DRAW THE LINE FOR FAIR
AND E( REPRESENTATION

Plan Report for OCFL-2025-Auffant-2

Plan Name: OCFL-2025-Auffant-2

Date Submitted: June 27, 2025

Sponsored by: James Auffant - MRAC Committee Member — District 5
Maximum Deviation Meets the requirement — 8.32%

Incumbents Incumbents not in their district: 4

D4 incumbent is now in D7

Preservation of the Core | All Districts preserved
of Current Districts

Contiguity All Districts are contiguous
Maijority/Plurality NH-White -1, 2,5
Hispanic—3,4, 7
NH-Black — 6, 8
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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 0.76 0.45 0.44 0.89
2 0.94 0.44 0.35 0.80
3 0.95 0.38 0.51 0.85
4 0.16 0.15 0.27 0.89
5 0.35 0.18 0.19 0.70
6 0.76 0.39 0.36 0.82
7 0.73 0.46 0.64 0.90
8 0.52 0.27 0.21 0.67

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 is split.
(Municipalities)
Orlando is split by districts

Communities of Interest | 1 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
County)

Pine Hills is split

Precincts 25 Precincts has been split: 113, 115, 116, 204, 206,
207, 212, 240, 301, 314, 317, 343,431,511, 526, 534,
605, 606, 607, 614, 618, 629, 630, 634, 636
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts
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1 37,466 101,689 13,884 242 16,365 134 2,730 13,614 186,124
20.13% 54.64% 7.46% 0.13% 8.79% 0.07% 1.47% 7.31% 100.00%

2 48,484 71,436 39,142 357 6,767 97 1,763 7,657 175,703
27.59% 40.66% 22.28% 0.20% 3.85% 0.06% 1.00% 4.36% 100.00%

3 84,609 64,630 15,782 261 5,125 117 1,287 5,565 177,376
47.70% 36.44% 8.90% 0.15% 2.89% 0.07% 0.73% 3.14% 100.00%

4 92,434 52,699 14,679 224 14,065 276 2,292 8,213 184,882
50.00% 28.50% 7.94% 0.12% 7.61% 0.15% 1.24% 4.44% 100.00%

5 45,927 96,433 16,589 275 10,265 108 1,512 7,590 178,699
25.70% 53.96% 9.28% 0.15% 5.74% 0.06% 0.85% 4.25% 100.00%

6 52,431 27,341 72,626 267 5,773 154 2,993 9,676 171,261
30.61% 15.96% 42.41% 0.16% 3.37% 0.09% 1.75% 5.65% 100.00%

7 81,630 58,490 17,642 241 11,782 135 1,548 6,494 177,962
45.87% 32.87% 9.91% 0.14% 6.62% 0.08% 0.87% 3.65% 100.00%

8 30,044 58,644 73,280 340 6,728 93 1,890 6,882 177,901
16.89% 32.96% 41.19% 0.19% 3.78% 0.05% 1.06% 3.87% 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map

| Majority Demographic
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1 26,499 79,690 10,475 180 12,529 99 1,873 8,555 139,900
18.94% 56.96% 7.49% 0.13% 8.96% 0.07% | 1.34% 6.12% 100.00%
2 34,074 59,399 28,675 289 5,477 77 1,228 5,167 134,386
25.36% 44.20% 21.34% | 0.22% 4.08% 0.06% | 0.91% 3.84% 100.00%
3 63,972 55,925 12,083 210 4,307 98 855 3,959 141,409
45.24% 39.55% 8.54% 0.15% 3.05% 0.07% | 0.60% 2.80% 100.00%
4 69,005 42,463 11,231 184 11,070 240 1,552 5,453 141,198
48.87% 30.07% 7.95% 0.13% 7.84% 0.17% | 1.10% 3.86% 100.00%
5 36,303 84,012 13,607 226 8,815 93 1,221 5,627 149,904
24.22% 56.04% 9.08% 0.15% 5.88% 0.06% | 0.81% 3.75% 100.00%
6 39,334 23,709 53,397 219 4,874 128 2,233 7,166 131,060
30.01% 18.09% 40.74% | 0.17% 3.72% 0.10% | 1.70% 5.47% 100.00%
7 61,478 48,147 13,797 189 9,397 115 1,054 4,230 138,407
44.42% 34.79% 9.97% 0.14% 6.79% 0.08% | 0.76% 3.06% 100.00%
8 22,698 51,476 52,744 272 5,776 75 1,529 4,964 139,534
16.27% 36.89% 37.80% | 0.19% 4.14% 0.05% | 1.10% 3.56% 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 79.25 | 127,848 | 62.85% | 68.69% | 46.84 | 58,276 | 37.15% | 31.31% | 186,124 | 126.08
D2 98.84 | 73,480 | 65.99% | 41.82% | 50.93 | 102,223 | 34.01% | 58.18% | 175,703 | 149.77
D3 28.77 | 82,670 | 41.60% | 46.61% | 40.39 | 94,706 | 58.40% | 53.39% | 177,376 69.16
D4 192.46 | 153,318 | 87.43% | 82.93% | 27.66 | 31,564 | 12.57% | 17.07% | 184,882 | 220.12
D5 171.98 | 129,380 | 92.33% | 72.40% | 14.29 | 49,319 7.67% 27.60% | 178,699 | 186.27
D6 20.63 69,950 | 48.55% | 40.84% | 21.86 | 101,311 | 51.45% | 59.16% | 171,261 42.48
D7 69.78 | 166,056 | 91.62% | 93.31% 6.38 11,906 8.38% 6.69% | 177,962 76.16
D8 21.96 | 101,704 | 53.45% | 57.17% | 19.13 | 76,197 | 46.55% | 42.83% | 177,901 41.08
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1 37,466 | 101,689 | 13,884 | 242 | 16,365 | 134 2,730 | 13,614 | 186,124
20.13% | 54.64% | 7.46% | 0.13% | 8.79% | 0.07% | 1.47% | 7.31% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
1 26,499 | 79,690 | 10,475 | 180 | 12,529 99 1,873 | 8,555 | 139,900
18.94% | 56.96% | 7.49% | 0.13% | 8.96% | 0.07% | 1.34% | 6.12% | 100.00%
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District 2
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2 48,484 71,436 39,142 357 6,767 97 1,763 7,657 175,703
27.59% 40.66% 22.28% 0.20% 3.85% 0.06% 1.00% 4.36% 100.00%

Voting Age Population

2 34,074 59,399 28,675 289 5,477 77 1,228 5,167 134,386

25.36% | 44.20% | 21.34% 0.22% 4.08% 0.06% 0.91% 3.84% | 100.00%
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3 84,609 | 64,630 | 15,782 261 5,125 117 1,287 | 5,565 | 177,376
47.70% | 36.44% | 8.90% | 0.15% | 2.89% | 0.07% | 0.73% | 3.14% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
3 63,972 | 55925 | 12,083 210 4,307 98 855 3,959 | 141,409
45.24% | 39.55% | 8.54% | 0.15% | 3.05% | 0.07% | 0.60% | 2.80% | 100.00%
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District 4
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4 92,434 | 52,699 | 14,679 224 14,065 276 2,292 8,213 | 184,882
50.00% | 28.50% | 7.94% | 0.12% 7.61% | 0.15% 1.24% | 4.44% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
4 69,005 | 42,463 | 11,231 184 11,070 240 1,552 5453 | 141,198
48.87% | 30.07% | 7.95% | 0.13% 7.84% | 0.17% 1.10% | 3.86% | 100.00%
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District 5

* Christmas

—~Ehristmas

wildlifé—
Manogement
Areg.—

Tosohatchee Weadmsy

Total Population

G -2 Z ~
G & iz 23 |3 3 |28 |zf |:8%(E
= T zZ= Z @ Z zZ 2 zZ =z Zo ZSE°
5 45,927 96,433 16,589 275 10,265 108 1,512 7,590 178,699
25.70% 53.96% 9.28% 0.15% 5.74% 0.06% 0.85% 4.25% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
5 36,303 84,012 13,607 226 8,815 93 1,221 5,627 149,904
24.22% 56.04% 9.08% 0.15% 5.88% 0.06% 0.81% 3.75% 100.00%
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District 6
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6 52,431 27,341 72,626 267 5,773 154 2,993 9,676 171,261
30.61% 15.96% 42.41% 0.16% 3.37% 0.09% 1.75% 5.65% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
6 39,334 23,709 53,397 219 4,874 128 2,233 7,166 131,060
30.01% 18.09% 40.74% 0.17% 3.72% 0.10% 1.70% 5.47% 100.00%
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District 7
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7 81,630 58,490 17,642 241 11,782 135 1,548 6,494 177,962
45.87% 32.87% 9.91% 0.14% 6.62% 0.08% 0.87% 3.65% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
7 61,478 48,147 13,797 189 9,397 115 1,054 4,230 138,407
44.42% 34.79% 9.97% 0.14% 6.79% 0.08% 0.76% 3.06% 100.00%
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District 8
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8 30,044 | 58,644 | 73,280 340 6,728 93 1,890 | 6,882 | 177,901
16.89% | 32.96% | 41.19% | 0.19% | 3.78% | 0.05% | 1.06% | 3.87% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
8 22,698 | 51,476 | 52,744 272 5,776 75 1,529 | 4,964 | 139,534
16.27% | 36.89% | 37.80% | 0.19% | 4.14% | 0.05% | 1.10% | 3.56% | 100.00%
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