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Staff Summary-NLC Grant Redistricting Survey

Mesa received 57 map survey responses and 550 qualitative survey responses (as of 9/27/21)
from Mesa residents via a community of interest survey which was supported by a grant from
the National League of Cities. The grant was tied to specific outcomes that successfully raised
awareness about Mesa’s redistricting process but made the collection of actionable data for
the purposes of redistricting difficult. The primary challenges are that it is difficult to identify
mappable areas and that there is often not enough supplemental information to understand
the nature of the community of interest. The survey was also not city-wide and focused
exclusively on 2020 Census low-response tracts west of Gilbert Road. Staff reviewed and
summarized takeaways from the survey below.

Takeaway with Possible Action Needed

1.

Downtown Mesa - Generally Country Club to Mesa Drive. Downtown is a cultural and
community hub with shared interests and priorities. This area may extend to surrounding
historic districts. Downtown is currently in D4. Evergreen Historic district is currently in D1.
Riverview Shopping Center/Dobson & 202 - Exercise and social groups identified this area as an
important gathering space and community center. The area was sometimes defined as
northwest Mesa north of University and west of Alma School. Riverview Park is currently located
in D1 but is split from the residential directly south which is in D3.

Westwood High - The community surrounding was mentioned frequently. Feedback suggested
that there is a community around the school that includes not just those that attend the school.
Westwood is currently located in D1. The neighborhood borders D3 and D4.

Fiesta Mall Fiesta District and Mesa community College — Dobson and Southern to Alma School
and Southern. The surrounding area is student occupied apartments. Multi-family on the
border of D3 and D4 may be similar to the student multi-family near Dobson and Southern.
Asian District — Dobson and Southern to Dobson and Main. A cultural gathering space. Solidly in
D3 and should remain in one single district. Currently there is one D4 area generally located at
the southwest intersection of W. Broadway and S Alma School. This area should be examined
closely to determine its cohesiveness with the Asian District.

Takeaway with Likely No Action Needed

1.

Communities that surround a park feel ownership for their parks. Some mentions from the
community include: Gene Autry Park, Fitch Park, Trovita Park, Princess Park, Reed Park,
Countryside park, Chelsea Park, Greenfield Park, Silvergate Park, Red Mountain Park, Kleinman
Park, Sllvergate Park, Reed Park, Sheephereders park 24" McDowell

a. Eagles Park and surrounding neighborhoods — Solidly in D4
Dana Park area. Important gathering location. Solidly D2. There is no compelling boundary or
particular community of interest
Dobson Ranch Library and Park are considered centerpieces of the surrounding community -
Solidly in D3



City of Mesa

Community of Interest Testimony Summary

The City of Mesa has received submissions for Communities of Interest through a Community
Survey and the online mapping tool DistrictR. There were some common themes that
community members submitted in their testimony.

o Keep Eastmark together
0 Cadence and South Eastmark
0 Southeast Superstition Spring
0 Airport expansion



e Evergreen Historic District
o0 Currently in District 1, wants to be in District 4 with other historic districts.

¢ Northwest Mesa should be together
o Everything northwest of University and Alma School should be included
¢ District 1 and District 4 boundary is divided by a pass canal that no longer exists,
breaking up a neighborhood
0 North Center St & W University Dr.
o Keep the Hispanic community together
0 North of 60
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https://districtr.org/edit/41141?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

86,741
86,763

87,472

87,874
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 211

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 1.2%

9/13/2021, 11:54 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/41659?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

88,968

79,753

88,774
89,231

87,393
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 553

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 8.15%

9/13/2021, 8:55 PM
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

85,691

87,474

Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 3,261

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 1.64%

9/13/2021, 11:49 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42620?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

86,805

85,948

87,877

87,388

Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION:

MAX. POPULATION
DEVIATION:

211
1.21%

9/13/2021, 11:48 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42077?event=mesaaz

W 2 F R [ =

Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

86,206

90,656

92,618

76,134
85,975

89,182
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 211

MAX. POPULATION 0
DEVIATION: 12.32%

9/13/2021, 11:38 PM
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

88,904

77,511

86,235
84,631
88,755

89,362
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 5,584

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 10.73%

9/13/2021, 8:54 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/41836?event=mesaaz
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Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

88,446

Ideal: 86,830.33
UNASSIGNED

POPULATION: 347,533
MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 2.1%

lof1l

9/13/2021, 8:59 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42551?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

85,784
87,393

87,161

87,666
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 515

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 1.21%

9/13/2021, 11:41 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42589?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

9,868

87,308

86,580
85,542

83,363

III ~

92,841

—

Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 5,480

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 8.02%

9/13/2021, 11:46 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/44446?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

85,348

87,836
87,350

88,032
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 249

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 1.71%

9/13/2021, 11:51 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/41559?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

86,355

88,951

88,668
87,452
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 211

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 3.64%

9/13/2021, 8:52 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42551?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

85,784
87,393

87,161

87,666
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 515

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 1.21%

9/13/2021, 11:39 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/41635?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

84,840
83,426

1,781

86,560

86,018

85,061

Ideal: 86,830.33
UNASSIGNED

POPULATION: 13,296
MAX. POPULATION 0
DEVIATION: 5.82%

9/13/2021, 8:53 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/42534?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

99,686

86,339

8,798
9,027

85,154

87,951

—

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 4,027

Ideal: 86,830.33

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 14.81%

9/13/2021, 11:40 PM



Districtr

https://districtr.org/edit/41872?event=mesaaz
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Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

60,464

Ideal: 86,830.33
UNASSIGNED

POPULATION: 373,865
MAX. POPULATION
DEVIATION: 30.37%

lof1l

9/13/2021, 9:00 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/43634?event=mesaaz
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

90,161
85,525
91,849
93,871
1,565

75,752
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 2,259

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 12.76%

9/13/2021, 11:50 PM
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Population ‘ Data Layers  Evaluation

v Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

87,236

86,103

87,035

87,076

87,294
Ideal: 86,830.33

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 229

MAX. POPULATION o
DEVIATION: 0.95%

9/13/2021, 11:42 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/50914?event=mesaaz

W 2 F R s =

Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

¥ Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

84,456

82,542
84,355
86,068
84,244

82,635
Ideal: 84,050

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 0

MAX. POPULATION

[
DEVIATION: 2.4%

9/27/21, 4:53 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/51318?event=mesaaz
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Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

¥ Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

83,722

87,446

86,878

1,912
Ideal: 84,050

UNASSIGNED POPULATION: 0

MAX. POPULATION

DEVIATION: 4.04%

9/27/21, 4:54 PM
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https://districtr.org/edit/52238?event=mesaaz

W 2 F R s =

Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

¥ Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

UNASSIGNED
POPULATION:

MAX. POPULATION
DEVIATION:

88,661

Ideal: 84,050
415,639
5.49%

9/27/21, 4:54 PM
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Population = Datalayers  Evaluation

¥ Population Balance

® Uses 2020 Decennial Census population with
processing by Redistricting Partners on 2020 Blocks.

86,234
Ideal: 84,050

UNASSIGNED
POPULATION:

MAX. POPULATION
DEVIATION:

418,066
2.6%

9/27/21, 4:55 PM
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