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OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

COUNCIL REDISTRICTING COMMISSION
MINUTES

August 10, 2011

The Council Redistricting Commission of the City of Mesa met at the Red Mountain Multigenerational
Center, 7550 East Adobe, Mesa, Arizona on August 10, 2011 at 6:01 p.m.

COMMISSION PRESENT COMMISSION ABSENT COUNCIL PRESENT STAFF PRESENT

Scott Higginson Brian Allen Dina Higgins Christopher Brady
Terry Hines Nancy Aposhian Carla Wagner
Deanna Villanueva-Saucedo Melissa Jones

1. Welcome — Councilwoman Higgins.

Councilwoman Dina Higgins welcomed everyone to the meeting and stated that the purpose of
tonight’s public hearing was to solicit comments from citizens regarding four 2011 Redistricting
Preliminary Plans for the City of Mesa.

2. Remarks by Redistricting Commission Chairman Scott Higginson and other Redistricting
Commission Members.

Chairman Scott Higginson thanked everyone for coming to the meeting and introduced
Commission Members Terry Hines and Deanna Villanueva-Saucedo.

Chairman Higginson highlighted a chart illustrating the current population in each of Mesa’s six
Council districts, which totals 439,041 per Mesa’'s 2010 Census. (See Attachment 1) He stated
that the goal of the redistricting process is to have 73,174 persons in each district (i.e. ideal
population equals total population divided by number of districts), while complying with various
criteria. Chairman Higginson added that the Department of Justice (DOJ) would allow a small
deviation (1% to 2%), but only if there was a justifiable reason for doing so.

Chairman Higginson remarked that the Mesa City Charter requires that the residence of an
incumbent Councilmember must not be removed from the district he/she was elected to
represent. He also explained that because District 4 has a significant Hispanic population, the
DOJ requires that the City must maintain as close as possible the percentage of Hispanic
population in the district as currently exists.
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Chairman Higginson commented that in reviewing the population of each Council district, the
Commission Members determined that District 4 was the first district that must expand due to
the fact that it had the least population. He stated that the Commission considered those
neighborhoods in the surrounding districts that had the highest concentration of Hispanic
population in order to increase District 4's population to 73,174.

Chairman Higginson noted that when the citizens view the Preliminary Plans, which are located
at the back of the room, the white lines represent the current district boundaries and the stars
depict the incumbent Councilmembers’ residences. He encouraged everyone to review the four
plans and said that at the conclusion of the presentation, the consultants, the Commission
Members and staff would be available to respond to any questions or concerns the citizens may
have.

Presentation and discussion on process and schedule, including review of citizen kits and online

mapping tool.

Dr. Alan Heslop of National Demographics Corporation (NDC) acknowledged the City of Mesa
and the Redistricting Commission Members for their efforts and hard work thus far in this
process. He stated that the aim of NDC was to assist the City in creating a redistricting plan that
meets with the approval of the DOJ. Dr. Heslop noted that significant changes have occurred in
Mesa since the 2000 Census, with Districts 1, 2, 3 and 4 losing population and Districts 5 and 6
gaining population.

Dr. Heslop reiterated Chairman Higginson’s comments that the goal of the redistricting process
was to develop six Council districts that are close to equal population and also to avoid
retrogression in District 4. He remarked that it was important to remember that if Mesa violated
Federal law in this process, the City could be sued.

Dr. Heslop displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 2) and discussed the criteria
approved by the Redistricting Commission to be used to guide the line-drawing process as
follows: Equal Population; Voting Rights Act; Contiguous territory in as compact a form as
possible; and Incumbents must remain in their districts. He also highlighted the Traditional
Redistricting Goals used in the line-drawing process which include: Communities of interest;
Visible Boundaries; Compactness and Contiguity; Continuity in Office; Population Growth; and
Preserve the core of existing districts. (See Page 2 of Attachment 2)

Dr. Heslop briefly referenced the Council Redistricting Commission’s schedule of upcoming
meetings (See Page 3 of Attachment 2) and encouraged citizens to submit plans and comments
during this process. He noted that NDC made the four Preliminary Plans as different as possible
in order to stimulate public input and comments.

Presentation and discussion on four draft plans for Mesa.

Sara Larsen, NDC Senior Analyst, referred to the PowerPoint presentation and highlighted a
map illustrating the Current Population Deviation by District. (See Page 4 of Attachment 2) She
stated that Districts 5 and 6 were overpopulated by 7.37% and 44.95% respectively, while the
four remaining districts were underpopulated. Ms. Larsen noted that the redistricting process
would shift population from Districts 5 and 6 into the other districts.
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Ms. Larsen also reviewed the Voting Rights Act Benchmarks (See Page 5 of Attachment 2) and
explained that in District 4, it was important that the Hispanic Voting Age Population (HVAP) be
maintained at 54.4% and the Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population (HCVAP) be maintained at
25.4%.

Ms. Larsen highlighted the boundary adjustments in Plan A (See Page 7 of Attachment 2) as
follows: District 4 moves west and northeast to avoid retrogression; District 3 population is
balanced by moving north; and Districts 1 and 2 will shift to the east.

Ms. Larsen discussed the boundary adjustments in Plan B (See Page 8 of Attachment 2) which
include: District 4 moves to the west and northeast; District 3 shifts to the east along the almost
zero-population corridor south of US 60; and District 2 remains at its current northern point in
the northeast and moves east of Val Vista Drive.

Ms. Larsen also reviewed the boundary adjustments in Plan C (See Page 9 of Attachment 2)
and reported that there was no retrogression in District 4 by Total Population, Voting Age
Population or Citizen Voting Age Population; that District 3 wraps around the north side of
District 4; District 2 picks up most of the excess population in District 6; and Val Vista Drive
becomes the border for Districts 1 and 5.

Ms. Larsen further spoke regarding the boundary adjustments in Plan D (See Page 10 of
Attachment 2) and explained that District 3 moves around the west side of District 4; District 2
picks up most of the excess population in District 6; and Val Vista Drive becomes the border for
Districts 1 and 5.

Ms. Larsen invited citizens to participate in the redistricting process either by obtaining a paper
Citizen Kit or utilizing the Online Redistricting System. (See Page 11 of Attachment 2) She
provided a brief demonstration of the website and also reviewed the contents of the Citizen Kit.
(See Attachment 3) Ms. Larsen added that at the conclusion of the formal presentation, she
would be available to respond to any questions or concerns that citizens may have regarding
how to use the Citizen Kit or the Online Redistricting System.

Responding to a question from a citizen, Ms. Larsen said that the population in the County
islands was not considered in drawing the boundaries of the four plans. She noted that the white
areas on the maps represent the County islands.

In response to a question from Councilwoman Higgins, Chairman Higginson stated that large
residential subdivisions, such as Mountain Bridge, that are currently in the process of being built
can be considered for future growth. He noted, however, that unless the homes are built and
occupied, those areas cannot be considered in drawing the boundary lines at this time.

Questions and Answers.

Chairman Higginson responded to questions and concerns from the public pertaining to the
purpose of redistricting, which is a legal requirement for equal representation; that a Charter
amendment would be required in order to add Council districts; that citizens were not given
sufficient time to participate in the redistricting process; that individual communities of interest
(i.e., Lehi, Dobson Ranch, Red Mountain Ranch) should maintain themselves within the same
district, as opposed to an entire district being a community of interest; that it would be
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appropriate for a narrative to be prepared outlining the Commission Members’ reasoning (i.e.,
communities of interest, boundaries) for moving the boundaries lines in each Plan; that the
Citizen Kit was not very self-explanatory; that the website was an intimidating program; and that
the City did not make an effort to inform the community of the redistricting process.

A citizen voiced opposition to Plan A because it would split up neighborhoods in District 5 in the
area of Falcon Field Airport and suggested that those areas be kept together.

Commission Member Villanueva-Saucedo stated that even if citizens do not draw maps, she
encouraged them to fill out comment cards to offer their input and feedback with respect to their
own communities of interest.

Chairman Higginson thanked everyone for their participation in the redistricting process.

Adjournment.

Without objection, the Council Redistricting Commission adjourned at 7:20 p.m.

| hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Council
Redistricting Commission of the City of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 10" day of August, 2011. | further
certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

pag

LINDA CROCKER, CITY CLERK

(attachments — 3)
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NDC National Demographics Corporation

City of Mesa
Demographic Summary

This demographic analysis required compiling the 2010 decennial Census data along with data on
Citizen Voting Age Populations from both the 2005 - 2009 American Community Survey ("ACS" --
condu :d by the Census Bureau) and the Census Bureau's Special Tabulation of Citizen Voting
Age data. NDC disaggregated the ACS data from the Census Tract down to the Census Block level
of geography to enable us to compile accurate totals for each district. And NDC disaggregated the
Special Tabulation data from the Block Group down to the Census Block level of geography to
enable us to compile accurate totals for each district.

To calculate the "ideal population” for each district, the total population of the jurisdiction is
divided by the number of districts. Each district's deviation is obtained by calculating the difference
between the district's population and that ideal value. The "total deviation" of the current map is
calculated by subtracting the percentage deviation of the smallest district from the percentage
deviation of the largest district. For example, if the largest district is +5.0% from the ideal
population, and the smallest district is -4.0% from the ideal value, then the map's total deviation is
the difference between those two values, or 9.0 %.

Below is the summary of population deviation among the districts:

District Total Population Deviation % Deviation

1 64,638 -8,536 -11.66%
2 67,650 -5,524 -7.55%
3 63,303 -9,871 -13.49%
4 58,817 -14,357 -19.62%
5 78,566 5,393 7.37%
6 106,067 32,894 44.95%

Total 439,041 47,250 64.57%

[deal 73,174



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 1
Page 1 of 1


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 1 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 1 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 2 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 2 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 3 of 11

April Appoint Commission
May 2 Receive census data
June 16, 23, 30 Commission Meetings
July 7 Council Study Session: Review of draft plans
August 10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 20
Public Hearings (one in each district)
August 25 Commission Meeting: Considers plans and public input
September 1 ~ Commission Meeting: Plan Selection
September = Council Study Session: Hear/discuss final recommendations
September 15 Commission Meeting (if needed)
September 26  Regular Council Meeting: Adopt Resolution
October Submittal to Department of Justice
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Hispan'c Voting Age Population (HVAP):
HVAP = %18+ Pop

Hispanic Citizen Voting Age Population (HCVAP):

Retrogression: The reduction of minority population percentage of a
district to a level that will make 1t more difficult or impossible for minority
voters to elect candidates of their choice.
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% NIT %N %N % NI Abbreviations:
% NIH % NI % NH DOJ DOJ DO]J DO]J Dev. = Deviation
Dist | % Ilisp.  Wht DO Bk DOJInd  Asn  Ilwn  Oth  OthMR Hisp = Hispanic
NH ="Non-Hispanic"
I 262% 629%  40%  3.9% 20% 03%  0.2% 0.4% Wht = White
2 26.4%  065.8% 3.6% 1.7% 1.5%  0.4% 0.2%  0.4% Blk = Black / African American
3 54.3% 65%  45%  3.6% 0.6%  02% 0.6% Ind = Native American
Asn = Asian American
4 31.3% 33%  23%  09% 0.9%  0.2% 0.3% Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacific
5 ceei v 82.3% 2.2% 1.0% 22% 0.2% 0.1%  0.3% Islander
6 | 161%  753%  34%  12%  31%  04%  01% _0.3% e e Multi-Race
Total 26.4%  64.3% 3.8% 2.3% 2.3%  0.4% 0.2%  0.4% Fil = Filipino
"DO]J" = Aggregated accordingto U.S.
T Y Y Y Department of Justice
% %  NII8+ NII18 NI{18+ NII18 _guidance
%1118+ NIII8+ %NII8+ NiI18+ DO +DOJ] DO] + DO cvap= n_n__uwﬂ:ﬁﬁ:m\yma
Dist Pop Wht DOJ Blk DOJ Ind  Asn [ Twn Oth  OthMR
1 21.8%  68.2% 3.6% 3.5% 2.0% 0.3% 0.2%  0.3%
2 21.6%  71.3% 3.2% 1.5% 1.6%  0.4% 0.1%  0.3%
3 59.5% 6.2% 4.1% 3.8% 0.5% 0.2%  0.5%
4 37.9% 3.2% 2.3% 1.0% 0.8% 0.1%  0.2%
5 cme 85.6% 1.8% 0.9% 2.0% 0.2% 0.1%  0.2%
6 13.1%  79.4% 3.0% 1.0% 2.9%  0.3% 0.1%  0.2%
Total 21.8%  69.7% 3.4% 2.1% 2.3%  0.4% 0.1%  0.3%
Spedal ‘l'abulation Amerdan Community Survey (ACS)
%
% NIT % NIT % NIT %NIT %NII % NII % NIT  %NIT %NIT NII  %NIl  %NIl % NII
% Total % Ilisp Wht Blk Asn Ind [Iwn MR [% Total % ILisp  Wht Blk Asn Ind Hwn MR Oth
Dist [ CVADP CVAP CVADP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP| CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAPD
1 88.5% 11.9% 80.4% 2.1% 1.2%  3.2% 0.0% 1.1%| 87.8% 11.9% 80.3%  2.2% 1.1% 3.2% 0.0% 1.4% 4.0%
2 92.4% 11.0% 84.0% 1.4% 1.0% 1.2% 0.0% 1.1%]| 92.2% 11.2% 83.8% 1.6% 1.1% 1.2% 0.1% 2.1% 4.3%
3 85.0% 70.0% 5.2% 22%  4.6% 0.1%  0.8%)]| 85.0% 69.7% 51%  23% 4.9% 0.2% 1.4% “4.5%
4 66.6% 65.0% 3.9% 0.8%  3.8% 0.0%  0.9%]| 606.8% 65.9% 4.1%  0.8% 4.3% 0.2% 2.7% 8.5%
5 97.8% Coaiv 87.1% 1.6% 1.3% 0.4% 0.1% 1.3%]| 95.9%. I 86.5% 1.7% 1.4% 0.5% 0.1% 1.6% 3.5%
6 94.7% 9.7% 83.9% 2.2% 1.8% 1.0% 0.1% 1.1%] 94.1%  9.7% 84.1% 2.1% 1.6% 1.2% 0.3% 1.6% 4.2%
‘l'otal| 89.1% 12.4% 80.4% 2.5% 1.4%  2.0% 0.1% 1.1%]| 88.6% 12.4% 80.3%  2.6% 1.4% 2.1% 0.2% 1.7% 4.5%



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 6 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 7 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 7 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 8 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 8 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 9 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 9 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 10 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 10 of 11


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2

Page 11 of 11



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 2
Page 11 of 11


Redistricting Commission

August 10, 2011
Attachment 3
Page 1 of 32

=\
mesa-az

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION DISTRICTING KIT

PAQUETE PARA LA PARTICIPACION PUBLICA
EN LA RECONFIGURACION DE DISTRITOS
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NDC National Demographics Corporation

City of Mesa
Public Participation Districting Kit

Printed Contents (in the Acrobat PDF file)

This information and instruction page.

A summary of Mesa's demographics.

A map with population unit 1D numbers.

A map with total population by population unit.

A map with major strects.

Color thematic map of 2010 Census data on the Hispanic voting age population,

A data listing of demographic elements by population unit (to be used with item 4 to draw
proposed districts, above).

Three blank maps on which to mark and submit proposed plan(s).

NO D

oo

Electronic Contents (in one Microsoft Excel file)

1. A worksheet providing instructions on how to usc the file.

2. A worksheet containing a data listing of demographic elements by population unit, with a blank
column for district number entry.

3. A summary worksheet showing the demographics for each entered district and for any remaining

unassigned area(s).
Instructions

1. Use the maps with the total population counts printed on them, or use thc maps with population
unit ID numbers and the data printouts, to aggregate the population in the population units to
develop six council districts that are close to equal in population. An ideal district in a six-
district plan should contain 73,174 persons (the total population of the City — 439,041 — divided
by the number of council districts).

2. Be careful not to split unnecessarily any obvious community of interest. Usc the thematic maps
and your knowledge of Mesa communities to identify these areas. If you wish to divide a
population unit, please include a note indicating which population unit should be split and where
the division should be made. We will make that split when we enter your proposal into the
computer. Please remember that the Mesa City Charter rcquires City Councilmembers remain in
their current districts.

3. Paper submission: Transfer your final map lines to a blank citywide map of population units
using a thick-tipped pen. If you submit by fax, please do not submit colored maps. Submit your
map to Carla Wagner, City Manager’s Office, by mail (P.O. Box 1466, Mesa, AZ 85211-1466),
by scan and email (redistricting@mesaaz.gov), or by fax (480-644-2175).

4. Electronic submission: email the Excel filc containing your district assignments to
redistricting@mesaaz.gov.

For more information, or if you have any questions, please contact City Hall at (480) 644-2397 or
redistricting@mesaaz.gov) or visit the City webpage at http://www.mesaaz.gov and click the
"Redistricting 2011 Home" button on the right side.
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National Demographics Corporation

Ciudad de Mesa
Paquete para la participacion publica en la reconfiguracion distrital

los impresos (cn el archivo de Acrobat PDF)

1.

e

Esta informacidn y un instructivo.

Resumen de los datos demograficos de Mesa.

Plano con unidades de poblacion y numeros de identificacion.

Plano con la poblacion total por unidad de poblacion.

Plano con las calles principales.

Plano tematico a color sobre los datos del Censo de 2010 relativos a la poblacion hispana cn
edad electoral.

Una lista de datos de elementos demograficos por unidad de poblacion (para ser utilizada junto
con el nimero 3 para delimitar y proponer distritos).

Tres planos en blanco para que trace los limites y presente su(s) propuesta(s).

Contenidos electrénicos (en un archivo de Microsoft Excel)

1.
2.

Una hoja de calculo con instrucciones para utilizar el archivo.

Una hoja de célculo con una lista de datos de elementos demogréficos por unidad de poblacion y
una columna en blanco para colocar los numeros de los distritos.

Una hoja de calculo tipo resumen con datos demograficos sobre los distritos propucstos y las
areas que no se hayan asignado.

Instrucciones

1.

Utilice los planos con los datos impresos sobre la poblacidn total, o los planos con unidades de
poblacién y nimeros de identificacion y los listados de datos para totalizar la poblacidn de las
unidades de poblacion con ¢l fin de definir seis distritos en la Ciudad que tengan
aproximadamente la misma poblacion. El distrito ideal en un plan de seis distritos deberia tener
73.174 personas (la poblacion total de la Ciudad — 439,041 habitantes— entre el numero de
distritos de la Ciudad).

Ascgurese de no dividir innecesariamente comunidades definidas de interés. Utilice los planos
tematicos y sus conocimientos sobre las comunidades de Mesa para identificar cstas areas. Si
deseca dividir una unidad de poblacion, incluya una nota especificando cual es la unidad de
poblacion que deberia dividirse y donde deberia ubicarse la division. Haremos la divisién al
introducir los datos de su propuesta en la computadora. Por favor recuerden que la Constitucion
Municipal de Mesa requiere que se quedan los concejales en sus propios escaiios.

Presentacion de la propuesta: trace los limites definitivos de su propuesta cn un plano de
unidades de poblacion de la Ciudad en blanco utilizando un boligrafo de punta gruesa. Si va a
cnviar la propuesta por fax, no envie planos a color. Puede remitirle su plano a Carla Wagner, cn
la Oficina de la Administrador de la Ciudad, por correo (P.O. Box 1466, Mesa, AZ 85211-1466),
escaneado por correo electronico (redistricting@mesaaz.gov) o por fax (480-644-2175).

Presentaciéon electronica: c¢nvie el archivo de Excel con sus propuestas distritales a
redistricting@mesaaz.gov.

Si requiere mayor informacion o tiene preguntas, comuniquese con Ayuntamiento (480-644-2397 o
redistricting@mesaaz.gov) o visite la pagina web de la Ciudad http://www.mesaaz.gov y haga clic en
"Redistricting 2011 Home" (redisefio distrital) a la derecha.
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NDC National Demographics Corporation

City of Mesa
Demographic Summary

This demographic analysis required compiling the 2010 decennial Census data along with data on
Citizen Voting Age Populations from both the 2005 - 2009 American Community Survey ("ACS" --
condu :d by the Census Bureau) and the Census Bureau's Special Tabulation of Citizen Voting
Age data. NDC disaggregated the ACS data from the Census Tract down to the Census Block level
of geography to enable us to compile accurate totals for each district. And NDC disaggregated the
Special Tabulation data from the Block Group down to the Census Block level of geography to
enable us to compile accurate totals for each district.

To calculate the "ideal population” for each district, the total population of the jurisdiction is
divided by the number of districts. Each district's deviation is obtained by calculating the difference
between the district's population and that ideal value. The "total deviation" of the current map is
calculated by subtracting the percentage deviation of the smallest district from the percentage
deviation of the largest district. For example, if the largest district is +5.0% from the ideal
population, and the smallest district is -4.0% from the ideal value, then the map's total deviation is
the difference between those two values, or 9.0 %.

Below is the summary of population deviation among the districts:

District Total Population Deviation % Deviation

1 64,638 -8,536 -11.66%
2 67,650 -5,524 -7.55%
3 63,303 -9,871 -13.49%
4 58,817 -14,357 -19.62%
5 78,566 5,393 7.37%
6 106,067 32,894 44.95%

Total 439,041 47,250 64.57%

[deal 73,174
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NDC National Demographics Corporation

Ciudad de Mesa
Resumen de datos demograficos

En este analisis demografico se compilaron los datos del Censo decenal de 2010, los datos
sobre las poblaciones en edad electoral de las Encuestas sobre la Comunidad Estadounidense de
2005 y 2009 (**ACS” por sus siglas en inglés, realizadas por la Oficina del Censo) y la Tabulacion
especial de los datos sobre los ciudadanos en edad electoral de la Oficina del Censo. National
Demographics Corporation (NDC) desagrupd los datos de las ACS de la Seccion Censal hasta el
Bloque Censal a nivel geografico para poder compilar totales precisos para cada distrito. Asimismo,
NDC desagrup6 los datos de la Tabulacion Especial del Grupo del Bloque hasta el Bloque Censal a
nivel geografico para poder compilar totales precisos para cada distrito.

Para calcular la “poblacion ideal” de cada distrito, se divide la poblacion total de la
jurisdiccion entre el numero de distritos. La desviaciéon de cada distrito se obtiene calculando la
diferencia entre la poblacion del distrito y ese valor ideal. La “desviacion total™” del mapa actual se
calcula sustrayendo el porcentaje de desviacion del distrito mas pequefio del porcentaje de
desviacion del distrito mas grande. Por ejemplo, si el distrito mas grande es +5.0% de la poblacién
ideal, y el distrito mas pequefio es -4.0% del valor ideal, entonces la desviacion total del plano es la
diferencia entre esos dos valores (9.0 %).

A continuacion, se presenta un resumen de la desviacion de poblacion entre los distritos:

Distrito Poblacion total Desviacion % de Desviacion

1 64,638 -8,536 -11.66%

2 67,650 -5,524 -7.55%

3 63,303 -9,871 -13.49%

4 58 817 -14,357 -19.62%

5 78,566 5,393 7.37%

6 106,067 32,894 44.95%,

Total 439,041 47,250 64.57%
Ideal 73,174
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NDC Mesa 2001 Districts Page Lot 2
Demographics 472072011
Ni INH NH NH
DOJ NHDOJ DOJ  DOj  DOJ  NH DO
Dist | T U..v.W Mo 07 Mo Hisp  NH Whe  Blk Ind Asn Hwn Oth OthMB i
1 04,038 -5,230 -11.06% 16,931 40,689 2,582 2,549 1,287 188 155 57
2 67,650 -5,524  7.55% 17,852 44493 2467 1,151 1,017 287 137 246
3 63,303 9871 13.49% 18,829 34384 4134 2,860 2,252 365 116 357
4 58817 -14.357 -19.62%| 35867 18394 1926 1349 506 518 101 156
5 78,566 5,393 7.37% 9,185 04,674 1,708 824 1,704 151 100 220
6 106,067} 32894 44.95% 17 090 ﬁ:ﬁlm.: 2658 1,242 3,328 391 132 356
Total 439,041 47,250 ~A87%)  1i5,i0s =D Ros E aoat 10094 1,900 741 1,592
Ideal 73,174

NHI18+ NH18+ NI118+ NH18+
18+ NHI8+ NHI8+ NHIg8+ DOj DOJ DOJ DO

Dist | 18+ Pop  Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJInd  Asn Hwn Oth  OthMR
1 46,572 10,164 31,783 1,698 1,622 946 119 102 138

2 49,821 10,771 35,510 1,590 760 783 187 71 143
3 48318 12,198 28764 2994 2003 1827 235 74 223
4 39,396 21,433 14912 1,271 911 402 325 58 84
5 60,910 5,032 52,114 1,090 573 1,216 106 71 108
6 78709 10332 62,458 2,333 816 2,276 226 85 183
Total| 323,726 70,530 225,541 10,976 6,091 7450 1,198 461 879

Special Tabulation B i Amerncan Community Survey (ACS) ._

NH NH NH
Total Hisp  NH Whe NH Blk NH Asn N Ind N Hwn NH MR{ ‘Total Hisp  NH Whe  Blk Asn Ind  NH Hwn NFIMR ONH Onl

Dist | CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP
1 41,205 4918 33,143 879 492 1,322 0 4591 40,896 4,855 32,843 898 463 1,329 0 581 1,65
2 46,013 5074 38,673 6606 480 564 10 5011 45,949 5130 38,507 714 488 543 40 964 1,96
3 41,080 7,001 28,764 2,126 890 1,884 55 309 41,060 7,153 28,637 2,100 938 2,000 6~ 564 1,82
4 26,219 6,061 17,048 1,027 214 987 13 228 26,328 6,376 17,347 1,075 219 1,141 63 715 2,24
5 59,553 4,834 51,894 951 781 251 31 785 58,387 4,901 50,493 1,017 812 208 50 949 205"
6 74,500 7,252 62,505 1,623 1,308 778 52 855 74,056 7,192 062314 1528 1,148 871 215 1,151 3,13

Total| 288,582 35,739 232027 7,272 4,165 57785 161 3,137] 286,676 35,613 230,142 7,333 4,068 0,153 441 4,924 1287
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Y% NH % NH % NH
Yo NH % NIT  ° NIH DOJ DOJ Nt DOJ
Dist | % Hisp. Wht  DOJ Blk DOJ Ind Asn tHwn DOJ Oth OthMR

1 206.2% 62.9% 4.0% 3.9% 2.0 0.3% 0.2% 0.4%

2 26.4% 65.8% 1.7% 1.5% (0.4 0.2% 0.4%

3 29.7%% 54.; 4.5% 3.6% (1.6%% 0.2% 0.6%

4 01.0 2.3% 0.9% 0.9% 0.2% 0.3%

5 11.7%% 82.3% 2.2% 1.0% 2.2%, 0.2% 0.1% 0.3%

6 16.1% 75.3% 3.4% 1.2% 3.1% 0.4% 0.1% 0.3%
Total 20.4 64.: 3.8% 2.3% 2.3% 0.4% 0.2% 0.4%

1] a T
%o Yo Yo NII18+ NI18+ % NH18+
% H18+ NHI18+ NH18+ NHI18+ DOJ DOj N8+  DOJ

Dist Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJ Ind Asn Hwn  DOJ Oth OthMR
1 21.8Y 68.2% 3.5% 2.0% 0.3%% 0.2% 0.3%

2 21.6"% 71.3% 1.5% 1.6% 0.4% 0.1% 0.3%

3 25.2% 59.5% 4.1% 3.8%0 0.5% 0.2% 0.5%

4 54.4% 37.9% 2.3% 0.8% 0.1% 0.2%

5 9.2% 85.6% 0.9% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2%

6 13.1% 79.4% 1.0 0.3% 0.1% 0.2
T'otal 21.8% 69.7% 2.1% (1.4% 0.1% 0.3%

Special Tabulation Amercian Community Survev (ACS)

Y% NI % NH NH % NH "% Nt % NH Y NH O e NH It o NH Ho "o NP "o NH
Yo Total %% Hisp Wht Blk Asn Ind l{wn MR | % Total % llisp Wht Bik Asn Ind Hwn MR Oth
Dist | CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP| CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP

1 88.5% 80.4° 2.1% 1.2% 3.2% 0.0% 1.1%)  87.8% 80.3%0  2.2% 1.1%  3.2% 0.00% 1420 .00,

2 92.4% 84.( 1.4% 1.0% 1.2% 0.0% 1.1%]  92.2% 83.8%  1.6% L1 1.2% 0.1% 2.1% 4.3%
3 85.0%% 70.0 22%  4.06% 0.1% 0.8%(  85.0% 69. 5.1% 2.3% 0.2% L4 4.5%
4 66.6% 65.( 0.8%  3.8% 0.0% 0.9%]  66.8% 65.9 4.1% 0.8" 2.7% 8.5
5 97.8% 87.1% 1.3%  04% 0.1% 1.3%]  95.9% 8.4% 80.5%  1.7% 1.4% 1.6% 35"
6 94.7% 9.7%%  83.9% 1.8% 1.0% 0.1% 1.1%]|  94.1% 9.7% 84.19%  2.1% 1.6%0 1.6"a 4.2
Total] 89.1% 12.4%  80.4% 1.4%  2.0% 0.1% 1.1%]  88.6% 12.4% 80.3"%  2.6% 1.4% 1.7 4.5
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NDC Preliminary Plan A Page 1ot 2
Demographics /1372011
Nt Nt Nt NI
Plan DOj NHDOJ DOj DO DO} NHUDOJ| [ avbreviations:
/ Tot. Pop.| Dev. % Dev.| tlisp  NH Wht  Bik Ind Asn Hwn Oth  O-MR Dev. = Deviation
1 74,216 1,043 1.42%| 13910 54,131 2,342 1,751 1,392 290 140 260| | Hisp=Hispanic
2 744090 1236 1.09%| 14959 53,747 2584 1175 1275 286 135 24| | NH="Non-Hispanict
’ N ’ K ’ > ’ Wht = White
3 74,710 1,537 2100 21,867 40979 4,604 3,739 2,542 402 160 417 Blk = Black / African American
4 71191 -1,983  2.71%| 43808 21,561 2,672 1,690 622 500 133 205 ﬁ = ﬂ“ﬁ h”whﬁq
5 72230f 944 1.29%] 9,303 58291 1,731 830 1,608 129 82 196] | Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacific lslander
6 72,285 -889  -1.21% 11906 53,796 2542 796 2,595 293 91 2606 Oth = Other
Total] 439041 3,519 4.81%1 115753 282505 16,475 9981 10,094 1,900 741 1 807| | OthMRor MR = Multi-Race
Ideal 73174 - "DOJ" = >mmﬂmm~:mm m,.nno..m_sm to .S, Department ot
2 Justice guidance
CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
NHI8+ NII18+ NHI18+ NHI18+
Plan H18+ NHI8+ NHI8+ NIHI8+ DOJ] DOJj DOJ  DOJ
A | 18+ Pop Pop Whe DO} Blk DOJ Ind  Asn Hwn Oth  OthMR
1 54,116 8375 41,749 1,492 1,113 989 182 87 129
2 57,552 9222 44418 1,726 807 989 182 04 144
3 56,779 13,976 34,234 3,311 2,574 20063 263 103 255
4 47,477 26,157 17446 1,744 1,119 497 320 83 111
5 55,569 5626 46,859 1,119 549 1,165 82 62 107
6 52,233 7174 40,835 1,584 529 1,747 169 62 133
T'otal 323,726 70,530 225541 10,976 06,091 7.450 1,198 461 879
Special Tabulation American Community Survey (ACS)
NI N NH
Plan Total Hisp  NH Wht NH Bik NI Asn N Ind NI Hlwn NII MR] Total Ilisp NI Wht BBik Asn Ind  NH tlwn Nt MR NI Oth
A CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAPR
1 50,536 4700 42,931 1,067 586 837 1 408] 50094 4746 42253 1,156 589 845 28 581 1,766
2 57,689 5,841 49335 657 498 664 24 610 56,816 6,295 47,793 820 550 2T 100 1,125 2514
3 49095 7865 35,027 2328 907 2,263 55 588] 48,606 7933 34550 2,330 919 2386 62 846 2054
4 30,502 8,103 19,353 1,155 371 1,283 10 187 30,802 7,664 20,118 1,128 375 1,348 062 076 2,694
5 50,984 4328 44,035 809 768 322 25 676 51,308 4312 44,507 749 694 312 44 o7 1,719
6 49,776 4902 41,346 1,256 1,036 417 36 669] 49,051 4,663 40,921 1,149 941 535 145 BOY 2,131
Total 288,582 35,739 232027 7,272 4,165 5,785 161 3,137] 286,676 35,613 230,142 7333 4068 (,153 441 4,924 12,878
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NDC Prcliminary Plan A Page 2 ot 2
Demographics 1372011

Y NH %6 NI % NH

Plan % NH - % NIT %% NIH DO) DOJ Y% N11 DOJ

A | % Hisp.  Wht DOJBk DOJInd  Asn  llwn DOJ Oth OthMR

1 187%  72.9%  3.2% 24%  1.9%  0.4% 0.2%  0.4%
2 201%  722%  3.5% 1.6% 0.4% 0.2%  0.3% Abbreviations:
3 29.3¢ 54.9%  6.2% 5.0 0.5% 0.2%  0.6% Dev. = Deviation
Hisp = Hispanic
4 01.5% 30.3% 3.8% 2.4"% 0.7% ).2% (1.3% NH = :ZCS-I—MUNS:.:
5 12.9%  80.7% 2.4% 1.1% 0.29% 01%  0.3% Wht = White
6 16.5%  74.4%  35% 1%  3.6%  04%  01%  0.4% Bli = Black / African American

Ind = Native American
Asn = Asian American

Totl]  264%  643%  38%  23%  23%  04%  0.2%  0.4%

Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacthic
{F LY

70 7o o Istander
NI[18+ NIH18+ T NI18+ Oth = Other

’ OthMR or MR = Multi-Race
Plan | % H18+ NH18+ NH18+ NHI18+ DOJ DOJ  NH18+ Uﬁd "DOJ" = Aggregated according to 1.5,

o
il

A Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJ Ind Asn Hwn  DOJ Oth OthMR Department of Justice gwmdance
1 15.5%, 77.1% 2,804, 2.19% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
2 16.0%  77.2% 3.0% 1.4% 0.3%% 0.1%  0.3%
3 24.6%  60.3% 5.8% 4.5% 0.5% 0.2% 0.4%
4 55.1%  36.7% 3.7% 2.4%, 0.7%% 0.2% 0.2
5 10.1%  84.3% 2.0% 1.0% 0.1% 01%  0.2%
6 13.7%  78.2% 3.0% 33%  0.3% 0.1%  0.3%
Total 21.8%% 69. 3.4% (0.4 0.1% 0.3%
Special Tabulation Amercian Community Survey (ACS)

% NH NH Yo NI 0% % NI % NIt Y NH "o N ° “oNHD e NH o NTH Yo N1H
Plan | % Total % Hisp Wht Bik Asn Ind Hwn MR Total % Hisp Wht Blk Asn Ind Hwn MR Orh
A CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP| CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP
1 93.4% 9.3% 85.0% 2.1%0 1.2% 1.7% 0.0% 0.8%  92.6% 9.5% 84.3%  2.3% 1.2%  1.7% 019 1.29 3.5%,
2 10.1% 85.5%0 0.9% 1.2%, 0.0% 1.1%]  98.7% 11.1% 84.1%% 1.4% 1.0 1.3% .2"0 u 4470
3 16.0%% 71.3% 1.8Y 4.6, 0.1% 1.2% 85.0%  16.3% T1.1%%  4.8% 1.9% 4.9 04" 1.7% 4.2%
4 64.2% 26.6% 63.4% 1.2%% 4.2% 0.0% 0.6%| 064.9%  24.9% 65.3% 3.7 4.4%% 0,2 2.2% 8.7
5 91.7% 8.5% 86.4% 1.5% 0.6% 0.0% 1.3%}  92.3% 8.4% 86.7% 1.5% 0.6% 0.1% o 3.3
O 95.3% 9.8 83.1% 2.1% 0.8% 0.1% 1.3%)  93.9% 9.5 83.4%  2.3% 11Y% 0.3%% u 4.3%0
Total | 89.1% 12.4% 80.4% 1.4% 2.0% 0.1% 1.1%]  88.6% 12.4% 80.3% 2.6 2.1% (0.2%% u 4.3%0
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NDC Prcliminary Plan B Page Lot 2
Demographics IR
NH NH NH NH
Plan DO} NH DO} DOJ DO DO} NH DO] Abbreviations:
B JTot Pop.{ Dev. % Dev. Hisp  NUH Wht  Blk Ind Asn Hwn Oth OthMR Dev. = Deviation
1 73,216 43 006%| 17,574 48,141 2,679 2,647 1,467 253 167 28y) | Hisp = Hispanic
a N NH = "Non-Hispanic"
2 73,383 210 0.29% 13,369 54,539 2,448 1,074 1,308 249 134 202 Wht = White
3 72,394 780 1.07% 19,505 41984 4,430 2,961 2,526 446 129 413 Blk = Black / African American
4 72,353 821 L12%f 44503 22,129 2616 1,665 582 520 134 204| | Ind=Native American
5 73416] 243 033%| 8904 59964 1683 798 1594 166 93 214] | A A pacific <lander
6 74,279 1,106 1.51% 11,898 55,748 2,619 836 2,557 2006 84 271 Oth = Other
Total| 439,041 1,926 2.63%] 115,753 282,505 106,475 9981 10,094 1,900 741 1,592] | OthMRor MR = Multi-Race
Ideal 73.174 "DOJ" = >mmw¢mm~ma N.Er.c_.»::m. Lo U.S. Department of
2 Justice guidance
CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
NH18+ NHI18+ NIH18+ NHI18+
Plan H18+  NH18+ NHI8+ NIN8+ DOJ DOJ DOJ DO}
B 18+ Pop Pop Wht DOJ Blk DOJ Ind  Asn Hwn Oth  OthMR
1 52,929 10,576 37,411 1,756 1,695 1,070 162 107 152
2 57,344 8,295 45,276 1,653 723 1,052 157 69 119
3 55,052 12,617 34,518 3,191 2,066 2,036 286 80) 258
4 48,135 26,523 17,824 1,691 1,108 463 330 82 114
5 56,0619 5470 48,120 1,074 545 1,133 108 67 102
6 53,047 7,049 42392 1,611 554 1,696 155 50 134
Total 323,726 70,5300 225,541 10,976 6,691 7,450 1,198 461 879
Special Tabuladon American Community Survey (ACS)
NH H NH
Plan Total Hisp  NH Wht NH Blk  NH Asn N ind NI Hwn NI MR} Total Hisp NH Wht Blk Asn Ind  NH Hwn NH MR NH Oth
B CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP
1 48,280 5,389 39279 1,095 589 1,403 4 516] 47,568 5,300 38,580 1,143 555 1,400 17 705 1,770
2 56,419 5,262 48,041 671 511 593 24 650f 55,897 5484 47,867 757 483 600 pIg 1,023 2,140
3 48,330 7,771 34,980 2,188 1,009 1,875 58 393} 48,458 8,180 34,606 2,214 1,108 2,067 08 848 2,347
4 30,849 8,107 19,732 1,154 381 1,213 1 214} 31,256 7,512 20,826 1,125 334 1,283 6Y 677 2,020
5 53,463 4,453 40,340 898 759 197 3 764] 53,073 4,399 46,009 901 711 205 41 %91 1,704
0 51,237 4,757 43,054 1,260 917 504 33 600] 50,424 4,739 42,253 1,192 877 598 150 780) 2,237
Total 288,582 35,739 232027 7,272 4,165 5,785 161 3,137 286,676 35613 230,142 7333 4068 6,153 441 4,924 12878
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S m N NDC Preliminary Plan B Page 2ot 2
o P o De hi 77132011
2525 emographics
g« m ©
38§75
39ER % NU %% NI %% NH
X < < o
Plan Y% NIT % NH % NIH DOJ DOJ % NH DOJ Abbreviation
- - - iations:
B % Iisp. Wht  DOJ Blk DO Ind Asn Hwn  DOJ Oth OthMR Dev. = Deviation
1 24.0% 65.8% 3.6% 2.0%  0.3% 0.2% 0.4% Hisp = Hispanic
2 18.2%  74.3% 15%  1.9%  03%  02%  0.3% NH = "Non-Hispanic
Wht = White
3 26.9% 58.0% 4.1% 3.5% 0.2% 00.6% Blk = Black / African American
4 61.5%  30.6% 2.3%0 0.8%  0.7% 0.2% 0.3% Ind = Native American
5 12.1%  81.7% 1% 22%  02%  01%  0.3% Asn = Asian American
) Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacific
6 16.0%% 75.1% 1.1% 0.4% 0.1% 0.4% Islander
Total 26.4%  064.3% 2.3% 2.3%  04% 0.2% 0.4% Oth = Other
OthMR or MR = Multi-Race
LA A o "DOJ” = Aggregated according to U.S.
o R o : ) o . Department of Justice guidance
o o o NHI18+ NH18+ o NHI18+ CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
Plan | % HI18+ NI118+ NH18+ NHI8+ DO)J DOJ  NH18+  DOJ
BB Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJ Ind Asn Hwn DO} Oth OthMR
1 20.0% 70.7% 3.3% 3.2% 2.0% 0.3%, (0.2% 0.3%
2 14.5%  79.0% 2.9% 1.3"4 0.3 0.1% 0.2%
3 22.9%, 62.7% 5.8% 3.8% 0.5 0.1% 1.5%
4 55.1% 37.0% 3.5% 2.3% 1.0%  0.7% 0.2% 0.2%
5 9.7% 1.9%0 1.0%% 2.0 0.2%a 0.1% 0.2%
6 13.1%% 3.0% 1.0%% 3.2 0.3% 0.1% 0.2%
Total 21.8% 69.7% 3.4% 2.1% 2.3% 0.4 0.1% 0.3%
Special T'abulation Amercian Community Survey (ACS)
"o NH O %o NH O *oNH e NH O % NH % NEH S NH 9o N "o NHE "o NI "o NH TaNHD O Nt
Plan | % Total %o Hisp Wht Blk Asn Ind tiwn MR | % Total % Hisp W'ht Blk Asn Ind Hwn MR Orth
B CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP
1 91.2% 11.2%  81.4 2.3%% 1.2%  2.9% 0.08% 1.1%] 89.9% 11.1% 81.1% 2.4, 1.2% 2.9 0.0%% 1.5% 370
2 98.4"% 9.3%  806.2 1.2% 0.9% 1.1% 0.0% 1.2%]  97.5% 9.8%, 85.6%0  1.4% 0.9%  1.1% 0,20 1.8" 3.8
3 87.8% 16.1% 72.4% 4.5% 2.1% 3.9% 0.1% 0.8% 88.0%  16.9% 4.6%0 2.3% 430, 0100 1.7% $.8% 0
Lv OA\.._:\: OA.C (il ,‘w.,d:\: ._ .N:\: w.c:\: CC.X~ Cﬂc\c OA\C:\: NAQC:\: wO ‘U _ .#:‘\: r« H_ [l N‘N: o I.L: U
5 04.4%, 8.3%  86.7% 1.7% 1.4%  0.4% 0.1% 1.4%1 93.7% 8.3% 1.7% 1.3%  0.4% 170 330
0 95.5% 9.3%  B4.0% 1.8% 1.0% 0.1% 1.2%]  94.0% 9.4%, 83.8%  2.4% 1.7% 1.2 1.5%, 447,
Totall 89.1% 12.4%  80.4% 1.4% 2.0 0.1% 1.1%] 88.6% 12.4% 80.3% 2.6 1.4%  2.1% 1.7 4.5
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N M M v - ® u. ¢ . »N
N NDC Preliminary E.»: C _J_JFLJ:H:
= Demographics S
[ee]
N
(0]
(o))
IS NH Nil NIl NIl
Plan DOJ NHDOJ DOJ  DOJ  DOj NI DOJ Abbreviations:
C_JTot Pop. [ Mer o Mey B Hep NH Whe  Blk Ind Asn Hwn “th OthMR Dev. = Deviation
1 73,172 2 uu% 10,645 49844 2410 2,246 1,330 272 168 257 umu. w__”_,%m_.i
2 73,173 1 000%| 13952 53785 2,320 986 1538 257 113 2220 | wheewhe T
3 73,172 2 0.00% 19,657 42,163 4,684 3,297 2,423 399 147 402 Bk = Black / African American
4 73,174 I 0.00%| 44893 22167 2763 1,800 660 531 139 221 r_a = ﬂ%é masw_s_d
- — sn = AsSlan American
5 73,175 2 000%f 9,086 59296 1,783 830 1,683 183 92 222 | aw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacitic [slander
6 73,175 2 0.00% 11,520 55250 2,515 822 24060 258 82 268 Oth = Other
Total| 439,041 30 0.00%| 115753 282505 16,475 9981 10,094 1,900 741 1,592 | OthMRor MR = Multi-Race 4
Tdeal 73174 "DOJ" = Aggregated according to t1.5. Department ot
dea — Justice guidance
CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
NH18+ NII118+ NII18+ NHI18+
Plan H18+  NHI18+ NH18+ NIHI8+ D) DO)J DOJ  DOJ
C 18+ Pop Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJInd  Asn Ilwn Oth  OthMR
1 53,006 9,883 38,766 1,556 1,436 951 174 104 136
2 57,835 8,694 45302 1,619 687 1,176 162 63 132
3 56,209 12,801 35212 3,349 2272 1,980 259 88 248
4 48,836 26,797 17,968 1,806 1,194 527 336 88 120
5 54,837 5562 46,130 1,106 500 1,189 117 64 109
6 53,003 6,793 42,163 1,540 542 1,627 150 54 134
Toral] 323726 70,530 225541 10976 6,691 7,450 1,198 461 879
Special Tabulation American Community Survey (ACS)
NH NiNH
Plan | Total Hisp  NH Wht NI Bk NH Asn Nt Ind NH Hwn NH MR Total  Uisp NI Wht  Blk Asn Ind  Nifliwn NI MR NI Odd
C CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP (VAP CVAP  CVAP
1 47,520 4567 40,197 697 492 996 10 534 47,605 4780 39,884 739 484 1,034 39 724 1,870
2 57095 6,414 47857 683 673 709 48 657 57,563 6,437 48,296 732 632 51 102 1,164 27606
3 49360 7501 35,783 2,574 897 2,031 55 471 48,618 7,651 34,984 2,590 897 2,139 62 720 1,797
4 31,766 8,491 20,095 1,199 373 1,360 10 196] 32018 7,938 20938 1,175 380 1410 62 “03 2,761
5 51,763 4,113 45,030 854 792 213 15 712 51,254 4,181 44,366 912 7T 216 36 832 1,511
6 51,077 4,653 43,065 1,265 938 475 23 567] 49,619 4,626 41,672 1,185 878 502 141 782 2,173
Toral| 288,582 35739 232,027 7272 4165 5785 161 3,137] 286,676 35613 230,142 7333 4068 6,153 441 40924 12878



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 3
Page 28 of 32


NDC Preliminary Plan C Page 2 of 2

Demographics “/13/2011

Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011

Attachment 3
Page 29 of 32

Vo NI "% NI o NI
Plan Y% NH % NIl %NH DO}  DOJ %NH DOJ
C | %Hisp.  Wht DOJBlk DOJInd Asn  liwn DOJ Oth OthMR

1 22.7%  68.1% 3.3% 3.1% 1.8%  0.4% 0.2%  0.4% r
2 19.1% 73.5%, 3.2% 1.3% 2.1% 0.4%, 00.2% 0.3% Abbreviations:
3 26.9%  57.6%  6.4% 45%  33%  05%  02%  0.5% Dev. = Deviation
Hisp = Hispanic
4 61.4%  30.3% 3.8% 2.5% 0.9%  0.7% 0.2%  0.3% NH = "Non-Hispanic"
5 12.4%  81.0% 2.4% 1.1% 2.3%  0.3% 0.1%  0.3% Wht = White
6 157%  75.5%  34%  11%  34% 04%  01%  0.4% | Blk=Black / African American
s Ind = Native American
T'otal 26.4% 64.3% 3.8% 2.3% 2.3% 0.4% 0.2% 0.4% Asn = Asian American
Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacttic
P Yo Yo Islander
‘ ' Oth = Other
U ;A 1) n A b + A 1) N » +
» o e N+ N8+ o NHI8 OthMR or MR = Multi-Race
Plan | "0 H18+ NIHI18+ NIH18+ NHI8+  DOJ DOJ  NHI18+ DOJ "DOJ" = Aggregated according to U.S.
C Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJInd  Asn Hwn DOJ Oth OthMR Department of Justice guidance
1 18.6%  73.1% 2.9% 2.7% 1.8"%  0.3% 0.2%  0.3% CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
2 15.0%  78.3% 2.8%% 1.2%% 0.1%  0.2%
3 22.8%  62.6% 6.0% 4.0% 0.5% 0.2%  0.4%
4 54.9%  36.8% 3.7% 2.4%, 0.7% 0.2%  0.2%
5 10.1% 84. 2.0% 1.0%, 0.2% 0.1% 0.2%
6 12.8%  79.5% 2.9% 1.0% 0.3%, 0.1%  0.3%
Total 21.8% 069, 3.4% 2.1% (1.4% 0.1%  0.3%
Special Tabuladon Amercian Community Survey (ACS)
Yo NH - "o NH %o NH % NH % NH S NEE % NH 2o NH "o NI "o NH "o NHE "o NHE
Plan Yo Hisp  Wht Blk Ind Hwn MR} % Total % Hisp Wht Blk Asn Ind Hwn MR Oth
C CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP| CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP
1 89.7% 9.6 84.6% 1.5% 1.0% 2.1% 0.0% 1.1%]  89.8%  10.0% 83.8% 1.6% 1.0%  2.2% (1170 1.5 3.9
2 98.7% 11.2%%  83.8% 1.2% 1.2% 1.2% 0.1% 1.2%  99.5% 11.2% 83.9%  1.3% 11% 1.5% 2.0%, 48"
3 87.8% 15.2%  72.5% 5.2%% 4.1% 0.1% LO%}  86.5% 15, 72.0%  5.3% 18 449, 1.5 370
4 65.0% 26.7%  63.3% 3.8% 4.3% 0.0%  0.6%]  065.6% 24, 65.4%  3.7% 1.2 440, 2.2, 8.6
5 94.4% 7.9%  87.0% 1.6% 0.4% 0.0% 1.4%) 93.5%  8.2% 80.6%  1.8% 6% 04" 1.6% 2.9,
6 96.4% 9.1%  84.3% 2.5% 0.9%% 0.0% 1.1%] 93.6%  9.3% 84.0%  2.4% 1.8%%  1.0% 0.3% 1.6" 4.4%0
Total] 89.1% 12.4%  80).4% 2.5% 2.0% 0.1% 1.1%] 88.6% 12.4% 80.3%  2.6% 1.4% 2.1% 0.2%, 1.7 459



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 3
Page 29 of 32


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 3

Page 30 of 32



afantas
Text Box
Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011
Attachment 3
Page 30 of 32


Redistricting Commission
August 10, 2011

Attachment 3
Page 31 of 32

NDC Preliminary Plan D _Jy.fc Lot2
Demographics 7132011
' NH Nt NIl NH
Plan DOJ NHDOJ DOJ  DOJ  DOJ N DOJ Abbreviations:
D |Tot Pop.|{ Dev. % Dev.| Hisp NH Whe Bk Ind Asn Hwn  Oth  OthMR Dev. = Deviation
1 73,172 2 0.00%| 15236 51,529 2,577 1,886 1,246 284 160 254| | Hisp = Hispanic
2 73,173 1 000%| 13898 53642 2401 1,009 1,619 262 117 205| | NH ="Non-Hispanic”
’ » ' ’ s ’ Wht = White
3 73,172 2 000%| 21,006 40478 4517 3657 2,507 387 155 405| | Blk = Black / African American
4 73,174 1 000%[ 44893 22,167 2763 1800 660 531 139 221| | Ind = Rative American
5 73,174 1 0.00% 9,172 59,331 1,743 821 1,620 177 87 223] | Haw or Hwn = Hawaiian and Pacitic Islander
6 73,176 3 000%| 11488 55358 2474 808 2,442 259 83 264 | oth=Other
Total| 439,041 4 0.01%| 115753 282505 16,475 9,981 10,094 1,900 741 1,592] | OthMRor MR = Multi-Race
Tdeal 73174 ._GO_..u>mnqmmm:mam.nnci::n”c U.S. Department ot
2 Justice guidance
CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
NHI18+ NI{18+ NHI8+ NHI18+
Plan H18+ NHI8+ NHI8+ NHI8+ bDOJ  DOJ DOJ  DOJ
D | 18+ Pop  Pop Wht  DOJ Blk DOJInd  Asn Hwn Oth  OthMR
1 53529 9,199 40,185 1,651 1,189 896 179 94 136
2 50,711 8,065 44,112 1,648 697 1,220 163 63 137
3 55,686 13485 33,793 3254 2519 2,035 254 98 248
4 48,836 26,797 17,968 1,806 1,194 527 336 88 120
5 55,698 5611 47,001 1,097 553 1,149 115 64 108
6 53,266 6,773 42482 1,520 539 1,617 151 54 130
Towl| 323726 70,530 225541 10976 6,691 7450 1,198 461 879
Special Tabulatdon American Community Survey (ACS)
NtH NH NI
Plan | ‘Total Hisp  NH Wht NH Blk NH Asn NH Ind NH Hwn NH MR| Total  Ilisp  NHWht  Blk Asn Ind  NH Hwn NH MR N Oth
D | CVAP  CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP| CVAP CVAP  CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP
1 48,722 4530 41452 972 484 831 10 427 48565 4,739 40927 1,030 467 843 39 623 1,673
2 55,970 6,105 47,072 637 747 712 32 603| 56242 6,292 47106 730 717 851 93 1103 2398
3 48,159 7538 34,529 2,299 904 2,196 55 578 47,658 7,692 33941 2299 915 2,330 62 821 1,99
4 31,766 8491 20,094 1,199 373 1,360 10 196 32,017 7938 20938 1,175 380 1,410 62 03 2700
5 52,863 4,496 45710 940 709 223 31 769] 52,458 4342 45423 914 00 229 45 88~ 1,683
6 51,102 4579 43,170 1,265 947 463 23 564 49,737 4610 41,806 1,185 R0 490 141 T88 2169
Total | 288,582 35739 232027 7272 4165 5,785 161 3,137} 286,676 35613 230,142 7333 4068 6,153 441 4924 12878
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EZER VNI %% NIT AN
R A A Dl [} [} O
Plan Y% NEHL %% NH Y% NI DOJ DO} Yo NI DOJ
D Yo Hisp. Wht DO} Bik DOJ Ind Asn Hwn DO} Oth OthMR
1 20.8% 70.4% 3.5% 2.6% 1.7% 0.4% 0.2% 0.3%
2 19.0% 73.3% 3.3% 1.4% 2.2% 0.4%, 0.2% 0.3% >7vqm<i:c:”f,”
3 28.8%  553%  6.2% 50% 3.4 0.5% 0.2%  0.6% Pev. = Deviation
. " o 00 , Y o Hisp = Hispanic
4 61.4% 30.3% 3.8% 2.5% 0).9% 0.7%% 0.2% U.3% NH = "Non-Hispanic"
5 12.5% 81.1% 2.4% 1.1% 2.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3% Wht = White
6 157%  75.7%  3.4% 1%  33%  04%  01%  0.4% Bik = Black / African American
— c,. - : .h = - : H R - : .“ : .p : - ind = Native American
I Cﬁm_ IOA /0 04.3% 3.8 Yo 2.3% N‘w o 0.4 Yo CN (1] 0.4 Yo Asn = Asian American
Haw or Hwn = Hawaitan and Pacitic
o Yo RN Islander
Oth = Other
o/ O , > , +
) u . . ; . : N NS OthMR or MR = Iti-Race
Plan | "4 118+ NH18+ NIHI18+ N8+ DOJ  NHI18+  DOJ "DOJ" = Aggregated according to U.S.
D Pop Wht DO} Blk DOJ Ind tiwn DOJ Oth OthMR Department of Justice guidance
1 17.2¢ 75.1 3.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0.3% CVAP = Citizen Voting Age Population
2 15.3" 77.8% 2.9% 0.3%% 0.1% 0.2%
3 24.2% 60.7% 5.8% 3.7% 0.2% 0.4%
4 54.9%, 36.8"% 3.7% 1.1% 0).2% (.2%
5 84.4%% 2.0% 1.0% 2.1% 0.1% 0.2%
) 12.7% 79.8% 2.9% 1.0%0 3.0% 0.1% 0.2%
Total 21.8% 69.7% 3.4% 2.1 2.3% 0.1% 0.3
Special Tabulation Amercian Community Survev (ACS)
Y9 NH "% NH Y NH % NH %0 NH % NI %o NH %4 N "o NH "o NH o NHO aNH
Plan Total % Hisp Wht Blk Asn Ind Hwn MR | % Total “ tlisp Wht Blk Ind Hwn MR Oth
D CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP | CVAP CVAP  CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP CVAP (VAP CVAP
1 91.0% 9.3%  85.1% 1.0% 1.7% 0.0% 0.9%}  90.7°% 9.8% 84.3%,  2.1"% 108 1.7, (.17 1.3 3.4¢
2 98.7 10.9%  84.1% 1.3 1.3% 0.1% L1 99.2%  11.2% 83.8%  1.3%, 1.3%  1.5% 0.2" 200, 4.0¢
3 86.5%% 15.7% T1L.7% 1.9% 4.6% 0.1% 1.2%] 85.6% 16.1%, 71.2%  4.8% LO% 4.9 0.1%0 1.7 4.2,
4 65.0% 26.7 63.3¢ 1.2% 4.3% 0.0% 0.6%]  65.6% 654%, 3.7 1.2%0 44 0.2, 220, 8.0
5 94.9% 8.5% 865 1.3% 0.4%, 0.1% 1.5%1  94.2% 86.6%  1.7% 1.3% 0.1, 1.7 3.2,
O 95.9%% 9.0%  84.5% 2 1.9% 0.9% 0.0% 1.19%]  93.4% 84.1% 2.4 1.8%%  L.0O%, 0.3%0 1.6 4.4,
Total| 89.1% 12.4% 80).4¢ 2.5% 1.4% 2.0% 0.1% 1.1%] 88.6% 12.4% 80.3 2.6% 1.4% 21" 0.2° 1.7%
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