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County of Santa Barbara

Redistricting 2011

Proposal Assessment Summary

Name of Proposal: MVP 2

Mandatory Criteria

Organization or Individual: B. L. Borovay

M-1: Equal District Population

Permissive Criteria/Other Information

P-1: Contiguity of all District Boundaries

District | Plan Results Target % Deviation Yes/No: Yes
1 84,846 84,779 0.08%
2 84,687 84,779 -0.11% P-2 Maximum % Population Deviation between Districts
3 84,668 84,779 -0.13% Percentage (highest/lowest): 0.35%
4 84,963 84,779 0.22%
5 84,731 84,779 -0.06% P-3: % of 8 Cities represented by more than one District
Average % Deviation: 0.12% Percentage 50.0%

0-1: Population Moving In/Out

M-3: VRA Compliance Il - Voting Age Population

Population Population
District Added Subtracted % Change
District | % Hispanic [2010 Existing| % Change 2 10,973 7,984 23.20%
1 40.20% 42.69% -2.49% 3 13,693 10,973 30.10%
2 26.72% 25.14% 1.58% 4 15,844 13,693 35.67%
3 28.83% 26.13% 2.70% 5 16,800 16.55%
4 46.02% 43.76% 2.26%
5 72.51% 70.03% 2.48% ge population w/6 years to District elections
Average 42.86% 41.55% 2.30% From District| Moving to D2 | Moving to D5
1
3 8,516
4

District | % Hispanic |2010 Existing| % Change

Proposed Plan 2010 Existing
Unincorporated | Unincorporated

1 34.99% 37.14% -2.15% District Population Population % Change

2 23.60% 22.23% 1.37% 1 17,089 16,131 5.94%

3 25.63% 23.75% 1.88% 2 30,343 30,259 0.28%

4 39.62% 37.53% 2.09% 3 47,647 47,733 -0.18%

5 66.50% 63.90% 2.60% 4 36,812 36,812 0.00%

Average 38.07% 36.91% 2.02% 5 1,526 2,482 -38.52%
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Name:

B.L. Borovay

Organization (if none, designate “Self”):

Self

Name of Proposal being submitted:

MVP 2

Briefly describe your plan:

The starting point of this plan is the reality that because of its dramatic growth, the 5™ district must lose
significant population to comply with equal populations requirements. The city of Santa Maria, like
other cities, seemingly must be split between two districts in any 2011 plan. This is a plan that tries not
to make more changes than necessary from the current (year 2001)district boundaries while:

1. being mindful of the requirement of one person, one vote

2. keeping historical communities of interest together as much as possible

3. keeping the districts as compact geographically as possible to increase convenience for residents and
their Supervisor to meet, both in their district and in Supervisors’ offices.

Briefly describe the goals of your plan (example: keep rural areas together, keep a city in a specific district, etc.)

In adhering to the two legal requirements explained at the workshops - avoidance of racial discrimination
and dividing districts into equal populations, I tried to move the fewest people possible from one district
to another.

- Itis hard enough for people to get to know their supervisor, and vice versa. The fewer people
moved the less the inconvenience and alienation.

- The fewer people moved, the more likely people could vote during their normal election cycle
instead of having to wait an extra 2 years resulting in a 6 year span between voting cycles.

What is the population of each district in your plan?

1st: 84,846 2nd: 84,687 3rd: 84,668

4th; 84,963 5t: 84,731

I hereby acknowledge that by submitting this plan and any related information for consideration, the
plan and any related information will be considered a public record subject to disclosure to any member
of the public.

Signature:/‘%’b %MW

Submit this form with your com;@ete plan by June 17,2011 at 5:00PM to the County Executive Office.




District Summary

District
1

Demographic
TOTAL:

WHT:
BLK:
AIAN:
ASIAN:
NHOPI:
OTHER:
P2MRACE:
HISP:
NHISP:

District
2

Demographic
TOTAL:

WHT:
BLK:
AIAN:
ASIAN:
NHOPI:
OTHER:
P2MRACE:
HISP:
NHISP:

MVPdraft2 6/27/2011 District Count; 5
Maximum Deviation: 295 0.35%
Average Deviation: 100 0.12%
Minimum Count: 84,668
Maximum Count: 84,963
Total Count: 423,895
Deviation From Optimum
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,846 84,779 0.08%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,846  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,076 100.00%
64,122 75.57% NHWHT: 45,779  53.96% WHT18: 52,963 77.80% NHWHT18: 40,118 58.93%
1,132 1.33% NHBLK: 913 1.08% BLK18: 964 1.42% NHBLK18: 826 1.21%
880 1.04% NHAIAN: 302 0.36% AIANI1S: 672 0.99% NHAIAN1S: 244 0.36%
2,228 2.63% NHASIAN: 2,107 2.48% ASIAN1S: 1,976 2.90% NHASINI1S: 1,889 2.77%
106 0.12% NHNHORPI: 84 0.10% NHOPI18: 90 0.13% NHNHOP18: 75 0.11%
13,246 15.61% NHOTHER: 165 0.19% OTHERI1S: 9,276  13.63% NHOTHR18: 122 0.18%
3,132 3.69% NHP2MRCE: 1,386 1.63% P2MRCE18: 2,135 3.14% NHP2RC18: 983 1.44%
34,110 40.20% HISP18: 23,819  34.99%
50,736 59.80% NHISP18: 44,257  65.01%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,687 84,779 -0.11%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,687  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,836 100.00%
66,009 77.94% NHWHT: 54,080 63.86% WHT18: 54,984  79.88% NHWHT18: 46,294 67.25%
1,135 1.34% NHBLK: 994 1.17% BLK18: 937 1.36% NHBLK18: 849 1.23%
690 0.81% NHAIAN: 266 0.31% AIANI1S: 545 0.79% NHAIAN18: 241 0.35%
4,651 5.49% NHASIAN: 4,566 5.39% ASIANI1S: 3,936 5.72% NHASINI1S: 3,873 5.63%
115 0.14% NHNHORPI: 96 0.11% NHOPI18: 99 0.14% NHNHOP18: 85 0.12%
8,868 10.47% NHOTHER: 183 0.22% OTHERI1S: 6,357 9.23% NHOTHRI1S: 129 0.19%
3,219 3.80% NHP2MRCE: 1,875 2.21% P2MRCEI1S: 1,978 2.87% NHP2RC18: 1,122 1.63%
22,627 26.72% HISP18: 16,243  23.60%
62,060 73.28% NHISP18: 52,593  76.40%



District
3

Demographic
TOTAL:

WHT:
BLK:
AIAN:
ASIAN:
NHOPI:
OTHER:
P2MRACE:
HISP:
NHISP:

District
4

Demographic
TOTAL:

WHT:
BLK:
AIAN:
ASIAN:
NHOPI:
OTHER:
P2MRACE:
HISP:
NHISP:

District
5

Demographic
TOTAL:

WHT:
BLK:
AIAN:
ASIAN:
NHOPI:
OTHER:
P2MRACE:
HISP:
NHISP:

Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,668 84,779 -111 -0.13%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,668  100.00% TOTALI1S: 69,652 100.00%
59,685 70.49% NHWHT: 47,657 56.29% WHTI18: 49,858 71.58% NHWHT1S: 41,100 59.01%
2,970 3.51% NHBLK: 2,705 3.19% BLK18: 2,532 3.64% NHBLK18: 2,360 3.39%
1,060 1.25% NHAIAN: 504 0.60% AIAN1S: 824 1.18% NHAIAN1S: 420 0.60%
6,433 7.60% NHASIAN: 6,261 7.39% ASIAN1S: 5,782 8.30% NHASIN18: 5,645 8.10%
267 0.32% NHNHOPI: 235 0.28% NHOPI18: 232 0.33% NHNHOP18: 205 0.29%
9,770 11.54% NHOTHER: 204 0.24% OTHER1S: 7,383 10.60% NHOTHR18: 162 0.23%
4,483 5.29% NHP2MRCE: 2,696 3.18% P2MRCE18: 3,041 4.37% NHP2RC18: 1,906 2.74%
24,406 28.83% HISP18: 17,854  25.63%
60,262 71.17% NHISP18: 51,798  74.37%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,963 84,779 184 0.22%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,963  100.00% TOTALI1S: 61,188 100.00%
58,294 68.61% NHWHT: 38,487  45.30% WHTI18: 44,047 71.99% NHWHTI18: 31,610 51.66%
1,949 2.29% NHBLK: 1,694 1.99% BLK18: 1,403 2.29% NHBLK18: 1,265 2.07%
1,199 1.41% NHAIAN: 464 0.55% AIAN1S: 844 1.38% NHAIAN1S: 365 0.60%
3,392 3.99% NHASIAN: 3,024 3.56% ASIAN18: 2,645 4.32% NHASIN18S: 2,430 3.97%
179 0.21% NHNHOPI: 148 0.17% NHOPI18: 126 0.21% NHNHOP18: 108 0.18%
15,683 18.46% NHOTHER: 105 0.12% OTHER1S: 9,882 16.15% NHOTHR1S: 68 0.11%
4,267 5.02% NHP2MRCE: 1,939 2.28% P2MRCE18: 2,241 3.66% NHP2RC18: 1,100 1.80%
39,102 46.02% HISP18: 24,242  39.62%
45,861 53.98% NHISP18: 36,946  60.38%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,731 84,779 -48 -0.06%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,731  100.00% TOTALI1S: 58,096 100.00%
47,014 55.49% NHWHT: 17,119  20.20% WHT18: 33,552 57.75% NHWHTI1S: 14,717 25.33%
1,327 1.57% NHBLK: 936 1.10% BLK18: 973 1.67% NHBLK18: 755 1.30%
1,656 1.95% NHAIAN: 307 0.36% AIAN1S: 1,087 1.87% NHAIAN1S: 234 0.40%
3,961 4.67% NHASIAN: 3,633 4.29% ASIAN1S: 3,099 5.33% NHASIN18: 2,910 5.01%
139 0.16% NHNHOPI: 117 0.14% NHOPI18: 98 0.17% NHNHOP18: 88 0.15%
26,293 31.03% NHOTHER: 133 0.16% OTHER1S: 16,613  28.60% NHOTHR18: 83 0.14%
4,341 5.12% NHP2MRCE: 1,044 1.23% P2MRCE1S: 2,674 4.60% NHP2RC18: 678 1.17%
61,442 72.51% HISP18: 38,631  66.50%
23,289 27.49% NHISP18: 19,465  33.50%
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