Redistricting Plan 16
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County of Santa Barbara

Redistricting 2011

Proposal Assessment Summary

Name of Proposal: Five Coasts

Mandatory Criteria

Organization or Individual: Lael Wageneck

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 84,800 84,779 0.02%
2 84,775 84,779 0.00% P-2 Maximum % Population Deviation between Districts
3 84,718 84,779 -0.07% Percentage (highest/lowest): 0.13%
4 84,833 84,779 0.06%
5 84,769 84,779 -0.01% P-3: % of 8 Cities represented by more than one District
Average % Deviation: 0.04% 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 14,384 11,307 31.45%
1 40.64% 42.69% -2.05% 3 21,759 18,989 49.72%
2 25.98% 25.14% 0.84% 4 31,307 29,286 73.17%
3 30.22% 26.13% 4.09% 5 7,527 24,289 31.34%
4 42.24% 43.76% -1.52%
5 75.22% 70.03% 5.19% ge population w/6 years to District elections
Average 42.86% 41.55% 2.74% From District| Moving to D2 | Moving to D5
1 2,037
3 9,281
4 4,989

District | % Hispanic |2010 Existing| % Change

Proposed Plan 2010 Existing
Unincorporated | Unincorporated

1 35.27% 37.14% -1.87% District Population Population % Change

2 23.00% 22.23% 0.77% 1 13,742 16,131 -14.81%

3 26.04% 23.75% 2.29% 2 32,811 30,259 8.43%

4 36.77% 37.53% -0.76% 3 48,743 47,733 2.12%

5 69.50% 63.90% 5.60% 4 35,280 36,812 -4.16%

Average 38.12% 36.91% 2.26% 5 2,841 2,482 14.46%
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Name:Lael Wageneck

Organization (if none, designate “Self”): self

Name of Proposal being submitted: Five Coasts

Briefly describe your plan: Every district reaches the coast and district offices are closer to constituents.

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

The goal was simply to create districts that reached the coast, were compact, and hit the target
population number. When possible, I tried to eliminate islands or awkward arms (e.g., the third district
area to the west of Lompoc, the Cabrillo Blvd. Section of the second district.} While the western section of
my proposed fifth district appears to be such an arm, I felt it made more sense for Guadalupe to be a
“satellite” of Santa Maria instead of Lompoc due to its proximity.

What is the population of each district in your plan?

15t:84,800 2nd:84,768 3rd:84,725

4th:84 833 5th:84,769

I hereby acknowledge that by submitting this plan and any related information for consideration, the
plan and any 1"elat;éd/ir}formation will be considered a public record subject to disclosure to any member
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f

of the public. /

il \:
Signature: / / //}/ N




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:

Laell 6/29/2011 District Count; 5
Maximum Deviation: 115 0.14%
Average Deviation: 30 0.04%
Minimum Count: 84,718
Maximum Count: 84,833
Total Count: 423,895
Deviation From Optimum
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,800 84,779 21 0.02%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,800  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,626 100.00%
63,601 75.00% NHWHT: 45,080 53.16% WHT18: 53,025  77.27% NHWHTI18: 39,949 58.21%
1,185 1.40% NHBLK: 960 1.13% BLK18: 1,012 1.47% NHBLK18: 873 1.27%
888 1.05% NHAIAN: 322 0.38% AIANI1S: 685 1.00% NHAIAN1S: 261 0.38%
2,399 2.83% NHASIAN: 2,284 2.69% ASIAN1S: 2,164 3.15% NHASINI1S: 2,081 3.03%
110 0.13% NHNHORPI: 89 0.10% NHOPI18: 97 0.14% NHNHOP18: 81 0.12%
13,404 15.81% NHOTHER: 176 0.21% OTHERI1S: 9,403 13.70% NHOTHR18: 133 0.19%
3,213 3.79% NHP2MRCE: 1,427 1.68% P2MRCE18: 2,240 3.26% NHP2RC18: 1,045 1.52%
34,462 40.64% HISP18: 24203  35.27%
50,338 59.36% NHISP18: 44,423  64.73%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,775 84,779 -4 -0.00%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,775  100.00% TOTALI1S: 68,379 100.00%
66,517 78.46% NHWHT: 54,954  64.82% WHTI18: 54,957 80.37% NHWHTI18: 46,602 68.15%
1,090 1.29% NHBLK: 955 1.13% BLK18: 896 1.31% NHBLK18: 809 1.18%
669 0.79% NHAIAN: 241 0.28% AIANI1S: 523 0.76% NHAIAN18: 219 0.32%
4,565 5.38% NHASIAN: 4,477 5.28% ASIANI1S: 3,823 5.59% NHASINI1S: 3,757 5.49%
111 0.13% NHNHORPI: 91 0.11% NHOPI18: 92 0.13% NHNHOP18: 79 0.12%
8,661 10.22% NHOTHER: 172 0.20% OTHERI1S: 6,203 9.07% NHOTHRI1S: 118 0.17%
3,162 3.73% NHP2MRCE: 1,864 2.20% P2MRCEI1S: 1,885 2.76% NHP2RC18: 1,071 1.57%
22,021 25.98% HISP18: 15,724  23.00%
62,754 74.02% NHISP18: 52,655  77.00%



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
84,718 84,779 -61 -0.07%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,718  100.00% TOTALI1S: 69,186 100.00%
60,589 71.52% NHWHT: 48,173  56.86% WHT18: 50,575 73.10% NHWHTI1S: 41,894 60.55%
2,014 2.38% NHBLK: 1,783 2.10% BLK18: 1,667 2.41% NHBLK18: 1,514 2.19%
1,023 1.21% NHAIAN: 510 0.60% AIAN1S: 777 1.12% NHAIAN1S: 404 0.58%
5,985 7.06% NHASIAN: 5,821 6.87% ASIAN1S: 5,410 7.82% NHASIN1S: 5,278 7.63%
207 0.24% NHNHOPI: 176 0.21% NHOPI18: 165 0.24% NHNHOP18: 141 0.20%
10,645 12.57% NHOTHER: 171 0.20% OTHER1S: 7,715 11.15% NHOTHR18S: 141 0.20%
4,255 5.02% NHP2MRCE: 2,484 2.93% P2MRCE18: 2,877 4.16% NHP2RC18: 1,797 2.60%
25,600 30.22% HISP18: 18,017  26.04%
59,118 69.78% NHISP18: 51,169  73.96%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,833 84,779 54 0.06%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,833  100.00% TOTALI1S: 62,067 100.00%
57,908 68.26% NHWHT: 39,400 46.44% WHTI18: 44,020 70.92% NHWHT18: 32,044 51.63%
3,043 3.59% NHBLK: 2,731 3.22% BLK18: 2,394 3.86% NHBLK18: 2,224 3.58%
1,235 1.46% NHAIAN: 471 0.56% AIAN1S: 886 1.43% NHAIAN1S: 389 0.63%
4,168 4.91% NHASIAN: 3,854 4.54% ASIAN1S: 3,271 5.27% NHASIN18: 3,086 4.97%
267 0.31% NHNHOPI: 231 0.27% NHOPI18: 213 0.34% NHNHOP18: 190 0.31%
13,836 16.31% NHOTHER: 147 0.17% OTHER1S: 8,927 14.38% NHOTHR18S: 92 0.15%
4,376 5.16% NHP2MRCE: 2,162 2.55% P2MRCE18: 2,356 3.80% NHP2RC18: 1,223 1.97%
35,837 42.24% HISP18: 22,819  36.77%
48,996 57.76% NHISP18: 39,248 63.23%
Proposed Optimum Deviation As % of Optimum
84,769 84,779 -10 -0.01%
Count % of Total Demographic Count % of Total Demographic Count % of 18+ Demographic Count % of 18+
84,769  100.00% TOTALI1S: 57,590 100.00%
46,509 54.87% NHWHT: 15,515  18.30% WHT18: 32,827 57.00% NHWHTI1S: 13,350 23.18%
1,181 1.39% NHBLK: 813 0.96% BLK18: 840 1.46% NHBLK18: 635 1.10%
1,670 1.97% NHAIAN: 299 0.35% AIAN1S: 1,101 1.91% NHAIAN1S: 231 0.40%
3,548 4.19% NHASIAN: 3,155 3.72% ASIAN18: 2,770 4.81% NHASIN1S: 2,545 4.42%
111 0.13% NHNHOPI: 93 0.11% NHOPI18: 78 0.14% NHNHOP18: 70 0.12%
27,314 32.22% NHOTHER: 124 0.15% OTHER1S: 17,263  29.98% NHOTHR18: 80 0.14%
4,436 5.23% NHP2MRCE: 1,003 1.18% P2MRCE1S: 2,711 4.71% NHP2RC18: 653 1.13%
63,767 75.22% HISP18: 40,026  69.50%
21,002 24.78% NHISP18: 17,564  30.50%
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