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County of Santa Barbara

Redistricting 2011

Proposal Assessment Summary

Name of Proposal: Robert Dunn

Mandatory Criteria

Organization or Individual: Robert Dunn

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 84,789 84,779 0.01%
2 84,865 84,779 0.10% P-2 Maximum % Population Deviation between Districts
3 84,622 84,779 -0.19% Percentage (highest/lowest): 0.34%
4 84,709 84,779 -0.08%
5 84,910 84,779 0.15% P-3: % of 8 Cities represented by more than one District
Average % Deviation: 0.11% 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 12,050 8,883 25.62%
1 40.02% 42.69% -2.67% 3 15,207 12,533 33.85%
2 25.42% 25.14% 0.28% 4 16,950 15,053 38.65%
3 26.12% 26.13% -0.01% 5 16,621 16.37%
4 47.75% 43.76% 3.99%
5 74.94% 70.03% 491% ge population w/6 years to District elections
Average 42.85% 41.55% 2.37% From District| Moving to D2 | Moving to D5
1
3 11,745
4

District | % Hispanic |2010 Existing| % Change

Proposed Plan 2010 Existing
Unincorporated | Unincorporated

1 34.71% 37.14% -2.43% District Population Population % Change

2 22.69% 22.23% 0.46% 1 18,896 16,131 17.14%

3 23.32% 23.75% -0.43% 2 39,541 30,259 30.68%

4 41.46% 37.53% 3.93% 3 50,689 47,733 6.19%

5 69.21% 63.90% 5.31% 4 21,809 36,812 -40.76%

Average 38.28% 36.91% 2.51% 5 2,482 2,482 0.00%




County of Santa Barbara
Redistricting 2011
Proposal Submittal Form

Name: Robert P. Dunn

€ Hd 91 1Mnr 110

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

] ohi

Name of Proposal being submitted: Supervisorial Districts, Santa Barbara County

SHENIan e,

Briefly describe your plan:

LS
In order to rebalance the population of the current Supervisorial Districts from the Census 0f 2000 sfatus to the
Census 2010 population the following reconfiguration was done.

(RS EE ST
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The western border of District 1 was moved into District 2 tracts.

The western border of Distinct 2 was moved west into District 3 tracts.

The Northeast border of District 3 was moved into District 4 tracts to include the Orcutt area.
The upper Northwest border of Distinct 4 was moved into District 5.

Some tracts of Districts 3 and 4 were moved so as not to isolate the City of Lompoc.

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

The intent was to rebalance to district populations retaining the existing configurations as best as
possible. Urban areas remaining urban and the rural agricultural areas rural.

What is the population of each district in your plan?
1% 84,789 2™ 84 865 3. 87779
4" 84709 5% 84910

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: 4‘;’7&, /Z:;W Ky leviy -

Submit this form with your complete 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:

RobertDunnDraftl 6/27/2011 District Count: 5
Maximum Deviation: 288 0.34%
Average Deviation: 91 0.11%
Minimum Count: 84,622
Maximum Count: 84,910
Total Count: 423,895
Deviation From Optimum
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,789 84,779 10 0.01%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,789  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,473 100.00%
64,005 75.49% NHWHT: 45,844  54.07% WHT18: 53,293  77.83% NHWHTI18: 40,513 59.17%
1,129 1.33% NHBLK: 912 1.08% BLK18: 960 1.40% NHBLKI1S: 824 1.20%
885 1.04% NHAIAN: 316 0.37% AIANI1S: 680 0.99% NHAIAN1S: 257 0.38%
2,242 2.64% NHASIAN: 2,131 2.51% ASIAN1S: 1,991 2.91% NHASINI1S: 1,910 2.79%
107 0.13% NHNHORPI: 88 0.10% NHOPI18: 95 0.14% NHNHOP18: 81 0.12%
13,279 15.66% NHOTHER: 172 0.20% OTHER1S: 9,295 13.57% NHOTHR18: 124 0.18%
3,142 3.71% NHP2MRCE: 1,395 1.65% P2MRCE18: 2,159 3.15% NHP2RC18: 1,000 1.46%
33,931 40.02% HISP18: 23,764  34.71%
50,858 59.98% NHISP18: 44,709  65.29%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,865 84,779 0.10%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,865  100.00% TOTALI1S: 70,996 100.00%
64,837 76.40% NHWHT: 53,800 63.39% WHT18: 55,123  77.64% NHWHTI18: 46,795 65.91%
1,341 1.58% NHBLK: 1,186 1.40% BLK18: 1,155 1.63% NHBLKI18: 1,051 1.48%
605 0.71% NHAIAN: 231 0.27% AIANI1S: 487 0.69% NHAIAN1S: 212 0.30%
5,842 6.88% NHASIAN: 5,738 6.76% ASIAN1S: 5,261 7.41% NHASINI1S: 5,173 7.29%
114 0.13% NHNHORPI: 90 0.11% NHOPI18: 96 0.14% NHNHOP18: 79 0.11%
8,663 10.21% NHOTHER: 186 0.22% OTHERI1S: 6,483 9.13% NHOTHRI1S: 147 0.21%
3,463 4.08% NHP2MRCE: 2,065 2.43% P2MRCEI1S: 2,391 3.37% NHP2RC18: 1,429 2.01%
21,569 25.42% HISP18: 16,110 22.69%
63,296 74.58% NHISP18: 54,886 77.31%



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
84,622 84,779 -157 -0.19%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,622  100.00% TOTALI1S: 67,716 100.00%
64,069 75.71% NHWHT: 52,403 61.93% WHT18: 52,049 76.86% NHWHTI1S: 43,762 64.63%
2,129 2.52% NHBLK: 1,947 2.30% BLK18: 1,812 2.68% NHBLK18: 1,682 2.48%
1,013 1.20% NHAIAN: 516 0.61% AIAN1S: 795 1.17% NHAIAN1S: 434 0.64%
4,993 5.90% NHASIAN: 4,831 5.71% ASIAN18: 4,282 6.32% NHASIN18: 4,170 6.16%
255 0.30% NHNHOPI: 231 0.27% NHOPI18: 221 0.33% NHNHOP18: 201 0.30%
8,214 9.71% NHOTHER: 178 0.21% OTHER1S: 6,089 8.99% NHOTHR1S: 129 0.19%
3,949 4.67% NHP2MRCE: 2,411 2.85% P2MRCE18: 2,468 3.64% NHP2RC18: 1,545 2.28%
22,105 26.12% HISP18: 15,793  23.32%
62,517 73.88% NHISP18: 51,923  76.68%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,709 84,779 -70 -0.08%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,709  100.00% TOTALI1S: 61,275 100.00%
55,589 65.62% NHWHT: 35,580 42.00% WHT18: 42,271  68.99% NHWHTI18: 29,497 48.14%
2,649 3.13% NHBLK: 2,314 2.73% BLK18: 1,982 3.23% NHBLK18: 1,805 2.95%
1,310 1.55% NHAIAN: 490 0.58% AIAN1S: 927 1.51% NHAIAN1S: 381 0.62%
3,880 4.58% NHASIAN: 3,487 4.12% ASIAN1S: 3,019 4.93% NHASIN1S: 2,782 4.54%
217 0.26% NHNHOPI: 179 0.21% NHOPI18: 158 0.26% NHNHOP18: 132 0.22%
16,499 19.48% NHOTHER: 124 0.15% OTHER1S: 10,499 17.13% NHOTHR18: 81 0.13%
4,565 5.39% NHP2MRCE: 2,084 2.46% P2MRCE18: 2,419 3.95% NHP2RC18: 1,192 1.95%
40,451 47.75% HISP18: 25,405  41.46%
44,258 52.25% NHISP18: 35,870 58.54%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,910 84,779 131 0.15%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,910 100.00% TOTALI1S: 57,388 100.00%
46,624 54.91% NHWHT: 15,495  18.25% WHT18: 32,668 56.92% NHWHTI1S: 13,272 23.13%
1,265 1.49% NHBLK: 883 1.04% BLK18: 900 1.57% NHBLK18: 693 1.21%
1,672 1.97% NHAIAN: 290 0.34% AIAN1S: 1,083 1.89% NHAIAN1S: 220 0.38%
3,708 4.37% NHASIAN: 3,404 4.01% ASIAN1S: 2,885 5.03% NHASIN18: 2,712 4.73%
113 0.13% NHNHOPI: 92 0.11% NHOPI18: 75 0.13% NHNHOP18: 68 0.12%
27,205 32.04% NHOTHER: 130 0.15% OTHER1S: 17,145 29.88% NHOTHR18: 83 0.14%
4,323 5.09% NHP2MRCE: 985 1.16% P2MRCE1S: 2,632 4.59% NHP2RC18: 623 1.09%
63,631 74.94% HISP18: 39,717  69.21%
21,279 25.06% NHISP18: 17,671  30.79%
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