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Please click on the
“Interpretation” icon
at the bottom of the
Zoom screen and select
the language you want
to hear for tonight’s
meeting:

o English
o Spanish
o Amharic

NOTE: all participants
must select one of the
three languages in
order to fully engage in
the session.

Haga clic en el icono
“Interpretation” en la
parte inferior de la
pantalla Zoom y
seleccione el idioma
que desea escuchar
para la reunion de esta
noche:

o English
o Spanish
o Amharic

NOTA: Todos los
participantes deben
seleccionar uno de los
tres idiomas para
participar en la sesion.
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*Please use the “raise hand” feature to
participate in the question and answer and
group discussion portions of tonight's meeting.
You can find this feature by clicking on the
“reactions” button at the bottom of your Zoom
screen.

* You are also
encouraged to use the
chat function to ask
guestions or participate
In the discussion!

L. Raise Hand




Welcome to
the 2021
Redistricting

Community
Engagement
Session #2!
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Before we get started:

Add your name and
the number of your
council ward to your
Zoom profile (click on
the three dots in the
upper right-hand
corner of your video
box and select
“‘rename”).

In the chat, type in a
brief response to the
following question:
What are you hoping
to get out of tonight’s
session?




Introductions

City of Takoma Park

B

—_—
R‘_Z,J Jessie Carpenter, City Clerk
jessiec@takomaparkmd.gov

Joe Moorman

Bloom Planning i ) .
Session Facilitator Rosalind Grigsby, Community Development

Manager | Planning and Development Services
rosalindg@takomaparkmd.gov

Dan Powers, Public Administration Specialist
danielp@takomaparkmd.gov

;5

Kate Doiron
FLO Analytics donnaw@takomaparkmd.gov

Donna Wright, Communications Manager

Senior GIS Analyst
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Session Goals - Participants Will:

1. Build Knowledge 2. Review Options 3. Share Feedback

7

What is the What are the Which of the
Takoma Park pros and cons maps do you
redistricting of each of the prefer and
process, sample map why? What
criteria and options? other input do

timeline? you have?
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Norms for Session Engagement

* Respect one another, our time frames, and our
shared airspace.

« Stay in a learning and solution mindset and
remember that we are all in this together.

*Don’t be afraid to say “Sorry, | missed that...” or
“Could someone clarify what we're doing...”

* Allow for humanity (family, roommates, furry co-
workers).

 Remember that this is a PROCESS: sometimes
we will have more questions than answers and
no decisions have yet been made.
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Agenda

6:30 - 6:35 Opening and Introductions

6:35 - 6:45 Redistricting Overview: Process, Criteria and Timeline
6:45 - 7:45 Sample Map Review, Q&A and Participant Discussion
7:45 - 8:00 Closing and Important Next Steps
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Redistricting Overview

What is it?

Every 10 years, after the U.S. Census, the City of Takoma
Park must re-draw the boundaries for City Council wards.
These boundaries must be balanced in population in
accordance with local and federal rules.

Why Is It Important?

The location of ward boundaries determines which
voters vote for which council member. Changing the lines
can change the identity, allegiance, and political priorities
of a ward’s council member.



Takoma Park’s Redistricting Timeline
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Redistricting Guidelines

1. Districts must be “population balanced”
2. Districts must be contiguous

3. Redistricting must be done in compliance with all local, state, and federal laws

including the federal Voting Rights Act (1969)
4.  Districts should not favor or disfavor a protected class or political party
5. Districts should be as compact as possible

6. Districts should preserve the use of existing administrative and natural

boundaries

7. Districts should preserve communities of interest (COls) if possible
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Additional City Council Criteria:

* In no case shall the difference between the largest and
smallest ward populations be more than 10 percent.

« |If practicable considering other criteria, the Council has a
goal of reducing the difference between the largest and
smallest wards to five percent or less.

 No ward shall be gerrymandered (changed to favor one
party or class) to ensure the election or defeat of any
Incumbent candidate or potential candidate.
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Takoma Park Resident Engagement
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Agenda

6:30 - 6:35 Opening and Introductions

6:35 - 6:45 Redistricting Overview: Process, Criteria and Timeline
6:45 - 7:45 Sample Map Review, Q&A and Participant Discussion
7:45 - 8:00 Closing and Important Next Steps
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Prior Redistricting

During the 2013 redistricting process, Census blocks were
split along neighborhoods to create the final ward
boundaries.

For the 2021 redistricting process, whole Census blocks
will be used to create ward boundaries.

Census data is only reported at the block level, so below
that level would involve population and demographic
estimates.
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Prior Redistricting

Population Data & Maps

Check out these maps and data tables to see how population in Takoma Park has
changed between Census 2010 and Census 2020:

Data Tables

Population Change Map

Census 2020 Population Map



Ward Map
Option 1

* Most similar to
current wards
while being under
10% deviation

» Deviation is 8.6%
(Ward 2 is -4.8% and
Ward 3 is 3.9%)
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Ward Map

Option 1

P

Most similar to
current wards
while being under
10% deviation

Deviation is 8.6%
(Ward 2 is -4.8% and
Ward 3 is 3.9%)

Total Population & Deviation per Ward

Ward Total Over / Under Deviation From

Population Ideal Ideal
1 2,975 36 1.2%
2 2,799 -140 -4.8%
3 3.053 114 3.9%
= 2,834 -105 -3.6%
5 2,948 9 0.3%
é 3,024 85 2.9%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

Ward White Black or American Asian Native Some Twoor Hispanic/
African Indian or Hawaiian and  Other More Latino
American Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander
1 65.9% 12.0% 0.3% 3.3% 0.0% 0.3% 8.3% 2.9%
2 56.4% 19.6% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 0.7% 6.6% 13.3%
3 53.4% 27.5% 0.1% 2.8% 0.0% 0.4% 6.1% .7%
4 22.3% 58.0% 0.1% 4.9% 0.0% 1.0% 2.6% 1.1%
5 31.8% 32.3% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 0.8% 6.0% 24.5%
é 20.7% 40.0% 0.0% 8.5% 0.1% 0.5% 5.2% 25.1%
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Ward Map
Option 1

* Most similar to
current wards
while being under
10% deviation

» Deviation is 8.6%
(Ward 2 is -4.8% and
Ward 3 is 3.9%)

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

Ward White Black or American Indian Asian Native Hawaiian Two or Hispanic/
African or Alaska Native and Pacific Lafino
Islander

1 69.2% 13.7% 0.0% 2.8% 0.0% 1.7% 12.5%

2 | 66.4% 19.3% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 2.5% 8.7%

3 |62.3% 25.6% 0.5% 3.5% 0.3% 3.2% 4.8%

4 | 46.7% 41.4% 0.0% 2.9% 0.3% 6.2% 2.7%

5 | 54.0% 32.2% 1.1% 3.8% 0.0% 1.3% 7.6%

6 |33.1% 35.4% 0.0% 15.8% 0.0% 1.2% 14.4%

2015-2019 [S-year) American Community Survey (ACS) Citizen Voting-age Population (CVAFP) 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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Ward Map
Option 2

» Also similar to
current wards,
with some changes
from Option 1

» Deviation is 7.1%
(Ward 1 is -4.2% and
Ward 6 is 2.9%)
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Ward Map
Option 2

 Also similar to
current wards

» Deviation is 7.1%
(Ward 1 is -4.2% and
Ward 6 is 2.9%)

(Y
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Total Population & Deviation per Ward

Ward Total Over /Under Deviation From

Population Ideal Ideal
1 2815 -124 -4.2%
2 2,952 13 0.4%
3 2,954 15 0.5%
-t 3.011 72 2.5%
5 2.877 -62 -2.1%
6 3.024 85 2.9%

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
African Indian or Hawaiian and Other More Latino
American Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander
1 68.9% 8.2% 0.4% 3.3% 0.0% 0.4% 8.6% 10.3%
2 55.5% 18.7% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 0.5% 7.2% 14.7%
3 62.5% 18.8% 0.1% 3.2% 0.0% 0.5% 6.3% 8.6%
4 21.4% 59.1% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 0.9% 2.5% 11.3%
5 23.4% 42.4% 0.0% 4.1% 0.0% 0.9% 5.3% 23.8%
é 20.7% 40.0% 0.0% 8.5% 0.1% 0.5% 5.2% 25.1%




Ward Map
Option 2

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

° AlSO Similar to Ward White Black or American Indian Asian Native Hawaiian Two or Hispanic/

cu rrent WardS African or Alaska Native and Pacific More Latino
American Islander Races

» Deviation is 7.1% 1 |70.6% 12.0% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0% 2.4% 12.5%
(Ward 1 is -4.2% and 2 |71.2% 17.2% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0% 1.4% 7.3%
Ward 6 is 2.9%) 3 |723% 12.6% 0.5% 3.7% 0.0% 5.2% 5.6%
4 | 41.0% 48.9% 0.0% 3.2% 0.4% 3.8% 2.9%
5 |441% 41.1% 1.1% 4.3% 0.1% 1.3% 8.2%
6 |331% 35.4% 0.0% 15.8% 0.0% 1.2% 14.4%

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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Ward Map ' LB
Option 3 "

Current Ward 4

* Uses Communities
of Interest
submitted in the
online survey

* Follows major
roads

» Deviation is 7.9%
(Ward 1 is -5% and Ward
6 is 2.9%)

1
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e
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Total Population & Deviation per Ward

Ward Map

- Ward Total Over /Under Deviation From

o pt I o n 3 Population Ideal Ideal
1 2,792 -147 -5.0%

2 2,936 -3 -0.1%

3 2,993 54 1.8%

* Uses Communities 4 3,017 78 2.7%
of Interest 5 2,871 -68 -2.3%
submitted in the 6 3,024 85 2.9%

online survey

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

* Deviation is 7.9%

(Ward 1 is -5% and Ward Ward White Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
6 is 2.9%) African Indian or Hawaiian and Other  More Latino
American Alaska Native Pacific Race Races
Islander

1| 69.9% 7.3% 0.4% 3.4% 0.0% 0.4% 8.6% 10.1%

2 60.9% 17.5% 0.1% 2.7% 0.0% 0.5% 6.6% 11.7%

S 57.1% 17.7% 0.0% 4.1% 0.0% 0.5% 7.3% 13.2%

4 18.8% 62.6% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 0.9% 2.4% 10.9%

5 25.3% 41.9% 0.0% 4.0% 0.0% 0.9% 5.0% 22.8%

6 20.7% 40.0% 0.0% 8.5% 0.1% 0.5% 5.2% 25.1%

(Y
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Ward Map
Option 3

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

Ward White Black or American Indian Asian Native Hawaiian Two or Hispanic/
e  Uses Communities African or Alaska Nafive and Pacific More Latino
American Islander Races
of Interest
. . 1 71.2% 11.4% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% 2.9% 12.3%
submitted in the
[ . 2 67.3% 15.3% 0.5% 51% 0.0% 2.3% 9.3%
ontine Survey 3 75.9% 15.2% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 3.1% 3.7%
° Deviation is 7.9% 4 43.8% 45.2% 0.0% 3.0% 0.4% 4.9% 29%
(Ward 1 is -5% and Ward 5 41.2% 44 2% 1.0% 4.2% 0.2% 1.3% 8.2%
6 is 2.9%) 6 |331% 35.4% 0.0% 15.8% 0.0% 1.2% 14.4%

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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Ward Map
Option 4

* Uses most
Communities of
Interest submitted
in the online
survey

 Lower deviation

» Deviation is 6.4%
(Ward 3 is -3.5% and
Ward 6 is 2.9%)

2 Redistricting 2021
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Total Population & Deviation per Ward
Ward Map
- Total Over / Under Deviation From
o pt I o n 4 Population Ideal Ideal

1 2,971 32 1.1%
2 2,913 -26 -0.9%
3 2,837 -102 -3.5%
« Uses most %
ey 4 3,011 72 2.5%
Communities of
. 5 2,877 -62 -21%
Interest submitted
. . 6 3.024 85 2.9%
in the online
survey Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per Ward
. e . o
¢ DeV]atlon 1S 6'46 Ward White Black or American Asian Natfive Some Two or  Hispanic/
(Ward 3 is -3.5% and African Indian or Hawaiian and  Other More Lafino
Ward 6 is 2.9%) American  Alaska Native Pacific Race  Races
Islander
1 66.3% 11.3% 0.3% 3.2% 0.0% 0.4% 8.3% 10.2%
2 | 41.8% 16.7% 0.1% 2.7% 0.0% 0.5% 6.6% 11.5%
3 |58.3% 18.1% 0.0% 4.0% 0.0% 0.5% 7.2% 11.9%
4 |21.4% 59.1% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 0.9% 2.5% 11.3%
5 |23.4% 42.4% 0.0% 4.1% 0.0% 0.9% 5.3% 23.8%
6 | 20.7% 40.0% 0.0% 8.5% 0.1% 0.5% 5.2% 25.1%

¥ - Redistricting 2021
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Ward Map
Option 4

* Uses most
Communities of
Interest submitted
in the online
survey

» Deviation is 6.4%
(Ward 3 is -3.5% and
Ward 6 is 2.9%)

| Redistricting 2021

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

Ward White Black or American Indian Asian Native Hawaiian Two or Hispanic/
African or Alaska Native and Pacific More Latino
American Islander Races

1 70.5% 12.1% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0% 3.0% 12.0%
2 67.9% 14.7% 0.5% 4.9% 0.0% 2.8% 9.2%
3 76.2% 14.8% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 3.5% 3.6%
4 41.0% 48.9% 0.0% 3.2% 0.4% 3.8% 2.9%
5 44.1% 41.1% 1.1% 4.3% 0.1% 1.3% 8.2%
6 33.1% 35.4% 0.0% 15.8% 0.0% 1.2% 14.4%

2015-201% (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%)




Ward Map
Option 5

 Uses most
Communities of
Interest submitted

» Higher majority
minority in Ward 4
» Deviation is 6.0%

(Ward 1is -2.7% and
Ward 6 is -3.3%)

) | Redistricting 2021
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Total Population & Deviation per Ward

Ward Map

Ward Total Over /Under Deviation From

o pt i o n 5 Population Ideal Ideal
1 3,017 78 2.7%

2 2,936 -3 -0.1%

3 2,890 -49 -1.7%

* Uses most 4 2,937 2 0.1%
Communities of 5 3012 73 2.5%
Interest submitted : 2,841 98 -3.3%

in the online

Total Population by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

survey
. g . o Ward White Black or American Asian Native Some Two or  Hispanic/
* Deviation is 60%’ African Indian or Hawaiian and  Other More Latino
(Ward 1 is 2.7% and Ward American  Alaska Native Pacific Race  Races
6 is -3.3%) Islander
1 65.2% 12.2% 0.3% 3.1% 0.0% 0.3% 8.0% 10.7%
2 60.9% 17.5% 0.1% 2.7% 0.0% 0.5% 6.6% 11.7%
3 49.4% 25.7% 0.0% 3.7% 0.0% 1.1% 6.1% 14.0%
4 20.4% 64.0% 0.0% 4.6% 0.0% 0.4% 2.9% 7.7%
5 32.5% 31.7% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 0.8% 6.1% 24.4%
6 21.4% 38.3% 0.0% 8.9% 0.1% 0.5% 5.2% 25.7%
3"2' . Redistricting 2021




Ward Map
Option 5

CVAP by Race/Ethnicity per Ward

° Uses most Ward White Black or American Indian Asian Native Hawaiian Two or Hispanic/
C t f African or Alaska Native and Pacific More Latino
ommunities o American Islander Races
Interest submitted 1| 72.6% 9.4% 0.0% 1.9% 0.0% 4.4% 11.6%
in the online 2 |67.3% 153% 0.5% 51% 0.0% 2.3% 9.3%
Su rvey 3 71.9% 16.4% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 5.7% 4.2%
. . . k) 32.7% 59.7% 0.0% 3.7% 0.6% 0.6% 3.1%
* Deviation is 6.0%
. 5 54.6% 31.8% 1.0% 3.7% 0.0% 1.3% 7.5%
(Ward 1is -2.7% and
Ward 6 is _3.3%) 6 31.0% 36.2% 0.0% 16.5% 0.0% 1.3% 14.9%

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%)

| Redistricting 2021




What
questions
do you
have so far

about the
sample
maps?




Discussion

Which of the sample maps do you
prefer and why?

If none of the maps meet your own
criteria, what would have to change
for you to support it?




Agenda

6:30 - 6:35 Opening and Introductions

6:35 - 6:45 Redistricting Overview: Process, Criteria and Timeline
6:45 - 7:45 Sample Map Review, Q&A and Participant Discussion
7:45 - 8:00 Closing and Important Next Steps

. Redistrictini 2021



GOVERNMENT  SERVICES INITIATIVES NEWS ABOUT TAKOMA PARK EVENTS & MEETINGS COVID-19

Initiatives > Project Directory > Redistricting

REDISTRICTING

Redistricting 2021
A bo u t t he Proj ect We need your help to draw the best ward boundaries for our city! |

Go to the redistricting engagement portal
here, and take the redistricting survey here

With the completion of the 2020 U.S. Census, the population
balance of the City's wards must be reviewed and the boundaries
redrawn (if needed) to ensure that wards are close to equal in

I e F U

Draw Your Own Ward Boundary Maps

https://takomaparkmd.gov/initiatives/project-directory/redistricting/
Or
Google “Takoma Park Redistricting” and select the first option

@ . Redistricting 2021




Additional Engagement Opportunities

N\ Take Redistricting Survey
é = Access via Takoma Park Redistricting Website
» Share your feedback on communities of interest
Submit a Sample Map

m = Access via Takoma Park Redistricting Website
» [ncorporate your own redistricting criteria

N City Council Meetings
= January and February.
» The City Council will adopt a map in February

) 4
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How Was Your Experience?

Please take a moment to share
your feedback about tonight’s
session.

We deeply value your
perspective — thank you so
much for your time!




