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Map-2A (Washington-2 Amendment-1)

Plan Name: Map-2A (Washington-2 Amendment-1)

Date Submitted: August 14, 2025

Sponsored by: David Washington - MRAC Committee Member — District 4
Submitted by: Same

Maximum Deviation

Meets the requirement — 9.20% (9.51%)

Districts Changed

All Districts changed

Incumbents

Incumbents not in their district: 2 (none)
D2 incumbent is now in D7

Preservation of the Core
of Current Districts

Districts preserved: 1, 2,5, 6

Contiguity

All Districts are contiguous

Majority/Plurality

NH-White -1, 2,5, (7), 8
Hispanic—3, 4
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 0.84 (0.87) 0.46 (0.46) 0.40 (0.39) 0.86 (0.85)
2 0.84 (0.84) 0.42 (0.43) 0.35(0.39) 0.87 (0.89)
3 0.56 (0.48) 0.29 (0.29) 0.37 (0.36) 0.86 (0.84)
4 0.89 (0.81) 0.46 (0.49) 0.55 (0.59) 0.88 (0.90)
5 0.63 (0.66) 0.42 (0.44) 0.31(0.34) 0.84 (0.85)
6 0.91 (0.63) 0.34 (0.35) 0.31(0.37) 0.72 (0.77)
7 0.79 (0.82) 0.25 (0.28) 0.21 (0.28) 0.64 (0.69)
8 0.92 (0.97) 0.30(0.27) 0.32(0.27) 0.74 (0.66)

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

possible for a district

Communities of Interest
(Municipalities)

3 (2) out of 13 Municipalities are split.

Apopka, Edgewood, and Orlando are split by districts

Communities of Interest
(CDPs)

2 (8) 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)

Alafaya, Clarcona, (Holden Heights, Oak Ridge, Pine
Castle, Pine Hills, South Apopka, and Union Park) are
split

Precincts

28 (23) Precincts has been split: 119, 130, 131, 137,
138, 201, 206, 214, 218, 219, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226,
229, 231, (240), 330, 335, (341), 403, (504, 505, 520,
521,527), 531, 534, (602), 613, 614, 616, 629, 634, 636
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts
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1 39,819 88,583 9,658 219 15,850 200 2,643 12,777 169,749
23.46% 52.18% 5.69% 0.13% 9.34% | 0.12% | 1.56% 7.53% 100.00%

2 41,540 80,715 30,982 353 8,233 96 2,090 8,513 172,522
24.08% 46.79% 17.96% | 0.20% | 4.77% | 0.06% | 1.21% 4.93% 100.00%

3 93,878 50,334 16,660 214 12,719 228 2,129 7,378 183,540
51.15% 27.42% 9.08% 0.12% 6.93% | 0.12% | 1.16% 4.02% 100.00%

4 101,151 46,230 16,332 252 9,026 106 1,469 5,316 179,882
56.23% 25.70% 9.08% 0.14% 5.02% | 0.06% | 0.82% 2.96% 100.00%

5 59,834 82,383 17,583 267 12,618 145 1,673 8,173 182,676
32.75% | 45.10% 9.63% 0.15% | 6.91% | 0.08% | 0.92% 4.47% 100.00%

6 51,544 29,996 72,865 271 5,397 138 2,586 8,901 171,698
30.02% 17.47% 42.44% | 0.16% 3.14% | 0.08% | 1.51% 5.18% 100.00%

7 39,826 42,583 86,105 340 5,743 90 2,187 6,766 183,640
21.69% 23.19% 46.89% | 0.19% 3.13% | 0.05% | 1.19% 3.68% 100.00%

8 45,433 110,538 13,439 291 7,284 111 1,238 7,867 186,201
24.40% 59.36% 7.22% 0.16% 3.91% | 0.06% | 0.66% 4.23% 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map

| Majority Demographic
I Hispanic
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1 | 29,676 | 71,180 | 7,505 169 | 12,250 | 151 | 1,821 8,324 | 131,076
22.64% | 54.30% | 5.73% | 0.13% | 9.35% | 0.12% | 1.39% | 6.35% | 100.00%
2 | 28911 | 65200 | 22,890 | 281 | 6,552 76 | 1,469 5509 | 130,888
22.09% | 49.81% | 17.49% | 0.21% | 5.01% | 0.06% | 1.12% | 4.21% | 100.00%
3 | 69,779 | 40,599 | 12,419 | 163 | 10,032 | 202 | 1,442 4,918 | 139,554
50.00% | 29.09% | 8.90% | 0.12% | 7.19% | 0.14% | 1.03% | 3.52% | 100.00%
4 76,803 39,628 12,682 192 7,412 86 971 3,714 141,488
54.28% | 28.01% | 8.96% | 0.14% | 5.24% | 0.06% | 0.69% | 2.62% | 100.00%
5 | 45334 | 69,670 | 14,298 | 224 | 10,362 | 127 | 1,245 5,626 | 146,886
30.86% | 47.43% | 9.73% | 0.15% | 7.05% | 0.09% | 0.85% | 3.83% | 100.00%
6 | 38829 | 26,265 | 53,367 | 221 | 4,607 | 113 | 1,964 6,660 | 132,026
29.41% | 19.89% | 40.42% | 0.17% | 3.49% | 0.09% | 1.49% | 5.04% | 100.00%
7 | 28,765 | 36,347 | 62,088 | 280 | 4,877 78 | 1,693 4,745 | 138,873
20.71% | 26.17% | 44.71% | 0.20% | 3.51% | 0.06% | 1.22% | 3.42% | 100.00%
8 | 35266 | 95932 | 10,760 | 239 | 6,153 92 940 5,625 | 155,007
22.75% | 61.89% 6.94% 0.15% | 3.97% | 0.06% | 0.61% 3.63% 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 94.77 | 154,960 | 76.64% | 91.29% | 28.88 | 14,789 | 23.36% 8.71% | 169,749 | 123.64
D2 87.92 | 36,681 57.92% | 21.26% | 63.88 | 135,841 | 42.08% | 78.74% | 172,522 | 151.80
D3 56.93 | 150,070 | 57.47% | 81.76% | 42.13 | 33,470 | 42.53% | 18.24% | 183,540 99.06
D4 47.26 | 134,591 | 77.92% | 74.82% | 13.39 | 45291 | 22.08% | 25.18% | 179,882 60.66
D5 326.84 | 168,240 | 97.27% | 92.10% 9.19 14,436 2.73% 7.90% | 182,676 | 336.02
D6 21.66 | 70,482 | 46.00% | 41.05% | 25.42 | 101,216 | 54.00% | 58.95% | 171,698 47.08
D7 32.74 | 127,377 | 67.75% | 69.36% | 15.59 | 56,263 | 32.25% | 30.64% | 183,640 48.33
D8 15.52 | 62,005 34.86% | 33.30% | 29.01 | 124,196 | 65.14% | 66.70% | 186,201 44.53
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1 39,819 | 88,583 | 9,658 219 15,850 | 200 2,643 | 12,777 | 169,749
23.46% | 52.18% | 5.69% | 0.13% | 9.34% | 0.12% | 1.56% | 7.53% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
1 29,676 | 71,180 | 7,505 169 12,250 151 1,821 | 8324 | 131,076
22.64% | 54.30% | 5.73% | 0.13% | 9.35% | 0.12% | 1.39% | 6.35% | 100.00%
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2 41,540 | 80,715 | 30,982 353 8,233 96 2,000 | 8513 | 172,522
24.08% | 46.79% | 17.96% | 0.20% | 4.77% | 0.06% | 1.21% | 4.93% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
2 28,911 | 65200 | 22,890 281 6,552 76 1,469 | 5,509 | 130,888
22.09% | 49.81% | 17.49% | 0.21% | 5.01% | 0.06% | 1.12% | 4.21% | 100.00%
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District 3
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3 93,878 50,334 16,660 214 12,719 228 2,129 7,378 183,540
51.15% 27.42% 9.08% 0.12% 6.93% 0.12% 1.16% 4.02% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
3 69,779 40,599 12,419 163 10,032 202 1,442 4,918 139,554
50.00% 29.09% 8.90% 0.12% 7.19% 0.14% 1.03% 3.52% 100.00%
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District 4
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4 101,151 46,230 16,332 252 9,026 106 1,469 5,316 179,882

56.23% | 25.70% 9.08% 0.14% 5.02% 0.06% 0.82% 2.96% | 100.00%

Voting Age Population

4 76,803 39,628 12,682 192 7,412 86 971 3,714 141,488

54.28% | 28.01% 8.96% 0.14% 5.24% 0.06% 0.69% 2.62% | 100.00%
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District 5
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5 59,834 82,383 17,583 267 12,618 145 1,673 8,173 182,676

32.75% | 45.10% 9.63% 0.15% 6.91% 0.08% 0.92% 4.47% | 100.00%

Voting Age Population

5 45,334 69,670 14,298 224 10,362 127 1,245 5,626 146,886

30.86% | 47.43% 9.73% 0.15% 7.05% 0.09% 0.85% 3.83% | 100.00%
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District 6
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6 51,544 | 29,996 | 72,865 271 5,397 138 2,586 | 8,901 | 171,698
30.02% | 17.47% | 42.44% | 0.16% | 3.14% | 0.08% | 1.51% | 5.18% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
6 38,829 | 26,265 | 53,367 221 4,607 113 1,964 | 6,660 | 132,026
29.41% | 19.89% | 40.42% | 0.17% | 3.49% | 0.09% | 1.49% | 5.04% | 100.00%
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District 7
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7 39,826 42,583 86,105 340 5,743 90 2,187 6,766 183,640
21.69% | 23.19% | 46.89% 0.19% 3.13% 0.05% 1.19% 3.68% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
7 28,765 36,347 62,088 280 4,877 78 1,693 4,745 138,873
20.71% 26.17% 44.71% 0.20% 3.51% 0.06% 1.22% 3.42% 100.00%
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District 8
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45,433 | 110,538 | 13,439 291 7,284 111 1,238 7,867 186,201
24.40% | 59.36% 7.22% 0.16% 3.91% 0.06% 0.66% 4.23% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
35,266 95,932 10,760 239 6,153 92 940 5,625 155,007
22.75% | 61.89% 6.94% 0.15% 3.97% 0.06% 0.61% 3.63% 100.00%
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