
STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT COUNTY OF ONONDAGA 
CHRISTOPHER RYAN; DUSTIN CZARNY; 
CHARLES GARLAND; WILLIAM KINNE; MARY 
KUHN; LINDA ERVIN; PEGGY CHASE; HELEN 
HUDSON; MICHAEL GREENE; MARK F. MA TT; 
MAX RUCKDESCHEL; MARCIA FERGUSON; and 
CHRISTOPHER J. SHEPHERD 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
DUSTIN CZARNY 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

RY AN MCMAHON; COUNTY OF ONONDAGA; 
ONONDAGA COUNTY LEGISLATURE; and 
ONONDAGA COUNTY BOARD OF ELECTIONS, 

Defendants. 

DUSTIN CZARNY, being duly sworn, says under penalty of perjury as follows: 

l . I am a Plaintiff in the above-captioned action and a citizen of the State of New York, 

residing in the City of Syracuse, County of Onondaga. 

2. I make this affidavit based on my personal knowledge, and if called upon to testify, I 

could and would testify to the following facts. 

3. I am registered to vote in the County of Onondaga, State of New York. 

4. I have served as Onondaga County Elections Commissioner (D) since January 1, 2013. 

5. The Elections Commissioners of Onondaga County are required to nm elections in the 

County of Onondaga and are also required by the County Charter to serve as members of 

the Legislative District Revision Commission "within six months after the publication of 

the results of any federal or special population census ... " See Onondaga County Charter 

Section 207. 

6. The Charter specifically requires that "such commission shall consist of members of the 

county board of elections ... " of the "legislative district revision commission." 



7. The Legislative District Revision Commission has also commonly referred to as the 

Reapportionment Commission or Redistricting Commission during committee meetings 

and in the press. 

8. I submit this Affidavit in opposition to the Redistricting Maps that have been offered by 

the Onondaga County Legislature. 

9. I respectfully submit the proposed Redistricting Maps are the byproduct of a defective, 

partisan and incumbent-favoring gerrymandering Redistricting process in which the maps 

that were actually adopted were not the product of the Legislative District Revision 

Commission as required by the County Charter. Upon information and belief, I submit 

the final map adopted by the legislature was instead was produced by the Travis Glazier, 

and other employees of the county of who were directed to produce a Redistricting Map 

that was adopted by the GOP majority of the Onondaga County Legislature. 

10. The County Legislature's partisan and incumbent-favoring gerrymandering of the 2021 

Onondaga County maps were created in violation of the process mandated by the County 

Charter Section 207, and the adoption of that irregular Redistricting Map will hann me 

and the citizens of the County of Onondaga in future elections of members to the 

Onondaga County Legislature. 

Intentionally Expedited Reapportionment Process 

11. The way the County of Onondaga Legislature conducted the business of convenings and 

conducting the business of the Legislative District Revision Commission resulted in the 

adoption of a defective Legislative District Map. 

12. The process is outlined below. 
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13. On or about October 3, 2021, Linda Ervin, the then minority leader of the Democratic 

Caucus, told me that the Onondaga County Legislature's Republican leader David Knapp, 

then serving as Chainnan of the Legislature, announced the start to the Reapportionment 

process. 

14. Pursuant to the County Charter, the process prescribed was to effect a change in county 

legislative districts is to begin with the appointment of members to a commission "within 

six months after the publication of the results" of the federal census. 

15. As a necessary member of the commission October 3, 2021, was the first, I had heard the 

Legislature intended to start the reapportionment process with the appointment of 

"selected" members to the commission. 

16. However, the census data had only been delivered to Onondaga County in September 

2021, and there was still more than five months available to begin the appointment 

process and I did not understand the reason for the rush to form the commission and 

establish maps that would have not practical effect until the next scheduled County 

Legislative election in 2023. 

17. At the time the GOP mandated the start of the process there had been no transmittal of 

census data was given to me or any minority members of the Onondaga County 

Legislature. 

18. I expressed my concerns to Minority Leader Ervin, that this GOP announcement was an 

inauspicious start to the reapportionment process and suspected there was a reason why 

the process was being rnshed. 

19. I later learned there was pending Home Rule legislation in the State Legislature that 

would make it clear that politically motivated genymandering would be a violation of 
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law and I surmised that the Republican Majority wanted to create redistricting maps 

before any such Home Rule law was signed by the Governor. 

20. Additionally, the early start of the process was unnecessary as the County Chm1er 

Section 207 allows for "six months after the publication of the results of any federal or 

special population census" for such a Reapportionment Commission to be established. 

21. I was also concerned that the rush to create new maps would bypass the process 

mandated by the Onondaga County Charter as I believed those 6 months were vital to 

studying the new data provided to the county by the census bureau. 

22. I protested that the two mandatory members of the Onondaga County Reapportionment 

commission from the Onondaga County Board of Elections Commissioners would have 

little time to devote to the commission because of pending elections in the county and 

that the timing would make it impossible for the members of the Board of Elections to 

"study" the data and created maps that respected the concept of "one person one vote" 

and the equal protection guarantees of the State and Federal Constitutions as required by 

the County Charter. 

23. In shm1, the rushed process during the height of election season was not only unnecessary 

but was seemingly calculated to limit my ability to fully participate in process of revising 

the districts and fulfilling my obligations as prescribed by the County Charter. 

24. The GOP plan to rush reapportionment was made despite the fact that Board of Elections 

Commissioners were required members of the Reapportionment Commission and were 

scheduled to run early voting and a general election in the coming weeks. 

25. At that time Onondaga County was just over a month away from a General Election and 

less than a month away from Early Voting. 
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26. The convening of the Reapportionment Committee's work at that time would necessarily 

limit the participation of the Board of Elections Commissioners who are mandatory 

members of the Legislative District Revision Commission. 

27. The Onondaga County Elections Board is historically understaffed and requires the 

presence and work of both commissioners to meet the needs of the voters in each and 

every election as we have the least full-time staffers to voter ratio in the state of New 

York eve1y year. 

28. During the debate over the formation of the Reapportionment Committee at a meeting of 

the Onondaga County Legislature on Tuesday, October 5, 2021, I learned the 

reorganizational meeting of the Reapportionment committee would be slated for October 

13, 2021. 

29. I was not consulted as to whether this schedule would interfere with any election activity 

that I was required to perform. 

30. Although I was advised the meeting would occur on October 13, 2021, there was no time 

or location provided as to where such a meeting would take places. 

31 . At that meeting of the County Legislature, it was announced by the GOP members of the 

County Legislature that there would be 4 public hearings in addition to the meetings of 

the commission. 

32. It was also announced the other members would need to be appointed by Friday October 

8th at 5pm. 

33. None of these short deadlines were related to any actual necessity and the short time 

frames were arbitrarily imposed by the GOP leadership of the County Legislature. 
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34. The rush to complete the work of the Reapportionment Commission limited the time to 

perform thoughtful recruitment of qualified members to serve on the Reapportionment 

Commission. 

35. Recruitment of qualified members was also impacted by the fact that the GOP leadership 

had no established schedule as to when the Reapportionment Commission would meet 

and perform the work that would be required. 

36. Whoever was recruited to serve on the commission would have to perform their duties 

according to an unspecified schedule. 

37. In the face of the GOP attempt to rush the process and limit the participation of Board of 

Elections Commissioners; the Democratic Caucus for Onondaga County selected Sharon 

Moran a professor from SUNY ESF to serve on the Commission to advocate on behalf of 

a thoughtful and deliberative process in creating a redistricting map. 

38. In news reports after the formation of the Reapportionment commission, I recalled 

Chairman Knapp stating that the work of the Reapportionment Committee would not be 

done before Election Day, so I resigned myself to clearing my calendar on October 13, 

2021. 

39. On October 8, 2021, at 3:46 p.m., I received an email from Jamie McNamara that the 

meeting would take place at 11 am. The other Democratic appointee Sharon Moran and I 

were never consulted about the time, and she had an unmovable medical appointment for 

that morning and was unsure she could attend. 

40. I received no communication from Mr. Knapp or Ms. McNamara before the October 13, 

2021 meeting other than the notice that it would be an "organizational meeting" and I 

was provided with a location for the meeting. 
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41. On Monday October 11, 2021, I emailed Robert Durr, the County Attorney, requesting he 

promptly provide all public data and records regarding the prior redistricting Commission 

of 2011, as well as his interpretation of the charter and whether the reapportionment 

comm1ss1on. 

42. That request was ignored. 

43. At the beginning of the meeting, the GOP members of the commission Chairman Knapp, 

GOP Elections Commissioner Michele Sardo, County Executive appointee Kevin 

Hulslander, and Legislative majority appointee Rainone immediately moved to make 

Kevin Hulslander the chair of the committee. 

44. I abstained from this vote as I felt it was improper to vote without all members of the 

committee present as Ms. Moran was unable to attend. 

45. Immediately after the election Mr. Hulslander, he read from a prepared paper in front of 

him announced a series of 3 meeting dates and four public hearings. 6 of the 7 of these 

meetings were before the election, and the final meeting intended to be the voting 

meeting where maps would be adopted was the day after the election. 

46. It was clear at that moment the election of Mr. Hulslander was a forgone conclusion 

before the first vote was cast and that the democratic members of the commission were 

reduced to the role of witnesses to the work of the Republican controlled commission. 

47. I attempted to negotiate with Mr. Hulslander on the pace of these meetings and was told 

no matter my objections the meeting dates would stand because he had the authority to do 

so. 
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48. From the first moment the commission was operated as a political appendage of the 

Republican party in which the voices of the democratic members of the commission were 

not relevant. 

49. I objected to the meeting dates and times Mr. Hulslander proposed as rushed. I explained 

that Section 207 of the charter gave us 6 months before the start of the commission to 

analyze the data and an additional 3 months after the start of the commission to draw 

maps and send a report to the legislator. 

50. Mr. Hulslander was combative and refused to answer questions on the timing of these 

meetings. When I pointed out that most of the public meetings were during the business 

day and some during Early Voting when polls were open and Commissioner Sardo and I 

had obligations to the voters of Onondaga County to be at the Board of Elections, he 

dismissed those arguments stating, "everyone is busy and taking time away from their 

jobs." 

51 . I also objected to the speed of the public hearings, that four hearings were being 

scheduled without times and meeting locations on three separate days all withing 16 days 

of the organizational meeting. Mr. Hulslander refused to move the meetings and only 

would say he would take my "objections under advisement." 

52. I also objected that I had not received any census data and was unclear on the process for 

drawing maps and who would be drawing the maps. Mr. Hulslander said I was not 

entitled to that information despite the fact that the County Charter mandated my 

membership on the commission and mandated the commission "study" the data, 

8 



53. It was beyond dispute that the commission as constituted was mere window-dressing and 

that the commission would adhere to neither the letter nor spilt of section 207 of the 

County Charter. 

54. Hulslander then said I would receive the data when everyone else did. 

55. When I pushed for information as to who would be drawing the maps Mr. Hulslander 

would only state, he would take my request for that information "under advisement." 

56. Throughout the meeting, Mr. Hulslander was combative and unwilling to work with me 

or accommodate any of my concerns about the speed of the process as well as the lack of 

information provided to the commission members. 

57. I also pointed out my previous requests for information from the County Law Department 

on the 2011 Commission was unfulfilled at time of the meeting. 

58. When I pointed out the lack of any data necessa1y to "study" the redistricting issues, 

Hulslander would reply, he would take my concerns "under advisement". 

59. On the evening on October 13, 2021, after I had voiced my concerns regarding the lack of 

data, I finally received the records from the 2011 commission and some records that still 

existed from the 2011 commission. 

60. On October 15, 2021, the Commission members received a memo and census data from 

Onondaga County Planning Agency. The memo gave brief explanations of the data and a 

spreadsheet with census data broken down by Election District. On October 18, 2021, we 

received the agenda for the October 19, 2021. 

61. At the October 19, 2021 meeting, the Syracuse Onondaga County Planning Agency 

SOCP A addressed the commission. 
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62. That agency is responsible for conducting planning tasks for the City of Syracuse and 

County of Onondaga. 

63. That was the first time I was able to finally get clarification on the map making process, 

that individual commission members can request data and have maps drawn by SOCP A 

if election district and census data was provided by the commission member. It was the 

first time I could get clarification on the map drawing process. 

64. However, upon information and belief, the map that was actually adopted by the County 

Legislature was based on data provided exclusively by Travis Glazier and county 

employee working for the Republican County Executive. 

65. Also at the October 19, 2021 meeting, I introduced a motion to delay the public hearings 

by two weeks until after the November election. I felt this was a reasonable compromise 

between the position of the Democratic members of the commission that we take the full 

three months provided in the County Charter for our work and the wish of Chairman 

Hulslander to finish by November 3rd
. This would allow us to finish our work by the end 

of November well before the January 6, 2022, deadline the charter called for since our 

commission was appointed October 6, 2021. 

66. During the debate of my motion, it became clear Mr. Hulslander was unwilling to reach 

any compromise despite pleas from myself and Commissioner Moran. 

67. I attempted to appeal to Mr. Knapp about his statements that the work of this commission 

would take place after the election which he denied until I pulled out the exact quote from 

WAER. 

68. Mr. Knapp then said he was no longer in charge. I did ask him to vote with us to delay 

considering his previous stance, but he would not vote against Mr. Hulslander. 



69. I pointed out that one of the public hearings were during the evening when Early voting 

was live, and several were during vital preparation and poll closing hours in relation to 

Early Voting. I informed him that I had never not been in the office during early voting 

hours, and it was a direct conflict. 

70. The motion was put to a vote and all four Republican members voted against the delay by 

a margin of 4-2. 

71. During the next portion of the meeting Mr. Hulslander laid out the times and places of the 

four public hearings. We were able to reach agreements on public comments, live 

streaming, and notice of the hearing. 

72. We strenuously disagreed about the attendance of commission members. Mr. Hulslander 

stated that not were commission members allowed to miss the public hearings that we 

could not answer questions from the public, only listen. 

73. I felt it was my obligation not only to attend every hearing but participate in dialogue. 

74. Mr. Hulslander stated he would only attend one of the four public meetings. I also 

disagreed with the scheduling of hearings with two of the four hearings scheduled before 

the next commission meetings where draft maps would be released on October 27, 2021. 

75. Mr. Hulslander dismissed all my objections saying he would take them under advisement 

but did nothing to accommodate them. 

76. We also had a disagreement about the recently passed (Senate Bill S5 l 60B and Assembly 

Bill A229-C) which changed municipal home rule law in regard to redistricting. I 

believed that we should try to adhere to the standards in this law as the Governor would 

sign it any day and it had an immediate effective date. Mr. Hulslander believed we could 

dismiss this bill as it was not signed and may not be signed. 
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77. It is my belief that the rushed schedule was an attempt to finish reapportionment before 

the signing of that law in an attempt to bypass the NYS legislature's effort to ensure fair 

redistricting at the county level. 

78. After the October 19 meeting Mr. Hulslander and I met in the room and agreed that we 

would provide draft maps to each other from both sides 24 hours before the start of the 

next meeting October 27, 2021, to give each side a chance to analyze and come up with 

informative questions based on data and not posturing. It was my hope this would foster 

an attempt to build compromise on the final maps. 

79. On October 22, 2021, we had two hearings one in the morning at 11am in Clay and one 

in the afternoon at 4pm in Lafayette. Mr. Hulslander attended neither. 

80. Mr. Hulslander's refusal to attend made it clear that neither democratic nor public 

participation in the process of redistricting was relevant to the Republican's preordained 

results. 

81. At both public hearings, every speaker spoke against the process. They objected to a 

rushed process that many only found out about less than 9 days before. They objected to 

having public hearings before any draft maps. In some cases, they also objected to the 

current legislative districts that they felt were confusing and hoped they would be fixed 

with the new maps. 

82. Over the weekend of October 23 & 24th via email and at several in person sessions 

Commissioner Moran attempted to take the suggestions from the public we heard during 

the first two public meetings and craft a new legislative map that would consider the 

public comments. We also learned that Bill S5160B was delivered to the Governor on 

October 22 via the NYS Senate website. Knowing that it would be signed we made sure 
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to comply with the guidelines of population deviation and not dividing communities of 

interest. 

83. On October 26, 2021, at 8:30 am, we delivered the data in excel format for the maps to 

Mr. Hulslander, SOCPA, and Jamie McNamara, Clerk of the County Legislature to keep 

our agreement. A small error was corrected at l 0:42 am and SOCP A was able to deliver 

maps to the commission at l :06pm. 

84. On October 26,2021 at 6:30pm, we received a pdf listing of Eds with no visuals for the 

proposed GOP maps. Despite emails requesting the excel version so we could properly 

digest the data that was no supplied. 

85. At 9:32 am on October 27, 2021, less than a half hour before the start of the commission 

meeting, we were finally provided maps, but still no excel for comparison. I was able to 

detennine that the maps provided for the GOP version was different than the pdf listings 

the day before and I felt this was a substantial violation of the agreement I made with Mr. 

Hulslander who seemed to have trouble complying with his own deadlines. 

86. During the 10am public meeting of the Reapportionment commission on October 27, 

2021, Commissioner Moran and I made a formal presentation of our map including a 

PowerPoint and explanation of the decisions made to come up with the various shapes. 

We were clear that we were open to compromise and discussion. 

87. During the discussions of the map, Mr. Hulslander and GOP members of the commission 

were unable to answer questions about their proposed maps. When asked about why 

certain Democratic towns like Dewitt were split into 4 different districts Mr. Hulslander 

would only respond with "its reasonable" without giving exact reasons. 
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88. During the discussion, it became clear Mr. Hulslander, and the GOP committee members 

were unfamiliar with their own maps. The Democratic maps were criticized for splitting 

Camillus into two districts by Commissioner Sardo who thought it should be in one but 

when it was pointed out to her that Camillus was in 3 districts in the GOP map, she had 

no answer for it. 

89. The lack of data from the GOP side caused confusion on how to analyze their proposal. I 

asked why it appeared that 10 of the county legislative districts were more GOP leaning 

than in the previous maps when the county as a whole was l 0% more Democratic than 

2010 and Mr. Hulslander said they didn't take registration into account. 

90. Finally, Mr. Hulslander called on Darci Lesniak an employee of the Onondaga County 

legislature to answer questions about the map. During the questioning it was clear Ms. 

Lesniak was the primaiy author of the GOP maps and not the GOP members of the 

commission. 

91 . Democratic Commission members were not offered staff of the Onondaga County 

Legislature in drawing their maps or county employees and relied on spreadsheets and 

hand drawn attempts at lines before submission to SOCP A. 

92. I once again renewed my objection that the final public hearings were just days after the 

release of draft maps, and we would be voting on new maps in just a week. I specially 

was concerned about the lack of attendance of Mr. Hulslander to get public input about 

both maps. He was only slated to attend one meeting. Mr. Hulslander once again said 

commission members don't have to attend and he was reading transcripts. 

93. At the meeting I asked about the existence of another public hearing on November 10, 

2021, that Mr. Knapp had discussed with the media. It became clear that Mr. Knapp had 
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made up his mind to call for a special session of the legislature on November 12, 2021, to 

pass maps that were forwarded out of the committee. I found this unnerving since our 

commission had not yet voted on maps and it was evidence in my mind the GOP 

commissioners had already decided to pass their maps without taking into further public 

consideration or any compromise at the November 3rd hearing. 

94. A fifth public meeting was added by Mr. Hulslander to the schedule without consultation 

of the rest of the committee. The Commission held three public hearings later in the 

evening on October 27, 2021, one on October 28, 2021, and one on October 29, 2021. 

The draft maps were on display at all three public hearings. At all three hearings the 

public was in near unanimous fashion complaining they did not have time to digest the 

submissions of draft maps made public less than 72 hours before the meetings. 

95. Mr. Hulslander attended the October 27, 2021 hearing in the County Legislature. He was 

dismissive and argumentative with the public hearing attendees. Many attendees on 

record noted his eye rolling and felt he was not taking their concerns into account. 

96. Throughout the hearing process, Commissioner Moran and I were willing to tty and 

discuss and negotiate a bi-partisan map. Despite statements to the media, we received no 

attempt from the other side to negotiate and try and find common ground. 

97. Chairman Hulslander set a noon October 29, 2021, deadline for any final maps to be 

submitted, this was just days after the final meeting and less than one hour after ending of 

the final public hearing. We attempted to reach a compromise by drafting a second map, 

map 1.5, that considered complaints lodged by the GOP members and members of the 

public. Commissioner Moran and I submitted this compromise at 11 :46 am. 
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98. At 1pm on October 29, 2021, Mr. Hulslander informed us of changes to his map proposal 

(Map 2). There was never an attempt to meet to have direct discussions and try and make 

a unanimous bi-pa1tisan map outside of the public meetings and public hearings of the 

commission. 

99. On November 3, 2021, the day after the election, at 1: 13pm the final meeting of the 

Reapportionment commission began. At the meeting I gave a brief presentation on our 

proposed compromise of map 1.5 outlining the various areas 

100. Instead of attempting a compromise Mr. Hulslander continued his tactics of 

criticizing our proposals, without merit, while being unable to clearly defend his map. 

When asked exactly which changes were made to the map and how they reflected the 

public commentary Mr. Hulslander once again leaned on Darci Lesniak to explain the 

changes as he was unable or unwilling to do so. 

10 I. Though Ms. Lesniak listed several changes those changes were not in relation to 

public comments. Her statements of keeping the towns of Camillus and Geddes as 

communities of interest together also did not reflect the proposed GOP maps which 

divided both Camillus and Goddess into several different legislative districts. 

102. A motion to outline a report detailing the decisions made for drawing the maps by 

Commissioner Moran and seconded by myself was never allowed an opportunity for a 

vote and was dismissed unilaterally by Chairman Hulslander. 

103. A motion made by me to extend the process by four weeks to take in more public 

hearings on the final maps submitted and to get opportunity to study whether these maps 

complied with NY redistricting guidelines was similarly dismissed by Chairman 

Hulslander without a vote. 
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104. After a string of personal insults, I once again asked Mr. Hulslander to respect the 

position he holds as well as room he sits in and keep the discussions about what is best 

for the county. He was dismissive of the public hearing being mostly Democrats who 

launched criticism instead of addressing the criticism itself 

105. The Democratic map 1.0 and compromise map 1.5 were voted down in partisan 

fashion with 2 ayes and 4 nays. 

106. The GOP map was approved in partisan fashion with 4 ayes and 2 nays. This is 

the map we submitted to the legislature for approval. 

Defective Veto Procedures 

107. One of my main criticisms was the process was rushed and we could not be 

certain the maps voted on followed the new NYS redistricting guidance. This is reflected 

in the veto memo of Ryan McMahon on November 22, 2021. 

108. I received no communication from the County Executive or County Law 

department after the veto and learned from then Minority leader Ervin the legislature was 

going to draw the maps after the veto to be voted on in December. I expressed to her I 

did not believe that complied with County Charter. 

109. The first time I was able to get data on the new GOP maps was after the 

December 21, 2021, vote when I was able to get shape files and a spreadsheet from 

SOCP A as it was not available to the public before then. 

110. I have studied the new lines drawn by the Onondaga County Legislature GOP 

majority and adopted on December 21 , 2021, in my role as Elections Commissioner. 
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111. In comparing the reapportionment of the districts in comparison to the existing 

districts I have concluded they were drawn to give political advantage to the Republican 

Party. 

112. Republican members represented 11 of the 17 Onondaga County election districts 

constituting a majority. 

113. In comparing the 11-district held by the GOP I have found that the new 

reappo1tionment resulted in a move towards Republican enrollment in 8 of the 11 

districts. 

114. I compared the Republican share of the district compared to the share before 

reapportionment in the 11 GOP held districts by using the official enrollment records 

taken on October 21 , 2021 . 

115. The maps were drawn based on existing election district lines which makes for 

simple and empirical comparing of registration data. The only assumption made was on 

Onondaga-20 the new election district that encompassed the census block of the 

Onondaga Indian nation that was previously in Onondaga 8. I used registration rates for 

Onondaga 20 taken after redistricting in February of 2022 and subtracted those totals 

from Onondaga 8 in my calculations. 

116. The map passed by the Republican majority on the Onondaga Legislature showed 

the following OCL districts held by GOP legislatures to receive an increase in GOP 

registration (increases show in parentheses): OCL 1 (+ 1.2%), OCL 3(+.65%), OCL 4 

(+ 1.92%), OCL 5 (+.27%), OCL 10 (+ 1.08%), OCL 11 (+2.12%), OCL 12 (+ 1.96%), 

OCL 14 (+.66%). 
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117. It is notable the only districts held by GOP that grew in Democratic enrollment 

was OCL 6 a very heavy GOP district that a small gain of .8% can easily be absorbed 

without changing the likelihood of a Democratic victory there, and OCL 2 ( + 1.04% 

Democratic Enrollment) and OCL 13 (+2.83%). Both OCL 2 & OCL 13 were held by 

GOP Members who voted against the adoption of the GOP maps from the 

Reapportionment commission in November 2021. 

118. Also of note is the highest GOP swings occuned in districts that have had close 

elections in previous years, OCL 4, OCL l 0, and OCL 11. 

119. Every GOP held district has had substantial growth in Democratic enrollment 

from 2011 until October 2021. The choice to artificially swing these districts in favor of 

Republican enrollment goes against the history of registration in Onondaga County and 

these individual districts that we have seen over the last 10 years. 

120. In February of 2022 Plan Score, a project of Campaign Legal Center, a 

nonpartisan organization working to advance democracy though law, scored the newly 

adopted legislative maps based its scores on predicted precinct-level votes for each office 

(State House, State Senate, and U.S. House) built from past election results and U.S. 

Census data. They found that the map adopted by the County Legislature was "favoring 

Republicans in 94% of predicted scenarios" 

121. It is my belief that these registrations swings are by design in an attempt to 

preserve the majority of the GOP caucus of the Onondaga County Legislature by 

dumping Democratic areas into as few districts as possible while hiding other Democratic 

populations in districts paired with high republican enrollment. My belief is supported in 
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the analysis of performance of the districts by Plan Score which heavily favors 

Republican candidates and control of the legislature. 

122. These districts are less compact than any of the Democratic drawn alternatives 

and divides more towns and City Wards separating communities of interest. 

Conclusion 

123. The rnshed and partisan manner in which both the Reapportionment Commission 

and the Onondaga County Legislature acted in the redistricting process was an attempt to 

hide the true partisan nature of their mapping decisions and keep the public from asking 

and getting answers to questions behind their motivations and choices. 

124. It is my belief that the citizens of Onondaga County are being denied their right to 

fair redistricting as outlined under the NYS guidance on redistricting as passed and 

signed into law on October 27, 2021. 

125. I believe the only relief that can achieve the goal of fair redistricting is the 

appointment of a special master to take community input and draw a court approved plan 

for the Onondaga County Legislative districts to be in place for the petition period of 

March 2023. 

Sworn ~e ore me on 
this /: day of August, 2022 

-~ 
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