DRAW THE LINE FOR FAIR

AMND E( REPRESENTATION

Plan Report for OCFL-2025-Henry-1

Plan Name:

OCFL-2025-Henry-1

Date Submitted:

June 19, 2025

Sponsored by:

Jason Henry - MRAC Committee Member — District 6

Maximum Deviation

Meets the requirement — 3.69%

Incumbents

All Incumbents in their 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 0.87 0.46 0.57 0.91
2 0.90 0.45 0.50 0.91
3 0.93 0.36 0.49 0.79
4 0.62 0.36 0.49 0.83
5 0.34 0.15 0.18 0.64
6 0.84 0.36 0.48 0.79
7 0.78 0.32 0.28 0.71
8 0.28 0.16 0.24 0.75

The scores range from 0 to 1, with 1 representing the most compact shape

possible for a district

Communities of Interest
(Municipalities)

5 out of 13 Municipalities are split.

Apopka, Ocoee, Orlando, Winter Garden, and Winter
Park are split by districts

Communities of Interest
(CDPs)

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

Clarcona, Holden Lakes, Orlovista, Pine Hills, Union
Park, and Williamsburg are split

Precincts

2 Precincts have been split: 204, 511
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts

M L

= OrangeCountyCommissioners

*

= # Current_Districts
(=)

Total Population

G 2 w w Z = © w N » -
2 £ S o z < Z () ST [
1 38,970 95,469 10,633 234 16,695 198 2,577 13,149 177,925
21.90% 53.66% 5.98% 0.13% 9.38% 0.11% 1.45% 7.39% 100.00%
2 49,468 76,026 37,437 379 6,332 98 1,860 7,647 179,247
27.60% 42.41% 20.89% 0.21% 3.53% 0.05% 1.04% 4.27% 100.00%
3 82,370 69,040 15,541 282 6,161 125 1,278 5,870 180,667
45.59% 38.21% 8.60% 0.16% 3.41% 0.07% 0.71% 3.25% 100.00%
4 85,029 57,443 18,085 227 10,997 129 1,541 6,386 179,837
47.28% 31.94% 10.06% 0.13% 6.11% 0.07% 0.86% 3.55% 100.00%
5 43,931 99,567 15,900 280 10,675 110 1,533 7,810 179,806
24.43% 55.37% 8.84% 0.16% 5.94% 0.06% 0.85% 4.34% 100.00%
6 53,317 29,612 77,730 274 5,959 144 2,968 9,808 179,812
29.65% 16.47% 43.23% 0.15% 3.31% 0.08% 1.65% 5.45% 100.00%
7 31,239 53,480 73,536 328 6,290 88 2,036 7,081 174,078
17.95% 30.72% 42.24% 0.19% 3.61% 0.05% 1.17% 4.07% 100.00%
8 88,701 50,725 14,762 203 13,761 222 2,222 7,940 178,536
49.68% 28.41% 8.27% 0.11% 7.71% 0.12% 1.24% 4.45% 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map

| Majority Demographic
I Hispanic
[ INHWHT
I NHBLK

Voting Age Population
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1 28,382 75,295 8,176 177 12,794 148 1,773 8,323 135,068
21.01% 55.75% 6.05% 0.13% 9.47% 0.11% | 1.31% 6.16% 100.00%
2 | 34545 | 62,666 | 27,535 | 305 | 5112 | 79 | 1,296 5,068 | 136,606
25.29% 45.87% 20.16% | 0.22% 3.74% 0.06% | 0.95% 3.71% 100.00%
3 62,802 59,719 12,002 218 5,125 103 874 4,136 144,979
43.32% 41.19% 8.28% 0.15% 3.53% 0.07% | 0.60% 2.85% 100.00%
4 63,567 47,337 14,005 186 8,756 106 1,045 4,208 139,210
45.66% | 34.00% | 10.06% | 0.13% | 6.29% | 0.08% | 0.75% | 3.02% | 100.00%
5 34,851 86,877 13,161 232 9,131 92 1,233 5,755 151,332
23.03% | 57.41% | 8.70% | 0.15% | 6.03% | 0.06% | 0.81% | 3.80% | 100.00%
6 40,146 25,829 56,797 217 5,082 118 2,202 7,302 137,693
29.16% 18.76% 41.25% | 0.16% 3.69% 0.09% | 1.60% 5.30% 100.00%
7 23,279 46,855 53,142 272 5,432 78 1,640 5,119 135,817
17.14% 34.50% 39.13% | 0.20% 4.00% 0.06% | 1.21% 3.77% 100.00%
8 65,791 40,243 11,191 162 10,813 201 1,482 5,210 135,093
48.70% 29.79% 8.28% 0.12% 8.00% 0.15% | 1.10% 3.86% 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 84.98 | 144,888 | 70.14% | 81.43% | 36.18 | 33,037 | 29.86% | 18.57% | 177,925 | 121.16
D2 92.54 | 55,625 60.47% | 31.03% | 60.48 | 123,622 | 39.53% | 68.97% | 179,247 | 153.02
D3 26.21 | 81,941 | 40.52% | 45.35% | 38.47 | 98,726 | 59.48% | 54.65% | 180,667 64.67
D4 70.17 | 167,670 | 96.18% | 93.23% 2.79 12,167 3.82% 6.77% | 179,837 72.96
D5 140.36 | 119,130 | 89.70% | 66.25% | 16.12 | 60,676 | 10.30% | 33.75% | 179,806 | 156.47
D6 21.09 | 68,639 | 45.07% | 38.17% | 25.71 | 111,173 | 54.93% | 61.83% | 179,812 46.80
D7 30.39 | 119,605 | 68.55% | 68.71% | 13.94 | 54,473 | 31.45% | 31.29% | 174,078 44.33
D8 217.91 | 146,908 | 86.57% | 82.28% | 33.80 | 31,628 | 13.43% | 17.72% | 178,536 | 251.71
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District 1

Lake Apopka
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1 38,970 | 95469 | 10,633 | 234 | 16,695 198 2,577 | 13,149 | 177,925
21.90% | 53.66% | 5.98% | 0.13% | 9.38% | 0.11% | 1.45% | 7.39% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
1 28,382 | 75,295 | 8,176 177 | 12,794 | 148 1,773 | 8323 | 135,068
21.01% | 55.75% | 6.05% | 0.13% | 9.47% | 0.11% | 1.31% | 6.16% | 100.00%
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District 2
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2 49,468 76,026 37,437 379 6,332 98 1,860 7,647 179,247
27.60% 42.41% 20.89% 0.21% 3.53% 0.05% 1.04% 4.27% 100.00%

Voting Age Population

2 34,545 62,666 27,535 305 5,112 79 1,296 5,068 136,606

25.29% | 45.87% | 20.16% 0.22% 3.74% 0.06% 0.95% 3.71% | 100.00%
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District 3
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3 82,370 | 69,040 | 15,541 282 6,161 125 1,278 | 5,870 | 180,667
45.59% | 38.21% | 8.60% | 0.16% | 3.41% | 0.07% | 0.71% | 3.25% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
3 62,802 | 59,719 | 12,002 218 5,125 103 874 4,136 | 144,979
43.32% | 41.19% | 8.28% | 0.15% | 3.53% | 0.07% | 0.60% | 2.85% | 100.00%
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District 4
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4 85,029 57,443 18,085 227 10,997 129 1,541 6,386 179,837
47.28% 31.94% 10.06% 0.13% 6.11% 0.07% 0.86% 3.55% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
4 63,567 47,337 14,005 186 8,756 106 1,045 4,208 139,210
45.66% 34.00% 10.06% 0.13% 6.29% 0.08% 0.75% 3.02% 100.00%
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District 5
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5 43,931 99,567 15,900 280 10,675 110 1,533 7,810 179,806
24.43% 55.37% 8.84% 0.16% 5.94% 0.06% 0.85% 4.34% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
5 34,851 86,877 13,161 232 9,131 92 1,233 5,755 151,332
23.03% | 57.41% | 8.70% | 0.15% | 6.03% | 0.06% | 0.81% | 3.80% | 100.00%
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District 6
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53,317 29,612 77,730 274 5,959 144 2,968 9,808 179,812
29.65% 16.47% 43.23% 0.15% 3.31% 0.08% 1.65% 5.45% 100.00%

Voting Age Population
40,146 25,829 56,797 217 5,082 118 2,202 7,302 137,693
29.16% 18.76% 41.25% 0.16% 3.69% 0.09% 1.60% 5.30% 100.00%
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7 31,239 53,480 73,536 328 6,290 88 2,036 7,081 174,078
17.95% 30.72% 42.24% 0.19% 3.61% 0.05% 1.17% 4.07% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
7 23,279 46,855 53,142 272 5,432 78 1,640 5,119 135,817
17.14% 34.50% 39.13% 0.20% 4.00% 0.06% 1.21% 3.77% 100.00%
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District 8
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8 88,701 50,725 14,762 203 13,761 222 2,222 7,940 178,536
49.68% 28.41% 8.27% 0.11% 7.71% 0.12% 1.24% 4.45% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
8 65,791 40,243 11,191 162 10,813 201 1,482 5,210 135,093
48.70% 29.79% 8.28% 0.12% 8.00% 0.15% 1.10% 3.86% 100.00%
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