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Draft State Senate Plan--9079with9072 (Conference Process Draft, 4-Nov-2015)

11/5/2015 Census and Boundary Stats
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

14,639 3.1% 15.1% 21.1% 0.9% 41 60.8 204.0 1,643.9| 0.45 0.81 0.40 51 45 395 36 57% 21% 73% 19% 38% 91%
1 4,764 1.0% 11.2% 4.5% 0.2% 1 118 383 5,003 0.45 0.77 0.43 5 1 40 0 81% 5% 84% 10% 39% 96%
2 3,447 0.7% 15.8% 4.2% 0.3% 1 71 265 2,460 0.62 0.87 0.44 2 1 5 0 72% 5% 77% 13% 53% 94%
3 4,375 0.9% 29.6% 5.3% 0.4% 1 176 543 8,269 0.34 0.76 0.35 11 0 24 0 100% 1% 100% 1% 41% 100%
4 -2,414  -0.5% 16.3% 5.7% 0.3% 1 111 447 4,486 0.47 0.73 0.28 7 1 24 1 90% 12% 92% 6% 20% 97%
5 -1,511  -0.3% 8.5% 6.3% 0.3% 1 133 434 4,292 0.31 0.71 0.29 5 1 21 1 90% 7% 92% 10% 37% 97%
6 -3,046  -0.6% 11.1% 6.6% 0.4% 1 59 286 1,404 0.52 0.74 0.22 1 1 7 1 75% 27% 75% 15% 43% 90%
7 7,593 1.6% 10.6% 8.3% 0.4% 1 80 353 2,982 0.51 0.79 0.30 2 1 13 0 88% 11% 94% 3% 44% 97%
8 557 0.1% 413% 6.5% 0.7% 1 23 81 240 0.59 0.83 0.46 0 1 0 1 10% 10% 10% 51% 8% 66%
9 -14 0.0% 10.4% 5.8% 0.3% 1 86 271 2,012 0.35 0.75 0.34 2 1 14 0 82% 24% 92% 8% 67% 99%
10 -5,760 -1.2% 5.0% 9.8% 0.4% 1 54 173 1,272 0.55 0.89 0.53 1 1 6 0 78% 4% 79% 15% 34% 85%
11 -1,759  -0.4% 10.5% 15.2% 0.8% 1 34 126 429 0.48 0.85 0.34 1 1 9 0 68% 34% 88% 10% 44% 94%
12 5,992 1.3% 11.9% 11.7% 0.6% 1 69 215 1,180 0.31 0.77 0.32 0 2 14 0 55% 30% 77% 12% 20% 90%
13 4,593 1.0% 8.9% 8.9% 0.5% 1 68 252 1,509 0.41 0.79 0.30 0 2 12 0 52% 26% 78% 14% 59% 92%
14 1,052 0.2% 35.6% 18.4% 1.3% 1 28 105 306 0.51 0.77 0.35 0 1 6 1 55% 31% 75% 22% 24% 92%
15 796  0.2% 10.3% 29.2% 1.7% 1 33 96 319 0.37 0.90 0.43 0 1 3 1 49% 12% 58% 44% 25% 99%
16 2,694 0.6% 10.7% 37.5% 2.1% 1 75 253 1,884 0.43 0.87 0.37 1 1 5 1 76% 6% 82% 17% 34% 96%
17 -5,577 -1.2% 4.6% 7.6% 0.3% 1 32 95 364 0.46 0.88 0.51 0 2 12 0 51% 30% 73% 7% 60% 90%
18 1,498 0.3% 8.5% 8.3% 0.4% 1 61 177 1,394 0.47 0.89 0.56 1 1 17 0 83% 7% 90% 1% 47% 95%
19 -6,452 -1.4% 33.5% 21.8% 1.6% 1 43 139 421 0.29 0.68 0.28 0 2 0 2 25% 26% 49% 29% 46% 85%
20 -6,997 -1.5% 8.6% 233% 1.1% 1 33 108 332 0.38 0.78 0.36 0 2 0 1 26% 36% 43% 22% 33% 68%
21 -6,295 -1.3% 11.7% 17.8% 0.9% 1 44 131 692 0.46 0.82 0.51 0 1 2 1 62% 14% 69% 24% 6% 93%
22 -5,874 -1.2% 4.8% 6.7% 0.3% 1 23 87 250 0.59 0.80 0.42 0 1 13 1 37% 61% 75% 2% 71% 89%
23 6,946 1.5% 7.6% 11.1% 0.3% 1 53 152 1,130 0.50 0.93 0.62 1 1 7 0 80% 0% 80% 12% 38% 97%
24 7,642 1.6% 12.7% 17.6%  0.6% 1 87 368 3,240 0.54 0.81 0.30 2 1 20 0 85% 8% 93% 6% 37% 97%
25 -5,930 -1.3% 12.7% 13.1% 0.5% 1 83 251 2,333 0.43 0.90 0.47 3 0 8 0 100% 2% 100% 0% 62% 100%
26 2,133 0.5% 5.2% 9.2% 0.2% 1 124 386 4,163 0.35 0.74 0.35 4 1 7 0 92% 0% 92% 6% 27% 99%
27 -1,636  -0.3% 7.0% 13.5% 0.5% 1 42 136 812 0.57 0.90 0.55 0 1 4 0 60% 10% 70% 19% 56% 95%
28 -857 -0.2% 16.8% 21.7% 0.7% 1 61 185 1,834 0.64 0.96 0.68 0 1 9 0 64% 14% 77% 20% 19% 95%
29 1,844 0.4% 6.5% 21.6% 0.5% 1 86 275 2,705 0.46 0.81 0.45 1 1 4 0 80% 5% 85% 10% 34% 98%
30 1,808 0.4% 18.2% 18.8% 0.7% 1 37 107 374 0.34 0.83 0.41 0 1 21 0 49% 36% 79% 19% 37% 95%
31 841 0.2% 13.2% 28.1% 0.9% 1 50 167 942 0.48 0.85 0.42 0 1 6 6 59% 25% 82% 13% 4% 90%
32 -3,580 -0.8% 12.1% 23.4% 1.0% 1 25 95 202 0.40 0.72 0.28 0 1 4 5 24% 46% 71% 21% 35% 86%
33 1,213  0.3% 10.9% 10.6% 0.4% 1 25 84 217 0.45 0.84 0.38 0 2 10 2 29% 29% 54% 30% 39% 81%
34 1,314 0.3% 35.0% 42.3% 2.4% 1 21 59 86 0.26 0.80 0.31 0 2 6 2 10% 55% 55% 47% 25% 90%
35 -2,481 -0.5% 50.3% 17.0% 1.2% 1 17 67 82 0.36 0.65 0.23 0 1 7 6 3% 42% 42% 26% 0% 57%
36 877 0.2% 4.1% 91.3% 2.1% 1 16 57 163 0.76 0.92 0.62 0 1 8 0 9% 35% 35% 59% 35% 92%
37 -1,514  -0.3% 5.7% 71.6% 2.2% 1 22 72 177 0.46 0.81 0.43 0 1 5 1 22% 48% 69% 18% 67% 92%
38 20 0.0% 52.5% 35.1% 3.4% 1 17 60 100 0.43 0.72 0.35 0 1 11 2 19% 36% 54% 29% 46% 86%
39 2,116 0.5% 17.5% 53.8% 1.8% 2 196 577 5,610 0.19 0.48 0.21 1 1 9 0 91% 3% 93% 6% 82% 100%
40 -2,428 -0.5% 5.3% 77.5% 1.2% 1 15 43 89 0.53 0.90 0.59 0 1 2 0 0% 30% 30% 82% 19% 93%
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11/5/2015 Spllt Counties a nd Cities Draft State Senate Plan--9079with9072 (Conference Process Draft, 4-Nov-2015)
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%

Alachua 4 87,632 35.4% 661.8 68.3% Davie 31 13,191 14.3% 4.2 11.8%
Alachua 5 159,704 64.6% 307.0 31.7% Davie 32 78,801 85.7% 31.5 88.2%
Brevard 13 209,873 38.6% 780.4 50.1% Deerfield Beach 33 47,534 63.4% 11.2 68.9%
Brevard 18 333,503 61.4% 776.6 49.9% Deerfield Beach 35 27,484 36.6% 5.1 31.1%
Broward 31 470,874 26.9% 942.4 71.2% Fort Lauderdale 31 3,260 2.0% 11 2.8%
Broward 32 466,453 26.7% 201.7 15.2% Fort Lauderdale 32 99,435 60.1% 24.2 62.7%
Broward 33 92,129 5.3% 40.6 3.1% Fort Lauderdale 35 62,826 38.0% 133 34.5%
Broward 34 251,058 14.4% 56.0 4.2% Gainesville 4 41,880 33.7% 34.0 54.5%
Broward 35 467,552 26.8% 82.1 6.2% Gainesville 5 82,474 66.3% 28.4 45.5%
Duval 6 393,673 45.6% 678.2 73.9% Jacksonville 6 351,194 42.7% 634.4 72.5%
Duval 8 470,590 54.5% 240.2 26.2% Jacksonville 8 470,590 57.3% 240.2 27.5%
Hillsborough 19 351,474 28.6% 321.5 25.4% Margate 31 36,434 68.4% 6.5 71.7%
Hillsborough 20 414,014 33.7% 252.0 19.9% Margate 35 16,850 31.6% 2.6 28.3%
Hillsborough 21 463,738 37.7% 692.2 54.7% Miami 37 286,174 71.6% 44.7 79.7%
Lake 7 71,964 24.2% 492.5 42.6% Miami 38 113,283 28.4% 114 20.3%
Lake 12 225,088 75.8% 664.4 57.4% Miami Gardens 34 77,457 72.3% 12.3 64.8%
Lee 27 468,397 75.7% 812.4 67.0% Miami Gardens 38 29,710 27.7% 6.7 35.2%
Lee 29 150,357 24.3% 400.0 33.0% Orlando 14 116,986 49.1% 35.6 32.1%
Miami-Dade 34 220,289 8.8% 30.0 1.2% Orlando 15 109,541 46.0% 34.7 31.4%
Miami-Dade 36 470,910 18.9% 162.8 6.7% Orlando 16 11,773 4.9% 40.4 36.5%
Miami-Dade 37 468,519 18.8% 177.2 7.3% Pembroke Pines 31 83,104 53.7% 18.7 53.6%
Miami-Dade 38 470,053 18.8% 99.7 4.1% Pembroke Pines 34 71,646 46.3% 16.2 46.4%
Miami-Dade 39 399,059 16.0% 1,872.5 77.0% Plantation 32 77,571 91.3% 20.6 94.0%
Miami-Dade 40 467,605 18.7% 89.1 3.7% Plantation 35 7,384 8.7% 13 6.0%
Okaloosa 1 156,333 86.5% 670.2 61.9% Pompano Beach 31 13,757 13.8% 3.6 14.3%
Okaloosa 2 24,489 13.5% 411.9 38.1% Pompano Beach 32 15,722 15.8% 3.2 12.4%
Orange 14 471,085 41.1% 306.2 30.5% Pompano Beach 33 32,376 32.4% 7.7 30.3%
Orange 15 470,829 41.1% 319.0 31.8% Pompano Beach 35 37,990 38.1% 10.9 43.0%
Orange 16 204,042 17.8% 378.1 37.7% St. Petersburg 19 108,383 44.3% 80.5 58.5%
Palm Beach 28 469,176 35.5% 1,833.6 76.9% St. Petersburg 22 136,386 55.7% 57.1 41.5%
Palm Beach 30 471,841 35.7% 3735 15.7% Sunrise 31 21,228 25.1% 8.8 47.9%
Palm Beach 33 379,117 28.7% 175.9 7.4% Sunrise 32 8,922 10.6% 1.2 6.3%
Pasco 10 291,495 62.7% 683.3 78.7% Sunrise 35 54,289 64.3% 8.4 45.8%
Pasco 17 124,180 26.7% 105.1 12.1% Tampa 19 190,813 56.8% 52.3 29.9%
Pasco 20 49,022 10.6% 80.1 9.2% Tampa 20 102,925 30.7% 94.7 54.0%
Pinellas 17 340,276 37.1% 258.4 42.5% Tampa 21 41,971 12.5% 28.2 16.1%
Pinellas 19 112,107 12.2% 99.8 16.4%

Pinellas 22 464,159 50.6% 249.9 41.1%

Polk 12 250,937 41.7% 515.4 25.6%

Polk 24 351,158 58.3% 1,495.2 74.4%

Sarasota 23 154,146 40.6% 237.3 32.7%

Sarasota 26 225,302 59.4% 488.1 67.3%

Volusia 9 184,284 37.3% 620.0 43.3%

Volusia 11 45,556 9.2% 83.8 5.9%

Volusia 13 264,753 53.5% 728.6 50.9%
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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
38 52.5% 35.1% 3.4% 68.1% 11.0% 20.9% 53.5% 23.9% 67.7% 16.2% 12.7% 48.9% 86.3% 46.2% 22.5% 71.5% 10.6% 17.9% 56.5% 22.0% 70.0% 14.6% 10.9% 48.9% 88.5% 47.5% 23.5%
35 50.3% 17.0% 1.2% 66.8% 12.2% 20.9% 47.2% 10.5% 59.7% 8.3% 10.8% 13.5% 84.5% 52.5% 15.7% 70.9% 11.5% 17.5% 51.3% 9.5% 63.0% 7.3% 9.8% 13.3% 87.1% 54.7% 16.2%
8 41.3% 6.5% 0.7% 54.3% 28.1% 17.7% 42.6% 3.3% 67.7% 2.6% 4.7% 2.9% 86.1% 41.5% 24.7% 55.9% 30.1% 14.0% 43.9% 2.8% 69.9% 2.1% 3.7% 2.6% 88.9% 43.3% 28.0%
14 35.6% 18.4% 1.3% 50.3% 25.7% 24.0% 32.9% 12.5% 54.6% 12.4% 4.1% 7.7% 83.2% 49.9% 16.0% 51.5% 28.7% 19.8% 34.3% 10.4% 57.3% 10.4% 3.3% 6.4% 86.1% 51.6% 17.7%
34 35.0% 42.3% 2.4% 57.5% 17.7% 24.8% 35.3% 32.4% 51.3% 22.2% 5.7% 51.3% 83.7% 39.3% 28.0% 60.8% 17.6% 21.6% 39.2% 30.5% 55.5% 19.9% 5.3% 52.5% 86.0% 39.7% 30.3%
19 33.5% 21.8% 1.6% 55.3% 20.4% 24.3% 34.2% 12.9% 52.2% 11.5% 5.1% 11.1% 84.4% 49.0% 17.4% 57.9% 21.8% 20.3% 36.2% 11.1% 54.4% 10.0% 4.1% 9.7% 87.1% 51.9% 19.0%
= Hisp. v
36 4.1% 91.3% 2.1% 28.6% 40.8% 30.7% 1.9% 83.1% 5.1% 78.5% 0.3% 86.5% 76.8% 27.0% 42.5% 28.1% 44.6% 27.3% 1.9% 83.6% 5.4% 77.8% 0.3% 87.2% 78.9% 26.1% 46.5%
40 5.3% 77.5% 1.2% 31.7% 39.4% 28.9% 4.7% 66.9% 11.7% 53.3% 0.6% 75.8% 79.2% 25.3% 44.7% 32.0% 42.6% 25.4% 4.9% 66.5% 12.5% 50.6% 0.5% 76.4% 82.4% 24.3% 49.0%
37 5.7% 71.6% 2.2% 36.3% 33.3% 30.4% 4.1% 58.2% 8.5% 48.7% 0.6% 70.0% 75.8% 30.3% 40.0% 36.7% 35.5% 27.8% 3.8% 58.1% 8.2% 47.2% 0.5% 70.5% 78.0% 29.7% 43.1%
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
38 76.4% 6.2% 48.3% 68.8% 11.6% 19.6% 54.1% 22.4% 68.0% 14.8% 13.8% 48.4% 86.4% 45.5% 25.1% 73.9% 12.7% 13.4% 58.5% 17.8% 72.0% 10.2% 9.7% 48.3% 90.9% 42.6% 34.5%
35 59.0% 2.8% 7.4% 66.7% 13.1% 20.2% 45.5% 9.7% 57.7% 7.7% 10.9% 12.5% 84.5% 52.7% 16.8% 72.1% 14.5% 13.4% 48.4% 6.2% 60.4% 4.6% 7.8% 10.0% 90.0% 53.9% 23.3%
8 63.3% 0.7% 1.4% 55.5% 28.1% 16.4% 42.0% 3.1% 65.7% 2.3% 4.8% 2.9% 86.9% 41.9% 26.0% 55.0% 34.8% 10.2% 38.7% 1.8% 64.6% 1.3% 2.8% 2.0% 91.8% 38.8% 38.0%
14 52.7% 5.1% 3.4% 50.5% 26.9% 22.6% 31.8% 11.4% 53.0% 11.3% 4.2% 7.4% 84.1% 50.2% 17.4% 48.5% 36.8% 14.7% 29.9% 6.9% 54.6% 7.1% 2.5% 4.8% 88.8% 49.7% 25.9%
34 62.5% 7.3% 46.7% 58.3% 18.6% 23.1% 34.9% 30.7% 50.2% 20.7% 6.0% 49.9% 83.8% 39.4% 30.3% 63.8% 20.6% 15.6% 42.0% 23.4% 58.5% 12.8% 4.9% 48.5% 88.8% 34.8% 42.7%
19 50.4% 3.3% 5.3% 56.1% 21.3% 22.6% 33.7% 11.7% 51.1% 10.1% 5.3% 10.5% 85.0% 48.3% 19.1% 57.6% 27.2% 15.2% 32.7% 6.8% 51.5% 5.8% 3.1% 7.1% 90.6% 49.0% 28.3%
36 9.5% 61.9% 88.6% 28.1% 43.4% 28.5% 2.2% 80.8% 6.0% 74.1% 0.3% 85.3% 77.8% 25.8% 45.8% 23.4% 56.8% 19.7% 2.1% 81.5% 7.5% 68.7% 0.2% 86.9% 83.9% 19.8% 60.6%
40 15.5% 29.4% 77.1% 32.0% 41.3% 26.8% 4.8% 65.4% 11.9% 50.6% 0.6% 75.3% 79.6% 24.7% 47.5% 31.2% 50.5% 18.3% 5.0% 62.8% 13.7% 40.1% 0.4% 75.7% 85.9% 19.9% 60.8%
37 8.7% 34.3% 78.3% 36.4% 36.0% 27.6% 4.1% 57.8% 8.8% 46.0% 0.7% 70.8% 78.4% 29.0% 44.0% 34.6% 45.1% 20.3% 3.4% 57.6% 7.9% 38.7% 0.4% 72.8% 81.6% 23.2% 57.0%
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 |_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
38 86.1% 13.9% 86.7% 13.3% 83.6% 16.4% 81.5% 18.5% 83.8% 16.2% 82.9% 17.1% 61.7% 15.8% 22.5% 84.8% 15.2% 79.6% 20.4% 83.0% 17.0% 79.5% 20.5% 78.8% 21.2% 83.8% 16.2%
35 84.6% 15.4% 86.0% 14.0% 81.9% 18.1% 77.9% 22.1% 80.7% 19.3% 80.1% 19.9% 53.5% 16.4% 30.1% 83.1% 16.9% 77.1% 22.9% 82.5% 17.5% 78.3% 21.7% 76.8% 23.2% 83.8% 16.2%
8 60.5% 39.5% 65.2% 34.8% 57.6% 42.4% 52.8% 47.2% 53.8% 46.2% 54.5% 45.5% 39.8% 42.6% 17.7% 60.1% 39.9% 49.3% 50.7% 57.1% 42.9% 48.8% 51.2% 48.5% 51.5% 61.7% 38.3%
14 64.6% 35.4% 69.5% 30.5% 60.4% 39.6% 52.2% 47.8% 54.6% 45.4% 53.4% 46.6% 37.2% 42.4% 20.5% 64.3% 35.7% 50.0% 50.0% 58.9% 41.1% 48.8% 51.2% 47.0% 53.0% 66.3% 33.7%
34 75.9% 24.1% 77.9% 22.1% 74.7% 25.3% 70.4% 29.6% 73.5% 26.5% 72.5% 27.5% 47.3% 24.8% 27.9% 74.2% 25.8% 72.1% 27.9% 76.7% 23.3% 72.6% 27.4% 71.6% 28.4% 78.3% 21.7%
19 72.3% 27.7% 76.4% 23.6% 68.7% 31.3% 60.1% 39.9% 60.5% 39.5% 58.8% 41.2% 36.8% 28.2% 35.1% 71.9% 28.1% 61.3% 38.7% 66.1% 33.9% 61.7% 38.3% 57.4% 42.6% 74.2% 25.8%
36 47.5% 52.5% 49.8% 50.2% 36.1% 63.9% 30.3% 69.7% 32.6% 67.4% 31.4% 68.6% 13.7% 68.6% 17.8% 39.6% 60.4% 32.2% 67.8% 37.8% 62.2% 35.6% 64.4% 34.0% 66.0% 43.2% 56.8%
40 48.4% 51.6% 51.0% 49.0% 46.3% 53.7% 36.8% 63.2% 41.8% 58.2% 38.2% 61.8% 16.1% 57.6% 26.4% 44.6% 55.4% 44.0% 56.0% 50.5% 49.5% 46.0% 54.0% 43.3% 56.7% 54.5% 45.5%
37 55.6% 44.4% 58.3% 41.7% 49.9% 50.1% 41.4% 58.6% 48.6% 51.4% 43.5% 56.5% 17.3% 53.8% 28.9% 51.5% 48.5% 46.5% 53.5% 53.3% 46.7% 50.4% 49.6% 47.4% 52.6% 57.9% 42.1%




