the 44th



          16     at any time, that I was aware of.  I assume that, ultimately,



          17     they -- I mean, not at any time I was involved in their



          18     conversation.



          19          Q.   Are these numbers metrics?



          20          A.   Can you give me a page number.



          21          Q.   2969 or 2970.  Are these numbers at any time



          22     referred to as metrics?



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          24          A.   I don't know.



          25          Q.   Was there ever a time where you heard discussion
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           1     about metrics?



           2          A.   The word "metric" used?



           3          Q.   Yes.



           4          A.   I don't remember.  I don't remember that being a



           5     substantive part of the conversation, but I don't know.



           6          Q.   What did you say during the course of this



           7     conversation to facilitate some sort of communication between



           8     Sims and Graves?



           9          A.   I was asking questions to make sure I understood



          10     what their shared proposal was, prior to their agreement



          11     being compromised as a result of this appointment to the



          12     Secretary of State's office.



          13          Q.   What was their shared agreement?



          14          A.   I don't know.  These notes reflect what I



          15     understood that to be.



          16          Q.   Are all of these notes numeric designations of



          17     partisan performance?



          18          A.   Well, no.  For example, it says, "Tulalip.  Current



          19     Marysville to stay in the 38th."  So that's not about



          20     partisan performance.  There's also a lunch menu on here.



          21          Q.   But the numeric designations, those are partisan



          22     performance?



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          24          Q.   Is that correct?



          25          A.   I believe so.
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           1          Q.   And on the page 2969, where it references, "Current



           2     Marysville to stay in the 38th," the numbers on the right



           3     reflect the partisan performance of that 38th District,



           4     correct?



           5          A.   I don't think so.  I think these are numbers of



           6     districts.



           7          Q.   And what is it the D, LD, S, LR, SR mean?



           8          A.   I think LD is lean democratic, LR is lean



           9     Republican, SR is safe Republican.  I don't remember what D



          10     stands for.  It has something to do with democratic.  So what



          11     these are talking about is how many districts of each one or



          12     the districts.



          13          Q.   What does safe mean?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.



          15          A.   I really think these questions are really more



          16     appropriate for the voting commissioners.  As you can tell,



          17     this is not my purview.



          18          Q.   Well, they're your notes.  I am just wanting to



          19     know what you thought you were writing down.



          20          A.   So, from my point of view -- forgive me -- they



          21     know what they mean by saying safe.  It's not important that



          22     I understand what they mean by safe.  I'm writing down, hey,



          23     this is what their interests are, and I am trying to help



          24     them move through the gridlock that they're in so that they



          25     can get their interests met.
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           1               So I don't know what safe means, honestly.  Whether



           2     it's lean democratic or lean Republican, these are the kinds



           3     of things that the voting commissioners could tell you.  I



           4     don't know how those are defined.



           5          Q.   Did you write your declaration to the Supreme



           6     Court?



           7          A.   I did.



           8          Q.   How did you decide what times to put on the



           9     chronology?



          10          A.   I wrote my declaration to be in compliance with the



          11     request of the Supreme Court order.



          12          Q.   That's not what I asked.



          13               I asked how you figured out what times you put on



          14     it.



          15          A.   I put the times that I believe the Supreme Court



          16     requested.



          17          Q.   And how did you identify those times?



          18          A.   The Supreme Court -- I don't have their declaration



          19     in front of me -- or their order in front of me -- but what I



          20     remember is that they asked for the times of the votes.  They



          21     asked for -- I don't remember.



          22          Q.   I'm asking how you knew what times to put.  Where



          23     did you come up with the times?



          24          A.   Yeah.  We have an official record that's kept by a



          25     court recorder that's timestamped.
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           1          Q.   Do you know how it was timestamped?



           2          A.   I don't.  I know that there were also -- it could



           3     be that -- I honestly take that back and say I'm not exactly



           4     sure.  But it could also be when the emails were submitted to



           5     Lisa.  So the electronic tool that was used for signature has



           6     a timestamp on it, too.



           7          Q.   Do you know whether or not the -- strike that.



           8               Did you rely on TVW to televise your meetings or



           9     publicize your meetings?



          10          A.   TVW broadcast our meetings.  We advertise our



          11     meetings in a variety of ways.



          12          Q.   Did you rely on TVW to broadcast your meetings to



          13     the public, or did you allow the public to attend in Zoom?



          14          A.   The public was encouraged to sign up for comment



          15     and attend via Zoom.



          16          Q.   On the 15th, did you invite the public to make



          17     comments and attend via Zoom?



          18          A.   I don't remember.



          19          Q.   Do you remember allowing the public to be present



          20     in Zoom on the 15th or 16th?



          21          A.   I don't remember.



          22          Q.   Do you remember reviewing TVW footage to verify



          23     whether or not the time stamps you conveyed to the Supreme



          24     Court were accurate?



          25          A.   No.  And I don't -- yeah, I believe -- I don't -- I
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           1     don't remember.  I would have to reflect on where those time



           2     stamps came from, but I believe they came from the record and



           3     probably from signature.



           4          Q.   Was anybody actually timing the meeting?



           5          A.   From my point of view, the independent staff were



           6     doing that, and, by that, I mean our tech support.



           7          Q.   Do you know that the motion on the legislative



           8     districts came on the 15th and the affirmative votes were



           9     reflected on the 16th on the TVW footage?



          10          A.   No.



          11          Q.   Do you know whether or not there was any



          12     alternative to viewing the meeting on the 15th and the 16th,



          13     other than through TVW?



          14          A.   I assume it was also streamed on YouTube because,



          15     typically, our meetings are streamed on YouTube.  I am not



          16     sure.



          17          Q.   Are meetings streamed live on YouTube?



          18          A.   I'm not sure.



          19          Q.   So do you know if the public had access to the



          20     meeting on the 15th and the 16th?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          22          A.   I assume our meeting on the 15th was conducted in



          23     the way that all of our meetings were conducted, but I did



          24     not verify that, so I couldn't speak to it directly.



          25          Q.   Okay.  Do you have any personal knowledge as to
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           1     whether or not the public could participate in the meeting on



           2     the 15th or the 16th?



           3          A.   Yes.



           4          Q.   And what's your personal knowledge?



           5          A.   Reading about it in the press on Tuesday morning.



           6          Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge that relates to



           7     decisions you made?



           8                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           9          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.



          10          Q.   Do you have any personal knowledge about whether or



          11     not the public was able to access the meeting on the 15th and



          12     the 16th, other than what you read in the media?



          13          A.   I assumed, based on the detailed nature of what I



          14     read in the media, that I assumed that those meetings were



          15     broadcast in the way that they had been historically.



          16          Q.   Prior to submitting a declaration to the Supreme



          17     Court, did you identify whether or not the Commission had



          18     reached an agreement prior to finalizing the boundaries of



          19     the three districts referenced?



          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          21          A.   I'm sorry, I don't understand the question.



          22          Q.   Prior to submitting, under oath, the declaration to



          23     the Supreme Court, did you speak to anyone about whether or



          24     not the Commission had actually reached an agreement and on



          25     what at the time they voted?
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           1          A.   The commissioners, including myself, participated



           2     in a press avail on, I believe it was Thursday.  And in that



           3     press conference, I heard all of the commissioners describe



           4     what they had voted on.



           5          Q.   What did you hear that they had voted on?



           6          A.   I heard in that press conference that they had



           7     voted on a framework and that the technical aspect of



           8     completing the maps did not occur by the statutory deadline



           9     and that is why they were moving on -- the jurisdiction would



          10     move on to the Supreme Court.



          11          Q.   So was it your understanding, at that press



          12     conference, that the commissioners agreed that they did not



          13     complete their work by midnight?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          15          A.   Yes.



          16          Q.   Was it your understanding that the commissioners



          17     agreed, at the time of the press conference, that they had



          18     not reached a final agreement on congressional or district



          19     maps at the time of the vote?



          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          21          A.   What I understood at the press conference is that



          22     they agreed that we had -- that the Commission had lost its



          23     statutory authority.



          24          Q.   And were the commissioners collectively together at



          25     the time of the press conference?
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           1          A.   Yes.  Collectively, via Zoom, though in the virtual



           2     space.



           3          Q.   Was that press conference televised or made



           4     publicly available?



           5          A.   I don't know.



           6          Q.   Who decided to hold a press conference?



           7          A.   The press conference had been scheduled before our



           8     regular meeting, and it was scheduled for Tuesday.  And as a



           9     result of the late night Monday, it was rescheduled to



          10     Thursday.  So it was scheduled by our communications



          11     director, Jamie Nixon.



          12          Q.   Did the commissioners agree to that schedule?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   Did they agree to that schedule in a public



          15     meeting?



          16          A.   I don't know.



          17          Q.   Who made the final decision that the maps were



          18     completed for transmittal?



          19          A.   My understanding is that the commissioners assigned



          20     caucus staff to complete mapping, to complete the mapping.



          21          Q.   Did the commissioners all approve --



          22          A.   I'm sorry, what?  Do you want me to finish



          23     answering?



          24          Q.   If you're still going, yeah.



          25          A.   Yeah, I'm still going.
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           1          Q.   Okay.



           2          A.   The commissioners instructed the caucus staff to



           3     then submit the maps to the independent staff so that they



           4     could be posted.  So, once the caucus staff -- from my point



           5     of view, the caucus staff were empowered to submit those



           6     maps.  Once the maps were submitted, they were uploaded by



           7     the independent staff, and the independent staff posted them



           8     on the website.  That was the process.



           9          Q.   Okay.  And was that process decided on the 16th?



          10          A.   That process was decided in the September and



          11     October meeting, either the regular or the special meetings



          12     of the Commission.



          13          Q.   In the September and October meetings, there was a



          14     decision to transmit the maps after the vote?



          15          A.   There was a decision made for the process for



          16     transmittal.  And so we carried out that process even though



          17     we missed the vote.  We just followed the same process.



          18          Q.   So was there a decision made to follow that process



          19     on the 16th, even though you had missed the deadline?



          20          A.   There was no discussion of it.  I assumed that's



          21     what we would do, and so that's what we did.



          22          Q.   So did the caucus decide when the maps were



          23     finalized?



          24          A.   What do you mean by the caucus?



          25          Q.   Well, whoever you're talking about, the caucus

�





                                                                            98



           1     staff.



           2          A.   The caucus staff, yes.  Keep in mind, please, that



           3     there are four caucuses.  So there were two caucus staff



           4     assigned to each map.  There was a Republican caucus staff



           5     and a Democrat caucus staff, and together they completed the



           6     maps.



           7          Q.   You mean there was two house caucus, two senate



           8     caucus, Rs and Ds?



           9          A.   There are four caucuses.  There was one staff



          10     assigned by each of the four caucuses.



          11          Q.   So did the commissioners approve the final maps?



          12          A.   I assume --



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          14          A.   I assume that the maps that the caucus staff



          15     submitted were with the authority of the commissioners that



          16     they work for.



          17          Q.   Okay.  So did you assume that based on your



          18     observation of how the work was performed?



          19          A.   I assumed it based on how the work had been going



          20     along for --



          21                    THE REPORTER:  You're kind of breaking up



          22     there.



          23          A.   I assumed that the caucus staff were there mapping



          24     for the commissioner they supported.



          25          Q.   Commissioner Walkinshaw communicated to you that
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           1     the Supreme Court received maps that he didn't approve.



           2               Do you recall that communication?



           3          A.   I recall getting a text from him saying -- no, I



           4     don't.  I don't recall what you're saying, no.



           5          Q.   What do you recall about Walkinshaw's



           6     communications with you about those maps?



           7          A.   I recall him saying that he had not seen the final



           8     legislative district map and he was concerned.



           9          Q.   What did you do about that?



          10          A.   There was nothing I could do about it, nothing.



          11          Q.   Did you know that prior to communicating to the



          12     Supreme Court?



          13          A.   No.



          14          Q.   So you had already communicated your declaration to



          15     the Supreme Court when you heard from Walkinshaw that he had



          16     not seen the map?



          17          A.   Yes.



          18          Q.   And you had prepared your declaration to that



          19     effect?



          20          A.   I don't understand.



          21          Q.   Didn't you draft your declaration after Walkinshaw



          22     told you he had never seen the final map?



          23          A.   He said that.  And then at the press avail, he said



          24     that he had -- in fact, I had a conversation with him



          25     Thursday morning, and he said, "The maps reflect what we
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           1     agreed upon."



           2          Q.   Was there any discussion about whether or not the



           3     maps didn't reflect what he had agreed upon?



           4          A.   No.



           5          Q.   Was there a period of time where Walkinshaw and



           6     Fain were in disagreement over the boundaries?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.



           8          A.   I have no idea.



           9          Q.   You said that you had a conversation with



          10     Walkinshaw about not seeing the maps, and he told you that



          11     the maps reflected what they agreed upon.



          12               What did you think that he was referring to?



          13          A.   I did not have a conversation with him.  I received



          14     a text message from him.



          15          Q.   I thought you said you had a conversation with him



          16     on a Thursday.



          17          A.   Oh, on Thursday.  What he said on Thursday was, "I



          18     believe that the maps support what we voted on."  Basically,



          19     what I received was, disregard the previous text.



          20          Q.   So are you of the impression that Walkinshaw at one



          21     point was concerned about whether the maps conformed with



          22     what he wanted and then ultimately decided that they did?



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          24          A.   I couldn't say.  I think that's a question for



          25     Commissioner Walkinshaw.
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           1          Q.   How did you take his communication to you?



           2          A.   It sounded like he was concerned, and then he was



           3     no longer concerned.



           4          Q.   Have you reviewed all the communications among to



           5     commissioners from the 15th and 16th?



           6          A.   No.



           7          Q.   Have you conducted any kind of audit of the



           8     communications to apply open government principles to those



           9     communications?



          10          A.   I'm sorry?



          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          12          Q.   Have you conducted any kind of audit of the



          13     communications of the commissioners to ascertain whether or



          14     not they were in conformance with open government standards?



          15          A.   No.



          16          Q.   What kind of open government training have you had?



          17          A.   I followed the AGO website, self-guided training.



          18          Q.   What do you mean, you followed the AGO website?



          19          A.   I was instructed that there was a training



          20     available on the Attorney General's Office website.  I was



          21     given a link to that site.  I went to that site and followed



          22     the self-guided training.



          23          Q.   What day did you do that?



          24          A.   I did it over a series of weeks in February and



          25     March.
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           1          Q.   From what computer?



           2          A.   From my redistricting computer, I suppose.



           3          Q.   And how much time did you spend?



           4          A.   Probably less than 10 hours.



           5          Q.   What do you recall about the training?



           6          A.   It's a very extensive training, so I could use help



           7     with some more specific questions.



           8          Q.   Well, do you remember learning anything?



           9          A.   Yes.



          10          Q.   What do you remember learning from the training?



          11          A.   I remember learning that all decisions needed to be



          12     made at an open, public meeting.



          13          Q.   Anything else?



          14          A.   That the public had the right to attend meetings.



          15     And there was discussion ensuring that we could do that,



          16     given a COVID environment.



          17          Q.   Do you remember learning anything about serial



          18     meetings?



          19          A.   Yes.



          20          Q.   What do you remember?



          21          A.   I remember that commissioners could not agree about



          22     something in a serial fashion, either by email or by phone



          23     call or whatever, where they were forming an agreement in a



          24     series without being in an open, public meeting.



          25          Q.   Was it your understanding that an agreement was the
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           1     only course of conduct, subject to open government



           2     principles?



           3          A.   No.  Some commission business.



           4          Q.   So any commission business?



           5          A.   I'm not going to designate my answer to any



           6     commission business because, clearly, that would not be the



           7     case, but certainly actions.



           8          Q.   How about deliberations?



           9          A.   How do you want me to answer that?  I am not sure I



          10     understand what your question is.



          11          Q.   Did you understand that the commissioners had to



          12     deliberate publicly?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   Did you understand that the commissioners had to



          15     negotiate publicly?



          16          A.   Yes.



          17          Q.   Did the commissioners negotiate publicly on



          18     November 15th?



          19          A.   From my point of view, on November 15, there was a



          20     very chaotic meeting, and it's not clear to me that they



          21     presented their ideas clearly.



          22          Q.   In public?



          23          A.   Right.



          24          Q.   So is there a question in your mind whether or not



          25     the commissioners complied with the Open Public Meeting Act
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           1     based on their conduct on the 15th?



           2                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal



           3     conclusion.



           4          A.   I don't know.



           5          Q.   Are you concerned about their conduct on the 15th



           6     relative to the Open Public Meeting Act?



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



           8          A.   I don't know.



           9          Q.   Did you at any point in time communicate with the



          10     commissioners on the 15th the need to come into the public



          11     meeting and disclose what they had been negotiating?



          12          A.   Yes.



          13          Q.   When did you do that?



          14          A.   Throughout the meeting, I was calling them and



          15     asking them to get on camera.



          16          Q.   And what do you recall about any of those



          17     conversations?



          18          A.   I remember calling them and asking them to get on



          19     camera.



          20          Q.   Who do you remember talking to?



          21          A.   I remember talking to Commissioner Sims.  I



          22     remember talking to Commissioner Fain.  And I assumed that



          23     they were in their caucus, their caucuses, so I was calling



          24     the two of them to say, please get on camera and talk about



          25     what you're doing.
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           1          Q.   Why were you doing that?



           2          A.   To ensure the public had an opportunity to hear



           3     about their proposals.



           4          Q.   Did they get on camera and talk about what they



           5     were doing?



           6          A.   They did, intermittently.



           7          Q.   Did they do it less than what you required of them



           8     or asked of them?  I guess I should say, did they come out



           9     and speak less than what you had asked them to do?



          10          A.   I don't recall giving them specific parameters with



          11     timelines.



          12          Q.   Was it your impression that they were telling the



          13     public less than what they were doing?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          15          A.   It was my impression that there was -- that there



          16     was a chaotic -- that there was chaos among tired people.



          17     That was my impression.



          18          Q.   Okay.  In addition to the chaos, did they say less



          19     in public than what you understood they were doing?



          20          A.   I don't know.



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form and foundation.



          22          Q.   Did you say --



          23          A.   I don't know what they were doing.



          24          Q.   Why did you not make it your job to know what they



          25     were doing?
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           1                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Argumentative.



           2          A.   I was facilitating a meeting and trying to check in



           3     with the public every 30 minutes.  I did not know where



           4     people were meeting.  I was not privileged to what was going



           5     on, and I did not tear around the hotel trying to find out.



           6     So I don't know, I guess is the best way I can answer that.



           7          Q.   My question is:  Did you feel like it was your duty



           8     and responsibility to ensure the Commission complied with



           9     OPMA?



          10          A.   Yes.



          11          Q.   Did you feel it was your duty and responsibility to



          12     ensure the Commission complied with commission regulations?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   Did you understand that the commission regulations



          15     or rules, the Washington Administrative Code adopted by the



          16     Commission, required them to act publicly?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal



          18     conclusion.



          19          A.   I understood that we were to comply with OPMA, yes.



          20          Q.   Open what?



          21          A.   The Open Public Meeting Act.



          22          Q.   Did you understand that the regulations required



          23     more openness than the Open Public Meeting Act?



          24                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          25          A.   I don't know.

�





                                                                           107



           1          Q.   Had you read the rules prior to becoming a



           2     commissioner?



           3          A.   Prior to becoming a commissioner?  No.



           4          Q.   Did you read the Washington Administrative Code



           5     provisions specific to the Commission while acting as chair



           6     or at any time as chair?



           7          A.   I don't remember.



           8          Q.   Do you know whether or not the -- well, strike



           9     that.  When's the last time you read the rules?



          10          A.   I don't know.



          11          Q.   Do you recall any of the provisions from the rules



          12     with regard to transparency?



          13          A.   I don't.



          14          Q.   Do you believe the Commission was transparent?



          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it



          16     calls for a legal conclusion.



          17          A.   I don't know.



          18          Q.   Do you believe there's anything that you should



          19     have done as the chair to ensure better transparency?



          20          A.   Given the context, no.



          21          Q.   When you say given the context, what are you



          22     saying?



          23          A.   I'm saying there was a very chaotic meeting among



          24     very tired people, and I believe I did my job to the best of



          25     my ability, given the conditions.

�





                                                                           108



           1          Q.   Why was it chaotic?



           2          A.   The fact that there were conversations happening in



           3     that location in Federal Way was impromptu, it was not



           4     scheduled or planned.  The Commission had spent nearly a year



           5     working very hard on behalf of the people of Washington, and



           6     they were running out of their statutory authority.  And



           7     there were technical issues that we faced that we did not



           8     anticipate, not the least of which is trying to maneuver very



           9     complex, difficult mapping software.  And all of those things



          10     together, with Internet outage, led to a chaotic environment.



          11          Q.   Who was responsible for controlling the chaos?



          12          A.   I'm not sure I know.



          13          Q.   What kind of Internet outage did you have?



          14          A.   My Internet was being run specifically through my



          15     hotspot.  I'm not sure how the other commissioners were



          16     getting access to Internet.  I heard, at least from Joe Fain



          17     and I think -- I'll just speak for Jo Fain because I know



          18     from the record of the meeting he lost Internet multiple



          19     times throughout the course of that meeting.



          20          Q.   Why didn't you guys just go into one room and



          21     televise from there?



          22          A.   Great question.  I don't know.



          23          Q.   Who was in control of how you were meeting?



          24          A.   From my point of view, each adult has the ability



          25     to control their own behavior, and so it's very difficult for
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           1     one human being to control another.  Each commissioner was in



           2     control of themselves and their conduct.  It's a commission



           3     of five.  Each person was determining how they were going to



           4     conduct themselves.



           5          Q.   Well, who made the plans to hold the meeting via



           6     Zoom at the hotel?



           7          A.   The meeting via Zoom was planned weeks in advance



           8     by the independent staff, just like all of our meetings were



           9     held by Zoom, as a result of the COVID environment.  I do not



          10     believe the commissioners called into zoom meetings from the



          11     same location at every single meeting.



          12               There was never a plan that -- of where



          13     commissioners would be physically when they called into the



          14     meeting.  All of our meetings were via Zoom.  So there wasn't



          15     a plan to do it that way.  It happened that way because of



          16     the lateness of the hour.



          17          Q.   You mean it happened at the hotel because of the



          18     lateness of the hour?



          19          A.   Yes.



          20          Q.   Okay.  So there was not an advanced plan to have



          21     the lot available for the commissioners?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Did you at any time suggest everyone convene in one



          24     room?



          25          A.   Yes.

�





                                                                           110



           1          Q.   When?



           2          A.   Multiple times over months of time.



           3          Q.   And how was the decision made not to convene in one



           4     room?



           5          A.   Various commissioners had reasons why they didn't



           6     want to.  Paul Graves -- I think his third child was born two



           7     weeks before this meeting.  He did not want to have to



           8     travel.



           9               Mostly, people didn't want to have to travel to



          10     Olympia to do the meetings.  I asked that this final meeting



          11     be held in Olympia because it was convenient.  And most of



          12     the scheduling was done by independent staff over weeks of



          13     time.  There was never a place agreed upon that everyone



          14     would meet together face-to-face, although that was



          15     requested.



          16          Q.   Do you know that the rules require to meet in



          17     Olympia?



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection, to the extent it



          19     calls for a legal conclusion.



          20          A.   No.



          21          Q.   Was there ever a motion to meet other than in



          22     Olympia?



          23          A.   I don't understand.



          24          Q.   Was there ever a motion by the Commission to



          25     convene their meetings outside Olympia?
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           1          A.   Not that I'm aware of, because we have been living



           2     in a COVID environment where virtually all meetings have been



           3     through Zoom for two years.



           4          Q.   Did you print out training materials?



           5          A.   No.



           6          Q.   Do you have any documentation that would establish



           7     when you performed any training work and what training work



           8     you performed?



           9          A.   No.



          10          Q.   Would your computer's metadata document when you



          11     went to the attorney general's website?



          12                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Foundation.



          13          A.   I have no idea.



          14          Q.   I didn't hear you, Ms. Augustine.



          15          A.   I have no way of knowing that.



          16          Q.   Have you searched for any metadata that would



          17     document your participation in training?



          18          A.   With respect, I don't know what metadata is.



          19          Q.   Have you searched or had anyone examine your



          20     computer to ascertain whether or not they could locate



          21     confirmation that you attended training?



          22          A.   No.



          23          Q.   Did anybody tell you that you completed sufficient



          24     training to comply with OPMA?



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   Do you believe that you trained sufficiently in



           2     OPMA?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  It calls for a legal



           4     conclusion.



           5                    You can answer.



           6          A.   I don't know.



           7          Q.   Did you, as a commissioner, try to schedule



           8     training that would comply with OPMA?



           9          A.   No.



          10          Q.   Did anyone at the Commission verify that you



          11     completed training?



          12          A.   No.  A question I have though is:  Who would that



          13     be?



          14          Q.   I don't know.  The director?



          15          A.   The director was hired by me.  So, when I did the



          16     training, she was not even a director yet.  I hired all the



          17     staff.



          18          Q.   Okay.  And so how did you make the decision to hire



          19     Ms. McLean?  Did you do that on your own?



          20          A.   I worked with the HR office of the legislature.  We



          21     put together a screening committee criteria.  We posted a



          22     recruitment -- I guess it would be like a job description.



          23     We conducted interviews.  We conducted three layers of



          24     interviews.  I think myself and HR did the first.  The second



          25     was conducted by myself and the staff from the senate, the
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           1     head staff from the senate and the house.  And the third



           2     interview was with all commissioners.



           3          Q.   Okay.  Did you make a decision on executive



           4     director in any follow-up meeting?



           5          A.   We did.



           6          Q.   And how about the staff?



           7          A.   The staff were directly hired by Lisa McLean, in



           8     compliance with our WACs.



           9          Q.   So did you hire Lisa McLean prior to the other



          10     commissioners approving her publicly?



          11          A.   I just explained to you the process by which we



          12     hired Ms. McLean.  They voted.  I wasn't even in her final



          13     interview.  The final interview was with the voting



          14     commissioners.



          15          Q.   At a public meeting?



          16          A.   Yes.



          17          Q.   Did they take a vote on hiring her?



          18          A.   They did.



          19          Q.   Can you think of any decision that was made on the



          20     16th by the commissioners, the voting commissioners?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          22          A.   Not in my presence or to my knowledge.



          23          Q.   Can you think of any deliberations that occurred



          24     among the voting commissioners on the 16th?



          25                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.
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           1          A.   Not in my presence.



           2          Q.   Were they ever outside of your presence on the



           3     16th?



           4          A.   Certainly.



           5          Q.   Pardon?



           6          A.   Certainly.



           7          Q.   So when were they outside of your presence on the



           8     16th?



           9          A.   I know various ones of them had to go to the



          10     bathroom or call their spouses.  I never --



          11          Q.   Were you done?



          12          A.   Yes.



          13               I didn't enforce any kind of mandate that they had



          14     to stay in that room.



          15          Q.   Did any of them share communications that they had



          16     with other voting commissioners?



          17          A.   No.



          18                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          19          Q.   Did any of them share any communications that they



          20     had from outside sources?



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Can you read back the question



          22     for me, Mr. Johnson.



          23          Q.   (By Ms. Mell)  Did any of them share any



          24     communications they had with outside sources?



          25          A.   No.
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           1          Q.   Did you do anything to ensure that third-party



           2     input to the redistricting process was recorded and



           3     publicized?



           4          A.   We had held, I believe, 17 public input meetings,



           5     and all of those meetings were public.  And at every public



           6     meeting prior to the 15th, there was an opportunity for



           7     public comment.  And so I think we worked really hard to



           8     ensure that the public was engaged.  We had an outreach plan



           9     and staff committed to doing outreach to the public in terms



          10     of input.



          11          Q.   Did you make sure that communications to the



          12     commissioners were publicized?



          13          A.   No.



          14          Q.   Did you understand that the redistricting process



          15     is not to be politicized?



          16                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          17          A.   I don't understand the question.



          18          Q.   Do you know that there's a limitation on how



          19     political redistricting should be, in statute?



          20                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



          21          A.   I don't know what you mean by political.



          22          Q.   Along partisan lines.



          23                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          24          A.   So I'd just appreciate a more specific question.



          25          Q.   Do you understand that there's a statutory and
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           1     constitutional reference to how partisan redistricting should



           2     be?



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Objection.  Calls for a legal



           4     conclusion.



           5          A.   I'm sorry, I just don't understand the question.



           6               I have read the statute, I understand what the



           7     provisions of the statute are, and I'm not sure what you're



           8     asking of me.



           9          Q.   Do you remember any of the provisions of the



          10     statute pertaining to partisan politics in redistricting?



          11                    MR. PEKELIS:  Same objection.



          12          A.   I don't understand.  I mean, I guess I don't



          13     understand what you're asking.  Yes, I recognize that it's a



          14     bipartisan process and that there are features of the statute



          15     that explain the priorities of the Commission, yes.



          16          Q.   Do you understand that the Commission's plan should



          17     not be drawn purposely to favor or discriminate against any



          18     political party or group?



          19          A.   Yes.



          20          Q.   What did you do to ensure that?



          21          A.   I held a nonpartisan staff to have a high standard



          22     of nonpartisanship.  I held the largest outreach public



          23     outreach effort for any commission, ever.  And included a



          24     tribal consultation policy and engaged in tribal consultation



          25     for the first time any committee had ever done that, to
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           1     include the largest number of people, including the most



           2     marginalized, in the process.



           3          Q.   Is it correct that the negotiations you directly



           4     observed on the 15th were all about partisan priorities?



           5                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           6          A.   I understand that the notes that I took at that



           7     time reflect a discussion between two commissioners about



           8     their interests regarding party performance.



           9          Q.   Did you ever observe any negotiations where the



          10     subject matter of the district maps was something other than



          11     party performance?



          12          A.   Yes.



          13          Q.   When?



          14          A.   Throughout these -- the 13th, 14th, and 15th, which



          15     is the only negotiation I was directly a part of.



          16          Q.   Well, what did you observe with regard to



          17     negotiations over districts that weren't based on party



          18     performance?



          19          A.   The number of majority-minority districts and where



          20     those districts would be; where to cross the Cascades in



          21     terms of drawing boundaries; tribal consultation and how that



          22     should be addressed; communities of interest and how



          23     communities of interest should be reflected, given public



          24     testimony.  That would include consolidating cities



          25     throughout various geographies.
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           1          Q.   Anything else?



           2          A.   There may be others.  That's what I can recall at



           3     this time.



           4          Q.   And what do you mean by number of majority-minority



           5     districts?



           6          A.   Creating districts where ethnic minorities would be



           7     in the majority.  There was also extensive discussion about



           8     compliance with the Voting Rights Act.



           9          Q.   When did those discussions occur?



          10          A.   The only negotiation I was part of was on the 13th,



          11     the 14th, and the 15th.



          12          Q.   And the only portion of the negotiations on the



          13     13th, 14th, and 15th that were public was approximately



          14     30 minutes on the 15th after 7:00 and at close to midnight?



          15          A.   The negotiations I was part of were one dyad



          16     working on a proposal together.



          17          Q.   Okay.



          18          A.   And I don't think their conversation was part of



          19     the meeting on the 15th.



          20          Q.   Okay.  So would you agree that the only public



          21     portion of the negotiations that was -- strike that.



          22               Would you agree that there was approximately



          23     30 minutes of redistricting activity made public on the 15th?



          24          A.   I believe that's what the record reflects.



          25          Q.   Okay.  So there were negotiations ongoing between
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           1     the 13th, 14th, and 15th that were not public?



           2          A.   That was the ongoing work of the dyad that was



           3     working together on creating preliminary agreements for a



           4     proposal to the legislative district plan.



           5          Q.   But on the 15th, that converted into caucus work?



           6                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           7          A.   I wouldn't say it converted into caucus work.



           8          Q.   Well, the dyads weren't maintained, it was now



           9     caucus groups, right?



          10          A.   That's what I understood, yes.



          11          Q.   Okay.  So when in the negotiations on the 13th,



          12     14th, and 15th were the majority and minority districts



          13     decided?



          14                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.  Foundation.



          15          A.   I don't know about decided.  I don't even know that



          16     anything was decided.  I'm telling you what I heard.  You



          17     asked me what I heard, and I am telling you, these are other



          18     considerations that I heard.



          19          Q.   Actually, I asked you what you did to ensure it



          20     wasn't political.  And you said there were conversations that



          21     you participated in specifically delineating some of these



          22     things.  So I was wanting to know --



          23          A.   Ms. Mell, you asked me what I had done to ensure



          24     compliance with my duties, and I explained to you the



          25     extensive outreach.
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           1          Q.   Are you trying to answer something?  I didn't hear



           2     you.  Did we lose you?



           3          A.   I was frozen for a moment.



           4          Q.   I think you were.  I didn't see any movement there.



           5               Okay.  So what conversations were you participating



           6     in about the majority and minority districts?



           7          A.   What I recollect is that you asked me if, on the



           8     13th, the 14th, and the 15th, that there were any other



           9     discussions, other than partisan performance, and I said yes,



          10     and I listed those.



          11          Q.   Right.



          12               So now we're going to go through each and ask what



          13     you heard and when.



          14               So what discussions did you participate in about



          15     the majority and minority districts on the 13th, 14th, and



          16     15th?



          17          A.   I know that minority-majority districts were



          18     important to Commissioner Sims, and she voiced that multiple



          19     times as a priority for her.



          20          Q.   So what did you hear them decide?



          21          A.   As I said previously, they made no decisions.



          22     Primarily, the things they were talking about was repairing



          23     their relationship, to the extent they would be willing to



          24     work through the -- (inaudible).



          25          Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear them discuss about
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           1     majority-minority districts?



           2          A.   As I said, April Sims voiced that it was a priority



           3     for her and justified some of the things that she was asking



           4     for as a result of that.



           5          Q.   What did you hear her ask for, and who did she ask?



           6          A.   As I said, the only group that I was ever a part of



           7     was April Sims and Paul Graves.



           8          Q.   Okay.  So what did you hear April Sims ask for with



           9     regard to majority-minority districts?



          10          A.   I don't recall.  That is a really good question for



          11     April Sims because I'm sure she has, in detail, her



          12     understanding of what happened there.



          13          Q.   Do you see any of April's communications about



          14     majority-minority districts in those three days of



          15     negotiations reflected in your notes.



          16          A.   I'm trying to open the notes.  I have them open,



          17     but, for some reason, they're not -- they just keep closing.



          18               I know that on RC 002969, she's talking about



          19     complying with Tulalip consultation, in terms of where they



          20     would be in relationship to Marysville and what district.



          21               Unfortunately, that's the only page I can see at



          22     this moment.  If you or one of your staff would be willing to



          23     share screen, it would be much easier for me.



          24          Q.   From what you see on 2969, what did you say that



          25     that reflects?
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           1          A.   Compliance with consultation with the Tulalip



           2     Tribe.



           3          Q.   And that's what the notation up in the top left



           4     means, "Tulalip.  Current Marysville to stay in the 38th"?



           5          A.   Yeah.



           6          Q.   So what were you conveying or noting there?



           7          A.   That that was a priority for Sims.



           8          Q.   That what was?  That the Tulalip stay in the 38th?



           9          A.   That's what it appears to be.



          10          Q.   Okay.



          11          A.   So, on page RC 002966, on the right-hand side, it



          12     says, "Sims.  Agreement on VRA, Voting Rights Act, CVAP,



          13     Hispanic, Republican performing."  So that is talking about



          14     making sure that there's compliance with Voting Rights Act by



          15     creating a CVAP district in Central Washington.



          16          Q.   What does CVAP stand for?



          17          A.   Let me think about it for a minute.  Voting age



          18     population.  Citizen Voting Age Population.



          19          Q.   And so explain your notations.  "Agreement on VRA



          20     C-V-A-P H-I-S-P, dash, are performing."  What does that mean?



          21          A.   That means that the Voting Rights Act -- to me,



          22     this says they agree that the Voting Rights Act is a



          23     priority, and they're working on a CVAP Hispanic district.



          24     It could be Republican performing.



          25          Q.   Meaning the district votes Republican?
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           1          A.   Meaning that these are all elements that they were



           2     talking about.



           3          Q.   But "R performing" means the district votes



           4     Republican?



           5          A.   I didn't say that.  I don't know.  All I was doing



           6     was writing down what I heard.  And I was not one of the



           7     parties negotiating.



           8               You asked me to describe to you where in my notes



           9     they talk about things other than party performance, and I am



          10     telling you.



          11          Q.   What about where to cross the Cascades, what was



          12     your observations of the deliberations over where to cross



          13     the Cascades?



          14          A.   I don't know that it's reflected in these notes.  I



          15     don't remember them talking about it.



          16          Q.   What do you remember?



          17          A.   I remember trying to decide -- them trying to



          18     decide -- where they would cross the Cascades.  So that is to



          19     say -- that is to say, it's impossible, given the math of the



          20     population and how we live in the state, that you could have



          21     -- that you wouldn't have to cross the Cascades somewhere.



          22               There was a lot of public comment.  From my memory,



          23     this is what was discussed.  There was public comment about



          24     not having a big, long district that would be inconvenient



          25     that would have to cross the Cascades.  So there was
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           1     discussion about that and an acknowledgement that there was



           2     no way to not do that -- because I think there was something



           3     like in excess of 60,000 people -- in order to comply with



           4     making sure that all of the legislative districts were of



           5     similar size.



           6               So that was discussed.  Like where is that going to



           7     happen?  Where are we going to put that -- draw that



           8     population from -- or how are we going to draw that?



           9          Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on where to



          10     cross the Cascades?



          11          A.   No.



          12          Q.   Do you recall there being a decision on any of



          13     these points that you said you observed discussed?



          14          A.   No.  As I said, I was part of a very small portion



          15     of overall negotiation with only one dyad.  So, no.



          16          Q.   Did you ever meet with the caucuses?



          17          A.   No.



          18          Q.   What do you recall about tribal consultation?



          19          A.   I attended every tribal consultation.



          20          Q.   What does that mean?



          21          A.   We created a tribal consultation policy.  And in



          22     compliance with that policy, federally recognized Indian



          23     tribes were able to request consultation with the Commission.



          24     And in every event, I attended that consultation.



          25          Q.   Were those events public?
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           1          A.   No.



           2          Q.   Who attended those consultations?



           3          A.   Members of tribal government and, typically, myself



           4     and one commissioner.



           5          Q.   And did you specifically limit it to one commission



           6     so there weren't a majority of the voting commissioners in



           7     attendance at those tribal consultations?



           8          A.   We conducted tribal consultation according to the



           9     convenience of the commissioners, all of whom have full-time



          10     jobs.



          11          Q.   So were all of the commissioners invited to every



          12     consultation?



          13          A.   Yes.



          14          Q.   And did you make the consultations public?



          15          A.   No.



          16          Q.   Was there ever an instance when a voting



          17     commissioner indicated they wanted to come and were asked not



          18     to come because there was already a commissioner going?



          19          A.   No.  There was at least one consultation where



          20     there were two commissioners, if I recall correctly.



          21          Q.   And who were they?



          22          A.   Graves and Sims.



          23          Q.   And you?



          24          A.   And me.



          25          Q.   Did you understand that you had the ability to make
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           1     decisions for the Commission?



           2          A.   Yes, to a limited degree.



           3          Q.   And what was the scope of your decision-making



           4     authority?



           5          A.   I had the ability to set agendas, to convene



           6     meetings, and that the agenda that I set would not -- would



           7     not be -- could not be opposed without three votes to oppose



           8     it.



           9          Q.   And where did you come up with that agreement?



          10          A.   I don't believe that's an agreement.  I believe



          11     that's in the WAC.



          12          Q.   Why didn't you have public comment on the 15th?



          13          A.   I don't know.  I don't recall.



          14          Q.   But you set the agenda without public comment?



          15          A.   I did.



          16          Q.   And the commissioners didn't oppose that?



          17          A.   That's right.



          18          Q.   Did you have any discussion about that publicly?



          19          A.   No.



          20          Q.   What do you recall about communities of interest in



          21     your negotiations on the 13th, 14th, and 15th?



          22          A.   There was much discussion about communities of



          23     interest that were related to specific geographies.  I



          24     couldn't recall or recount for you all of them because there



          25     are many.  There are 49 districts across the state, and there
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           1     are communities of interest within all of them, and public



           2     testimony from all of them.  So I would have trouble



           3     recalling what was said about each district in these



           4     conversations.  I don't recall.



           5          Q.   Do you recall discussions about communities of



           6     interest pertaining to the physical maps?



           7          A.   I don't understand the question.



           8          Q.   Are communities of interest affected by where the



           9     district boundaries are designated on a map?



          10          A.   Yes.



          11          Q.   And without the map, you don't know where or how



          12     the communities of interest are affected, correct?



          13          A.   Throughout this process on the 13th, 14th, and



          14     15th, caucus staff were there mapping.  There were draft maps



          15     along the way.



          16          Q.   And those maps were essential to identifying how



          17     communities of interest were affected, correct?



          18          A.   I don't know how to answer that.  Essential to



          19     whom?  I mean, I wasn't a decision-maker.  That would be a



          20     question to ask the voting commissioners.



          21          Q.   Well, could you tell whether or not a community of



          22     interest was affected without the map?



          23          A.   There were maps in all of these conversations and



          24     mapping going on.



          25          Q.   Right.
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           1               But without a final map, would you be able to tell



           2     how the communities of interests were affected?



           3          A.   It would have been improper for there to even be



           4     consideration of a final map during this informal



           5     conversation when two people are trying to put together a



           6     proposal.



           7          Q.   I don't understand what you just said.



           8               What do you mean?



           9          A.   I mean -- so I would say I don't understand what



          10     you said then, because I thought I answered you directly.



          11          Q.   You said that it was improper.



          12               What was improper?



          13          A.   There was no final map.  It was an informal



          14     conversation between a working dyad.



          15          Q.   Okay.



          16          A.   There were drafts.  There were drafts.  They were



          17     referring to maps as they went along.



          18          Q.   And were the maps essential to having the



          19     conversations about communities of interest?



          20          A.   Yes.



          21          Q.   What do you recall about consolidating?  I think I



          22     wrote down cities.  Is that right?



          23          A.   I remember there being quite a lot of discussion



          24     around Bremerton.



          25          Q.   What were the discussions?
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           1          A.   I'm sorry, I can't recall.



           2               Again, I'm not a decision-maker.  Those questions



           3     should be directed towards voting commissioners.



           4          Q.   Do you recall anything anyone said about Bremerton?



           5          A.   It was discussion about how to -- where the lines



           6     should be to comply with the communities of interest in



           7     Bremerton.



           8                    MS. MELL:  It looks like we have a new person



           9     here that I'm not familiar with.  Who is Henry Brudney?



          10                    MR. BRUDNEY:  Joan, my name is Henry.  I'm



          11     counsel for Ali O'Neil, and I thought the deposition was to



          12     start at 1:00 p.m.  I apologize for interrupting.



          13                    MS. MELL:  I'm just glad to know that you're



          14     here because I was getting worried that we were at the time



          15     for you to be appearing.  So I think we need to shut it down



          16     and put you on.



          17                    Is Ali ready to go?



          18                    MR. BRUDNEY:  Yeah.



          19                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  We'll end this Augustine



          20     deposition, and we'll turn to Ali.



          21                    MR. PEKELIS:  Before we conclude this



          22     deposition, I just want to make a statement.



          23                    Before the last break, Ms. Mell asked several



          24     questions regarding whether the witness had consulted with



          25     counsel for the Attorney General's Office regarding certain
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           1     decisions or procedures of the Commission.  I objected on the



           2     grounds of attorney-client privilege and instructed the



           3     witness not to answer.



           4                    Ms. Mell took the position that privilege



           5     should not preclude the witness from -- preclude Ms. Mell --



           6     from asking about whether the witness relied on advice of



           7     counsel in taking a particular action.



           8                    And I continue to respectfully disagree.



           9     Specifically, my concern is that, in allowing the witness to



          10     answer such a question, it could inadvertently result in a



          11     waiver of attorney-client privilege.  So I stand by those



          12     instructions and my objection.



          13                    MS. MELL:  Is it your position that, in order



          14     to protect the privilege, that you need to have her answer



          15     questions that aren't privileged?  You need to protect her



          16     from answering questions that aren't privileged?



          17                    MR. PEKELIS:  My position is that the



          18     questions did call for attorney-client privileged, protected



          19     information.



          20                    MS. MELL:  Okay.  I just wasn't sure what you



          21     meant by implied waiver.



          22                    All right.  Let's move on.



          23                    Thank you, Ms. Augustine.



          24                    MR. WEST:  I have --



          25                    THE WITNESS:  Augustine.  My name is
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           1     Augustine.



           2                    Zach, I wonder if you could give me a call.



           3                    MR. PEKELIS:  Ms. Augustine, if you could just



           4     wait.  It sounds like Mr. West is trying to say something.



           5                    MR. WEST:  I wonder if I could ask three or



           6     four questions very quickly.



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  I have no objection to it.



           8                    MS. MELL:  Arthur, I think that we need to



           9     come back.  But if you really feel the need to do it, you



          10     could.  We've got another witness waiting.



          11                    MR. WEST:  If we're going to come back to this



          12     witness, then I don't have to ask any questions today.



          13                    MS. MELL:  I think you have the right to



          14     depose her anytime you want to.



          15                    MR. PEKELIS:  I disagree.



          16                    If Mr. West wants to examine this witness, I



          17     would encourage him to do so right now.



          18                    MR. WEST:  Okay.  I have just very short



          19     questions.



          20



          21                         E X A M I N A T I O N



          22     BY MR. WEST:



          23          Q.   On the 15th, who authorized the closure of the



          24     meeting?



          25          A.   I closed the meeting.
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           1          Q.   Okay.  Who authorized the meeting, portions of the



           2     meeting, not to be public?



           3          A.   Sorry, I don't understand.



           4          Q.   During the meeting, there were 31 minutes that was



           5     televised and transmitted.



           6               Who authorized the other portions of the meeting to



           7     not be televised and transmitted?



           8          A.   I did.



           9          Q.   Okay.  On what basis?



          10          A.   Commissioners requested being able to talk in



          11     caucuses, and I worked with the independent staff and sought



          12     advice.



          13                    MR. PEKELIS:  I have to stop you right there,



          14     Ms. Augustine.  I instruct you not to say anything with



          15     respect to what advice you sought from counsel.



          16                    THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Based on my conversations



          17     with independent staff, I went forward with allowing



          18     caucuses.



          19          Q.   (By Mr. West)  Am I correct in assuming that there



          20     were two dyads, one composed of Mr. Graves and Ms. Sims and



          21     one composed of Mr. Walkinshaw and Mr. Fain?



          22          A.   At what time period?



          23          Q.   Were there more than two dyads?



          24          A.   So the working dyads, the dyads that were assigned



          25     the work of coming up with proposals, were Graves and Sims
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           1     was working on the congressional district map -- I mean, was



           2     working on the legislative district map -- and Fain and



           3     Walkinshaw were working on the congressional district map.



           4          Q.   Okay.  Were there other dyads besides those two?



           5          A.   No.



           6          Q.   When they went into caucuses, were they still in



           7     the dyads?



           8          A.   No.



           9          Q.   What was that process, and who was involved in



          10     that?



          11          A.   The two Democrats were meeting together, and the



          12     two Republicans were meeting together.



          13          Q.   Okay.  So there's two types of meetings then, one



          14     bipartisan in the dyads and one partisan that would be broken



          15     up by party, correct?



          16          A.   I don't know what you mean by meetings.  So far as



          17     I'm aware, on the meeting on the 15th, it was just the



          18     partisan caucus groups, two in each.



          19          Q.   Okay.  But when they broke for the caucuses --



          20          A.   It was Democrats and Republicans.



          21          Q.   Okay.  So, during that portion, the two Democrats



          22     and the two Republicans would then meet together, correct?



          23          A.   Yes.



          24          Q.   And would they be discussing matters that the dyads



          25     had proposed at that point?
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           1          A.   I don't know what they were discussing.



           2          Q.   Okay.  Thank you.



           3               So after this chaotic and tiring event that lasted



           4     from 7:00 until 12:30, you went to a meeting room and stayed



           5     until four in the morning.  Is that correct?



           6          A.   Yes.



           7                    MR. PEKELIS:  Object to form.



           8          Q.   And during that period, your testimony is that the



           9     Commission only talked about family matters for 3 1/2 hours?



          10          A.   It wasn't -- yes.



          11          Q.   Okay.



          12          A.   It was not Commission business anyway.  It



          13     definitely was not Commission business.



          14          Q.   Was there at any point where the maps were



          15     discussed?



          16          A.   Not with me and not that I saw and not in my



          17     hearing.



          18          Q.   Very good.



          19               Oh, on the 16th, are you aware of any



          20     communications among the commissioners involving the Fain



          21     additions to any statement?



          22          A.   To the what again?



          23          Q.   Are you aware of any conversations or actions



          24     between the commissioners about any statements that would be



          25     issued?  Was there any consensus form as to any statements to
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           1     be issued?



           2          A.   Not that I was a part of.



           3          Q.   Okay.  Were you aware of any of that?



           4          A.   No.



           5                    MR. WEST:  Okay.  Thank you.



           6                    I'm done.



           7                    THE WITNESS:  Thank you.



           8                    THE REPORTER:  Are we off the record?



           9                    MS. MELL:  Yep.



          10                         (Signature reserved.)



          11                  (Deposition concluded at 1:11 p.m.)
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           9     Court Reporter:  Wade J. Johnson, RPR



          10

                 This letter is to advise you of the following:

          11

                   X     Signature was reserved.  The Affidavit and correction

          12             sheet are being forwarded to you in electronic form.

                         Please have the deponent review the transcript, note

          13             any corrections on the corrections page, and return

                         the signed affidavit and correction page to us within

          14             30 days of this notice.  According to Court Rule 30(e),

                         the deposition affidavit should be signed within

          15             thirty (30) days or signature is considered waived.



          16     ______  Signature was reserved.  The transcript is ready for

                         review and signature.  Your office did not order a

          17             copy of the deposition transcript.  Please contact

                         our office to make an appointment for review.

          18             Signature must be completed within 30 days of this

                         notice.

          19



          20                           (Sent without signature to avoid delay)

                                        Wade J. Johnson, RPR

          21



          22



          23     cc:  Joan K. Mell

                      Cristina Sepe

          24



          25

�
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