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8/17/2015

Census and Boundary Stats

Proposed Congressional Districts--S024C9054 (CS/SB 2-B, 17-Aug-2015)

Deviation Voting Age Population: | Polygon| Length  Perim Area Reock Convex Polsby- Counties: Cities: Follow political and geographic boundaries:
Dist. Total % Black Hisp. Hisp.Blk| Rings | (miles) (miles) (sg.mi) | Ratio Hull  Popper | Whole Parts | Whole Parts | County  City Pol. Roads Water Pol/Geo
1 0.0% 15.1% 21.1% 0.9% 28 81.3 289.7 2,435.5| 0.43 0.76 0.34 49 51 388 51 57% 21% 71% 14% 40% 86%
1 0 0.0% 13.2%  4.5% 0.3% 1 127 397 4,759 0.37 0.82 0.38 4 1 21 0 94% 3% 94% 0% 59% 94%
2 0 0.0% 12.6%  4.8% 0.2% 1 245 961 12,871 | 0.27 0.62 0.18 14 5 51 2 76% 8% 80% 12% 49% 91%
3 0 0.0% 15.5% 7.4% 0.4% 1 83 303 3,844 0.71 0.89 0.53 5 1 28 0 75% 19% 80% 19% 25% 95%
4 0 0.0% 9.1% 6.1% 0.3% 1 82 380 1,962 0.37 0.72 0.17 1 2 9 1 59% 9% 60% 19% 50% 85%
5 0 0.0% 45.1% 6.1% 0.7% 1 206 711 3,911 0.12 0.71 0.10 4 4 15 3 60% 7% 63% 19% 10% 84%
6 0 0.0% 9.7% 8.8% 0.5% 1 88 316 2,682 0.44 0.77 0.34 2 2 25 0 82% 10% 88% 5% 63% 97%
7 0 0.0% 10.5% 18.9% 1.0% 1 30 121 436 0.60 0.81 0.37 1 1 9 1 66% 18% 74% 12% 54% 84%
8 -1 0.0% 9.1% 7.7% 0.4% 1 95 271 2,412 0.34 0.76 0.41 2 1 21 0 89% 0% 89% 3% 42% 92%
9 0 0.0% 12.4%  35.8% 2.0% 1 78 293 2,682 0.56 0.85 0.39 1 2 14 1 46% 21% 65% 18% 6% 79%
10 0 0.0% 27.1% 19.8% 1.3% 1 36 151 651 0.64 0.85 0.36 0 2 14 1 30% 39% 62% 25% 24% 91%
11 -1 0.0% 6.6% 7.4% 0.4% 1 84 344 2,998 0.53 0.81 0.32 3 2 16 0 56% 19% 70% 21% 32% 92%
12 0 0.0% 3.9% 8.5% 0.3% 1 60 175 1,069 0.38 0.79 0.44 1 2 10 1 79% 15% 87% 12% 33% 91%
13 0 0.0% 11.3% 7.1% 0.4% 1 31 93 429 0.57 0.90 0.63 0 1 19 1 77% 55% 93% 3% 88% 97%
14 0 0.0% 18.6% 25.8% 1.5% 1 31 101 366 0.48 0.82 0.45 0 1 1 0 38% 43% 56% 10% 34% 71%
15 0 0.0% 13.5% 17.1%  0.8% 1 66 206 1,145 0.34 0.78 0.34 0 2 3 0 50% 27% 70% 12% 19% 82%
16 0 0.0% 5.8% 8.8% 0.3% 1 63 186 1,242 0.40 0.81 0.45 1 2 9 0 83% 18% 83% 4% 46% 89%
17 -1 0.0% 9.2% 13.4%  0.4% 1 116 478 6,456 0.61 0.77 0.36 6 3 15 0 65% 20% 79% 12% 22% 88%
18 -1 0.0% 11.1% 12.1% 0.4% 1 69 224 1,891 0.50 0.82 0.47 2 1 14 3 66% 12% 78% 4% 46% 82%
19 0 0.0% 6.5% 14.8%  0.5% 1 83 238 1,367 0.25 0.70 0.30 0 2 7 0 64% 5% 66% 12% 60% 87%
20 0 0.0% 50.0% 18.2% 1.2% 1 74 346 2,051 0.48 0.76 0.21 0 2 13 13 23% 24% 46% 22% 13% 64%
21 0 0.0% 11.3% 19.3%  0.6% 1 35 139 355 0.37 0.64 0.23 0 1 14 6 22% 26% 44% 13% 32% 61%
22 0 0.0% 10.0% 16.8% 0.6% 1 30 156 271 0.38 0.67 0.14 0 2 11 7 22% 37% 55% 21% 24% 74%
23 0 0.0% 11.0% 37.0% 1.2% 1 37 115 282 0.27 0.64 0.27 0 2 16 3 23% 52% 75% 16% 47% 90%
24 0 0.0% 54.9% 33.2% 3.2% 1 20 73 120 0.38 0.73 0.28 0 2 9 3 8% 55% 55% 33% 37% 83%
25 -1 0.0% 7.9% | 70.6% 1.7% 1 103 363 4,025 0.48 0.73 0.38 1 3 8 3 56% 10% 63% 23% 26% 91%
26 0 0.0% 8.2% | 70.6% 1.5% 2 184 550 4,908 0.18 0.46 0.20 1 1 7 0 85% 3% 87% 8% 85% 98%
27 0 0.0% 9.5% | 73.4% 2.2% 1 40 131 573 0.46 0.82 0.42 0 1 9 2 40% 14% 51% 17% 58% 83%
Overa ” num bers Of cou nty a nd Clty ‘ District lines and . Benchmark New/proposed plan
City and County Boundaries Plan (2002) and % change from 2002
splits, relative to benchmark: Number of Counties 67 67 -
Counties with only one district 37 49 32%
Counties split into more than one district 30 18 -40%
Aggregate number of county splits 83 51 -39%
Aggregate number of splits with population 83 50 -40%
Number of Cities 410 410 -
Cities with only one district 300 388 29%
Cities split into more than one district 110 22 -80%
Aggregate number of city splits 254 51 -80%
Aggregate number of splits with population 244 51 -79%
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2012 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Census 2012 General Election Registered Voters 2012 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. VAP who are: RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
= Black v Hisp. BlkHisp Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
24 54.9% 33.2% 3.2% 68.6% 10.4% 20.9% 55.2% 22.9% 68.8% 15.5% 13.9% 47.7% 85.5% 46.3% 21.7% 72.4% 9.8% 17.8% 59.1% 20.7% 71.6% 13.7% 12.6% 48.3% 87.8% 47.8% 22.8%
20 50.0% 18.2% 1.2% 65.6% 13.1% 21.3% 47.7% 10.7% 61.4% 8.2% 10.5% 13.6% 84.4% 50.5% 16.7% 69.6% 12.6% 17.8% 51.9% 9.5% 64.9% 7.2% 9.1% 13.2% 87.0% 52.5% 17.5%
5 45.1% 6.1% 0.7% 61.1% 23.0% 15.9% 46.1% 3.1% 66.1% 2.2% 5.3% 3.1% 87.7% 44.4% 23.4% 63.3% 24.2% 12.5% 47.6% 2.6% 67.7% 1.9% 4.2% 2.7% 90.1% 46.0% 25.7%
10 27.1% 19.8% 1.3% 44.9% 29.6% 25.5% 24.3% 14.3% 44.8% 15.6% 2.9% 8.3% 82.6% 48.7% 17.1% 45.4% 33.0% 21.6% 25.1% 12.2% 47.2% 13.5% 2.3% 7.0% 85.3% 50.3% 19.0%
= Hisp. v
27 9.5% 73.4% 2.2% 37.3% 35.0% 27.7% 9.7% 58.4% 21.3% 44.5% 1.0% 70.8% 82.4% 28.4% 42.4% 37.8% 37.5% 24.7% 9.8% 57.6% 22.1% 41.9% 0.8% 70.9% 85.2% 27.5% 46.2%
25 7.9% 70.6% 1.7% 32.6% 38.5% 28.9% 6.5% 58.1% 16.1% 53.2% 0.8% 58.3% 80.4% 29.8% 38.6% 32.4% 42.1% 25.5% 7.1% 55.3% 18.2% 49.7% 0.7% 55.8% 83.1% 29.1% 42.5%
26 8.2% 70.6% 1.5% 34.1% 36.0% 29.9% 6.9% 59.2% 15.9% 49.1% 0.9% 66.4% 78.3% 28.3% 40.3% 34.5% 39.4% 26.1% 7.1% 58.1% 16.8% 46.0% 0.7% 66.0% 81.3% 27.3% 44.9%
2010 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Primary Turnout 2010 General Election Registered Voters 2010 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. Dems who are: Reps who RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
Black Hisp are Hisp. Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
24 78.9% 5.4% 43.7% 69.3% 11.1% 19.6% 55.9% 21.5% 69.1% 14.3% 15.1% 46.7% 85.7% 46.1% 24.1% 75.7% 11.3% 13.0% 62.8% 15.7% 74.8% 9.2% 11.8% 45.4% 90.3% 44.2% 32.7%
20 61.3% 2.7% 7.8% 65.1% 14.2% 20.6% 45.4% 9.8% 58.8% 7.6% 10.4% 12.4% 84.3% 50.5% 18.0% 70.0% 16.2% 13.8% 48.3% 6.1% 61.9% 4.4% 7.1% 9.5% 89.7% 50.5% 25.3%
5 57.2% 0.6% 1.4% 62.1% 23.3% 14.6% 44.2% 2.7% 63.1% 2.0% 5.2% 2.8% 88.6% 45.5% 24.1% 63.5% 27.5% 8.9% 41.6% 1.6% 60.9% 1.1% 3.1% 1.9% 93.0% 44.8% 32.8%
10 44.2% 6.4% 3.8% 45.4% 30.8% 23.9% 23.6% 13.2% 43.4% 14.3% 3.0% 8.0% 83.4% 49.0% 18.7% 42.5% 41.2% 16.3% 21.9% 8.1% 45.4% 9.2% 1.9% 5.3% 87.9% 48.0% 27.0%
27 23.4% 26.2% 74.2% 37.3% 37.3% 25.5% 9.7% 57.3% 21.5% 41.7% 1.0% 70.8% 83.0% 27.2% 46.1% 36.1% 46.0% 18.0% 9.3% 54.6% 22.8% 32.1% 0.6% 70.9% 88.3% 21.2% 59.7%
25 23.0% 31.6% 51.9% 32.7% 40.1% 27.2% 6.6% 55.3% 16.2% 49.0% 0.8% 57.3% 80.7% 29.0% 41.6% 29.2% 51.8% 19.0% 7.0% 48.9% 20.5% 38.2% 0.5% 53.5% 85.8% 22.8% 56.6%
26 17.4% 25.5% 63.7% 34.4% 37.7% 28.0% 7.0% 57.3% 16.1% 46.2% 1.0% 65.7% 78.9% 27.7% 43.1% 33.3% 47.5% 19.2% 6.9% 53.3% 17.4% 36.2% 0.6% 64.2% 84.4% 22.6% 57.2%
Election Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
Dist. 2012 US Pres 2012 US Sen 2010 Gov 2010 CFO 2010 Att.Gen 2010 Cm.Ag 2010 US Sen 2008 US Pres 2006 Gov 2006 CFO 2006 Att.Gen 2006 Cm.Ag 2006 US Sen
Total D_Oba R_Rom D_Nel R_Mac D_Sin R_Sco D_Aus R_Atw D_Gel R_Bon D_Mad R_Put D_Mee R_Rub I_Cri D_Oba R_McC D_Dav R_Cri D_Sin R_Lee D_Cam R_McC D_Cop R_Bro D_Nel R_Har
24 87.8% 12.2% 88.2% 11.8% 86.1% 13.9% 83.8% 16.2% 85.7% 14.3% 85.3% 14.7% 64.1% 13.3% 22.6% 86.5% 13.5% 81.3% 18.7% 84.6% 15.4% 80.8% 19.2% 80.4% 19.6% 85.1% 14.9%
20 83.3% 16.7% 85.1% 14.9% 80.2% 19.8% 75.3% 24.7% 78.5% 21.5% 77.0% 23.0% 51.3% 18.5% 30.3% 81.7% 18.3% 76.0% 24.0% 80.2% 19.8% 76.9% 23.1% 74.7% 25.3% 83.0% 17.0%
5 64.2% 35.8% 69.1% 30.9% 64.1% 35.9% 61.6% 38.4% 59.4% 40.6% 61.0% 39.0% 40.5% 36.0% 23.5% 63.8% 36.2% 56.3% 43.7% 65.6% 34.4% 58.2% 41.8% 51.6% 48.4% 69.5% 30.5%
10 58.9% 41.1% 64.2% 35.8% 55.0% 45.0% 46.2% 53.8% 48.8% 51.2% 47.4% 52.6% 31.3% 47.8% 20.9% 59.4% 40.6% 45.7% 54.3% 55.4% 44.6% 45.1% 54.9% 42.7% 57.3% 62.8% 37.2%
27 54.7% 45.3% 57.4% 42.6% 50.3% 49.7% 41.7% 58.3% 47.6% 52.4% 43.7% 56.3% 20.0% 53.2% 26.8% 50.4% 49.6% 46.6% 53.4% 53.4% 46.6% 49.5% 50.5% 46.7% 53.3% 57.5% 42.5%
25 48.7% 51.3% 51.6% 48.4% 41.1% 58.9% 34.4% 65.6% 36.4% 63.6% 35.1% 64.9% 16.1% 60.9% 22.9% 45.1% 54.9% 37.4% 62.6% 45.1% 54.9% 39.7% 60.3% 38.0% 62.0% 50.2% 49.8%
26 52.0% 48.0% 54.4% 45.6% 48.0% 52.0% 40.2% 59.8% 43.5% 56.5% 41.6% 58.4% 18.7% 53.3% 28.0% 48.3% 51.7% 45.0% 55.0% 51.7% 48.3% 46.7% 53.3% 44.7% 55.3% 55.5% 44.5%
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8/17/2015 . . e Proposed Congressional Districts--S024C9054 (CS/SB 2-B, 17-Aug-2015
/71 Split Counties and Cities P g ( » 17-Aug-2013)
Counties included in more than one district Counties included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district
County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area%
Broward 20 467,230 26.7% 538.4 40.7% Boynton Beach 20 19,978 29.3% 3.2 19.1%
Broward 22 573,908 32.8% 205.1 15.5% Boynton Beach 21 48,239 70.7% 13.4 80.9%
Broward 23 526,114 30.1% 191.1 14.4% Clearwater 12 18,567 17.2% 5.2 13.3%
Broward 24 129,757 7.4% 25.3 1.9% Clearwater 13 89,118 82.8% 34.0 86.7%
Broward 25 51,057 2.9% 363.0 27.4% Deerfield Beach 20 26,411 35.2% 4.2 25.9%
Collier 19 155,389 48.3% 333.7 14.5% Deerfield Beach 22 48,607 64.8% 12.0 74.1%
Collier 25 166,131 51.7% 1,971.3 85.5% Fort Lauderdale 20 65,991 39.9% 14.3 37.2%
Columbia 2 54,709 81.0% 431.0 53.8% Fort Lauderdale 22 97,179 58.7% 22.8 59.2%
Columbia 5 12,822 19.0% 370.3 46.2% Fort Lauderdale 23 2,351 1.4% 1.4 3.6%
Duval 4 461,197 53.4% 647.3 70.5% Hialeah 25 162,856 72.5% 16.5 72.4%
Duval 5 403,066 46.6% 271.1 29.5% Hialeah 27 61,813 27.5% 6.3 27.6%
Hillsborough 12 11,451 0.9% 21.4 1.7% Jacksonville 4 418,718 51.0% 603.5 69.0%
Hillsborough 14 696,345 56.7% 366.3 28.9% Jacksonville 5 403,066 49.1% 271.1 31.0%
Hillsborough 15 521,430 42.4% 829.7 65.6% Lake City 2 7,439 61.8% 7.7 62.1%
Hillsborough 16 0 0.0% 48.4 3.8% Lake City 5 4,607 38.3% 4.7 37.9%
Holmes 1 11,489 57.7% 388.6 79.5% Lake Worth 20 10,654 30.5% 1.7 26.1%
Holmes 2 8,438 42.3% 100.4 20.5% Lake Worth 21 24,256 69.5% 4.9 73.9%
Jefferson 2 1,153 7.8% 209.8 33.0% Lantana 20 4,656 44.7% 1.1 38.9%
Jefferson 5 13,608 92.2% 426.7 67.0% Lantana 21 5,767 55.3% 1.8 61.1%
Lake 6 77,851 26.2% 446.3 38.6% Margate 20 14,727 27.6% 2.3 25.2%
Lake 10 77,809 26.2% 187.7 16.2% Margate 22 38,557 72.4% 6.8 74.8%
Lake 11 141,392 47.6% 523.0 45.2% Miami 24 148,279 37.1% 22.3 39.7%
Lee 17 77,798 12.6% 179.0 14.8% Miami 27 251,178 62.9% 33.8 60.3%
Lee 19 540,956 87.4% 1,033.4 85.2% Miramar 24 88,380 72.4% 17.1 54.5%
Leon 2 116,165 42.2% 211.5 30.1% Miramar 25 33,661 27.6% 14.2 45.5%
Leon 5 159,322 57.8% 490.3 69.9% Oakland Park 20 24,126 58.3% 5.0 61.5%
Manatee 16 316,897 98.2% 468.1 52.4% Oakland Park 22 17,237 41.7% 3.1 38.6%
Manatee 17 5,936 1.8% 424.6 47.6% Orlando 7 60,680 25.5% 16.3 14.7%
Marion 2 44,055 13.3% 275.8 16.6% Orlando 9 55,552 23.3% 56.5 51.1%
Marion 3 139,725 42.2% 854.1 51.4% Orlando 10 122,068 51.2% 37.9 34.2%
Marion 11 147,518 44.5% 532.7 32.0% Pembroke Pines 23 116,255 75.1% 23.5 67.4%
Miami-Dade 23 170,231 6.8% 90.6 3.7% Pembroke Pines 24 21,119 13.7% 4.3 12.4%
Miami-Dade 24 566,588 22.7% 95.1 3.9% Pembroke Pines 25 17,376 11.2% 7.1 20.2%
Miami-Dade 25 440,016 17.6% 500.9 20.6% Plantation 20 13,355 15.7% 2.7 12.3%
Miami-Dade 26 623,255 25.0% 1,171.2 48.2% Plantation 22 71,600 84.3% 19.2 87.7%
Miami-Dade 27 696,345 27.9% 573.4 23.6% Pompano Beach 20 52,268 52.4% 13.1 51.6%
Orange 7 273,627 23.9% 90.3 9.0% Pompano Beach 22 47,577 47.7% 12.3 48.4%
Orange 8 14,940 1.3% 238.0 23.7% Riviera Beach 18 4,202 12.9% 2.4 23.8%
Orange 9 238,853 20.8% 2119 21.1% Riviera Beach 20 28,182 86.8% 7.3 71.5%
Orange 10 618,536 54.0% 463.0 46.2% Riviera Beach 21 104 0.3% 0.5 4.8%
Palm Beach 18 272,237 20.6% 449.8 18.9% Royal Palm Beach 18 14,868 43.6% 5.5 48.7%
Palm Beach 20 229,115 17.4% 1,512.1 63.5% Royal Palm Beach 20 16,165 47.4% 5.2 45.5%
Palm Beach 21 696,345 52.8% 355.0 14.9% Royal Palm Beach 21 3,107 9.1% 0.7 5.8%
Palm Beach 22 122,437 9.3% 66.1 2.8% Sunrise 20 62,665 74.2% 9.4 51.6%
Pinellas 12 220,197 24.0% 179.4 29.5% Sunrise 22 16,839 19.9% 7.3 39.9%
Pinellas 13 696,345 76.0% 428.8 70.5% Sunrise 23 4,935 5.8% 1.6 8.5%
Polk 9 188,807 31.4% 964.0 48.0% Tallahassee 2 68,681 37.9% 54.2 52.4%
Polk 15 174,915 29.1% 314.9 15.7% Tallahassee 5 112,695 62.1% 49.3 47.7%
Polk 17 238,373 39.6% 731.7 36.4% West Palm Beach 18 20,572 20.6% 35.2 60.7%
St. Johns 4 161,834 85.2% 589.2 71.7% West Palm Beach 20 49,610 49.7% 16.0 27.5%
St. Johns 6 28,205 14.8% 232.3 28.3% West Palm Beach 21 29,737 29.8% 6.9 11.8%



