2021 DALLAS CITY
D REDISTRICTING

City of Dallas
2021 Redistricting Commission
Maps Submittal Update
February 11, 2022

MAPS MOVED FORWARD BY COMMISSION FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION

Map Number Submitter Presentation/Moved Forward dates
COD-006 Bill Betzen Presented on 1/24/2022

COD-008 Bill Betzen Presented on 2/7/2022

COD-009 James McDowell Presented on 2/7/2022

MAPS MEETING REDISTRICTING CRITERIA

Map Number Submitter Presentation

COD-005 Desi Tanner Presenter Declined to present
COD-010 ** Jeff Kitner Will Present on 2/15/2022
COD-011 ** Omar Jimenez Will Present Virtually on 2/15/2022

**Map Analysis for COD-010 and COD-011 is attached

OTHER SUBMITTED MAPS

Map Number Submitter Missing Criteria
COD-001 Omar Jimenez Unassigned Units
COD-004 Desi Tanner Unassigned Units

SUBMITTED MAPS-WITHDRAWN BY SUBMITTER

Map Number Submitter Reason if any

COD-002 Bill Betzen Replacement Map submitted
COD-003 Bill Betzen Replacement Map submitted
COD-007 Bill Betzen Replacement Map submitted
COD-012 Bill Betzen Replacement Map submitted



https://districtr.org/edit/103120?event=cityofdallas
https://districtr.org/plan/108719?event=cityofdallas
https://districtr.org/plan/108725
https://districtr.org/edit/103191?event=cityofdallas
https://districtr.org/plan/110731
https://districtr.org/plan/110745

i\.') City of Dallas 2021-22
' Redistricting

City of Dallas

Submitted Map Analysis

Plan Summary - Plan ID: COD-010 (Submitter: Jeff Kitner)
Date Submitted: - 2-7-22

Current Status: Meets the City of Dallas Redistricting Criteria
REVIEW CRITERIA FOR PLAN ACCEPTANCE

1. Maximum Deviation Less than 10%o: Population Difference between
most populated and least populated district divided by ideal population is
less than 10%

&Plan meets Criteria
Plan Max Deviation - 3.66%

DPIan does not meet Criteria

2. Contiguity: All districts should be geographically contiguous.

&Plan meets Criteria |:|Plan does not meet Criteria

3. Unassigned Units - None

&Plan meets Criteria DPIan does not meet Criteria

4. Other Map Characteristics for further evaluation:
1. No. of Minority Majority/Plurality Districts: 7
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Total Population by Race and Ethnicity

Total
Population Deviation Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
# % # % # % # % # % # %
1 93,997 | 827.00 | 0.89% | 18,530 | 19.71% | 41,150 | 43.78% | 19,820 | 21.09% | 9,761 | 10.38% | 4,736 | 5.04%
2 93,750 | 580.00 | 0.62% | 31,537 | 33.64% | 40,138 | 42.81% | 13,606 | 14.51% | 4,908 | 5.24% | 3,561 | 3.80%
3 94,957 | 1,787.00 | 1.92% | 29,370 | 30.93% | 53,724 | 56.58% | 5,051 | 532% | 3,608 | 3.80% | 3,204 | 3.37%
4 94,611 | 1,441.00 | 1.55% | 19,121 | 20.21% | 34,207 | 36.16% | 32,008 | 33.83% | 5,591 | 5.91% | 3,684 | 3.89%
5 92,641 | -529.00 | -0.57% | 24,495 | 26.44% | 44,262 | 47.78% | 12,632 | 13.64% | 7,340 | 7.92% | 3,912 | 4.22%
6 92,229 | -941.00 | -1.01% | 54,894 | 59.52% | 15,058 | 16.33% | 15,814 | 17.15% | 4,265 | 4.62% | 2,198 | 2.38%
7 93,935 | 765.00 | 0.82% | 49,414 | 52.60% | 22,003 | 23.42% | 17,988 | 19.15% | 1,911 | 2.03% | 2,619 | 2.79%
8 91,653 | -1,517.00 | -1.63% | 24,318 | 26.53% | 50,536 | 55.14% | 8,740 | 9.54% | 4,066 | 4.44% | 3,993 | 4.36%
9 92,288 | -882.00 | -0.95% | 35,268 | 38.22% | 36,956 | 40.04% | 13,504 | 14.63% | 3,197 | 3.46% | 3,363 | 3.64%
10 93,767 | 597.00 | 0.64% | 67,596 | 72.09% | 5,197 | 5.54% | 19,392 | 20.68% 245 | 0.26% | 1,337 | 1.43%
11 93,839 | 669.00 | 0.72% | 51,088 | 54.44% | 6,403 | 6.82% | 34,173 | 36.42% 365 | 0.39% | 1,810 | 1.93%
12 91,547 | -1,623.00 | -1.74% | 44,296 | 48.39% | 3,241 | 3.54% | 42,136 | 46.03% 205 | 0.22% | 1,669 | 1.82%
13 92,320 | -850.00 | -0.91% | 67,200 | 72.79% | 6,651 | 7.20% | 15,856 | 17.18% 824 | 0.89% | 1,789 | 1.94%
14 92,845 | -325.00 | -0.35% | 34,047 | 36.67% | 6,867 | 7.40% | 48,044 | 51.75% | 1,534 | 1.65% | 2,353 | 2.53%
1,304,379 3.66% 551,174 | 42.26% | 366,393 | 28.09% | 298,764 | 22.90% | 47,820 | 3.67% | 40,228 | 3.08%
Total Voting Age Population by Race and Ethnicity
Total
Voting Age
Population Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
# % # % # % # % # %
1 76,487 13,688 | 17.90% | 35,375 | 46.25% 15,468 | 20.22% | 8,513 | 11.13% | 3,443 4.50%
2 74,121 21,965 | 29.63% | 34,373 | 46.37% 10,874 | 14.67% | 4,310 | 5.81% | 2,599 3.51%
3 74,882 21,022 | 28.07% | 44,549 | 59.49% 4,305 575% | 2,866 | 3.83% | 2,140 2.86%
4 71,235 | 13,145 | 18.45% | 27,379 | 38.43% | 23,877 | 33.52% | 4,316 | 6.06% | 2,518 3.53%
5 73,190 | 17,289 | 23.62% | 37,596 | 51.37% | 10,066 | 13.75% | 5,433 | 7.42% | 2,806 3.83%
6 71,834 | 39,087 | 54.41% | 14,314 | 19.93% | 12,936 | 18.01% | 3,749 | 5.22% | 1,748 2.43%
7 70,220 | 33,866 | 48.23% | 19,159 | 27.28% | 13,659 | 19.45% | 1,650 | 2.35% | 1,886 2.69%
8 79,301 | 18,991 | 23.95% | 46,228 | 58.29% 7,112 | 897% | 3,700 | 4.67% | 3,270 4.12%
9 78,942 | 26,654 | 33.76% | 35,141 | 44.51% | 11,228 | 14.22% | 3,061 | 3.88% | 2,858 3.62%
10 65,241 | 44,989 | 68.96% 4,608 | 7.06% | 14,518 | 22.25% 212 | 0.32% 914 1.40%
11 64,762 | 32,198 | 49.72% 5,281 | 8.15% | 25,787 | 39.82% 249 | 0.38% | 1,247 1.93%
12 65,668 | 28,758 | 43.79% 2,806 | 4.27% | 32,792 | 49.94% 154 | 0.23% | 1,158 1.76%
13 66,649 | 46,902 | 70.37% 5871 | 8.81% 11,863 | 17.80% 699 1.05% 1,314 1.97%
14 67,173 22,408 | 33.36% 6,087 | 9.06% | 35,772 | 53.25% | 1,279 1.90% 1,627 2.42%
999,705 | 380,962 | 38.11% | 318,767 | 31.89% | 230,257 | 23.03% | 40,191 | 4.02% | 29,528 2.95%

The Majority/Plurality District percentages are in bold




2. No. of Neighborhoods splits - 28 out of 443 Neighborhood

Associations

3. Compactness analysis for each district:

District 1 14.30 19.70 0.31 0.46 0.83 0.68
District 2 15.31 20.85 0.38 0.44 0.82 0.67
District 3 24.55 28.32 0.34 0.38 0.76 0.62
District 4 15.56 22.25 0.39 0.39 0.80 0.63
District 5 17.84 26.83 0.29 0.31 0.70 0.56
District 6 42.16 61.24 0.17 0.14 0.53 0.38
District 7 56.99 116.44 0.13 0.05 0.36 0.23
District 8 11.22 18.10 0.39 0.43 0.79 0.66
District 9 15.17 33.86 0.17 0.17 0.50 0.41
District 10 16.24 20.34 0.35 0.49 0.88 0.70
District 11 58.16 66.97 0.24 0.16 0.55 0.40
District 12 25.85 28.73 0.32 0.39 0.78 0.63
District 13 20.50 33.64 0.29 0.23 0.72 0.48
District 14 49.50 60.50 0.25 0.17 0.62 0.41
Average 27.38 39.84 0.29 0.30 0.69 0.53




2021/22 City of Dallas Redistricting

Plan Submlssmn COD-010- Kltner on 2-7-22

Map Meets the Redistricting Criteria
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City of Dallas

Submitted Map Analysis

Plan Summary - Plan ID: COD-011-Jimenez (Submitter: Omar Jimenez)
Date Submitted: - 2-8-22
Current Status: Meets the City of Dallas Redistricting Criteria

REVIEW CRITERIA FOR PLAN ACCEPTANCE

1. Maximum Deviation Less than 10%o: Population Difference between
most populated and least populated district divided by ideal population is
less than 10%

EPlan meets Criteria DPIan does not meet Criteria
Plan Max Deviation - 8.12%
2. Contiguity: All districts should be geographically contiguous.

EPlan meets Criteria |:|Plan does not meet Criteria

3. Unassigned Units - None

EPlan meets Criteria DPIan does not meet Criteria

4. Other Map Characteristics for further evaluation:
1. No. of Minority Majority/Plurality Districts: 8
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Total Population by Race and Ethnicity

Total
Population Deviation Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
# % # % # % # % # % # %
1 89,774 | -3,396.00 | -3.64% | 66,237 | 73.78% | 13,925 | 15.51% | 7,267 | 8.09% 630 | 0.70% | 1,715 | 1.91%
2 95,302 | 2,132.00 | 2.29% | 20,721 | 21.74% | 53,331 | 55.96% | 11,462 | 12.03% | 5,523 | 5.80% | 4,265 | 4.48%
3 90,674 | -2,496.00 | -2.68% | 49,908 | 55.04% | 8,344 | 9.20% | 28,387 | 31.31% | 1,835 | 2.02% | 2,200 | 2.43%
4 90,470 | -2,700.00 | -2.90% | 57,388 | 63.43% | 6,970 | 7.70% | 23,899 | 26.42% 690 | 0.76% | 1,523 | 1.68%
5 96,556 | 3,386.00 | 3.63% | 69,707 | 72.19% | 7,540 | 7.81% | 17,523 | 18.15% 242 | 0.25% | 1,544 | 1.60%
6 95,171 | 2,001.00 | 2.15% | 60,619 | 63.69% | 13,239 | 13.91% | 15,816 | 16.62% | 3,416 | 3.59% | 2,081 | 2.19%
7 89,773 | -3,397.00 | -3.65% | 42,601 | 47.45% | 2,623 | 2.92% | 42,466 | 47.30% 276 | 0.31% | 1,807 | 2.01%
8 89,452 | -3,718.00 | -3.99% | 25,178 | 28.15% | 2,854 | 3.19% | 58,754 | 65.68% 491 | 0.55% | 2,175 | 2.43%
9 95,739 | 2,569.00 | 2.76% | 39,656 | 41.42% | 39,041 | 40.78% | 11,314 | 11.82% | 2,232 | 2.33% | 3,496 | 3.65%
10 96,197 | 3,027.00 | 3.25% | 19,423 | 20.19% | 35,060 | 36.45% | 31,879 | 33.14% | 6,114 | 6.36% | 3,721 | 3.87%
11 97,015 | 3,845.00 | 4.13% | 31,680 | 32.65% | 42,508 | 43.82% | 13,845 | 14.27% | 5268 | 5.43% | 3,714 | 3.83%
12 91,926 | -1,244.00 | -1.34% | 18,472 | 20.09% | 39,699 | 43.19% | 19,595 | 21.32% | 9,528 | 10.36% | 4,632 | 5.04%
13 94,250 | 1,080.00 | 1.16% | 26,005 | 27.59% | 54,921 | 58.27% | 5643 | 5.99% | 4,361 | 4.63% | 3,320 | 3.52%
14 92,080 | -1,090.00 | -1.17% | 23,579 | 25.61% | 46,338 | 50.32% | 10,914 | 11.85% | 7,214 | 7.83% | 4,035 | 4.38%
1,304,379 8.12% 551,174 | 42.26% | 366,393 | 28.09% | 298,764 | 22.90% | 47,820 | 3.67% | 40,228 | 3.08%
Total Voting Age Population by Race and Ethnicity
Total
Voting Age
Population Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
# % # % # % # % # %
1 67,207 | 47,438 | 70.58% | 12,331 | 18.35% 5,539 | 8.24% 559 | 0.83% 1,340 1.99%
2 87,139 17,138 | 19.67% | 51,476 | 59.07% 9,540 | 10.95% | 5,241 | 6.01% | 3,744 4.30%
3 66,135 | 34,030 | 51.46% 7,369 | 11.14% | 21,658 | 32.75% 1,525 | 2.31% 1,553 2.35%
4 64,133 | 38,541 | 60.10% 6,117 | 9.54% | 17,794 | 27.75% 601 | 0.94% | 1,080 1.68%
5 65,109 | 44,824 | 68.84% 6,306 | 9.69% | 12,771 | 19.61% 174 | 0.27% | 1,034 1.59%
6 73,112 | 43,097 | 58.95% | 12,553 | 17.17% | 12,764 | 17.46% | 3,067 | 4.19% | 1,631 2.23%
7 65,141 | 27,609 | 42.38% 2,309 | 3.54% | 33,759 | 51.82% 186 | 0.29% | 1,278 1.96%
8 64,168 | 15,882 | 24.75% 2,473 | 3.85% | 43,873 | 68.37% 418 | 0.65% | 1,522 2.37%
9 73,024 | 27,412 | 37.54% | 32,599 | 44.64% 8,760 | 12.00% | 1,871 | 2.56% | 2,382 3.26%
10 71,621 | 13,196 | 18.42% | 27,750 | 38.75% | 23,657 | 33.03% | 4,489 | 6.27% | 2,529 3.53%
11 77,021 | 22,071 | 28.66% | 36,567 | 47.48% | 11,082 | 14.39% | 4,582 | 5.95% | 2,719 3.53%
12 74,455 | 13,631 | 18.31% | 33,866 | 45.49% | 15,274 | 20.51% | 8,324 | 11.18% | 3,360 4.51%
13 75,034 | 18,626 | 24.82% | 45,879 | 61.14% 4,793 6.39% | 3,489 | 4.65% | 2,247 2.99%
14 76,406 | 17,467 | 22.86% | 41,172 | 53.89% 8,993 | 11.77% | 5,665 | 7.41% | 3,109 4.07%
999,705 | 380,962 | 38.11% | 318,767 | 31.89% | 230,257 | 23.03% | 40,191 | 4.02% | 29,528 2.95%

The Majority/Plurality District percentages are in bold




2. No. of Neighborhoods splits - 25 out of 443 Neighborhood
Associations

3. Compactness analysis for each district:

District 1 17.93 24.79 0.36 0.37 0.87 0.61
District 2 11.33 22.58 0.24 0.28 0.60 0.53
District 3 44.65 50.09 0.30 0.22 0.67 0.47
District 4 15.18 29.35 0.29 0.22 0.60 0.47
District 5 36.93 45.86 0.25 0.22 0.65 0.47
District 6 34.12 36.48 0.38 0.32 0.72 0.57
District 7 31.30 30.68 0.35 0.42 0.83 0.65
District 8 39.78 43.27 0.27 0.27 0.68 0.52
District 9 60.37 116.61 0.13 0.06 0.35 0.24
District 10 15.73 19.52 0.40 0.52 0.88 0.72
District 11 17.96 25.34 0.34 0.35 0.82 0.59
District 12 12.77 21.40 0.26 0.35 0.72 0.59
District 13 33.62 61.75 0.16 0.11 0.45 0.33
District 14 11.68 23.04 0.20 0.28 0.64 0.53
Average 27.38 39.34 0.28 0.28 0.68 0.52
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