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State Senate Base Map -- S00059072 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-2015)

10/14/2015 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

13,210 2.8% 15.1% 21.1% 0.9% 41 61.0 2029 1,6439| 043 0.79 0.39 53 43 395 36 57% 20% 72% 21% 39% 92%
1 4,099 0.9% 15.9% 4.2% 0.3% 1 75 257 2,368 0.53 0.86 0.45 2 1 5 0 77% 2% 79% 11% 53% 93%
2 4,112 0.9% 11.1% 4.5% 0.2% 1 118 364 5,095 0.46 0.80 0.48 5 1 40 0 84% 3% 85% 9% 40% 95%
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 -214  0.0% 17.1%  6.6% 0.3% 1 110 436 5,368 0.57 0.82 0.35 9 0 27 1 100% 3% 100% 1% 33% 100%
5 -1,387 -0.3% 10.0% 6.4% 0.4% 1 59 323 1,349 0.50 0.71 0.16 1 1 7 1 73% 31% 73% 19% 43% 91%
6 -1,102  -0.2% 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 1 29 118 296 0.44 0.73 0.27 0 1 0 1 25% 25% 25% 50% 19% 76%
7 -7,019 -1.5% 11.2% 7.5% 0.4% 1 88 273 2,494 0.41 0.80 0.42 2 1 11 0 77% 21% 85% 16% 29% 97%
8 -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%
9 -7,168 -1.5% 6.5% 7.6% 0.4% 1 93 360 3,374 0.49 0.78 0.33 3 1 14 1 86% 6% 91% 11% 53% 99%
10 -5,336  -1.1% 4.3% 9.8% 0.4% 1 56 142 868 0.35 0.92 0.54 1 0 6 0 100% 7% 100% 13% 29% 100%
11 -6,769 -1.4% 8.8% 9.3% 0.4% 1 83 319 2,087 0.38 0.67 0.26 2 2 19 0 78% 10% 85% 17% 37% 94%
12 1,361 0.3% 35.9% 19.8% 1.4% 1 29 104 310 0.47 0.79 0.36 0 1 5 1 49% 25% 68% 28% 23% 92%
13 -5,994  -1.3% 10.5% 15.2% 0.8% 1 34 122 402 0.45 0.80 0.34 1 1 9 0 80% 21% 87% 9% 60% 98%
14 4,891 1.0% 8.9% 9.0% 0.5% 1 73 261 1,570 0.38 0.78 0.29 0 2 12 0 55% 19% 75% 17% 65% 96%
15 1,852 0.4% 10.1% 27.9% 1.6% 1 35 102 322 0.34 0.87 0.39 0 1 4 1 51% 17% 61% 41% 24% 99%
16 3,238 0.7% 5.5% 7.4% 0.3% 1 29 85 306 0.48 0.90 0.53 0 1 13 0 65% 29% 81% 7% 59% 93%
17 5,946 1.3% 10.2% 23.3% 1.0% 1 40 129 445 0.35 0.79 0.33 0 1 2 1 52% 20% 59% 27% 13% 90%
18 -6,277 -1.3% 14.4% 14.4% 0.7% 1 58 217 878 0.34 0.72 0.23 0 1 12 0 43% 18% 59% 14% 27% 73%
19 1,329 0.3% 10.7% 37.5% 2.1% 1 75 256 1,877 0.42 0.86 0.36 1 1 5 1 76% 5% 81% 18% 34% 97%
20 5435 1.2% 8.3% 8.2% 0.4% 1 62 188 1,360 0.45 0.86 0.48 1 1 17 0 77% 8% 85% 7% 45% 97%
21 3,069 0.7% 5.2% 8.1% 0.3% 1 35 119 361 0.37 0.70 0.32 0 2 10 2 28% 31% 53% 23% 67% 90%
22 5212 1.1% 345% 24.7% 1.8% 1 37 129 368 0.33 0.69 0.28 0 2 0 2 12% 23% 32% 43% 32% 84%
23 4,344 0.9% 9.5% 14.6% 0.6% 1 54 170 933 0.41 0.70 0.41 0 2 5 0 41% 7% 47% 37% 26% 85%
24 6,042 1.3% 4.4% 7.4% 0.2% 1 51 155 1,079 0.53 0.90 0.57 1 1 4 0 67% 25% 73% 20% 42% 96%
25 -5,642  -1.2% 8.9% 15.8% 0.4% 1 137 467 6,241 0.43 0.76 0.36 6 1 16 0 84% 9% 87% 4% 36% 91%
26 -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%
27 -173  0.0% 9.2% 16.7% 0.6% 1 51 146 866 0.42 0.81 0.51 0 1 3 0 73% 2% 74% 22% 50% 99%
28 381 0.1% 4.4%  183% 0.3% 1 85 235 2,651 0.47 0.87 0.60 1 1 5 0 83% 1% 84% 14% 37% 100%
29 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%
30 -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%
31 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%
32 841 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% 1% 90%
33 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%
34 -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%
35 -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%
36 -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%
37 877 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%
38 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%
39 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%
40 -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%
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10/14/2015 Spllt Counties a nd Cities State Senate Base Map -- S00059072 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-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%

Brevard 14 205,936 37.9% 813.5 52.3% Davie 32 13,191 14.3% 4.2 11.8%
Brevard 20 337,440 62.1% 743.5 47.8% Davie 34 78,801 85.7% 31.5 88.2%
Broward 31 92,129 5.3% 40.6 3.1% Deerfield Beach 31 47,534 63.4% 11.2 68.9%
Broward 32 470,874 26.9% 942.4 71.2% Deerfield Beach 40 27,484 36.6% 5.1 31.1%
Broward 33 251,058 14.4% 56.0 4.2% Fanning Springs 4 278 36.4% 1.7 44.4%
Broward 34 466,453 26.7% 201.7 15.2% Fanning Springs 9 486 63.6% 2.2 55.6%
Broward 40 467,552 26.8% 82.1 6.2% Fort Lauderdale 32 3,260 2.0% 11 2.8%
Duval 5 395,332 45.7% 622.7 67.8% Fort Lauderdale 34 99,435 60.1% 24.2 62.7%
Duval 6 468,931 54.3% 295.8 32.2% Fort Lauderdale 40 62,826 38.0% 13.3 34.5%
Hillsborough 17 475,979 38.7% 445.0 35.2% Jacksonville 5 352,853 42.9% 578.8 66.2%
Hillsborough 21 107,538 8.8% 121.2 9.6% Jacksonville 6 468,931 57.1% 295.8 33.8%
Hillsborough 22 397,538 32.3% 305.5 24.1% Margate 32 36,434 68.4% 6.5 71.7%
Hillsborough 23 248,171 20.2% 394.2 31.1% Margate 40 16,850 31.6% 2.6 28.3%
Lee 27 469,860 75.9% 866.1 71.4% Miami 35 286,174 71.6% 44.7 79.7%
Lee 28 148,894 24.1% 346.4 28.6% Miami 39 113,283 28.4% 114 20.3%
Manatee 23 226,206 70.1% 538.9 60.4% Miami Gardens 33 77,457 72.3% 12.3 64.8%
Manatee 24 96,627 29.9% 353.8 39.6% Miami Gardens 39 29,710 27.7% 6.7 35.2%
Marion 7 197,785 59.7% 1,023.9 61.6% Orlando 12 116,986 49.1% 35.6 32.1%
Marion 9 108,050 32.6% 598.9 36.0% Orlando 15 109,541 46.0% 34.7 31.4%
Marion 11 25,463 7.7% 39.8 2.4% Orlando 19 11,773 4.9% 40.4 36.5%
Miami-Dade 33 220,289 8.8% 30.0 1.2% Pembroke Pines 32 83,104 53.7% 18.7 53.6%
Miami-Dade 35 468,519 18.8% 177.2 7.3% Pembroke Pines 33 71,646 46.3% 16.2 46.4%
Miami-Dade 36 467,605 18.7% 89.1 3.7% Plantation 34 77,571 91.3% 20.6 94.0%
Miami-Dade 37 470,910 18.9% 162.8 6.7% Plantation 40 7,384 8.7% 13 6.0%
Miami-Dade 38 399,059 16.0% 1,872.5 77.0% Pompano Beach 31 32,376 32.4% 7.7 30.3%
Miami-Dade 39 470,053 18.8% 99.7 4.1% Pompano Beach 32 13,757 13.8% 3.6 14.3%
Okaloosa 1 25,141 13.9% 319.2 29.5% Pompano Beach 34 15,722 15.8% 3.2 12.4%
Okaloosa 2 155,681 86.1% 762.9 70.5% Pompano Beach 40 37,990 38.1% 10.9 43.0%
Orange 12 471,394 41.1% 310.1 30.9% St. Petersburg 21 167,062 68.3% 75.6 54.9%
Orange 15 471,885 41.2% 3224 32.1% St. Petersburg 22 77,707 31.8% 62.1 45.1%
Orange 19 202,677 17.7% 370.7 37.0% Sunrise 32 21,228 25.1% 8.8 47.9%
Palm Beach 29 471,841 35.7% 3735 15.7% Sunrise 34 8,922 10.6% 1.2 6.3%
Palm Beach 30 469,176 35.5% 1,833.6 76.9% Sunrise 40 54,289 64.3% 8.4 45.8%
Palm Beach 31 379,117 28.7% 175.9 7.4% Tampa 17 49,588 14.8% 37.8 21.5%
Pinellas 16 473,271 51.6% 306.3 50.4% Tampa 21 107,538 32.0% 81.8 46.7%
Pinellas 21 365,564 39.9% 239.8 39.4% Tampa 22 178,583 53.2% 55.7 31.8%
Pinellas 22 77,707 8.5% 62.1 10.2%

Polk 11 47,329 7.9% 310.0 15.4%

Polk 18 463,756 77.0% 878.2 43.7%

Polk 25 91,010 15.1% 822.4 40.9%

Volusia 8 184,284 37.3% 620.0 43.3%

Volusia 13 41,321 8.4% 56.3 3.9%

Volusia 14 268,988 54.4% 756.2 52.8%



10/14/2015 Function aI Ana Iysis (Select) State Senate Base Map -- S00059072 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-2015)
Page 4
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
39 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%
40 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%
6 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 55.0% 27.4% 17.6% 44.3% 3.5% 69.3% 2.6% 5.0% 3.1% 86.1% 41.6% 24.5% 56.9% 29.3% 13.8% 46.0% 2.9% 71.8% 2.2% 4.0% 2.7% 88.8% 43.3% 27.8%
12 35.9% 19.8% 1.4% 50.9% 24.8% 24.3% 33.4% 13.6% 54.7% 13.5% 4.3% 8.5% 83.2% 50.2% 15.4% 52.4% 27.7% 20.0% 35.1% 11.3% 57.8% 11.3% 3.4% 6.9% 86.1% 52.2% 17.0%
33 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%
22 34.5% 24.7% 1.8% 56.5% 19.0% 24.5% 36.0% 15.0% 53.6% 13.0% 5.8% 13.7% 84.1% 49.0% 17.4% 59.6% 20.2% 20.3% 38.6% 13.0% 56.3% 11.3% 4.7% 12.3% 86.7% 51.8% 19.1%
= Hisp. v
37 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%
36 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%
35 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
39 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%
40 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%
6 65.5% 0.7% 1.4% 56.1% 27.5% 16.4% 43.3% 3.2% 67.1% 2.4% 5.1% 3.0% 86.8% 41.7% 25.7% 55.9% 34.0% 10.1% 40.8% 1.9% 66.8% 1.3% 3.1% 2.1% 91.6% 39.0% 37.7%
12 54.2% 5.5% 3.7% 51.2% 25.9% 22.9% 32.4% 12.4% 53.2% 12.3% 4.4% 8.1% 84.1% 50.4% 16.9% 49.6% 35.6% 14.8% 31.0% 7.5% 55.6% 7.7% 2.7% 5.3% 88.9% 50.7% 25.0%
33 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%
22 52.8% 3.7% 6.5% 57.2% 20.1% 22.7% 35.3% 13.5% 52.3% 11.5% 5.9% 12.9% 84.9% 48.4% 19.0% 59.2% 25.9% 14.9% 35.1% 8.0% 53.6% 6.5% 3.5% 8.9% 90.5% 48.4% 29.0%
37 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%
36 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%
35 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
39 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%
40 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%
6 61.2% 38.8% 65.9% 34.1% 58.0% 42.0% 53.6% 46.4% 54.5% 45.5% 55.3% 44.7% 41.0% 41.8% 17.2% 60.7% 39.3% 49.7% 50.3% 57.3% 42.7% 49.3% 50.7% 49.1% 50.9% 61.7% 38.3%
12 65.8% 34.2% 70.4% 29.6% 61.1% 38.9% 53.5% 46.5% 55.6% 44.4% 54.7% 45.3% 38.3% 41.4% 20.3% 65.3% 34.7% 50.7% 49.3% 59.4% 40.6% 49.7% 50.3% 47.9% 52.1% 66.8% 33.2%
33 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%
22 74.1% 25.9% 77.9% 22.1% 69.7% 30.3% 61.7% 38.3% 61.6% 38.4% 60.1% 39.9% 38.7% 27.5% 33.8% 73.3% 26.7% 62.2% 37.8% 66.5% 33.5% 62.2% 37.8% 58.6% 41.4% 74.8% 25.2%
37 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%
36 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%
35 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%




