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

City of Dallas

Submitted Map Analysis

Plan Summary - Plan ID: COD-005 (Submitter: Desi Tanner)
Date Submitted: - 1/19/22
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 - 6.07%

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 92,228 | -942.00 | -1.01% | 31,007 | 33.62% | 32,926 | 35.70% | 21,645 | 23.47% | 3,208 | 3.48% | 3,442 | 3.73%
2 93,504 | 334.00 | 0.36% | 13,882 | 14.85% | 64,952 | 69.46% | 4,962 | 531% | 5286 | 5.65% | 4,422 | 4.73%
3 94,577 | 1,407.00 | 1.51% | 50,976 | 53.90% | 7,993 | 8.45% | 31,629 | 33.44% | 1,848 | 1.95% | 2,131 | 2.25%
4 95,829 | 2,659.00 | 2.85% | 71,982 | 75.12% | 7,562 | 7.89% | 14,601 | 15.24% 230 | 0.24% | 1,454 | 1.52%
5 95,523 | 2,353.00 | 2.53% | 39,614 | 41.47% | 2,001 | 2.09% | 51,789 | 54.22% 295 | 0.31% | 1,824 | 1.91%
6 93,391 | 221.00 | 0.24% | 55614 | 59.55% | 257384 | 27.18% | 6,556 | 7.02% | 3,510 | 3.76% | 2,327 | 2.49%
7 92,929 | -241.00 | -0.26% | 51,748 | 55.69% | 5,845 | 6.29% | 33,060 | 35.58% 503 | 0.54% | 1,773 | 1.91%
8 94,939 | 1,769.00 | 1.90% | 57,188 | 60.24% | 8,557 | 9.01% | 26,498 | 27.91% 552 | 0.58% | 2,144 | 2.26%
9 90,611 | -2,559.00 | -2.75% | 43,422 | 47.92% | 28,915 | 31.91% | 13,406 | 14.80% | 1,946 | 2.15% | 2,922 | 3.22%
10 90,171 | -2,999.00 | -3.22% | 21,741 | 24.11% | 30,337 | 33.64% | 29,157 | 32.34% | 5,523 | 6.13% | 3,413 | 3.79%
11 92,142 | -1,028.00 | -1.10% | 31,847 | 34.56% | 37,283 | 40.46% | 14,754 | 16.01% | 4,791 | 5.20% | 3,467 | 3.76%
12 91,761 | -1,409.00 | -1.51% | 18,347 | 19.99% | 39,355 | 42.89% | 19,801 | 21.58% | 9,641 | 10.51% | 4,617 | 5.03%
13 92,313 | -857.00 | -0.92% | 18,799 | 20.36% | 49,634 | 53.77% | 13,378 | 14.49% | 6,987 | 7.57% | 3,515 | 3.81%
14 94,461 | 1,291.00 | 1.39% | 45,007 | 47.65% | 25,649 | 27.15% | 17,528 | 18.56% | 3,500 | 3.71% | 2,777 | 2.94%
1,304,379 6.07% 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 76,827 | 22,728 | 29.58% | 30,991 | 40.34% 17,284 | 22.50% | 2,977 | 3.87% | 2,847 3.71%
2 80,847 | 11,245 | 13.91% | 57,316 | 70.89% 4,165 | 5.15% | 4,755 | 5.88% | 3,366 4.16%
3 68,200 | 35,066 | 51.42% 7,081 | 10.38% | 23,038 | 33.78% | 1,544 | 2.26% | 1,471 2.16%
4 64,887 | 46,430 | 71.56% 6,337 | 9.77% | 10,966 | 16.90% 169 | 0.26% 985 1.52%
5 67,648 | 24,952 | 36.89% 1,661 | 2.46% | 39,577 | 58.50% 201 | 0.30% | 1,257 1.86%
6 71,150 | 39,193 | 55.09% | 21,763 | 30.59% 5548 | 7.80% | 2,968 | 4.17% | 1,678 2.36%
7 67,002 | 34,698 | 51.79% 5,223 | 7.80% | 25,358 | 37.85% 446 | 0.67% | 1,277 1.91%
8 70,315 | 40,222 | 57.20% 7,546 | 10.73% | 20,480 | 29.13% 487 | 0.69% | 1,580 2.25%
9 68,532 | 29,785 | 43.46% | 25,012 | 36.50% | 10,018 | 14.62% | 1,647 | 2.40% | 2,070 3.02%
10 66,685 | 14,739 | 22.10% | 24,105 | 36.15% | 21,482 | 32.21% | 3,994 | 5.99% | 2,365 3.55%
11 72,560 | 22,150 | 30.53% | 31,861 | 43.91% | 11,778 | 16.23% | 4,234 | 5.84% | 2,537 3.50%
12 74,929 13,579 | 18.12% | 34,096 | 45.50% 15,457 | 20.63% | 8,414 | 11.23% | 3,383 4.51%
13 73,099 13,290 | 18.18% | 41,514 | 56.79% 10,771 | 14.73% | 5,143 | 7.04% | 2,381 3.26%
14 77,024 | 32,885 | 42.69% | 24,261 | 31.50% 14,335 | 18.61% | 3,212 | 4.17% | 2,331 3.03%
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 - 52 out of 443 Neighborhood

3. Compactness analysis for each district:

Associations

District 1 18.99 29.23 0.30 0.28 0.63 0.53
District 2 13.70 22.86 0.34 0.33 0.69 0.57
District 3 46.01 58.06 0.32 0.17 0.66 0.41
District 4 32.83 40.16 0.29 0.26 0.68 0.51
District 5 45.38 39.78 0.37 0.36 0.75 0.60
District 6 32.48 56.11 0.19 0.13 0.53 0.36
District 7 23.06 26.12 0.30 0.42 0.79 0.65
District 8 18.70 26.96 0.31 0.32 0.72 0.57
District 9 57.17 112.19 0.14 0.06 0.35 0.24
District 10 13.14 21.57 0.30 0.36 0.75 0.60
District 11 14.72 22.18 0.40 0.38 0.80 0.61
District 12 13.86 19.54 0.30 0.46 0.82 0.68
District 13 23.30 28.34 0.39 0.36 0.77 0.60
District 14 30.02 31.34 0.45 0.38 0.86 0.62
Average 27.38 38.17 0.31 0.30 0.70 0.54




2021/22 City of Dallas Redistricting
Plan Submission - COD-005- Tanner on 1-19-22
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o E Hebron Phwy ' 5 's B v § Pl = ; = » |
" §%%0n Picw 5 2 -1 5§ & 44) WASthiS » gro 2 & d = = i
§ <PRE £ BUSH TPKE EB ., & 3 N s Fesk W = Highways
B E Roserm & % =z ] 544 E FM-544
1 b ik > ~ ! E Plano Pkwy = . - -
o SSUL s o s £ _~||General Information Districts
d Rd 5 i enner il — Rennet™ ~ ] 4 > _ " ~
1D &g |TY MILL RD MECALLUM BLV E 3 ) i “ay Plan IP CcoD 005' Tanner
§ Dallas e, WO MPBELL B 3 -+ 2 5 & Submitted By Desi Tanner 1 8
A = s © smpbell 4 8 I3 " e "‘ i
Coppell ¢4, REE L ;: Chcroliton r; i 1 2 : Fecunn = - Sad‘s:_ = < Submitted On 1/19/2022
£ Sandy LaksRd E \ Kellet Springs Ra & % i (At o : ; L 1 [Status Meets Criteria 2 9
RO, % /N = z W Arapsho R et & & 4 K i £ & [|Deviation, Area and Perimeter
& (1N %, \ : 3 w ELT LINE[RD Rlchardson s 5 5 S s : =<
; " NléBE\— \CireRd BnllL;E-e R W\ = =7 \ W BeltLine Rd 4}; g i "N RAIPRES Maximum Deviation 6.07% 3 1 O
H ] £ 11 2 TN e asmtmenes o \ Average Area 27.38
B 2 /3 S 3 % -, .
= : % = Reyady s ALPHARD X 8 @ 5/ Centa P e 7 , *:‘ Average Perimeter 38.17 4 11
S = . : : = . ™ =
5 ::‘ “\ 5 % by, ;, Ess \NB LRJ EWYIEB » sq\p&h 5 Vl/ N W Buckingham Rd = Pk, i
3 T Earey U;m% FBarTrl\?:E ‘ATE%?R 53 v % 2| CasteDr £ | |Average Compactness Scores 5 12
v 2 3 W Walnut s Garl E
: ] FOREST LN = : A, = p - srignd & | |Average Reock Score 0.31
\ - L — ; 178 5 ForestLn 5 E
» N = . Z NDRTHAVEN R g 7 1 3 & i E F icic 3 Average Polsby-Popper Score 0.30 6 13
Pt z G V% LROYALLN i : A ROY. 74 i B R 3 & .| |Average Convex Hull Score 0.70
 Int 3 N % = = x ‘ 4 5 p £ ‘
rt 3 = [z Q : . - = £ If Average Schwartzberg Score 0.54
TN | sl < = %‘% |\.WALNU ILL LN b2 % 1 0 < L g g 7 14
3 : g % m I3 \ w e & ) - ’ W Kingsley Rd B S
= o ‘ 2y B =e b = ER \ iy, . . .. I
2 o 7 ! WY o = _m o, Minority Majority Districts
\ : & Las Colinash W H = w NORTHWEST % S L .
3 e W RT = = |5 N, Number of Minority/Plurality Districts 8 (1 NH-Black, 7 Hisp)
”; “, - %) Zi 5 . .
. ® 6 : / 5 4 5\ Number of Neighborhood splits 52
2 S x niversity + 6 4
: 3 , Vo e % Park” % 5 /2 ¥ S i y
*W*imorlevé'*'i 127 - TX-183 Express Toll € Air “ t_E;u > @ /L Mockingt IT s 9 \y Q@QN < o a Total
;i 5 TR = y & *s;,—% () i A =i 55 £ Population Deviation Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
4 & | Highland P g s/ & s # % # % # % # % # % # %
i (: 7 E b Dr = 1 92,228 -942.00 -1.01% 31,007 33.62% 32,926 35.70% 21,645 23.47% 3,208 3.48% 3,442 3.73%
Rock'lsland Rd s S | L 6\);(\ < L§ 0 % e 2 93,504 334.00| 0.36% 13,882 14.85% 64,952 69.46% 4,962 5.31% 5,286 5.65% 4,422 4.73%
% I[vmg i | IRVING BLVD 0% ;8 Q ‘ﬁ’ = = 3 94,577|  1,407.00 1.51% 50,976 53.90% 7,993 8.45% 31,629 33.44% 1,848 1.95% 2,131 2.25%
ik i -3 = ‘ | /6‘ ¥ = \ A 5 4 95,829 2,659.00 2.85% 71,982 75.12% 7,562 7.89% 14,601 15.24% 230 0.24% 1,454 1.52%
B L= T pe Eis S et RI EB N S 5 95,523 2,353.00 2.53% 39,614 41.47% 2,001 2.09% 51,789 54.22% 295, 0.31% 1,824 1.91%
hig 3 L ()Q‘ 1-4— 04/\/ " N : — R P | 6 93,391 221.00 0.24% 55,614]  59.55% 25,384 27.18% 6,556 7.02% 3,510 3.76% 2,327 2.49%
E % QV“\/ 'L 3 D@ e AV S, Y, | Mesqt;lté S i, 7 92,929 -241.00 -0.26% 51,748 55.69% 5,845 6.29% 33,060, 35.58% 503 0.54% 1,773 1.91%
:; v ik of(xQ~ SINGLETON BLVD /yo b /“"/‘ S 8 94,939 1,769.00 1.90% 57,188 60.24% 8,557 9.01% 26,498 27.91% 552 0.58% 2,144 2.26%
2 T 0 Y PK (/@”" | ; 9| 90,611 -2,559.00 -2.75% 43,422 47.92% 28,915 31.91% 13,406 14.80% 1,946 2.15% 2,922 3.22%
= DACLAS FT WORTHTPK \ > o < SCYENE RD SCYENE RD’_/VY \‘}b’l/ @\1“‘“{" 5 EEI.:‘;‘-'" y = 10 90,171  -2,999.00 -3.22% 21,741 24.11% 30,337 33.64% 29,157 32.34% 5,523 6.13% 3,413 3.79%
ey = & A 2 B e 3 s > 11 92,142|  -1,028.00 -1.10% 31,847 34.56% 37,283 40.46% 14,754 16.01% 4,791 5.20% 3,467, 3.76%
- Langry ), — N N ?’)/l/ — er-Blvd
S — $ TH - Q O &) 535 12 91,761 -1,409.00 -1.51% 18,347 19.99% 39,355 42.89% 19,801 21.58% 9,641 10.51% 4,617 5.03%
brand PTW!EFFERSON BLVD AVIS il} W DAV, ST A ! a T 4%(\ BRUT:)N RD ﬁ O 1T | 5 13 92,313 -857.00 -0.92% 18,799 20.36% 49,634 53.77% 13,378 14.49% 6,987 7.57% 3,515 3.81%
f 0 y +_ 1 = LI|_J % 14 94,461 1,291.00| 1.39% 45,007 47.65% 25,649 27.15% 17,528 18.56% 3,500 3.71% 2,777 2.94%
Tﬁ ockrelil W RENDON DR>| = 3 1; oy A ] 2 £ Prg s 1,304,379 6.07% 551,174 42.26%| 366,393 28.09%| 298,764 22.90% 47,820 3.67% 40,228 3.08%
8 £ g g ¥ 7 i @\\ ‘ ; e J““;:I'l;f: Springs.‘ - Total Voting
o & ‘WIiINOIS AVE 2 |/ AFILLI AVE 2 Ju, ELAM RD Age
all Dr B ¥ Mountain 5 - @r N Z. y A ith
E ik el g-’ (2] 5 g E Population Hispanic NH-White NH-Black NH-Asian NH-Other
e 5 0 W HIEST BLV m ) T %, & 120 EB 120 WB # % # % # % # % # %
1 i §" ! nd it ¢ & IRESI 2 _ e 1 76,827| 22,728| 29.58%| 30,991 40.34% 17,284 22.50% 2977 3.87% 2,847  3.71%
3 & 3 $ Z W LEDBETTER DR & 8 of | 5 "}(\“ £, ‘%\4 2 80,847| 11,245 13.91%| 57,316 70.89%  4,165| 5.15%|  4,755| 5.88%|  3,366| 4.16%
5 ng: o8 T == = o ®) < LE 2 4 3 N WB /VPM/ Ob 3 68,200 35,066/ 51.42% 7,081 10.38% 23,038| 33.78% 1,544 2.26% 1,471 2.16%
& 4 2 WREDpRp Y, = = = 5 5 ® «0"‘?\ LB ¥ %, 4 64,887 46,430| 71.56%|  6337| 9.77%| 10,966 16.90% 169|  0.26% 985  1.52%
; . 0
e BJF [a)] - 1 %O“ # @ '2,6)0 5 67,648 24,952 36.89% 1,661 2.46% 39,577| 58.50% 201 0.30% 1,257 1.86%
Ra ° = n It N\ Zd v < 6 71,150| 39,193| 55.09%| 21,763 30.59% 5548 7.80%| 2,968 4.17%|  1678] 2.36%
2 4 a3 ': . J : J =¥ N E & 7 67,002 34,698 51.79% 5,223 7.80% 25,358| 37.85% 446 0.67% 1,277 1.91%
"23 % 8 5 8 2 a F\N\(\N AT - % 8 70,315 40,222 57.20% 7,546 10.73% 20,480| 29.13% 487 0.69% 1,580 2.25%
% peatiand Rd Duncanville > . L% ‘ g e & 9 68,532 29,785| 43.46% 25,012| 36.50% 10,018| 14.62% 1,647 2.40% 2,070 3.02%
£ % g NIELDALHRD 5 5| 2 >t 3 ) 10 66,685 14,739] 22.10%| 24,105 36.15% 21,482| 32.21%|  3,994| 5.99%| 2,365  3.55%
- L W Danisldale Rd :j z ale Rd e ' 11 72,560 22,150| 30.53% 31,861 43.91% 11,778| 16.23% 4,234 5.84% 2,537 3.50%
R =z ‘.
5 g Z 5 12 74,929 13,579 18.12% 34,096/ 45.50% 15,457, 20.63% 8,414, 11.23% 3,383 4.51%
1 ' . RIS 's:urcw; ES EHE'TF Garg'” LTJEGIS L”te,[l”éacpc 'NC%EMESNT P,\'/‘I'Rca” ES” Japan, dMET'(;FSSfL'JCh'”a 13 73,099] 13290] 18.18%| 41514 56.79% 10771] 14.73%|  5143] 7.04%| 2,381 3.26%
Boge oo (CO?]:%U;’I??) priored Ecnii(hailais {2) Clponsiraaiiia copitstiors, endins S 14 77,024| 32,885 42.69%| 24,261 31.50% 14,335 18.61%| 3,212] 4.17%| 2,331 3.03%
L = - 999,705| 380,962| 38.11%| 318,767| 31.89%| 230,257| 23.03% 40,191 4.02% 29,528 2.95%
0 1.75 3.5 7 10.5 14 TN,
emograpnic Data source: - - ata rrom bureau O ensus; Geograpny: eNnsus BIOCKS Trom the bureau O ensus; Districts: As Drawn Dy the Flan submitter c‘,,m,..,.,“,.,; nnnnnn
N T T ] Miles D hic Data S 2020 - PL94-171 Data f B f C G hy: 2020 C Blocks fi the B f C Districts: As D by the Plan Submitt CBrId




	COD-005_rep
	COD-005-11x17

