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Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics
Scenario 1—DRAFT—Subject to change

09/29/2021

Ideal Population Criterion Total Population & Deviation per District
Ideal Population 23,238
Overall Range 7.3%

- 50-10.0% _ 1 23,857 619 2.7%

2 23,473 235 1.0%

3 22,439 -799 -3.4%

4 23,434 196 0.8%

5 22,793 -445 -1.9%

6 22,544 -694 -3.0%

7 24,127 889 3.8%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Hawaiian and Other More Latino
American  Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander
1 11.1% 0.2% 0.1% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 83.7%
2 21.7% 1.8% 0.5% 12.6% 0.1% 0.5% 2.2% 60.8%
3 52.6% 2.1% 0.5% 6.8% 0.1% 0.6% 3.8% 33.5%
4 22.1% 1.5% 0.4% 51% 0.0% 0.5% 1.7% 68.8%
5 30.0% 1.3% 0.4% 3.0% 0.1% 0.4% 2.2% 62.7%
6 33.3% 1.4% 3.5% 3.8% 0.1% 0.6% 2.4% 55.0%
7 38.2% 1.6% 0.6% 12.5% 0.1% 0.5% 3.3% 43.2%

2020 Census P.L 94-171 Redistricting Data Summary Files Total Population by race and Hispanic/Latino origin.



Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 1—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/29/2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Hawaiian  Two or Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Alaska and Pacific More Latino
American Native Islander Races
1 21.4% 0.6% 1.3% 6.3% 0.0% 2.2% 66.8%
2 34.1% 1.9% 0.4% 12.4% 0.1% 1.4% 49.7%
3 63.7% 3.7% 0.2% 6.7% 0.0% 2.0% 24.4%
4 37.7% 2.6% 0.2% 5.4% 0.0% 1.1% 51.3%
5 43.1% 1.8% 0.6% 4.3% 0.0% 1.7% 47.9%
6 50.0% 2.0% 2.7% 5.8% 0.0% 0.9% 38.2%
7 51.0% 3.0% 0.4% 10.4% 0.1% 1.5% 35.5%

2015-2019 (5-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAP) by Race and Ethnicity Special Tabulation.
Some Other Race category not included within the ACS special tabulation.
*Rounding may lead to summation of race/ethnicity percentages not equal to 100% (+/- 1%)
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Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics
Scenario 2—DRAFT—Subject to change

09/29/2021

Ideal Population Criterion Total Population & Deviation per District
Ideal Population 23,238
Overall Range 5.2%

- 50-10.0% _ 1 23,857 619 2.7%

2 23,751 513 2.2%

3 22,644 -594 -2.6%

4 23,114 -124 -0.5%

5 22,752 -486 2.1%

6 23,105 -133 -0.6%

7 23,444 206 0.9%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Hawaiian and Other More Latino
American  Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander
1 11.1% 0.2% 0.1% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 83.7%
2 22.4% 1.7% 0.5% 12.7% 0.1% 0.5% 2.2% 60.0%
3 53.1% 2.1% 0.5% 6.4% 0.1% 0.6% 3.7% 33.5%
4 21.3% 1.5% 0.4% 5.8% 0.0% 0.5% 1.8% 68.7%
5 30.0% 1.3% 0.4% 3.0% 0.1% 0.4% 2.2% 62.6%
6 33.0% 1.3% 3.4% 3.7% 0.1% 0.6% 2.3% 55.6%
7 38.0% 1.7% 0.6% 12.4% 0.1% 0.5% 3.3% 43.5%

2020 Census P.L 94-171 Redistricting Data Summary Files Total Population by race and Hispanic/Latino origin.



Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 2—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/29/2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Hawaiian  Two or Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Alaska and Pacific More Latino
American Native Islander Races
1 21.4% 0.6% 1.3% 6.3% 0.0% 2.2% 66.8%
2 34.7% 1.9% 0.4% 12.3% 0.1% 1.4% 49.2%
3 64.3% 3.7% 0.2% 6.5% 0.0% 2.0% 23.8%
4 36.7% 2.7% 0.2% 5.8% 0.0% 0.6% 52.2%
5 43.3% 1.8% 0.6% 4.4% 0.0% 1.7% 47.8%
6 49.6% 1.9% 2.7% 5.7% 0.0% 1.4% 38.5%
7 50.7% 3.0% 0.4% 10.4% 0.1% 1.6% 35.7%

2015-2019 (5-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAP) by Race and Ethnicity Special Tabulation.
Some Other Race category not included within the ACS special tabulation.
*Rounding may lead to summation of race/ethnicity percentages not equal to 100% (+/- 1%)
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Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 3—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/29/2021

Ideal Population Criterion Total Population & Deviation per District

Ideal Population

Overall Range

| <50% 50-100% | >100% ] 23,569 331 1.4%
2 23,596 358 1.5%
3 22,644 594 2.6%
4 23,229 -9 0.0%
5 23,016 -222 1.0%
6 23,101 -137 0.6%
7 23,512 274 1.2%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Hawaiian and Other More Latino
American  Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander
1 9.1% 0.2% 0.1% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 85.8%
2 20.1% 2.2% 0.5% 10.6% 0.1% 0.5% 2.1% 63.9%
3 53.1% 2.1% 0.5% 6.4% 0.1% 0.6% 3.7% 33.5%
4 21.3% 1.4% 0.4% 5.5% 0.0% 0.5% 1.8% 69.1%
5 31.8% 1.2% 0.3% 3.3% 0.1% 0.5% 2.2% 60.6%
6 33.2% 1.4% 3.4% 3.9% 0.1% 0.6% 2.4% 55.2%
7 40.2% 1.3% 0.6% 14.4% 0.1% 0.5% 3.3% 39.7%

2020 Census P.L 94-171 Redistricting Data Summary Files Total Population by race and Hispanic/Latino origin.



Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 3—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/29/2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Hawaiian  Two or Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Alaska and Pacific More Latino
American Native Islander Races
1 19.8% 1.1% 1.7% 6.3% 0.0% 2.2% 66.9%
2 32.3% 3.8% 0.4% 8.2% 0.2% 1.6% 54.5%
3 64.3% 3.7% 0.2% 6.5% 0.0% 2.0% 23.8%
4 36.7% 2.7% 0.2% 5.6% 0.0% 1.1% 52.2%
5 45.2% 1.4% 0.2% 4.4% 0.0% 1.6% 47.1%
6 49.7% 1.9% 2.7% 6.0% 0.0% 1.0% 38.4%
7 52.8% 1.3% 0.5% 14.1% 0.0% 1.3% 31.0%

2015-2019 (5-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAP) by Race and Ethnicity Special Tabulation.
Some Other Race category not included within the ACS special tabulation.
*Rounding may lead to summation of race/ethnicity percentages not equal to 100% (+/- 1%)



|7 Existing Division Boundaries

Draft Plan Scenario 3 ¢

I Division 1 | District Redistricting
[/ Division 2 ' | Draft Plan

) = e Board Divisions

[ Division 5

Division 6

[ Division 7

& IR
;‘*‘ Rgedley

/AN N

Nebraska
1]

FLO

Analytics




[ 1 Existing Division Boundaries o _ ) _
Draft Plan Scenario 3 | | | | / |Kings River Conservation

B Division 1 ‘ / 7| District Redistricting WL
[/ Division 2 5 > Draft Plan
. 5 Board Divisions

[ Division 3
[ Division 4
[ Division 5

Division 6

r [ Division 7

Dol J
ek L
- _5,' ""‘%’3‘ \\:'15 Z
BEAN. )
l«n\\a\ "

¥

[



N

"1 Existing Division Boundaries

Draft Plan Scenario 3
[ Division 1
[/ Division 2
[ Division 3
[ Division 4
[ Division 5
Division 6

[ Division 7

District Redistricting
Draft Plan

12

\

Kings River Conservation

© . - -
K Board Divisions 7"
) %
9
amplain
g
.G
I
) Shephetd
J I
/ Udte o
” O, é_
2 NeT
@ Alluvial W =
c =
i B ]
San Joa AL Herndon g N )
2nd
Figarden [
' 41
%
%
'7@ (b@fo
g i 6
= &
Gettysburg
1z
Ashla
Dako
s . s
s 2 2
| ©
\l i
lin
5
K Mcki
\ \)
(s} B 8
3 G
£ <=
- - ® 3
Nielsen 2 r Fresno hinatdn
8 <& @ >
K> &
= X 0 Blitler @
=} [
rni )7 5
3 i
ER R 41
g § hur
c 41
©
=
North
L
— l
- Analytics

e \iles

0 075 1.5 3




"1 Existing Division Boundaries
Draft Plan Scenario 3

[ Division 1
[/ Division 2
[ Division 3
[ Division 4
[ Division 5

Division 6

[ Division 7

23

Y

Kings River Conservation

District Redistricting

Draft Plan
Board Divisions

Yuba

Kerman

e \iles

0O 15 3

-
19/;/.
()

celsi

Mount Whitn

21

2O\

@mplain
pl
2 % f 9
‘QQ
m © N Abb
) 41
Figargen 41) Bulla
(Z}@e
\16¢
17
(]
a _E_
5 akpta
L d
li
| ]
C
8|
ielsen Fresno
2
utler
7 (41
N
$

EIkhorr’

/

K= FLO—

Analytics

/




N PN

"1 Existing Division Boundaries
Draft Plan Scenario 3

rd

\"'

l‘;'. s

\p.,!-

5%V

Kings River Conservation||
District Redistricting

Draft Plan

Board D|V|S|ons

' T
9
‘ 4
2
)‘)

“

L erd
[ Division 1
[/ Division 2 Lo
" Division 3 Clovis
[ Division 4
Lo Sha
| Division 5 fiysbirg
. hlan
Division 6
[ Division 7
els Fresno e ;
EEEE
egmey Califofni
=1 ~
&
Sk Sanger:
6/;(, qg)’
Parlier:
2
Selma
a 2
o
' Mouhtai
[}
2
(o)
s
oo Kingsburg
Elkhprn
/ Mount Whi
e Excelsior
S Elgin
N
N
I-V- Grangeville If
kS
= acey Hanford
Hanford =
" ®Lemoore
[ ]
e — \iles
0 1.75 3.5 7 Ny
58

', 4 >
T
- | »
’ 0 ;‘ E \
N 18 { = ‘
2] ’
E~ -~
)( .
J
1’5
»
-
S
Kk
South
5
I ] o
Reedley, —
W, -4
o)
>
Q<
= ©
agi
Dinuba 4
onte X
=
TUL
32
(o)
S
20 . &
ERi
§
e pY (=] 24 o
n (&) P
N Mine -5 %al a2
D ©
ye)
©
= |Walnut =
~nz Whitendale S K5 0
LO
- l
- Analytics




|7 Existing Division Boundaries
Draft Plan Scenario 3 2
[ Division 1
[/ Division 2

Kl

7y X

-

Kings River Conservation
District Redistricting

ills Valley
s
Y

Draft Plan
[ Division 3 . . .
o Board Divisions
[ Division 4
- Division 5 R # S N 0 é® Selma
Division 6 $ L] Neb :
(3 MountainiVi -
I Division 7 i 8 Dinuba
(e]
5 Con Kingsburg
horn
S
oun ithey
Excelsio
328
=
32| @ )
> -:'g N
3 A0 O Goshe| )
Oakland 0@ S o .
al Hanford =
—————
d aRdaie
Pro g
S
Kansas ‘ Z
= ™ ; Tulare
J Maifi ¥ Bardsley
S %
s S e
Fresno ¢ T U L A R E N
Cou N
Jayne Nevada
3
K I N G S Shel Corcoran
S
\ Oliv 152
\ gl
Sa@ Avenal i
q‘;' | \ \D | [
\
erra|
y \ \ E ella
\N \\ Utica
(0 X\
\
| -
- C —
d Miles -
. 0 25 5 10 - Analytics
%
b o




0
i

| | [T Existing Division Boundaries
Draft Plan Scenario 3
[ Division 1

[/ Division 2

[ Division 3

[ Division 4

on

L8

Kings River Conservation| ., «

District Redistricting
Draft Plan
Board Divisions

[ Division 5 ‘
L {
Division 6 {
[ Division 7
9 &)
C
/2%
%
%
Oo\e
L,
%
es
Alluvial
<
41 @,b& 6 H
Ellery
41 :
@
Bullard s w37’ ® Glovis
S
rstow
Q Q).
@@ e =
9 =
Gettys| 2
»___Ashlan 5
> RE
) S
5 Dako & 2
¥ . O >
; Shields o _
5 o S : /}C, 2
seoperhz#% 5
=
=
9
=| livi
8 8
el dl s
&N ntihgton s |gTu
> < |E 5)
Q
& E
2 A ‘%’ o Butler
u ifornia
- iy
s |8
Church
£ 41
3 ‘_41 en
T
T £
=Y
North
%,
£2
)

e \iles
0 0.751.5 3

th

al
Sanger
ad

5
5
£

Greenwood

tl
Inond

an

= FL

Analytics




|| Existing Division Boundaries
Draft Plan Scenario 4
Division 1
B Division 2
Division 3
B Division 4
Division 5 ot
B Division 6 {adera
Division 7 |

Mendota

Kerman
33

14

i1 3

Coalinga

19

| 6
@ Avenal
AT
SRR

BT
S
—~

s \iles

i Board Divisions
S - — ;
) - A ' 2
) ) : =
I : \! 57
Ny
\
r a % \
16 C|0y.i§ \"j
Fresno 18 "r.,,
41 ) = A
@ Sanger, >
(]
@
Parli
mr o Reedley,
Selma
@ Dinuba
o3 Kingsburg
41
i Ty
Ha[‘lféru 19 Visalia
@ Lemoore ) ol
99
T ARE
137 ®Tulare 65N @
43
@®|Corcoran
490

-~ , ~

Kings River Conservation :
District Redistricting |
Draft Plan

=FLO

Analytics
o ey s

33

Delano




Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 4—DRAFT—Subject to change

09/29/2021

Kings River Conservation District

Ideal Population Criterion

Ideal Population

23,238

Overall Range

5.3%

[<50%1 s0-100% [Zh00%

Total Population & Deviation per District

1 23,569 331 1.4%
2 23,596 358 1.5%
3 22,877 -361 -1.6%
4 23,530 292 1.3%
5 22,356 -882 -3.8%
6 23,227 -11 0.0%
7 23,512 274 1.2%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Some Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Hawaiian and Other Latino
American  Alaska Native Pacific Race
Islander
1 9.1% 0.2% 0.1% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 85.8%
2 20.1% 2.2% 0.5% 10.6% 0.1% 0.5% 2.1% 63.9%
3 51.9% 2.0% 0.5% 7.1% 0.1% 0.6% 3.7% 34.1%
4 22.3% 1.5% 0.4% 4.7% 0.0% 0.5% 1.8% 68.8%
5 32.8% 1.2% 0.3% 3.5% 0.1% 0.5% 2.3% 59.3%
6 32.3% 1.3% 3.4% 3.7% 0.1% 0.6% 2.3% 56.3%
7 40.2% 1.3% 0.6% 14.4% 0.1% 0.5% 3.3% 39.7%

2020 Census P.L 94-171 Redistricting Data Summary Files Total Population by race and Hispanic/Latino origin.



Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 4—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/29/2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Hawaiian  Two or Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Alaska and Pacific More Latino
American Native Islander Races
1 19.8% 1.1% 1.7% 6.3% 0.0% 2.2% 66.9%
2 32.3% 3.8% 0.4% 8.2% 0.2% 1.6% 54.5%
3 63.0% 3.6% 0.3% 6.9% 0.0% 2.0% 24.9%
4 38.3% 2.7% 0.1% 5.0% 0.0% 1.1% 51.2%
5 46.6% 1.4% 0.2% 4.9% 0.0% 1.8% 45.0%
6 48.0% 1.9% 2.7% 5.5% 0.0% 0.8% 40.7%
7 52.8% 1.3% 0.5% 14.1% 0.0% 1.3% 31.0%

2015-2019 (5-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAP) by Race and Ethnicity Special Tabulation.
Some Other Race category not included within the ACS special tabulation.
*Rounding may lead to summation of race/ethnicity percentages not equal to 100% (+/- 1%)
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Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 5—DRAFT—Subject to change

09/30/2021

Kings River Conservation District

Ideal Population Criterion

Ideal Population

23,238

Overall Range

6.3%

[<50%1 s0-100% [Zh00%

Total Population & Deviation per District

1 23,569 331 1.4%
2 23,596 358 1.5%
3 23,023 -215 -0.9%
4 23,384 146 0.6%
5 22,206 -1,032 -4.4%
6 23,227 -11 0.0%
7 23,662 424 1.8%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Some Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Hawaiian and Other Latino
American  Alaska Native Pacific Race
Islander
1 9.1% 0.2% 0.1% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.9% 85.8%
2 20.1% 2.2% 0.5% 10.6% 0.1% 0.5% 2.1% 63.9%
3 51.8% 2.0% 0.5% 7.0% 0.1% 0.6% 3.7% 34.2%
4 22.2% 1.5% 0.4% 4.7% 0.0% 0.5% 1.8% 68.9%
5 32.7% 1.2% 0.3% 3.5% 0.1% 0.5% 2.3% 59.4%
6 32.3% 1.3% 3.4% 3.7% 0.1% 0.6% 2.3% 56.3%
7 40.3% 1.3% 0.6% 14.3% 0.1% 0.5% 3.3% 39.7%

2020 Census P.L 94-171 Redistricting Data Summary Files Total Population by race and Hispanic/Latino origin.



Kings River Conservation District - Redistricting Summary

Statistics

Scenario 5—DRAFT—Subject to change
09/30/2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per District

District White Black or American Asian Native Hawaiian  Two or Hispanic/
ID African Indian or Alaska and Pacific More Latino
American Native Islander Races
1 19.8% 1.1% 1.7% 6.3% 0.0% 2.2% 66.9%
2 32.3% 3.8% 0.4% 8.2% 0.2% 1.6% 54.5%
3 63.0% 3.6% 0.3% 6.9% 0.0% 2.0% 25.0%
4 38.1% 2.7% 0.1% 5.0% 0.0% 1.1% 51.3%
5 46.5% 1.4% 0.2% 4.8% 0.0% 1.9% 45.2%
6 48.0% 1.9% 2.7% 5.5% 0.0% 0.8% 40.7%
7 52.9% 1.3% 0.5% 14.1% 0.0% 1.3% 31.0%

2015-2019 (5-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAP) by Race and Ethnicity Special Tabulation.
Some Other Race category not included within the ACS special tabulation.
*Rounding may lead to summation of race/ethnicity percentages not equal to 100% (+/- 1%)
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