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County of Santa Barbara

Redistricting 2011

Proposal Assessment Summary

Name of Proposal: Ken Wolf Plan 1

Mandatory Criteria

Organization or Individual: Ken Wolf

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 84,551 84,779 -0.27%
2 84,847 84,779 0.08% P-2 Maximum % Population Deviation between Districts
3 84,993 84,779 0.25% Percentage (highest/lowest): 0.52%
4 84,780 84,779 0.00%
5 84,724 84,779 -0.06% P-3: % of 8 Cities represented by more than one District
Average % Deviation: 0.13% Percentage

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 32,000 28,851 74.48%
1 41.59% 42.69% -1.10% 3 35,045 32,000 81.81%
2 25.69% 25.14% 0.55% 4 24,559 22,591 56.94%
3 28.21% 26.13% 2.08% 5 7,752 24,559 31.82%
4 43.83% 43.76% 0.07%
5 75.04% 70.03% 5.01% ge population w/6 years to District elections
Average 42.87% 41.55% 1.76% From District| Moving to D2 | Moving to D5
1
3 29,433
4 5,184

0-3: Population in Unincorporated Territory

District | % Hispanic |2010 Existing| % Change

Proposed Plan 2010 Existing

Unincorporated | Unincorporated
1 34.57% 37.14% -2.57% District Population Population % Change
2 23.69% 22.23% 1.46% 1 16,133 16,131 0.01%
3 25.63% 23.75% 1.88% 2 38,430 30,259 27.00%
4 37.53% 37.53% 0.00% 3 39,594 47,733 -17.05%
5 69.29% 63.90% 5.39% 4 36,388 36,812 -1.15%

Average 38.14% 36.91% 2.26% 5 2,872 2,482 15.71%




County of Santa Barbara
Redistricting 2011
Proposal Submittal Form

Namie: Kenneth L, Walf

Organization (if none, designate “Self’): Self

Name of Proposal being submitted: KenWolfDraft1

Briefly describe your plan:

Obtain each district population as close to 84,779 as possible, create maximum district compactness as
possible

Briefly describe the goals of your plan: (example: keep rural areas together, keep a city in a specific district, etc.)
Democracy, Government by the people, produce districts that have less variance than previous

redistricting.

What is the population of each district in your plan?
1st:84,551 2nd; 84,847 3rd; 84,993

4th; 84,780 5th: 84,724

[ 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

ofthepublic. .

Signature: %/’/’// /

A
Submit this form with your corgpl{e 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:

KenWolfPlanDRAFT1 6/13/2011 District Count; 5
Maximum Deviation: 442 0.52%
Average Deviation: 113 0.13%
Minimum Count: 84,551
Maximum Count: 84,993
Total Count: 423,895
Deviation From Optimum
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,551 84,779 -228 -0.27%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,551  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,808 100.00%
62,960 74.46% NHWHT: 44,395 5251% WHTI18: 53,391  77.59% NHWHTI18: 40,536 58.91%
1,176 1.39% NHBLK: 953 1.13% BLK18: 1,014 1.47% NHBLK18: 876 1.27%
908 1.07% NHAIAN: 310 0.37% AIANI1S: 683 0.99% NHAIAN1S: 258 0.37%
2,212 2.62% NHASIAN: 2,094 2.48% ASIAN1S: 2,160 3.14% NHASINI1S: 2,080 3.02%
107 0.13% NHNHORPI: 88 0.10% NHOPI18: 104 0.15% NHNHOP18: 88 0.13%
14,023 16.59% NHOTHER: 174 0.21% OTHERI1S: 9,227 13.41% NHOTHR18: 134 0.19%
3,165 3.74% NHP2MRCE: 1,369 1.62% P2MRCE18: 2,229 3.24% NHP2RC18: 1,050 1.53%
35,168 41.59% HISP18: 23,786  34.57%
49,383 58.41% NHISP18: 45,022 65.43%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,847 84,779 0.08%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,847  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,213 100.00%
62,431 73.58% NHWHT: 51,760  61.00% WHT18: 54,665 80.14% NHWHTI1S: 46,095 67.58%
1,437 1.69% NHBLK: 1,254 1.48% BLK18: 884 1.30% NHBLK18: 794 1.16%
566 0.67% NHAIAN: 223 0.26% AIANI1S: 525 0.77% NHAIAN18: 222 0.33%
7,187 8.47% NHASIAN: 7,046 8.30% ASIANI1S: 3,763 5.52% NHASINI1S: 3,695 5.42%
131 0.15% NHNHORPI: 108 0.13% NHOPI18: 85 0.12% NHNHOP18: 72 0.11%
9,113 10.74% NHOTHER: 201 0.24% OTHER1S: 6,407 9.39% NHOTHRI1S: 117 0.17%
3,982 4.69% NHP2MRCE: 2,456 2.89% P2MRCEI1S: 1,884 2.76% NHP2RC18: 1,056 1.55%
21,799 25.69% HISP18: 16,162  23.69%
63,048 74.31% NHISP18: 52,061  76.31%



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
84,993 84,779 214 0.25%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,993  100.00% TOTALI1S: 69,839 100.00%
64,613 76.02% NHWHT: 51,680 60.81% WHT18: 49,985 71.57% NHWHTI1S: 41,174 58.96%
2,613 3.07% NHBLK: 2,408 2.83% BLK18: 2,541 3.64% NHBLK18: 2,376 3.40%
1,144 1.35% NHAIAN: 539 0.63% AIAN1S: 829 1.19% NHAIAN1S: 424 0.61%
3,911 4.60% NHASIAN: 3,798 4.47% ASIAN1S: 5,784 8.28% NHASIN18: 5,650 8.09%
266 0.31% NHNHOPI: 235 0.28% NHOPI18: 243 0.35% NHNHOP18: 216 0.31%
8,735 10.28% NHOTHER: 183 0.22% OTHER1S: 7,382 10.57% NHOTHR18S: 165 0.24%
3,711 4.37% NHP2MRCE: 2,172 2.56% P2MRCE18: 3,075 4.40% NHP2RC18: 1,932 2.77%
23,978 28.21% HISP18: 17,902  25.63%
61,015 71.79% NHISP18: 51,937 74.37%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,780 84,779 1 0.00%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,780  100.00% TOTALI1S: 61,409 100.00%
58,527 69.03% NHWHT: 39,631  46.75% WHTI18: 44,465 72.41% NHWHTI18: 32,569 53.04%
2,106 2.48% NHBLK: 1,814 2.14% BLK18: 1,531 2.49% NHBLK18: 1,375 2.24%
1,197 1.41% NHAIAN: 473 0.56% AIAN1S: 834 1.36% NHAIAN1S: 370 0.60%
3,808 4.49% NHASIAN: 3,496 4.12% ASIAN1S: 2,958 4.82% NHASIN1S: 2,772 4.51%
192 0.23% NHNHOPI: 157 0.19% NHOPI18: 136 0.22% NHNHOP18: 116 0.19%
14,786 17.44% NHOTHER: 108 0.13% OTHER1S: 9,311 15.16% NHOTHR18: 68 0.11%
4,164 4.91% NHP2MRCE: 1,940 2.29% P2MRCE18: 2,174 3.54% NHP2RC18: 1,095 1.78%
37,161 43.83% HISP18: 23,044  37.53%
47,619 56.17% NHISP18: 38,365 62.47%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,724 84,779 -55 -0.06%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,724  100.00% TOTALI1S: 57,579 100.00%
46,593 54.99% NHWHT: 15,656  18.48% WHT18: 32,898 57.14% NHWHTI1S: 13,465 23.39%
1,181 1.39% NHBLK: 813 0.96% BLK18: 839 1.46% NHBLK18: 634 1.10%
1,670 1.97% NHAIAN: 298 0.35% AIAN1S: 1,101 1.91% NHAIAN1S: 230 0.40%
3,547 4.19% NHASIAN: 3,157 3.73% ASIAN1S: 2,773 4.82% NHASIN1S: 2,550 4.43%
110 0.13% NHNHOPI: 92 0.11% NHOPI18: 77 0.13% NHNHOP18: 69 0.12%
27,203 32.11% NHOTHER: 124 0.15% OTHER1S: 17,184  29.84% NHOTHR18: 80 0.14%
4,420 5.22% NHP2MRCE: 1,003 1.18% P2MRCE1S: 2,707 4.70% NHP2RC18: 656 1.14%
63,581 75.04% HISP18: 39,895 69.29%
21,143 24.96% NHISP18: 17,684  30.71%
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