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Case Studies

Racial Gerrymandering

•Alabama v. Alabama Legislative Black Caucus  (2015)

• Thomas v. Bryant (2019 –Mississippi)

•Abbott v. Perez (2018 – Texas)

•Bethune-Hill v. Virginia Board of Elections (2019)

Partisan Gerrymandering

•League of Women Voters of Michigan v. Benson (2019)

•Ohio A. Philip Randolph Inst. v. Householder  (2019)









THOMAS V. BRYANT



What was the case about?
Who was involved in the case ?

■ In Thomas v Bryant, three black voters, Joseph Thomas, Melvin Lawson, and Vernon 
Ayers, in Mississippi (District 22) filed a lawsuit under the claim that the way the 
districts were drawn diluted the black vote in their area.



What was their argument ?

■ Their argument was that this violated section 2 of the Voting Rights Act as they were 
not able to elect their candidate of choice. Joseph Thomas, Melvin Lawson, and 
Vernon Ayers filed this complaint against the Governor of Mississippi at the time, 
Phil Bryant. 



The outcome

■ The court determined that the Plaintiffs waited too long to start the lawsuit process. 
The plaintiffs self-instituted their own six-year delay and cannot rely on census 
results from 8 years ago. The courts declared that redistricting will cause too much 
electoral chaos and prejudice on the eve of another election. More so, the 
defendants are not the proper parties to sue. 

■ Appeals to the  Fifth Circuit court determined that the district courts were wrong in 
measuring time delay and didn’t see that there has been a violation. It has been 

determined that the district did violate and a reconfiguration of district22 solved the 
issue. 

■ In a 2-1 ruling, fifth circuit court of appeals upheld the implementation of a 
redistricting plan for senate district 22. 

■ The resolution to redistrict district 22 was adopted by Mississippi lawmakers in 
March.  It repositioned portions of senate districts 22 and 13 to increase Black 
voting age populations from 51% to 58%.































Ohio A. Philip 

Randolph Inst. v. 
Householder (2019)

BALMERT, JESSIE. “FEDERAL JUDGES WANT TO THROW OUT OHIO'S GERRYMANDERED CONGRESSIONAL MAP. 
WHAT DOES THAT MEAN FOR 2020?” CINCINNATI.COM, CINCINNATI ENQUIRER, 7 MAY 2019, 
WWW.CINCINNATI.COM/STORY/NEWS/POLITICS/ELECTIONS/2019/05/06/OHIO-GERRYMANDERING-MAP-2020-
ELECTION/1093020001/.

http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/elections/2019/05/06/ohio-gerrymandering-map-2020-election/1093020001/


Ohio A. Philip Randolph Inst. 
v. Householder (2019)

 In 2011, republicans split into 23 counties and 73 political subdivisions

 Clear partisan gerrymandering (district 3 and 9)

 Map changes voted on don’t take affect till 2020

 Supported by the league of Women Voters of Ohio and 
other Democratic groups

 GOP appeals leading to a three-judge panel

 Dave Yost asked the panel to halt making a new map

 Supreme court makes Ohio redraw or wait till 2020 depending on 
NC/MD


