DRAW THE LINE FOR FAIR

AMND E( REPRESENTATION

Plan Report for OCFL-2025-Henry-2

Plan Name:

OCFL-2025-Henry-2

Date Submitted:

July 3, 2025

Sponsored by:

Jason Henry - MRAC Committee Member — District 6

Maximum Deviation

Meets the requirement — 8.59%

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 0.73 0.46 0.56 0.92
2 0.94 0.43 0.32 0.79
3 0.79 0.39 0.47 0.85
4 0.73 0.47 0.62 0.91
5 0.54 0.24 0.23 0.65
6 0.98 0.40 0.47 0.83
7 0.66 0.29 0.20 0.75
8 0.24 0.21 0.35 0.87

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

possible for a district

Communities of Interest
(Municipalities)

1 out of 13 Municipalities are split.

Orlando is split by districts

Communities of Interest
(CDPs)

0 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)

No CDPs are split

Precincts

19 Precincts have been split: 206, 212, 218, 219, 222,
301, 314, 317, 321, 328, 330, 343, 501, 511, 534, 548,
613, 634, 916
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts
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1 37,030 100,665 13,281 241 16,149 135 2,625 13,430 183,556
20.17% 54.84% 7.24% 0.13% 8.80% 0.07% 1.43% 7.32% 100.00%

2 47,541 70,248 37,680 355 6,635 94 1,718 7,470 171,741
27.68% 40.90% 21.94% 0.21% 3.86% 0.05% 1.00% 4.35% 100.00%

3 84,572 68,038 14,833 269 5,315 119 1,291 5,633 180,070
46.97% 37.78% 8.24% 0.15% 2.95% 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 48,152 101,948 15,572 288 11,117 124 1,445 8,265 186,911
25.76% | 54.54% | 8.33% | 0.15% | 5.95% | 0.07% | 0.77% 4.42% | 100.00%

6 52,508 | 31,895 | 69,893 257 5,879 143 | 2,811 9,634 173,110
30.38% 18.42% 40.37% 0.15% 3.40% 0.08% 1.62% 5.57% 100.00%

7 29,030 47,292 80,052 330 5,926 88 2,290 6,550 171,558
16.92% 27.57% 46.66% 0.19% 3.45% 0.05% 1.33% 3.82% 100.00%

8 92,408 52,668 14,669 224 14,065 276 2,286 8,203 184,799
50.00% 28.50% 7.94% 0.12% 7.61% 0.15% 1.24% 4.44% 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map

| Majority Demographic
I Hispanic
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1 26,124 78,828 9,987 177 12,322 100 1,788 8,397 137,723
18.97% 57.24% 7.25% 0.13% 8.95% 0.07% | 1.30% 6.10% 100.00%
2 33,414 58,365 27,608 287 5,359 75 1,196 5,032 131,336
25.44% 44.44% 21.02% | 0.22% 4.08% 0.06% | 0.91% 3.83% 100.00%
3 64,083 59,127 11,315 215 4,483 99 867 4,053 144,242
44.43% | 40.99% | 7.84% | 0.15% | 3.11% | 0.07% | 0.60% | 2.81% | 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 38,055 89,172 12,945 240 9,508 102 1,173 6,113 157,308
24.19% 56.69% 8.23% 0.15% 6.04% 0.06% | 0.75% 3.89% 100.00%
6 39,952 28,252 51,582 214 5,046 117 2,110 7,213 134,486
29.71% 21.01% 38.35% | 0.16% 3.75% 0.09% | 1.57% 5.36% 100.00%
7 | 21,219 | 40,387 | 57,546 | 263 | 5,059 77 | 1,809 4,628 | 130,988
16.20% 30.83% 43.93% | 0.20% 3.86% 0.06% | 1.38% 3.53% 100.00%
8 68,999 42,441 11,227 184 11,070 240 1,548 5,445 141,154
48.88% 30.07% 7.95% 0.13% 7.84% 0.17% | 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 79.47 | 128,383 | 63.30% | 69.94% | 46.08 | 55,173 | 36.70% | 30.06% | 183,556 | 125.56
D2 97.75 69,532 65.78% | 40.49% | 50.85 | 102,209 | 34.22% | 59.51% | 171,741 | 148.60
D3 25.67 | 77,398 | 43.31% | 42.98% | 33.60 | 102,672 | 56.69% | 57.02% | 180,070 59.27
D4 70.13 | 166,255 | 90.07% | 93.32% 7.73 11,908 9.93% 6.68% | 178,163 77.85
D5 264.50 | 134,209 | 95.02% | 71.80% | 13.86 | 52,702 4.98% 28.20% | 186,911 | 278.36
D6 19.60 | 61,473 | 44.57% | 35.51% | 24.38 | 111,637 | 55.43% | 64.49% | 173,110 43.99
D7 25.70 | 113,985 | 59.94% | 66.44% | 17.18 | 57,573 | 40.06% | 33.56% | 171,558 42.88
D8 100.83 | 153,171 | 74.89% | 82.89% | 33.80 | 31,628 | 25.11% | 17.11% | 184,799 | 134.63
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District 1

Pine Hills

Total Population

G 2 Z ~
b c w w S = = o w -
G & |zz [z3 |3 |23 |:z8 |zE |:28%\%
o T zZ = Z o Z z 2 zZ =z Z0 ZSE| 8
1 37,030 | 100,665 | 13,281 | 241 | 16,149 135 2,625 | 13,430 | 183,556
20.17% | 54.84% | 7.24% | 0.13% | 8.80% | 0.07% | 1.43% | 7.32% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
1 26,124 | 78,828 | 9,987 177 | 12,322 100 1,788 | 8397 | 137,723
18.97% | 57.24% | 7.25% | 0.13% | 8.95% | 0.07% | 1.30% | 6.10% | 100.00%
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District 2
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2 47,541 | 70,248 | 37,680 355 6,635 94 1,718 7,470 | 171,741
27.68% | 40.90% | 21.94% | 0.21% | 3.86% | 0.05% | 1.00% | 4.35% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
2 33,414 | 58,365 | 27,608 287 5,359 75 1,196 5032 | 131,336
25.44% | 44.44% | 21.02% | 0.22% | 4.08% | 0.06% | 0.91% | 3.83% | 100.00%
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3 84,572 | 68,038 | 14,833 269 5,315 119 1,291 | 5,633 | 180,070
46.97% | 37.78% | 8.24% | 0.15% | 2.95% | 0.07% | 0.72% | 3.13% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
3 64,083 | 59,127 | 11,315 215 4,483 99 867 4,053 | 144,242
44.43% | 40.99% | 7.84% | 0.15% | 3.11% | 0.07% | 0.60% | 2.81% | 100.00%

Prepared by ARCBridge Consulting for OCFL MRAC (2025) Evaluation




District 4
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4 81,604 | 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 48,152 101,948 15,572 288 11,117 124 1,445 8,265 186,911

25.76% | 54.54% 8.33% 0.15% 5.95% 0.07% 0.77% 4.42% | 100.00%

Voting Age Population

5 38,055 89,172 12,945 240 9,508 102 1,173 6,113 157,308

24.19% | 56.69% 8.23% 0.15% 6.04% 0.06% 0.75% 3.89% | 100.00%
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District 6
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6 52,598 | 31,895 | 69,893 257 5,879 143 2,811 | 9,634 | 173,110
30.38% | 18.42% | 40.37% | 0.15% | 3.40% | 0.08% | 1.62% | 5.57% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
6 39,952 | 28,252 | 51,582 214 5,046 117 2,110 | 7,213 | 134,486
29.71% | 21.01% | 38.35% | 0.16% | 3.75% | 0.09% | 1.57% | 5.36% | 100.00%
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District 7
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7 29,030 47,292 80,052 330 5,926 88 2,290 6,550 171,558
16.92% 27.57% 46.66% 0.19% 3.45% 0.05% 1.33% 3.82% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
7 21,219 40,387 57,546 263 5,059 77 1,809 4,628 130,988
16.20% 30.83% 43.93% 0.20% 3.86% 0.06% 1.38% 3.53% 100.00%
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District 8
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8 92,408 52,668 14,669 224 14,065 276 2,286 8,203 184,799
50.00% 28.50% 7.94% 0.12% 7.61% 0.15% 1.24% 4.44% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
8 68,999 42,441 11,227 184 11,070 240 1,548 5,445 141,154
48.88% 30.07% 7.95% 0.13% 7.84% 0.17% 1.10% 3.86% 100.00%
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