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Map-6A (Auffant-2 Amendment 1)

Plan Name: Map-6A (Auffant-2 Amendment 1)

Date Submitted: August 12, 2025

Sponsored by: James Auffant - MRAC Committee Member — District 5
Submitted by: Pedro Rodriguez

* Values from the original plan are in parentheses. Values in both the original and amended plan are in bold.

Maximum Deviation

Meets the requirement — 7.79% (8.32%)

Districts Changed

All districts changed

Incumbents

All Incumbents in their district (4 in D7)

Preservation of the Core
of Current Districts

All Districts preserved

Contiguity

All Districts are contiguous

Majority/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 0.55 (0.76) 0.39 (0.45) 0.43 (0.44) 0.90 (0.89)
2 0.62 (0.94) 0.27 (0.44) 0.22 (0.35) 0.69 (0.80)
3 0.95 (0.95) 0.37 (0.38) 0.53 (0.51) 0.84 (0.85)
4 0.73 (0.16) 0.46 (0.15) 0.64 (0.27) 0.90 (0.89)
5 0.30 (0.35) 0.18 (0.18) 0.21 (0.19) 0.69 (0.70)
6 0.99 (0.76) 0.44 (0.39) 0.58 (0.36) 0.87 (0.82)
7 0.16 (0.73) 0.15 (0.46) 0.27 (0.64) 0.89 (0.90)
8 0.52 (0.52) 0.30(0.27) 0.22 (0.21) 0.75 (0.67)

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

possible for a district

(Municipalities)

Orlando is split by districts

Communities of Interest | 1 out of 13 Municipalities is split.

Communities of Interest | 2 (1) Out of 39 CDPs are split. Part of 2 CDPs are within

(CDPs) the County (Four Corners in the South Western part of
the County and Goldenrod in the northern part of the
County)

Clarcona and Holden Lakes (Pine Hills) are split

Precincts

20 (25) Precincts have been split: 112, (113, 115, 116),
204, 206, 207, 212, 222, 223, (240), 242, (301), 314,
317, 343, 431, 504, 505, 507, 511, 520, 521, (526), 527,
534, (605, 606, 607, 614, 618, 629, 630, 634, 636)
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Overview Map — Proposed & Current Districts
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1 37,037 100,686 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 40,788 85,700 30,764 287 5,322 63 1,205 6,824 170,953
23.86% 50.13% 18.00% 0.17% 3.11% 0.04% 0.70% 3.99% 100.00%

3 83,706 63,365 15,311 259 4,993 116 1,257 5,416 174,423
47.99% | 36.33% | 8.78% | 0.15% | 2.86% | 0.07% | 0.72% 3.11% | 100.00%

4 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%

5 48,647 96,222 14,711 284 11,017 132 1,466 8,164 180,643
26.93% 53.27% 8.14% 0.16% 6.10% 0.07% 0.81% 4.52% 100.00%

6 55,307 32,898 74,195 287 6,745 160 3,389 10,558 183,539
30.13% 17.92% 40.42% 0.16% 3.67% 0.09% 1.85% 5.75% 100.00%

7 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%

8 33,476 41,302 83,040 384 6,797 97 2,233 6,592 173,921
19.25% | 23.75% | 47.75% | 0.22% | 3.91% | 0.06% | 1.28% 3.79% | 100.00%
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Majority/Plurality Map

M

LS

FLCC Ll LELE

| Majority Demographic
I Hispanic

[ INHWHT

B NHBLK

Wl ey
Warld
i P

Voting Age Population

G 2 ,w . ¥ E .2 - Bl Le20 =
5| § | 2z | 23| ¥ |23 |22 |2EF 2258 b
2 2 @ z < z S} F e =
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 29,042 71,720 22,659 235 4,339 57 857 4,598 133,507
21.75% 53.72% 16.97% | 0.18% | 3.25% 0.04% | 0.64% 3.44% 100.00%
3 63,278 54,728 11,706 208 4,179 98 831 3,848 138,876
45.56% 39.41% 8.43% 0.15% | 3.01% 0.07% | 0.60% 2.77% 100.00%
4 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%
5 38,806 85,183 12,399 236 9,532 108 1,217 6,170 153,651
25.26% 55.44% 8.07% 0.15% | 6.20% 0.07% | 0.79% 4.02% 100.00%
6 41,621 28,575 54,607 239 5,746 133 2,566 7,868 141,355
29.44% 20.22% 38.63% | 0.17% | 4.06% 0.09% | 1.82% 5.57% 100.00%
7 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%
8 24,002 35,157 59,622 301 5,660 74 1,680 4,557 131,053
18.31% 26.83% 45.49% | 0.23% | 4.32% 0.06% | 1.28% 3.48% 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 79.57 | 128,412 | 63.36% | 69.95% | 46.02 | 55,173 | 36.64% | 30.05% | 183,585 | 125.58
D2 94.62 | 65,479 65.51% | 38.30% | 49.81 | 105,474 | 34.49% | 61.70% | 170,953 | 144.42
D3 26.95 | 81,262 | 40.54% | 46.59% | 39.53 | 93,161 | 59.46% | 53.41% | 174,423 66.48
D4 69.78 | 166,056 | 91.62% | 93.31% 6.38 11,906 8.38% 6.69% | 177,962 76.16
D5 172.72 | 133,596 | 94.90% | 73.96% 9.28 47,047 5.10% 26.04% | 180,643 | 182.00
D6 23.87 | 76,845 50.20% | 41.87% | 23.68 | 106,694 | 49.80% | 58.13% | 183,539 47.55
D7 192.48 | 153,318 | 87.43% | 82.93% | 27.66 | 31,564 | 12.57% | 17.07% | 184,882 | 220.14
D8 23.67 | 99,438 | 48.51% | 57.17% | 25.12 | 74,483 | 51.49% | 42.83% | 173,921 48.79
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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%
Voting Age Population
1 26,131 | 78,848 | 9,988 177 12,322 100 1,788 | 8397 | 137,751
18.97% | 57.24% | 7.25% | 0.13% | 8.95% | 0.07% | 1.30% | 6.10% | 100.00%
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2 40,788 85,700 30,764 287 5,322 63 1,205 6,824 170,953
23.86% 50.13% 18.00% 0.17% 3.11% 0.04% 0.70% 3.99% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
2 29,042 71,720 22,659 235 4,339 57 857 4,598 133,507
21.75% | 53.72% 16.97% 0.18% 3.25% 0.04% 0.64% 3.44% 100.00%
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83,706 | 63,365 | 15,311 259 4,993 116 1,257 | 5,416 | 174,423
47.99% | 36.33% | 8.78% | 0.15% | 2.86% | 0.07% | 0.72% | 3.11% | 100.00%
Voting Age Population
63,278 | 54,728 | 11,706 208 4,179 98 831 3,848 | 138,876
45.56% | 39.41% | 8.43% | 0.15% | 3.01% | 0.07% | 0.60% | 2.77% | 100.00%
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4 81,630 | 58490 | 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
4 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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5 48,647 96,222 14,711 284 11,017 132 1,466 8,164 180,643
26.93% 53.27% 8.14% 0.16% 6.10% 0.07% 0.81% 4.52% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
5 38,806 85,183 12,399 236 9,532 108 1,217 6,170 153,651
25.26% | 55.44% | 8.07% | 0.15% | 6.20% | 0.07% | 0.79% | 4.02% | 100.00%
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6 55,307 32,898 74,195 287 6,745 160 3,389 10,558 183,539
30.13% 17.92% 40.42% 0.16% 3.67% 0.09% 1.85% 5.75% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
6 41,621 28,575 54,607 239 5,746 133 2,566 7,868 141,355
29.44% 20.22% 38.63% 0.17% 4.06% 0.09% 1.82% 5.57% 100.00%
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7 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
7 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%
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District 8
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8 33,476 41,302 83,040 384 6,797 97 2,233 6,592 173,921
19.25% 23.75% 47.75% 0.22% 3.91% 0.06% 1.28% 3.79% 100.00%
Voting Age Population
8 24,002 35,157 59,622 301 5,660 74 1,680 4,557 131,053
18.31% 26.83% 45.49% 0.23% 4.32% 0.06% 1.28% 3.48% 100.00%
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