DRAW THE LINE FOR FAIR

AMND E( REPRESENTATION

Plan Report for OCFL-2025-Auffant-1

Plan Name:

OCFL-2025-Auffant-1

Date Submitted:

May 1%, 2025

Sponsored by:

James Auffant - MRAC Committee Member — District 5

Maximum Deviation

Meets the requirement — 5.70%

Incumbents

All incumbents remain in district

Preservation of the Core
of Current Districts

All districts preserved

Contiguity

All Districts are contiguous

Maijority/Plurality

NH-White-1, 2,5
Hispanic—3, 4, 8
NH-Black - 6, 7
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Compactness Details

Compactness All Districts are fairly compact

Compactness Tests & Scores

District Width/Length Ratio Reock Test Polsby-Popper Test Convex Hull

Ratio
1 0.70 0.48 0.55 0.94
2 0.94 0.41 0.38 0.78
3 0.79 0.41 0.53 0.87
4 0.73 0.47 0.62 0.91
5 0.49 0.23 0.23 0.65
6 0.96 0.45 0.63 0.89
7 0.45 0.31 0.30 0.79
8 0.24 0.21 0.34 0.85

The scores range from 0 to 1, with 1 representing the most compact shape
possible for a district

Communities of Interest | 1 out of 13 Municipalities are split.
(Municipalities)
Orlando is split by districts

County)

No CDPs are split

Communities of Interest | 0 Out of 39 CDPs are split. Part of 2 CDPs are within the
(CDPs) County (Four Corners in the South Western part of the
County and Goldenrod in the northern part of the

343,426, 530, 534, 629, 630

Precincts 11 Precincts has been split: 206, 212, 314, 317, 321,
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts
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1 37,037 100,686 13,282 241 16,149 135 2,625 13,430 183,585
20.17% | 54.84% | 7.23% | 0.13% | 8.80% | 0.07% | 1.43% 7.32% | 100.00%

2 48,548 71,522 39,291 357 6,773 97 1,770 7,667 176,025
27.58% 40.63% 22.32% 0.20% 3.85% 0.06% 1.01% 4.36% 100.00%

3 86,109 65,019 16,171 263 5,416 120 1,302 5,639 180,039
47.83% 36.11% 8.98% 0.15% 3.01% 0.07% 0.72% 3.13% 100.00%

4 81,694 58,608 17,644 243 11,784 135 1,549 6,506 178,163
45.85% 32.90% 9.90% 0.14% 6.61% 0.08% 0.87% 3.65% 100.00%

5 46,949 94,673 14,047 272 10,827 130 1,425 7,928 176,251
26.64% 53.71% 7.97% 0.15% 6.14% 0.07% 0.81% 4.50% 100.00%

6 54,692 31,474 73,793 285 6,630 160 3,365 10,428 180,827
30.25% | 17.41% | 40.81% | 0.16% | 3.67% | 0.09% | 1.86% 5.77% | 100.00%

7 27,478 57,076 75,192 326 5,536 65 1,718 5,997 173,388
15.85% | 32.92% | 43.37% | 0.19% | 3.19% | 0.04% | 0.99% 3.46% | 100.00%

8 90,518 52,304 14,204 220 13,755 272 2,261 8,096 181,630
49.84% 28.80% 7.82% 0.12% 7.57% 0.15% 1.24% 4.46% 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map
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1 26,131 78,848 9,988 177 12,322 100 1,788 8,397 137,751
18.97% 57.24% 7.25% 0.13% 8.95% 0.07% | 1.30% 6.10% 100.00%
2 34,123 59,480 28,811 289 5,483 77 1,230 5,173 134,666
25.34% 44.17% 21.39% | 0.21% 4.07% 0.06% | 0.91% 3.84% 100.00%
3 65,162 56,242 12,371 212 4,532 102 868 4,018 143,507
45.41% 39.19% 8.62% 0.15% 3.16% 0.07% | 0.60% 2.80% 100.00%
4 61,517 48,249 13,799 189 9,398 115 1,054 4,240 138,561
44.40% 34.82% 9.96% 0.14% 6.78% 0.08% | 0.76% 3.06% 100.00%
5 37,505 83,822 11,805 226 9,374 106 1,181 5,979 149,998
25.00% 55.88% 7.87% 0.15% 6.25% 0.07% | 0.79% 3.99% 100.00%
6 41,103 27,223 54,280 237 5,633 133 2,542 7,764 138,915
29.59% | 19.60% | 39.07% | 0.17% | 4.05% | 0.10% | 1.83% | 5.59% | 100.00%
7 20,253 48,794 54,072 257 4,674 56 1,350 4,183 133,639
15.16% 36.51% 40.46% | 0.19% 3.50% 0.04% | 1.01% 3.13% 100.00%
8 67,569 42,163 10,883 182 10,829 236 1,532 5,367 138,761
48.69% | 30.39% | 7.84% | 0.13% | 7.80% | 0.17% | 1.10% | 3.87% | 100.00%
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Incorporated/Unincorporated Areas by District

Total
Total | Land
District Unincorporated Incorporated Pop Area
Land Land

District | Area Pop Area% | Pop% | Area Pop Area% | Pop%
D1 79.54 | 128,412 | 63.30% | 69.95% | 46.11 | 55,173 | 36.70% | 30.05% | 183,585 | 125.65
D2 98.99 | 73,802 66.07% | 41.93% | 50.84 | 102,223 | 33.93% | 58.07% | 176,025 | 149.83
D3 28.66 | 84,664 | 46.33% | 47.03% | 33.20 | 95,375 | 53.67% | 52.97% | 180,039 61.86
D4 70.10 | 166,255 | 90.07% | 93.32% 7.73 11,908 9.93% 6.68% | 178,163 77.83
D5 263.49 | 127,317 | 96.39% | 72.24% 9.86 48934 3.61% 27.76% | 176,251 | 273.35
D6 23.75 76,413 51.17% | 42.26% | 22.66 | 104,414 | 48.83% | 57.74% | 180,827 46.40
D7 20.21 97,541 | 46.32% | 56.26% | 23.42 | 75,847 | 53.68% | 43.74% | 173,388 43.63
D8 98.91 | 150,002 | 74.61% | 82.59% | 33.66 | 31,628 | 25.39% | 17.41% | 181,630 | 132.57
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1 37,037 | 100,686 | 13,2282 | 241 | 16,49 | 135 2,625 | 13,430 | 183,585
20.17% | 54.84% | 7.23% | 0.13% | 8.80% | 0.07% | 1.43% | 7.32% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
1 26,131 | 78,848 | 9,988 177 | 12,322 | 100 1,788 | 8,397 | 137,751
18.97% | 57.24% | 7.25% | 0.13% | 8.95% | 0.07% | 1.30% | 6.10% | 100.00%
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48,548 71,522 39,291 357 6,773 97 1,770 7,667 176,025
27.58% 40.63% 22.32% 0.20% 3.85% 0.06% 1.01% 4.36% 100.00%

Voting Age Population
34,123 | 59,480 | 28,811 289 5,483 77 1,230 | 5,173 | 134,666
25.34% | 44.17% | 21.39% | 0.21% | 4.07% | 0.06% | 0.91% | 3.84% | 100.00%
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3 86,109 65,019 16,171 263 5,416 120 1,302 5,639 180,039
47.83% 36.11% 8.98% 0.15% 3.01% 0.07% 0.72% 3.13% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
3 65,162 56,242 12,371 212 4,532 102 868 4,018 143,507
45.41% 39.19% 8.62% 0.15% 3.16% 0.07% 0.60% 2.80% 100.00%
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4 81,694 58,608 17,644 243 11,784 135 1,549 6,506 178,163
45.85% 32.90% 9.90% 0.14% 6.61% 0.08% 0.87% 3.65% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
4 61,517 48,249 13,799 189 9,398 115 1,054 4,240 138,561
44.40% 34.82% 9.96% 0.14% 6.78% 0.08% 0.76% 3.06% 100.00%
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District 5
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5 46,949 94,673 14,047 272 10,827 130 1,425 7,928 176,251
26.64% 53.71% 7.97% 0.15% 6.14% 0.07% 0.81% 4.50% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
5 37,505 83,822 11,805 226 9,374 106 1,181 5,979 149,998
25.00% 55.88% 7.87% 0.15% 6.25% 0.07% 0.79% 3.99% 100.00%
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6 54,692 31,474 73,793 285 6,630 160 3,365 10,428 180,827
30.25% 17.41% 40.81% 0.16% 3.67% 0.09% 1.86% 5.77% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
6 41,103 27,223 54,280 237 5,633 133 2,542 7,764 138,915
29.59% 19.60% 39.07% 0.17% 4.05% 0.10% 1.83% 5.59% 100.00%
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7 27,478 57,076 75,192 326 5,536 65 1,718 5,997 173,388
15.85% 32.92% 43.37% 0.19% 3.19% 0.04% 0.99% 3.46% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
7 20,253 48,794 54,072 257 4,674 56 1,350 4,183 133,639
15.16% 36.51% 40.46% 0.19% 3.50% 0.04% 1.01% 3.13% 100.00%
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90,518 52,304 14,204 220 13,755 272 2,261 8,096 181,630
49.84% 28.80% 7.82% 0.12% 7.57% 0.15% 1.24% 4.46% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
67,569 42,163 10,883 182 10,829 236 1,532 5,367 138,761
48.69% 30.39% 7.84% 0.13% 7.80% 0.17% 1.10% 3.87% 100.00%
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