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

FORT WORTH DIVISION 
 
WINNIE JACKSON, et al., 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS, et al., 
 
  Defendants. 

 
 
  

 
 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:25-cv-00587-O 
 

 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
 

 Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(a), Plaintiffs respectfully move for a 

preliminary injunction on Counts 1, 2, 3, and 4 of their First Amended Complaint. Specifically, as 

Plaintiffs explain in the accompanying Brief, they are likely to succeed on their claims that the 

commissioners precinct map adopted by Defendant Tarrant County Commissioners Court on June 

3, 2025 (“Map 7”) violates (1) Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, 52 U.S.C. § 10301, because it 

results in racially discriminatory disenfranchisement of voters who were otherwise eligible to cast 

a ballot for commissioner in 2026 but now must wait six year until 2028 because they were shifted 

from an even- to an odd-numbered precinct, (2) the First and Fourteenth Amendment by 

disenfranchising voters from casting a ballot for commissioner in 2026 without any population 

equalization necessity and in a manner that discriminates on the basis of race and political 

viewpoint, and (3) the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments by intentional racial vote dilution 

against Black and Latino voters in the configuration of commissioner precincts. As Plaintiffs 

explain, they are irreparably harmed in the absence of injunctive relief and the balance of equities 

favors an injunction. 

Case 4:25-cv-00587-O     Document 11     Filed 06/27/25      Page 1 of 4     PageID 128

RETRIE
VED FROM D

EMOCRACYDOCKET.C
OM



2 
 

CONCLUSION 

 For the foregoing reasons and as set forth in the accompanying brief and supporting 

appendix, Plaintiffs’ motion for a preliminary injunction should be granted. 

 

Dated: June 27, 2025 Respectfully submitted,  
  
/s/ Mark P. Gaber /s/ Chad W. Dunn 
Mark P. Gaber* 
DC Bar No. 988077 
MARK P. GABER PLLC 
P.O. Box 34481 
Washington, DC 20043 
(715) 482-4066 Phone 
mark@markgaber.com 
 
George (Tex) Quesada 
TX Bar No. 16427750 
Sean J. McCaffity 
TX Bar No. 24013122 
SOMMERMAN, MCCAFFITY, QUESADA 
 & GEISLER, L.L.P . 
3811 Turtle Creek Blvd, Suite 1400 
Dallas, TX 75219 
(214) 720-0270 Phone 
(214) 720-0184 Facsimile 
quesada@textrial.com 
smccaffity@textrial.com 
 

Chad W. Dunn 
TX Bar No. 24036507 
BRAZIL & DUNN, LLP 
1900 Pearl Street 
Austin, TX 78705 
(512) 717-9822 Phone 
(512) 515-9355 Facsimile 
chad@brazilanddunn.com 
 
Jesse Gaines 
TX Bar No. 07570800 
LAW OFFICE OF JESSE L. 
GAINES 
Post Office Box 50093 
Fort Worth, TX 76105 
817-714-9988 Phone 
gainesjesse@ymail.com 

  
*Admitted pro hac vice  
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE 

 Pursuant to Local Rule 7.1(b), Plaintiffs’ counsel Mark Gaber conferred with counsel for 

Defendants, Assistant Tarrant County District Attorneys Mark Kratovil and Craig Price, via e-

email correspondence between June 20 and June 25, 2025. The parties discussed (1) service of 

process and (2) Defendants’ position regarding Plaintiffs’ motion for a preliminary injunction and 

their motion for an expedited hearing and consolidation of the trial with the preliminary injunction 

hearing on Counts 1 and 2. With respect to service of process, the process server had informed 

Plaintiffs’ counsel that Judge O’Hare’s staff rejected repeated attempts at personal delivery of the 

complaint and summons. Defendants’ counsel offered to waive service in exchange for a response 

deadline extension to August 4, 2025. Plaintiffs’ counsel explained that in an ordinary case this 

would be agreeable, but the need for expedited adjudication did not permit them to voluntarily 

agree to such an extension. On June 25, 2025, the process server informed counsel for Plaintiffs 

that Judge O’Hare has agreed to accept personal service from the process server on the afternoon 

of Monday, June 30. 

 With respect to (1) Plaintiffs’ motion for a preliminary injunction, (2) Plaintiffs’ proposal 

for an early August hearing and a decision by September 12, 2025, and (3) Plaintiffs’ request for 

consolidation and advancement of the trial on Counts 1 and 2 with the preliminary injunction 

hearing, Defendants’ counsel stated the following: “[w]ith regard to your request about the 

County’s position on the various scheduling issues in your email below, the County has not been 

briefed on these issues, nor can such a briefing occur before the July 1 meeting. Therefore, I cannot 

provide you with a response at this time.” 

      

June 27, 2025      /s/ Mark P. Gaber 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 On June 27, 2025, I served the foregoing on counsel for Defendants, who have not yet 

entered an appearance in this case, via email as indicated below. 

 
Craig M. Price 
Assistant District Attorney – Chief of the Civil Division 
Tarrant County District Attorney’s Office 
cmprice@tarrantcountytx.gov 
 
Mark Kratovil 
Assistant District Attorney  
Tarrant County District Attorney’s Office 
mckratovil@tarrantcountytx.gov 
 
       /s/ Mark P. Gaber 
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