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ITEM No. 3.a.

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2011, 4:00 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 28 FLOOR
CITY HALL BUILDING, 2 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA

Memnbers Present: 5
Gene Finke (Chair), John Karlsruher, David Thackston, James L. Graham, Alisa Jorgensen

Members Absent: 4
Francisco X. Dominguez (Vice-Chair), Gilbert A. Mendez, [r., Oscar Silva, Rodolfo Troncoso

Vacancies: 0
Planning and Economic Development Staff:
David Coronado, Executive Secretary, Lead Planner; Todd Taylor, Planner; Mariano Soto, Planner, GIS;

Marissa Monroy, Economic Development Coordinator

Others Present:
Marie Taylor, Assistant City Attorney, City Attorney’s Office

1. Meeting Called to Order
Chair Finke called the meeting to order at 4:17PM.
2.  Establish Quorum
Quorum established.
3. Discussion and action on:
a. Approval of Minutes: November 2, 2011 Meeting

Chair Finke asked Commissioners if they had any additions, corrections and/or
revisions.

Regarding the votes, Commissioner Jorgensen asked if Commissioners who were
missing from the votes, should they be listed ABSENT or is that just at the beginning.

Staff explained absent Commissioners are listed as NOT PRESENT FOR THE VOTE.
PAGE7 OF 11

Prior to the vote, Chair Finke requested that Staff clearly identify the PowerPoint slides
and who it was that presented them. (Mr. Rojas)
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MOTION:
Motion made by Conumissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Thackston and
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO APPROVE THE NOVEMBER 2, 2011 MEETING
MINUTES.

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
At this time, Chair Finke requested Comumissioners move to item 4.0. Discussion and
Information: Guidance Concerning Redistricting Under Section 5 Voting Rights Act

b. Drafting and selection of Districting Plans

Mr. Coronado explained the step-by-step process how Staff and Commissioner Graham
prepared the spreadsheet and map. However, the deviation total was 12.7%, over the
10% maximum allowed. Staff then asked Commissioner Graham to edit the CD-1a Draft
Plan, which Staff labeled Cd-1b Draft Plan. The deviation total was 3.5%, below the 10%.

Commissioner Karlsruher stated that he was opposed to any plan that moves Kern Place
out of District 1. It was his opinion that the numbers associated with the SD-5 proposed
plan are favorable.

Commissioner Thackston noted that CD-1b Draft Plan had created, in Northeast El Paso,
a non-contiguous precinct. Mr. Coronado explained that the non-contiguous precinct is
Precinct 61 with over 3,000 voters.

Commissioner Jorgensen had concerns with SD-5 in terms of the growth to the west. She
felt that by growing District 8 to the west; that would dilute the effectiveness of the voter
block in the Downtown area. Additionally, she felt there could be other variations that
would allow Kern Place to remain in District 1, for example, working on the boundary
with Districts 2 and 3.

Commissioner Karlsruher stated that, per the goals and guidelines of the Commission,
Commissioners were not going to change a District by moving a precinct into another

~ District in which a sitting Council Representative resides. He was referring to District 1
City Council Representative Ann Lilly. He added that that was a major concern with
CD-1a and Cd-1b. He felt that big adjustments have to come from District 2, and it
would make more sense to grow District 8 by going into District 2.
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Commissioners and Staff discussed District 1 City Council Representative Ann Lilly
residing in Kern Place, her eligibility to run for office, precincts and continuity of the
neighborhoods, where voters are accustomed to voting and where they feel they belong.
Commissioner Graham stated that he felt the discussion would be a moot point if
Representative Lilly was able to serve out the remainder of her term as the District 1
Representative and was unable to run again due to term limits. Commissioner
Karlsruher felt Commissioners would be violating the Guideline by moving a precinct,
with a sitting City Council Representative, into another District and by breaking up
neighborhoods. He explained that by moving Kern Place to District 8, Commissioners
would be cutting off a whole community and forcing them into another community
whereby there would be no physical connection.

Ms. Taylor apprised the members of the audience regarding the nine redistricting
Guidelines that the Commissioners should follow. Additionally, Ms. Taylor clarified the
optimal numbers Commissioners are trying to achieve in order to balance each of the
Districts.

Chair Finke commented on those Districts at the outer limits of the City cannot expand
further out. He noted that the focus should be on the Central area where Districts 1, 3
and 8 meet.

Commissioner Thackston noted that moving Kern Plan to another District; does not
preclude the current Representative from continuing to serve on City Council.

Commissioner Thackston stated that the intent of the change to the Kern area was to fix
the sliver of District 8 by UTEP. He also stated that he spoke with District 4 City Council
Representative Karl Robinson and Representative Robinson expressed an interest in not
losing precinct 57. However, Commissioner Thackston noted that should the
Congressional maps come into play, the Representative’s request would be moot.
Commissioner Thackston felt CD-1b Draft Plan numbers worked very well, numbers
wise.

Commissioner Jorgensen stated that she would like to see CD-1b and SD-5 move
forward for public comment. She felt these two draft plans would provoke strong
discourse and comment from the members of the public. Commissioner Graham
responded he would go as far as making that a motion. He explained that Draft Plan
SD-5 clearly represents the concerns of Commissioner Karlsruher. Additionally, Draft
Plan CD-1b addresses previous Public Comment concerns, in addition to, Mr. Artalejo’s
letter to the Attorney General.

1 MOTION

Motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Jorgensen THAT
CD-1b AND SD-5 MOVE FORWARD FOR PUBLIC COMMENT. No vote was taken.
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Ms. Taylor requested Commissioner Graham clarify the motion language.

Commissioner Graham clarified that the motion language is for Commissioners to focus
on Draft Plans CD-1b and SD-5 for public comment. He suggested that the previous
Draft Plans SD-1, SD-2 and SD-3 be dismissed.

Mr. Coronado reminded Commissioners that the precinct lines for Draft Plans CD-1b
and SD-5 will change, per the County. Before the next meeting, Staff will revise the Draft
Plans. If however the precinct lines are substantially changed, Staff would like to bring
the two revised Draft Plans back to the Commission.

15T MOTION AMENDED
Motion made by Commissioner Graham to allow for Staff input based on changes to

County precincts. No vote was taken.

FOR THE RECORD

Commissioner Graham stated for the record that he is hopeful that the Commission can
look at nice, clean demographic lines and those lines that CD-1b represents.
Commissioner Graham added Commissioner Karlsruher's comments blindsided him
with regard to SD-5 and maintaining the existing boundary lines for District 1.
Regarding District 1, Commissioner Graham realizes there is a geographic plateau and

that the geography should be considered; however, the southern and southeastern
portions of the sausage link of District 8 is of an entirely different socio-economically
makeup from the northwestern portion on the other side of the isthmus. Commissioner
Graham then pointed out the similarities between Districts 1 and 8. He hoped
Commissioners are able to come up with a clean, new redistricting map that makes sense
for all the citizens of El Paso.

Chair Finke commented on Commissioner Graham’s intent to keep the Tigua Nation
together is not unlike what Commissioner Karlsruher is proposing for his
neighborhoods. Commissioner Graham felt there was quite a big difference between the
Tigua’s and Kern Place or Country Club Drive. He believed the Tlgua s would take
exception to the Chair’s statement.

FOR THE RECORD

Commissioner Karlsruher noted there was a motion on the floor. Commissioner
Karlsruher explained that, having grown up on the Westside of El Paso, in the 1960’s
most of the Upper Valley was cotton fields; Kern Place was developed in the 1930’s. We
are not comparing apples to apples. Most of the population growth in Districts 8 and 1,
in the Upper Valley and along Country Club Road, has occurred since 1970. The ages of
the structures, people, etc. are quite different. El Paso is not flat, round or square with
the Franklin Mountain run through the middle of town. Setting the record straight,
Commissioner Karlsruher was firmly in favor of going forward with Draft Plans CD-1b
and SD-5.
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Regarding Draft Plan SD-5, Commissioner Jorgensen noted that District 8, which needs
to grow, would be losing some neighborhoods to District 1. Additionally, the Pasadena
Neighborhood would be moved from District 8 to District 3. She hoped that, as the
discussions progress, Commissioners would not weigh the voices of Rim, Robinson and
Kern Place Neighborhoods versus the Upper Valley Neighborhood Associations
differently.

Commissioner Thackston stated that he understood that the previous concerns stated
regarding Kern Place, Sunset Heights, UTEP areas was not what District they were in,
but that those areas stay together due to the closeness/continuity of the neighborhoods.

FOR THE RECORD

Commissioner Karlsruher concurred and stated for the record that District 1 City
Council Representative is opposed to those three precincts leaving the District. He felt it
was a fair point to make, it terms of the guidelines, that Commissioners have at least two
Draft Plans with which to move forward on.

RESTATE THE MOTION

At this time, Mr. Coronado requested Commissioner Graham restate the motion, for the
record, and have someone second that motion. He asked that, prior to the vote,
Commissioners take public comment.

Commissioner Graham requested Commissioner Jorgensen restate the motion.

15T MOTION RESTATED

Motion that the Commission move forward considering that CD-1b, which does a strong
job of meeting the population targets that Commissioners are required to make, and SD-
L5

Ms. Taylor interjected ... with any revisions that are necessary to correct the voting precincts
that Staff is waiting for from the County.

Commissioner Graham added ... revisions that Staff may feel necessary based on those
revisions which may occur before the next meeting. ' '

Chair Finke explained the motion will remain on the floor until after the Public Comment.
(For Public Comment see Item 5 below)

1. January 2012 meeting schedule

City Council Representative Karl Robinson has requested that Commissioner Thackston
be his guest speaker for the January 13, 2012, community meeting. Commissioner
Thackston will be reporting on the progress of the Districting Commission meetings.
Commissioner Thackston suggested the Northeast Districting Commission Community
meeting be held at the Denny’s Restaurant, 7:30 am., Friday, January 13, 2012; in
conjunction with the City Council Representative’s Community meetings.
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Ms. Taylor explained, Staff would like to hold the community meetings in a public
setting, for the benefit of the public. She recommended the other Commissioners not
attend the January 13, 2012 community meeting for District 4.

Mr. Coronado stated that he would be willing to attend the January 13" community
meeting.

The following item was discussed prior to item 3.b. Discussion and Action on: Drafting and
selection of Districting Plans.

4.  Discussion and Information:
2. Guidance Concerning Redistricting Under Section 5 Voting Rights Act

In the Commissioners packets, Staff provided copies of the Department of Justice,
Guidance Concerning Redistricting Under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act; Notice.
Ms. Taylor explained this material was covered, as part of the Commissioner’s
orientation to the Voting Rights Act requirements, during the first Districting
Commissioner meeting. Ms. Taylor commented on “The Section 5 “Benchmark”,
“Analysis of Plans”, Discriminatory Purpose and Retrogressive Effect. Ms. Taylor read
into the record excerpts from within the Refrogressive Effect and clarified the intent of
the passages.

Ms. Taylor also updated Commissioners on the status of the State of Texas redistricting
process. She explained that the County of El Paso and State of Texas will be proceeding
with the court ordered interim maps; therefore, the County of El Paso will have to make
adjustments to voting precincts that the Commissioners have previously used when
drafting proposed maps. She noted that by the next Districting Commission meeting
the County will have finalized their voter precinct map. Ms. Taylor presented a map of
the County of El Paso’s proposed voter precinct changes.

Mr. Coronado explained that, as soon as the County provides the new voter precincts,
Staff will rerun the census block groups with the new precinct lines. The analysis, from
that point on, will reflect the new precincts.

For Chair Finke, Ms. Taylor explained “packing minorities into one district”, voter
strength and the configuration of districts. Staff will run numbers to analyze “packing”
and present that information at the next meeting.

Per Mr. Rojas” PowerPoint presentation, Mr. Coronado explained, Mr. Rojas discussed
Districts 8, 1 and 3, specifically four precincts, roughly 20,000 people. Mr. Rojas has
requested a meeting with Mr. Coronado to draft a plan for the entire City. After that
meeting, Staff will do the analysis and bring that information to Commissioners.

11/30/11 Districting Commission Minutes Page 6 of 10



Call for Public Comment

Commissioner Jorgensen requested that, in addition to identifying their name for the record,
members of the public identify the neighborhood and District they live in.

1. Ms. Laurie Cooper, District 7 resident, representing residents residing within the
Alameda Corridor project. Ms. Cooper read from a prepared statement. She stated that
the residents residing within the Alameda Corridor project are opposed to all Draft Plans
except for Draft Plan SD-1. Within the statement, Ms. Cooper commented on voter
packing and dilution. She respectfully requested Commissioners include Draft Plan SD-

"1 in the motion language. Additionally, she requested Commissioners postpone their
motion to allow individuals within the neighborhoods of the Alameda Corridor to
prepare a different map.

Commissioner Graham was concerned with Ms. Cooper’s comment regarding voter
dilution. “For Ms. Cooper, Commissioner Graham explained the evolution of the
different Draft Plans.

Ms. Cooper briefly explained the Alameda Corridor project for Commissioners, Staff and
members of the public. She explained that Draft Plans CD-1a, CD-1 b, and SD-5 reduced
the number of representatives accountable to the Alameda Corridor project, south of 1-
10.

FOR THE RECORD

Mr. Coronado stated for the record that there is still time for Staff and members of the
public to meet and draft new Draft Plan maps/tables. Mr. Coronado added Staff will
meet with Ms. Cooper to prepare a new map and tables.

Chair Finke explained the Districting Commission is charged with redistricting the City
within the present City boundaries and based on the 2010 census.

Ms. Taylor explained Commissioners are trying to balance the current imbalance
regarding boundaries, open-boundaries in several Districts, equal populations in the
Districts, etc. Additionally, she encouraged members of the public to submit their maps
for consideration.

Ms. Cooper asked for clarification regarding the justification in changing District 7
boundary lines and reducing the number of representatives on City Council.

Commissioner Jorgensen would like to meet with Ms. Cooper. Commissioner Jorgensen

explained, per the Guidelines, Commissioners cannot anticipate growth but must adhere
to the 2010 Census numbers only.
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Commissioner Thackston felt the numbers Ms. Cooper used in her discussions were
accurate.

15T MOTION SECOND AMENDMENT

Motion made by Commissioner Thackston, seconded by Commissioner Karlsruher and
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO INCLUDE DRAFT PLAN SD-1 AS ONE OF THE
THREE MAPS THAT COMMISSIONERS SHARE WITH THE PUBLIC TOR
CONSIDERATION AND DISCUSSION.

Commissioner Graham asked Chair Finke if Commissioners would be voting on the
amendment to the motion, to also allow SD-1, in some shape or form, to re-emerge for
consideration.

Chair Finke responded Commissioners had voted on the amendment to the motion, not
the motion itself.

Mr. Coronado suggested, with Commissioners approval, Staff meet with Ms. Cooper
and create a second version of SD-1, per Ms. Cooper’s instructions. Staff will then bring
that version to Commissioners prior to any community outreach meetings.

Commissioner Graham noted Draft Plan SD-1 moved the Tigua Reservation, by one
precinct, to District 7. He noted that Commissioners were united in maintaining the
Tiguas in their current District, for continuity.

Mr. Felipe Luna, private citizen and Political Science Instructor at El Paso Community
College, noted he had previously attended several of Chair Finke’s classes. To the
Commissioners, this is not an easy task. He felt that some Commissioners may already
have an agenda, an agenda given to them by their City Council Representative. He
asked Commissioners to allow the process to be open and unbiased.

Mr. Anthony Crespo, EPCC Political Science student, stated people should be “hands on’
with this stuff because it does affect them, their day to day lives, and affect what political
party represents their district. ' '

Commissioner Thackston explained the City districting and voting process is non-
partisan.

Mr. Crespo understood the intention was to not be biased and partisan; however, as
evident by Commissioners comments and tone of voice previously, Commissioners may
be under the direction/influence of their City Council Representative.

Mr. Ray Mancera, representing LULAC (League of United Latin American Citizens),
commented on the meeting time change. Mr. Mancera requested Commissioners not
revert to old Draft Plans (SD-1) as this will create confusion; however, he felt that CD-1a,
CD-1b and SD-5 were moving in the right direction. He had full confidence that
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Commissioners will do what is right and fair for the citizenry of El Paso, independent of
City Council Representative. He congratulated Commissioner Graham on creating Draft
Plan SD-5 and noted that the numbers are coming down. He asked Ms. Taylor, if it was
by City statute or any other ordinance, that Commissioners cannot base their decisions
on future growth projections.

Ms. Taylor explained Commissioners are not in the position to consider future growth
data and analysis.

Chair Finke understood that the fundamental mandate of the Commission was to
equalize population among city Districts based upon the 2010 census, period. He added
the city has the capability to redistrict in between censuses, based upon census
projections. He asked Legal Staff to research and provide the appropriate reference, be it
Federal, State or local statute, and present that information at the next meeting.

Mr. Mancera stated the issue is moving forward and gathering public input. At this
time, LULAC does not want to submit a Draft Plan; however, LULAC will not hesitate in
submitting a Draft Plan should the Commission go a different route.

At this time, Chair Finke stated Commissioners have an amended motion on the floor
and called for the vote.

15T MOTION

Motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Jorgensen and
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED THAT THE COMMISSION MOVE FORWARD
CONSIDERING THAT CD-1B, WHICH DOES A STRONG JOB OF MEETING THE
POPULATION TARGETS THAT COMMISSIONERS ARE REQUIRED TO MAKE,
AND SD-5 WITH ANY REVISIONS THAT STAFF MAY FEEL NECESSARY BASED
ON THOSE REVISIONS WHICH MAY OCCUR BEFORE THE NEXT MEETING.

AMENDED MOTION VOTE:
AYES: Commissioners Karlsruher, Thackston, Graham, and Jorgensen

The Motion passed.

FOR THE RECORD
Mr. Coronado stated that next thing for Staff to do is look at CD-1b, SD-5 and another
version of SD-1 to be presented at the December 14" meeting, here in Council Chambers.

Commissioner Thackston suggested Commissioners not schedule any public input
meetings until after the December 14" meeting when Commissioners are presented the
revised Draft Plans.

Chair Finke requested the December 14" meeting time be scheduled either earlier or
later, he has a conflicting meeting to attend. Mr. Coronado explained that Staff has a

11/30/11 Districting Commission Minutes Page 9 of 10



conflicting Board meeting on both December 7 and December 21, 2011. Staff requests
Commissioners adhere to the December 14 meeting schedule, place and time.

Ms. Taylor also reminded the Commission that Vice-Chair Dominguez could cover the
meeting until Chair Finke’s arrival and reiterated Staff reserved Council Chambers for
Districting Commission meetings due to the video stream equipment. She requested
Commissioners not change the December 14" meeting date but either move the meeting
time later or have the Vice-Chair cover the meeting.

Mr. Coronado clarified that Staff would have to post the agenda tomorrow if the meeting
was moved up by one week.

Mr. Mancera explained that the revised maps do not have to be available at the time of
posting. However, Ms. Taylor responded, for proper discussion, Commissioners would
like to have that information to review prior to the meeting,.

In light of the difficulties presented, Chair Finke requested Commissioners and Staff
leave the schedule as is.

Commissioner Graham encouraged Staff to ma'ce sure that all Commissioners are aware
of all meeting dates and times.

Adjournment

MOTION:
Motion made by Commissioner Thackston to adjourn the meeting.

POINT OF ORDER
Prior to adjourning, Commissioner Karlsruher asked if the Commissioners were going to set
the January 2012 meeting schedule.

Mr. Coronado responded, at this point, Commissioners could schedule the January 2012
meeting schedule after the December 14" meeting.

MOTION:

Motion made by Commissioner Thackston, seconded by Commissioner Graham and
UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 6:26PM.
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Alternative Plan - CD-2

Council 2010 2011 Redistricting

Deviation
District Population Optimal
1 84,364 81,140 3,224 4.0%
2 80,241 81,140 (899) 1.1%
3 82,621 81,140 1,481 - 1.8%
4 78,232 81,140 (2,908) -3,6%
5 81,091 81,140 (49) -0,1%
6 79,428 81,140 (1,712) -2,1%
7 81,682 81,140 542 0.7%
8 81,462 81,140 322 0.4%

2010 Total Population 2010 Voting Age Population

Not Hispanic/ Latino Not Hispanic/ Latino
. - One Race r One Race
C?un_c" Total . . i American Native Fatalealing Hispanic/ American Native
O Population Hispaiile/tatiha . Black/ African Indian/ . Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More Age . Latino . Black/ African Indian/ . Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More
White . Asian . Population White . Asian o
American Alaskan Other Pacific Race American Alpskan Other Pacific Race
Native Islander Native Islander
1 84,364 56,891 22,939 1,437 130 2,080 65 73 749 60,760 38,867 18,576 1,004 106 1,581 48 48 440
2 80,241 62,395 12,336 3,276 280 663 234 69 988 57,391 43,948 9,791 2,216 195 567 146 41 487
3 82,621 69,791 9,707 1,921 168 493 71 88 382 62,147 51,126 | 8,544 1,534 137 423 64 61 258
4 78,232 51,242 17,479 6,153 302 1,434 208 87 1,327 54,505 33,253 14,373 4,470 226 1,272 151 60 700
5 81,091 69,904 7,288 2,445 122 715 68 69 480 52,616 44,364 5,551 1,754 85 - 547 40 39 236
6 79,428 76,157 2,384 307 358 43 19 52 108 55,788 53,216 1,939 229 254 40 12 26 72
7 81,682 69,313 9,238 1,691 132 | 791 51 37 429 57,751 47,716 7,701 1,262 103 629 42 27 271
8 81,462 68,028 11,055 925 141 873 21 68 351 59,169 47,762 9,449 770 117 739 | 20 46 266
__Jowl | 649121 523,721 | = 92426 @ 18155| 1,633 | 730928 T ca JA7AE e 543y - - 45804 460127 - 360,252 <o F5/924 8,320 = 1223 5798 e e iS23M E — i3As e 25730

2010 Total Population

Not Hispanic/ Latino Not Hispanic/ Latino
% One Race , One Race
c?un_c'l i . i American Native Tarel¥ating Hispanic/ American Native
2 Totel Hisponic/iating i Black/ African Indian/ i Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More Age i Latino i Black/ African Indian/ i Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More
vitiise American Alaskan kst Other Pacific Race Fapulacion White American Alaskan Asieh Other Pacific Race
Native Islander Native Islander

1 100%, 67.44% 27.19% 1.70% 0.15% 2.47% 0.08% 0.09% 0.89%) 100% 63.97% 30.57%! 1.80% 0.17% 2.60% 0.08%! 0.08% 0.72%
2 100% 77.76% 15.37% 4.08% 0.35% 0.83% 0.29% 0.09% 1.23% 100% 76.58% 17.06% 3.86% 0.34% 0.99% 0.25% 0.07% 0.85%
3 100% 84.47% 11.75% 2.33% 0.20% 0.60% 0.09% 0.11% 0.46% 100% 82.27% 13.75% 2.47% 0.22% 0.68% 0.10% 0.10% 0.42%
4 100% 65.50% 22.34% 7.87% 0.39% 1.83% 0.27% 0.11% 1.70% 100% 61.01% 26.37% 8.20% 0.41% 2.33% 0.28% 0.11% 1.28%
5 100% 86.20% 8.99% 3.02% 0.15% 0.88% 0.08% 0.09% 0.59% 100% 84.32% 10.55% 3.33% 0.16% 1.04% 0.08% 0.07% 0.45%
6 100% 95.88% 3.00% 0.39% i 0.05% 0.02% 0.07% 0.14% 100% 95.39% - 3.48% 0.41% 0.46% 0.07% 0.02% 0.05% 0.13%
7 100% 84.86% 11.31% 2.07% ; 0.97% 0.06% 0.05% 0.53% 100% 82.62%| 13.33% 2.19% 0.18% 1.09% 0.07% 0.05% 0.47%
8 100% 83.51% 13.57% 1.14% 3 1.07% 0.03% 0.08% 0.43% 100% 80.72% 15.97% 1.30% 0.20% 1.25% 0.03% 0.08% 0.45%




City Hispanic/ Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 76.6% | 18.3% 2.8% 0.3% 1.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8%
2010 | 80.7% | 14.2% 2.8% 0.3% 1.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.7%
CD-2 | 80.7% | 14.2% 2.8% 0.3% 1.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.7%
Hispanic/ Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 56.5% | 38.5% 1.5% 0.2% 2.3% 0.0% 0.1% 0.9%
2010 | 67.9% | 26.8% 1.7% 0.2% 2.4% 0.1% 0.1% 0.9%
CD-2 | 67.4% |27.2% 1.7% 0.2% 2.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.9%

Hispanic/
Latino

Black/African
American

American

Indian/Alaskan Native

Native Hawaiian/Other
Pacific Islander

Some Other Two or More

Race

Races

2010 | 79.6% | 13.9% 3.9% 0.3% 0.7% 0.3% 0.1% 1.2%
CD-2 | 77.8% | 15.4% 4.1% 0.3% 0.8% 0.3% 0.1% 1.2%
o B A A Dthe 0 Dthe 00
. E . » e f2 O
2000 | 86.0% |10.7% 2.1% 0.3% 0.5% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%
2010 | 88.6% | 83% 2.0% 0.2% 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3%
cD-2 | 84.5% [11.7% 2.3% 0.2% 0.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.5%

Hispanic/

Latino

Black/African
American

American
Indian/Alaskan Native

Native Hawaiian/Other
Pacific Islander

Some Other Two or More

Race

Races

2010 | 64.6% | 23.2% 7.8% 0.4% 1.9% 0.3% 0.1% 1.7%

CD-2 | 65.5% |22.3% 7.9% 0.4% 1.8% 0.3% 0.1% 1.7%
Hispanic/ Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More

Latino American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races

2000 | 78.3% | 17.1% 2.7% 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8%

2010 | 84.5% | 11.0% 2.8% 0.1% 0.8% 0.1% 0.1% 0.6%

CD-2 | 86.2% | 9.0% 3.0% 0.2% 0.9% 0.1% 0.1% 0.6%

Hispanic/
Latino

Black/African
American

American
Indian/Alaskan Native

Native Hawaiian/Other
Pacific Islander

Some Other Two or More

Race

Races

2010 | 91.1% 6.0% 1.3% 0.4% 0.7% 0.1% 0.0% 0.3%

CD-2 | 95.9% 3.0% 0.4% 0.5% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1%
Hispanic/ Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More

Latino American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races

2000 | 85.5% | 12.1% 1.3% 0.3% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%

2010 | 89.0% 8.8% 1.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%

CD-2 | 84.9% |11.3% 2.1% 0.2% 1.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.5%
Hispanic/ Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More

Latino American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races

2000 | 80.6% | 16.7% 1.1% 0.2% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5%

2010 | 83.3% |13.7% 1.1% 0.2% 1.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%

CD-2 | 83.5% | 13.6% 1.1% 0.2% 1.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%
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Alternative Plan - PD-1

Council 2010 2011 Redistricting S
ST 2 Deviation
District Population Optimal
2 82,110 81,140 970 1.2%
S i I RS el
4 81,470 | 81,140 330 0.4%
5 80,622 | 81,140 (518) -0.6%
6 81,092 81,140 (48) -0,1%
7| 82642 | 81,140 1502 | 1.9%

77,911 | 81,14 (3.229) | -4.0%
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Council
District

Alternative Plan - PD-1

2010
Population

2011 Redistricting
Optimal

Deviation

1 80,800 81,140 (340) -0.4%
2 82,110 81,140 970 1.2%
3 82,474 81,140 1,334 1.6%
4 81,470 81,140 330 0.4%
5 80,622 81,140 (518) -0,6%
6 81,092 81,140 (48) -0,1%
74 82,642 81,140 1,502 1.9%
8 77,911 81,140 (3,229) -4.0%

2010 Voting Age Population

2010 Total Population

Not Hispanic/ Latino Not Hispanic/ Latino
. One Race 3 One Race
C?un-ul Total : ; 2 American Native Total Voting Hispanic/ American Native
D Population Hispanle/ Latip . Black/ African Indian/ . Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More Age i Latino X Black/ African Indian/ . Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More
White ; Asian ’. Population White ; Asian =
American Alaskan Other Pacific Race American Alaskan Other Pacific Race
Native Islander Native Islander
1 80,800 53,802 22,301 1,512 141 2,153 60 86 59,007 37,221 18,295 1,165 117 1,658 44 56 451
2 82,110 66,697 10,448 3,041 269 517 206 68 58,419 46,998 8,157 2,050 187 437 130 40 420
3 82,474 70,886 8,653 1,828 170 434 64 96 61,504 51,608 7,589 1,462 133 373 57 62 220
4 81,470 51,785 19,555 6,443 318 1,583 238 90 57,184 33,695 16,160 4,684 239 1,405 169 61 771
5 80,622 69,534 7,283 2,365 122 702 68 11 52,206 44,035 5,540 1,706 85 528 40 39 233
6 81,092 74,270 4,725 929 337 497 39 39 55,770 50,527 3,725 675 238 392 32 24 157
7 82,642 72,425 7,992 1,255 158 411 38 38 60,034 51,416 6,913 949 126 348 29 26 227
8 77,911 64,322 11,469 782 118 795 24 55 56,003 44,752 9,545 638 98 657 22 40 251
h‘fﬁ}e! k) | 54‘959-‘2;1@‘: 523,720 92;522511 S a5 1,633 | 71032_»3. e ‘1375135' 543_1 460,127 SGDEZSZT'%:' 2 755)?2“}; SEEIBIGO O 1,223 S}ZQS'E 523“_ Spaa 34:8& = 2,730

Not Hispanic/ Latino Not Hispanic/ Latino
X One Race ) One Race
Ccl)un_cll . , B American Native Tetatiannd Hispanic/ American Native
g ToL HiHhc/ Patiia ) Black/ African Indian/ . Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More e . Latino ) Black/ African Indian/ , Hawaiian/ | Some Other | Two or More
Wihite American Alaskan aslan Other Pacific Race Popufotion il American Alaskan Aslan Other Pacific Race
Native Islander Native Islander
1 100% 66.59% 27.60% 1.87% 0.17% 2.66% 0.07% 0.11% 0.92% 100% 63.08% 31.00% 1.97% 0.20% 2.81% 0.07% 0.09% 0.76%
2 100% 81.23% 12.72% 3.70% 0.33% 0.63% 0.25% 0.08% 1.05% 100% 80.45% 13.96% 3.51% 0.32% 0.75% 0.22% 0.07%| - 0.72%
3 100% 85.95% 10.49% 2.22% 0.21% 0.53% 0.08% 0.12% 0.42% 100% 83.91% 12.34% 2.38% 0.22% 0.61% 0.09% 0.10% 0.36%
4 100% 63.56% 24.00% 7.91% 0.39% 1.94% 0.29% 0.11% 1.79% 100% 58.92% 28.26% 8.19% 0.42% 2.46% 0.30% 0.11% 1.35%
5 100% 86.25% 9.03% 2.93% 0.15% 0.87% 0.08% 0.09% 0.59% 100% 84.35% 10.61% 3.27% 0.16% 1.01% 0.08% 0.07% 0.45%
6 100% 91.59% 5.83% 1.15% 0.42% 0.61% 0.05% 0.05% 0.32% 100% 90.60% 6.68% 1.21% 0.43% 0.70% 0.06% 0.04% 0.28%
7 100% 87.64% 9.67% 1.52% 0.19% 0.50% 0.05% 0.05% 0.39% 100% 85.64% 11.52% 1.58% 0.21% 0.58% 0.04% 0.38%
8 100% 82.56% 14.72% 1.00% 0.15% 1.02% 0.03% 0.07% 0.44% 100% 79.91% 17.04% 1.14% 0.17% 1.17% 0.07% 0.45%
‘ota /  80.68%| ; 9%\ 0.08% 8.29¢ 27%

PD-1

2010 Total Population

2010 Voting Age Population
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cit Hispanic/ White Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
My Latino ; American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
2000 | 76.6% | 18.3% 2.8% 0.3% 1.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8%
2010 | 80.7% | 14.2% 2.8% 0.3% 1.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.7%
PD-1 | 80.7% | 14.2% 2.8% 0.3% 1.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.7%
D3 B A A O ome O 00 0
. & A D O . e », e
2000 | 56.5% | 38.5% 1.5% 0.2% 2.3% 0.0% 0.1% 0.9%
2010 | 67.9% | 26.8% 1.7% 0.2% 2.4% 0.1% 0.1% 0.9%
PD-1 | 66.6% | 27.6% 1.9% 0.2% 2.7% 0.1% 0.1% 0.9%
Hispanic/ Whit Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino 4 American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 81.6% |13.1% 3.4% 0.2% 0.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8%
2010 | 79.6% | 13.9% 3.9% 0.3% 0.7% 0.3% 0.1% 1.2%
PD-1 | 81.2% |12.7% 3.7% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 0.1% 1.1%
Hispanic/ Whit Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino e American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 86.0% | 10.7% 2.1% 0.3% 0.5% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%
2010 | 88.6% 8.3% 2.0% 0.2% 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3%
PD-1 | 85.9% | 10.5% 2.2% 0.2% 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.4%
Hispanic/ Whit Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino e American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 56.1% | 30.1% 9.0% 0.4% 23% 0.2% 0.2% 1.8%
2010 | 64.6% | 23.2% 7.8% 0.4% 1.9% 0.3% 0.1% 1.7%
PD-1 | 63.6% | 24.0% 7.9% 0.4% 1.9% 0.3% 0.1% 1.8%
Hispanic/ White Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino : American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 783% |17.1% 2.7% 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8%
2010 | 84.5% | 11.0% 2.8% 0.1% 0.8% 0.1% 0.1% 0.6%
PD-1 | 86.2% 9.0% 2.9% 0.2% 0.9% 0.1% 0.1% 0.6%
Da A A e O 0 O 00 0
Db A
0 A 0 A P de R R o
2000 | 89.4% 7.7% 1.2% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
2010 | 91.1% 6.0% 1.3% 0.4% 0.7% 0.1% 0.0% 0.3%
PD-1 | 91.6% 5.8% 1.1% 0.4% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3%
Hispanic/ W Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino I American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
2000 | 85.5% |12.1% 1.3% 0.3% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
2010 | 89.0% 8.8% 1.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
PD-1 | 87.6% 9.7% 1.5% 0.2% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
Hispanic/ S Black/African American Native Hawaiian/Other Some Other Two or More
Latino 3 American Indian/Alaskan Native Pacific Islander Race Races
2000 | 80.6% | 16.7% 1.1% 0.2% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5%
2010 | 83.3% | 13.7% 1.1% 0.2% 1.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%
PD-1 | 82.6% | 14.7% 1.0% 0.2% 1.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4%
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