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Demographers’ Analysis of Plan N?
Lapkoff & Gobalet Demographic Research, Inc. 12/1/2021

Plan N was constructed using the online mapping tool, Maptitude Online Redistricting (MORe).
Plan N is similar to Plans G, H, and L in that all these plans exchange territory between D1 and D3.
Plan N moves Piece 5 from D2 to D1.

Plan N moves Pieces 11 and 12 from D1 to DA4.

The accompanying maps provide an overview of this plan as well as detailed maps of the Salinas area.
Color shading on some of the maps identifies the Current Supervisorial Districts, and the black lines
show Plan N boundaries. Statistics for this map are provided on the last two pages.
Demographers’ comments about plan characteristics:

e Plan deviation: 7.6 percent

e Piece 5 was moved from D2 to D1.

e Pieces 11 and 12 were moved to District 4

e Large population shifts between Districts 1 and 3.

1 Plan N was submitted by ARC Commissioner Ernesto Gonzales, District 1.
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Plan N Data

MC BOS Plan N MC BOS Plan N
Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Total Latino/ Latino/
District Population Hispanic White Black Asian Other Total District Total Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Total Population Percentages Registered Voters
1 91,780 86% 7% 1% 5% 1% 100% 1 31,974 75% n/a n/a 5% n/a
2 85,856 70% 20% 1% 6% 3% 100% | 2 41,677 53% n/a n/a 5% n/a
3 85,134 87% 9% 1% 2% 2% 100% 3 30,252 73% n/a n/a 3% n/a
4 86,019 44% 33% 5% 13% 5% 100% 4 45,619 29% n/a n/a 8% n/a
5 85,871 14% 71% 2% 9% 4% 100% | 5 59,308 8% n/a n/a 1% n/a
Total 434,660 61% 27% 2% 7% 3% 100% Total 208,830 41% n/a n/a 5% n/a
District Age 18+ (Voting Age) Population Percentages District Total Actual Voters
1 63,708 83% 8% 1% 6% 2% 100% 1 21,736 72% n/a n/a 5% n/a
2 62,939 65% 23% 1% 7% 3% 100% 2 31,831 50% n/a n/a 5% n/a
3 58,088 85% 11% 1% 2% 2% 100% 3 21,280 69% n/a n/a 3% n/a
4 65,804 39% 36% 6% 14% 5% 100% 4 36,958 27% n/a n/a 8% n/a
5 72,863 12% 74% 2% 8% 4% 100% | 5 52,536 8% n/a n/a 4% n/a
Total 323,402 55% 32% 2% 7% 3% 100% | Total 164,341 37% n/a n/a 5% n/a
District Total Citizens of Voting Age (CVAP) Percentages District  Total Pop Deviation % Deviation
1 31,556 69% 17% 3% 7% 4% 100% | 1 91,780 4,848 5.6%
2 46,373 49% 36% 2% 8% 6% 100% | 2 85,856 -1,076 -1.2%
3 31,717 66% 24% 2% 2% 6% 100% | 3 85,134 -1,798 -2.1%
4 55,567 28% 45% 7% 13% 7% 100% 4 86,019 -913 -1.1%
5 67,965 9% 78% 2% 6% 5% 100% | 5 85,871 -1,061 -1.2%
Total 233,178 37% 46% 3% 8% 6% 100% Total 434,660

Ideal 86,932 6,646 7.6%




Plan N Hispanic/Latino Percentages

MCBOS Plan N

Percent Hispanic/Latino

Voting Age Citizens of Voting

District Total Population Population (VAP) Age (CVAP) Registered Voters  Actual Voters
1 86% 83% 69% 75% 72%
2 70% 65% 49% 53% 50%
3 87% 85% 66% 73% 69%
4 44% 39% 28% 29% 27%
5 14% 12% 9% 8% 8%
Total 61% 55% 37% 41% 37%






