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State Senate Base Map -- S00059074 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-2015)

10/14/2015 Census and Boundary Stats
Deviation Voting Age Population: Polygon| Length  Perim Area Reock Convex Polsby- Counties: Cities: Follow political and geographic boundaries:
Dist. Total % Black Hisp. Hisp.Blk| Rings | (miles) (miles) (sg.mi) | Ratio Hull  Popper | Whole Parts | Whole Parts | County  City Pol. Roads Water Pol/Geo

13,404 2.9% 15.1% 21.1% 0.9% 41 60.3 204.5 1,643.9| 0.44 0.78 0.39 52 47 395 34 59% 23% 75% 19% 37% 93%
1 2,326  0.5% 15.5% 4.0% 0.3% 1 85 294 2,478 0.43 0.80 0.36 2 1 6 0 85% 6% 90% 7% 46% 99%
2 5,885 1.3% 11.5% 4.7% 0.2% 1 118 372 4,984 0.45 0.79 0.45 5 1 39 0 88% 6% 92% 6% 38% 99%
3 4,375 0.9% 29.6% 5.3% 0.4% 1 176 543 8,269 0.34 0.76 0.35 11 0 24 0 100% 1% 100% 1% 41% 100%
4 -214  0.0% 17.1%  6.6% 0.3% 1 110 436 5,368 0.57 0.82 0.35 9 0 27 1 100% 3% 100% 1% 33% 100%
5 -1,387 -0.3% 10.0% 6.4% 0.4% 1 59 323 1,349 0.50 0.71 0.16 1 1 7 1 73% 31% 73% 19% 43% 91%
6 -1,102  -0.2% 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 1 29 118 296 0.44 0.73 0.27 0 1 0 1 25% 25% 25% 50% 19% 76%
7 6,567 1.4% 8.2% 6.0% 0.3% 1 83 264 2,036 0.37 0.69 0.37 3 0 11 1 100% 29% 100% 3% 40% 100%
8 -1,171  -0.2% 5.4% 6.1% 0.3% 1 106 368 3,390 0.38 0.69 0.31 4 1 17 1 96% 7% 97% 5% 44% 99%
9 -6,011 -1.3% 10.8% 9.1% 0.4% 1 80 334 3,179 0.54 0.81 0.36 2 2 11 0 82% 11% 88% 8% 27% 92%
10 -6,837 -1.5% 10.4%  9.1% 0.5% 1 57 201 1,099 0.43 0.75 0.34 0 1 15 1 81% 20% 87% 7% 59% 93%
11 -5,336  -1.1% 4.3% 9.8% 0.4% 1 56 142 868 0.35 0.92 0.54 1 0 6 0 100% 7% 100% 13% 29% 100%
12 -2,786  -0.6% 9.1% 15.1% 0.7% 1 67 263 1,253 0.36 0.69 0.23 0 3 17 0 50% 31% 75% 17% 16% 90%
13 -4,819 -1.0% 35.9% 18.5% 1.4% 1 29 103 311 0.49 0.81 0.37 0 1 5 1 50% 28% 72% 22% 27% 94%
14 3,753 0.8% 10.9% 149% 0.8% 1 30 109 364 0.52 0.81 0.38 1 1 9 0 83% 26% 97% 5% 60% 100%
15 -280 -0.1% 11.5% 23.7% 1.3% 1 52 174 961 0.45 0.76 0.40 0 2 4 1 54% 17% 71% 29% 44% 100%
16 5490 1.2% 5.8% 9.8% 0.4% 1 37 109 355 0.33 0.72 0.38 0 2 6 2 47% 33% 65% 21% 60% 97%
17 5,667 1.2% 10.1% 24.7% 1.1% 1 40 122 440 0.35 0.84 0.37 0 1 2 1 51% 19% 60% 34% 6% 94%
18 -3,036 -0.6% 14.6% 152% 0.7% 1 64 255 1,220 0.38 0.79 0.24 0 1 13 0 51% 27% 77% 16% 31% 90%
19 -5,252  -1.1% 11.0% 37.7% 2.2% 1 72 258 1,773 0.44 0.81 0.34 1 1 4 1 78% 6% 82% 22% 33% 100%
20 -3,334  -0.7% 8.2% 8.1% 0.4% 1 61 203 1,415 0.48 0.87 0.43 0 2 17 0 67% 17% 84% 10% 41% 98%
21 5,147 1.1% 5.0% 6.5% 0.2% 1 25 86 284 0.52 0.82 0.48 0 1 16 2 49% 27% 61% 15% 77% 95%
22 1,926 0.4% 34.0% 22.6% 1.7% 1 36 119 364 0.36 0.70 0.32 0 2 0 2 9% 27% 32% 45% 32% 90%
23 4,481 1.0% 9.9% 14.7% 0.6% 1 56 201 1,230 0.50 0.68 0.38 0 2 5 0 56% 4% 57% 32% 21% 92%
24 -2,682 -0.6% 8.9% 159% 0.4% 1 136 449 6,761 0.47 0.73 0.42 7 1 15 0 85% 12% 91% 5% 20% 95%
25 -4,057 -0.9% 12.7% 12.1% 0.5% 1 60 186 1,499 0.48 0.86 0.54 2 1 7 0 88% 7% 93% 4% 52% 98%
26 5140 1.1% 4.4% 7.5% 0.2% 1 51 141 819 0.40 0.84 0.52 1 1 4 0 76% 21% 77% 17% 40% 97%
27 -897 -0.2% 7.0% 13.4% 0.5% 1 44 128 795 0.52 0.91 0.61 0 1 4 0 58% 13% 70% 22% 56% 95%
28 1,105 0.2% 6.5% 21.7% 0.5% 1 91 281 2,722 0.42 0.79 0.43 1 1 4 0 81% 6% 86% 10% 32% 98%
29 -1,052  -0.2% 22.9% 26.9% 1.1% 1 22 83 215 0.52 0.83 0.40 0 1 15 0 19% 53% 72% 26% 33% 95%
30 2,368 0.5% 11.5% 13.9% 0.4% 1 69 218 1,990 0.53 0.89 0.53 0 1 13 0 71% 20% 87% 15% 26% 100%
31 -887 -0.2% 11.4% 10.1% 0.3% 1 29 84 230 0.35 0.85 0.41 0 2 14 3 37% 29% 57% 24% 47% 85%
32 -5,657 -1.2% 13.8% 24.5% 0.8% 1 53 166 927 0.43 0.85 0.42 0 1 4 4 61% 33% 89% 11% 3% 95%
33 3,429 0.7% 31.2% 32.6% 1.9% 1 18 70 137 0.52 0.78 0.35 0 2 7 1 21% 91% 91% 24% 10% 97%
34 -27  0.0% 10.0% 33.0% 1.1% 1 32 106 216 0.27 0.72 0.24 0 2 14 1 31% 51% 81% 20% 59% 98%
35 -2,776  -0.6% 6.6% 74.9% 2.7% 1 22 76 232 0.61 0.79 0.50 0 1 6 1 27% 27% 55% 24% 70% 99%
36 2,310 0.5% 3.5% 85.3% 1.4% 1 14 41 79 0.53 0.89 0.60 0 1 1 0 0% 3% 3% 56% 24% 71%
37 -970 -0.2% 6.2% 88.8% 2.4% 1 20 62 168 0.54 0.88 0.55 0 1 7 0 18% 43% 43% 32% 31% 70%
38 2,974 0.6% 18.7%  53.4% 1.9% 2 191 571 5,513 0.19 0.48 0.21 1 1 8 0 89% 2% 91% 2% 82% 96%
39 2,965 0.6% 55.8% 31.6% 2.9% 1 17 57 84 0.38 0.71 0.32 0 1 6 2 7% 61% 61% 29% 42% 90%
40 -5,348 -1.1% 50.1% 16.5% 1.2% 1 17 63 83 0.38 0.72 0.26 0 1 5 6 3% 49% 49% 39% 0% 72%
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10/14/2015 Spllt Counties a nd Cities State Senate Base Map -- S00059074 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-2015)
Counties included in more than one district Counties included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district Cities included in more than one district
County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% County | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area% City | Dist.| Total Pop | Pop% | Total Area | Area%

Brevard 15 172,836 31.8% 700.8 45.0% Deerfield Beach 31 14,754 19.7% 2.9 17.6%
Brevard 20 370,540 68.2% 856.2 55.0% Deerfield Beach 32 35,142 46.8% 8.6 52.7%
Broward 31 90,394 5.2% 51.2 3.9% Deerfield Beach 40 25,122 33.5% 4.8 29.7%
Broward 32 464,376 26.6% 927.3 70.1% Fanning Springs 4 278 36.4% 1.7 44.4%
Broward 33 425,005 24.3% 128.9 9.7% Fanning Springs 8 486 63.6% 2.2 55.6%
Broward 34 303,606 17.4% 132.2 10.0% Flagler Beach 7 4,424 98.7% 4.0 99.3%
Broward 40 464,685 26.6% 83.3 6.3% Flagler Beach 10 60 1.3% 0.0 0.7%
Duval 5 395,332 45.7% 622.7 67.8% Fort Lauderdale 31 7,544 4.6% 1.2 3.2%
Duval 6 468,931 54.3% 295.8 32.2% Fort Lauderdale 34 82,686 50.0% 21.5 55.7%
Hillsborough 16 116,661 9.5% 101.9 8.1% Fort Lauderdale 40 75,291 45.5% 15.9 41.1%
Hillsborough 17 475,700 38.7% 440.2 34.8% Jacksonville 5 352,853 42.9% 578.8 66.2%
Hillsborough 22 389,459 31.7% 292.2 23.1% Jacksonville 6 468,931 57.1% 295.8 33.8%
Hillsborough 23 247,406 20.1% 431.4 34.1% Largo 16 24,183 31.1% 5.7 30.4%
Indian River 20 96,159 69.7% 559.0 90.6% Largo 21 53,465 68.9% 12.9 69.6%
Indian River 25 41,869 30.3% 58.0 9.4% Miami 35 296,996 74.4% 37.5 66.9%
Lake 8 20,627 6.9% 35.5 3.1% Miami 39 102,461 25.7% 18.6 33.1%
Lake 9 26,963 9.1% 355.8 30.8% Miami Gardens 33 48,457 45.2% 8.2 42.9%
Lake 12 249,462 84.0% 765.7 66.2% Miami Gardens 39 58,710 54.8% 10.9 57.1%
Lee 27 469,136 75.8% 795.3 65.6% Orlando 13 118,099 49.6% 36.0 32.5%
Lee 28 149,618 24.2% 417.2 34.4% Orlando 15 31,719 13.3% 9.6 8.7%
Manatee 23 227,108 70.4% 799.1 89.5% Orlando 19 88,482 37.1% 65.1 58.8%
Manatee 26 95,725 29.7% 93.6 10.5% Plantation 32 74,505 87.7% 19.1 86.9%
Miami-Dade 33 48,457 1.9% 8.2 0.3% Plantation 40 10,450 12.3% 2.9 13.1%
Miami-Dade 34 166,400 6.7% 84.2 3.5% Pompano Beach 31 49,151 49.2% 11.1 43.8%
Miami-Dade 35 467,257 18.7% 2319 9.5% Pompano Beach 40 50,694 50.8% 14.3 56.2%
Miami-Dade 36 472,343 18.9% 79.1 3.3% St. Petersburg 21 162,269 66.3% 65.8 47.8%
Miami-Dade 37 469,063 18.8% 168.4 6.9% St. Petersburg 22 82,500 33.7% 71.8 52.2%
Miami-Dade 38 399,917 16.0% 1,775.7 73.0% Sunrise 32 56,248 66.6% 14.5 79.2%
Miami-Dade 39 472,998 19.0% 83.7 3.4% Sunrise 40 28,191 33.4% 3.8 20.8%
Okaloosa 1 23,368 12.9% 429.9 39.7% Tamarac 32 27,420 45.4% 6.0 49.8%
Okaloosa 2 157,454 87.1% 652.2 60.3% Tamarac 40 33,007 54.6% 6.1 50.2%
Orange 12 136,661 11.9% 147.0 14.7% Tampa 16 95,372 28.4% 92.0 52.5%
Orange 13 465,214 40.6% 310.9 31.0% Tampa 17 49,524 14.8% 30.9 17.6%
Orange 14 51,068 4.5% 18.4 1.8% Tampa 22 190,813 56.8% 52.3 29.9%
Orange 15 296,917 25.9% 259.9 25.9%

Orange 19 196,096 17.1% 267.1 26.6%

Palm Beach 29 468,981 35.5% 214.5 9.0%

Palm Beach 30 472,401 35.8% 1,990.1 83.5%

Palm Beach 31 378,752 28.7% 178.4 7.5%

Pinellas 16 358,862 39.2% 252.8 41.6%

Pinellas 21 475,180 51.8% 283.6 46.6%

Pinellas 22 82,500 9.0% 71.8 11.8%

Polk 12 81,124 13.5% 340.3 16.9%

Polk 18 466,997 77.6% 1,220.4 60.7%

Polk 24 53,974 9.0% 449.8 22.4%

Volusia 9 31,397 6.4% 333.8 23.3%

Volusia 10 463,196 93.7% 1,098.6 76.7%



10/14/2015 Function aI Ana Iysis (Select) State Senate Base Map -- S00059074 (by Legislative Redistricting Staff, 14-Oct-2015)
Page 4
2012 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Census 2012 General Election Registered Voters 2012 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. VAP who are: RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
= Black v Hisp. BlkHisp Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
39 55.8% 31.6% 2.9% 69.7% 9.7% 20.5% 56.3% 21.6% 69.5% 14.6% 14.8% 46.2% 86.2% 47.1% 20.9% 73.2% 9.3% 17.5% 59.3% 19.8% 71.6% 13.1% 12.7% 46.5% 88.4% 48.6% 21.8%
40 50.1% 16.5% 1.2% 65.2% 13.4% 21.4% 47.1% 10.0% 61.0% 8.0% 9.8% 11.8% 84.5% 51.8% 15.7% 69.0% 13.1% 17.9% 51.2% 9.1% 64.5% 7.1% 8.7% 11.5% 87.1% 54.0% 16.6%
6 42.7% 6.7% 0.7% 55.0% 27.4% 17.6% 44.3% 3.5% 69.3% 2.6% 5.0% 3.1% 86.1% 41.6% 24.5% 56.9% 29.3% 13.8% 46.0% 2.9% 71.8% 2.2% 4.0% 2.7% 88.8% 43.3% 27.8%
13 35.9% 18.5% 1.4% 50.4% 25.5% 24.1% 33.2% 12.6% 55.0% 12.5% 4.2% 7.9% 83.3% 50.0% 16.0% 51.6% 28.5% 19.9% 34.7% 10.5% 57.8% 10.5% 3.3% 6.5% 86.1% 51.7% 17.7%
22 34.0% 22.6% 1.7% 55.6% 20.0% 24.4% 35.1% 13.5% 53.1% 11.9% 5.3% 11.6% 84.2% 49.2% 17.1% 58.2% 21.4% 20.4% 37.2% 11.6% 55.4% 10.3% 4.3% 10.1% 86.8% 52.1% 18.6%
33 31.2% 32.6% 1.9% 53.8% 21.7% 24.4% 28.1% 25.0% 43.0% 18.6% 4.2% 32.4% 82.5% 39.9% 28.1% 56.7% 22.2% 21.0% 31.2% 23.7% 46.6% 16.8% 3.9% 32.7% 84.8% 40.1% 30.6%
= Hisp. v
37 6.2% 88.8% 2.4% 31.2% 38.6% 30.3% 4.4% 79.6% 11.4% 71.6% 0.5% 85.1% 80.9% 28.0% 41.2% 31.0% 42.2% 26.8% 4.8% 79.8% 12.9% 69.9% 0.4% 85.9% 83.7% 27.1% 45.4%
36 3.5% 85.3% 1.4% 28.8% 40.7% 30.5% 1.9% 76.3% 4.5% 68.4% 0.4% 81.4% 67.8% 25.9% 43.4% 28.7% 44.4% 26.9% 2.0% 76.6% 4.8% 66.8% 0.3% 82.2% 71.0% 25.1% 47.7%
35 6.6% 74.9% 2.7% 35.1% 36.2% 28.7% 5.1% 60.3% 11.7% 49.3% 0.7% 70.2% 80.7% 28.8% 42.2% 35.4% 38.7% 25.9% 4.8% 59.4% 11.3% 46.9% 0.5% 70.0% 83.3% 27.9% 45.6%
2010 Voter Registration and Turnout Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
2010 Primary Turnout 2010 General Election Registered Voters 2010 General Election Voter Turnout
Dist. Dems who are: Reps who RV who are: RV who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are: Voters who are: Voters who are: Dems who are: Reps who are: Blks who Hisp. who are:
Black Hisp are Hisp. Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps Dems Reps NPA-Oth Black Hisp. Black Hisp. Black Hisp. are Dems Dems Reps
39 77.9% 5.4% 41.2% 70.4% 10.3% 19.3% 56.8% 20.2% 69.6% 13.5% 15.9% 45.5% 86.3% 46.9% 23.2% 76.4% 10.8% 12.8% 62.0% 15.1% 73.8% 9.0% 11.7% 43.9% 90.9% 45.4% 31.5%
40 62.9% 2.7% 6.3% 64.8% 14.4% 20.7% 45.1% 9.3% 58.8% 7.5% 9.9% 10.9% 84.5% 52.0% 16.8% 69.4% 16.8% 13.8% 48.3% 6.1% 62.6% 4.6% 6.8% 8.5% 90.0% 53.0% 23.6%
6 65.5% 0.7% 1.4% 56.1% 27.5% 16.4% 43.3% 3.2% 67.1% 2.4% 5.1% 3.0% 86.8% 41.7% 25.7% 55.9% 34.0% 10.1% 40.8% 1.9% 66.8% 1.3% 3.1% 2.1% 91.6% 39.0% 37.7%
13 54.3% 5.1% 3.4% 50.7% 26.5% 22.7% 32.3% 11.6% 53.6% 11.4% 4.3% 7.6% 84.1% 50.2% 17.4% 48.9% 36.4% 14.8% 30.6% 7.0% 55.7% 7.1% 2.6% 5.0% 88.9% 49.8% 25.8%
22 50.9% 3.4% 5.2% 56.2% 21.2% 22.6% 34.3% 12.2% 51.8% 10.5% 5.4% 10.7% 84.9% 48.6% 18.7% 57.4% 27.5% 15.1% 33.2% 7.0% 52.3% 6.0% 3.1% 7.2% 90.5% 49.1% 28.1%
33 51.3% 6.1% 22.0% 54.5% 22.7% 22.8% 27.3% 23.4% 41.4% 17.3% 4.3% 31.0% 82.7% 40.3% 30.0% 58.5% 26.1% 15.4% 31.7% 17.1% 47.4% 10.7% 3.4% 27.1% 87.4% 36.5% 41.3%
37 22.6% 50.2% 86.8% 31.1% 40.8% 28.1% 4.9% 76.9% 12.9% 66.9% 0.6% 83.7% 81.5% 27.1% 44.4% 27.3% 53.5% 19.3% 5.7% 76.6% 18.1% 58.5% 0.4% 85.2% 87.2% 20.8% 59.5%
36 4.7% 46.3% 83.5% 28.6% 43.1% 28.3% 1.9% 75.1% 4.4% 65.9% 0.4% 80.9% 67.7% 25.1% 46.4% 26.0% 54.6% 19.4% 1.8% 74.3% 5.1% 57.2% 0.3% 82.0% 73.0% 20.0% 60.4%
35 12.4% 31.0% 74.9% 35.2% 38.8% 26.0% 5.3% 59.4% 12.4% 46.1% 0.7% 70.6% 82.5% 27.3% 46.2% 33.3% 47.9% 18.9% 4.4% 57.3% 11.4% 36.9% 0.4% 70.8% 86.7% 21.4% 59.2%
Election Attributes for Functional Analysis of Districts with highest shares of Black or Hispanic VAP
Dist. 2012 US Pres 2012 US Sen 2010 Gov 2010 CFO 2010 Att.Gen 2010 Cm.Ag 2010 US Sen 2008 US Pres 2006 Gov 2006 CFO 2006 Att.Gen 2006 Cm.Ag 2006 US Sen
Total D_Oba R_Rom D_Nel R_Mac D_Sin R_Sco D_Aus R_Atw D_Gel R_Bon D_Mad R_Put D_Mee R_Rub |_Cri D_Oba R_McC D_Dav R_Cri D_Sin R_Lee D_Cam R_McC D_Cop R_Bro D_Nel R_Har
39 88.0% 12.0% 88.4% 11.6% 86.3% 13.7% 84.0% 16.0% 86.1% 13.9% 85.5% 14.5% 64.1% 13.0% 23.0% 87.0% 13.0% 82.0% 18.0% 85.1% 14.9% 81.4% 18.6% 80.8% 19.2% 85.7% 14.3%
40 82.6% 17.4% 84.1% 15.9% 79.3% 20.7% 75.2% 24.8% 77.7% 22.3% 77.3% 22.7% 52.6% 18.8% 28.6% 81.2% 18.8% 74.6% 25.4% 80.0% 20.0% 75.7% 24.3% 74.1% 25.9% 81.5% 18.5%
6 61.2% 38.8% 65.9% 34.1% 58.0% 42.0% 53.6% 46.4% 54.5% 45.5% 55.3% 44.7% 41.0% 41.8% 17.2% 60.7% 39.3% 49.7% 50.3% 57.3% 42.7% 49.3% 50.7% 49.1% 50.9% 61.7% 38.3%
13 64.8% 35.2% 69.5% 30.5% 60.5% 39.5% 52.6% 47.4% 54.8% 45.2% 53.9% 46.1% 37.7% 42.1% 20.3% 64.6% 35.4% 50.1% 49.9% 59.0% 41.0% 49.1% 50.9% 47.3% 52.7% 66.3% 33.7%
22 72.7% 27.3% 76.7% 23.3% 68.6% 31.4% 60.0% 40.0% 60.3% 39.7% 58.4% 41.6% 37.0% 28.5% 34.5% 72.0% 28.0% 61.0% 39.0% 65.3% 34.7% 60.9% 39.1% 57.1% 42.9% 74.0% 26.0%
33 70.5% 29.5% 73.1% 26.9% 69.9% 30.1% 63.1% 36.9% 66.7% 33.3% 65.6% 34.4% 37.7% 28.6% 33.7% 69.3% 30.7% 66.6% 33.4% 72.9% 27.1% 67.4% 32.6% 65.2% 34.8% 75.0% 25.0%
37 49.8% 50.2% 52.3% 47.7% 39.8% 60.2% 34.4% 65.6% 36.5% 63.5% 35.6% 64.4% 16.9% 64.3% 18.8% 43.3% 56.7% 36.7% 63.3% 42.1% 57.9% 39.8% 60.2% 38.3% 61.7% 47.4% 52.6%
36 46.9% 53.1% 49.3% 50.7% 41.3% 58.7% 32.8% 67.2% 36.5% 63.5% 33.6% 66.4% 13.4% 63.3% 23.3% 41.0% 59.0% 37.7% 62.3% 43.9% 56.1% 40.1% 59.9% 37.7% 62.3% 48.2% 51.8%
35 53.0% 47.0% 55.7% 44.3% 48.5% 51.5% 38.9% 61.1% 45.9% 54.1% 40.9% 59.1% 16.4% 55.4% 28.2% 48.7% 51.3% 44.4% 55.6% 51.7% 48.3% 47.9% 52.1% 44.6% 55.4% 56.0% 44.0%




